
 

 

MEETING, APRIL 4, 2014 
 
 
A meeting of the South Coast Air Quality Management District Board 
will be held at 9:00 a.m., in the Auditorium at SCAQMD Headquarters, 
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, California. 
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CALL TO ORDER 
 

•  Pledge of Allegiance  
 

•  Opening Comments: William A. Burke, Ed.D., Chair 
 Other Board Members 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D. Env., Executive Officer 

 

 
•  Presentation of Retirement Awards to Carmelita Benitez and 

Belinda Wan 
  Burke 

 
 

  Staff/Phone (909) 396- 
CONSENT CALENDAR (Items 1 through 17) 
 
Note:  Consent Calendar items held for discussion will be moved to Item No. 18 
 
 
1. Approve Minutes of March 7, 2014 Board Meeting McDaniel/2500 
 

 
 

 
 
 
2. Set Public Hearings May 2, 2014 to Consider Amendments 

and/or Adoption to SCAQMD Rules and Regulations: 
Wallerstein/3131 

 
 
 

  (A) Amend Rule 102 - Definition of Terms Fine/2239 
 

The proposed amendment exempts trans 1-chloro-3,3,3-
trifluoropropene from the VOC definition of the rule.  The U.S. EPA 
has already exempted the compound from the federal VOC definition 
because of its negligible photochemical reactivity level. (Reviewed: 
Stationary Source Committee, February 21, 2014) 

 

 
 
 

  (B) Amend Rule 1155 – Particulate Matter (PM) Control 
Devices  

Fine/2239 

 
Rule 1155 was adopted in December 2009 and subsequently 
forwarded to CARB for inclusion in the SIP.  CARB approved the 
submittal and forwarded to U.S. EPA in July 2010.  U.S. EPA has 
raised concerns about certain exemptions during equipment start-up.  
In order to address U.S. EPA’s concern regarding approval of this 
rule into the SIP, Rule 1155 is proposed for an administrative 
amendment clarifying that certain provisions of Rule 401 – Visible 
Emissions and the provisions of Rule 404 – Particulate Matter - 
Concentration are applicable to equipment subject to Rule 1155. 
(Reviewed:  Stationary Source Committee, March 21, 2014) 
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Budget/Fiscal Impact 
 
 
3. Approve Truck Projects under “Year 4” Proposition 1B-Goods 

Movement Program 
Miyasato/3249 

 
On August 26, 2013, a Program Announcement was issued to solicit truck 
replacement projects under the “Year 4” Proposition 1B-Goods Movement 
Program.  This was a two-phased solicitation with closing dates of October 10 
and December 12, 2013.  At its February 7, 2014 meeting, the Board approved 
truck projects for the first phase of the solicitation in the amount of 
$65,542,416, as specified in SCAQMD’s grant agreement with CARB.  The 
same grant agreement allocates a minimum of $11,809,524 for the second 
phase of the solicitation, with the intent to prioritize and help applicants with 
small fleets of three or fewer trucks.  This action is to execute contracts for 
heavy-duty diesel truck projects in an amount not to exceed $11,809,524, in 
addition to any unused funds from the first phase of the program, from the 
Proposition 1B-Goods Movement Program Fund (81).  (No Committee Review) 

 

 
 
 
4. Recognize Revenue and Execute Contract to Demonstrate 

Emission Control Technology for Ocean-Going Vessels  
Miyasato/3249 

 
The Port of Long Beach (POLB) requested the SCAQMD administer a contract 
to demonstrate a barge-mounted emission control system on ocean-going 
vessels while at berth in the POLB. This action is to recognize revenue from 
the City of Long Beach in an amount not to exceed $2,063,624 and to execute 
a contract with Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc. to perform the 
demonstration project in an amount not to exceed $1,876,018, with the 
remaining $187,606 to reimburse the SCAQMD for administrative costs.  
(Reviewed: Technology Committee, March 21, 2014; Recommended for 
Approval) 

 

 
 
 
5. Execute Contract for School Bus PM Control Retrofit Miyasato/3249 
 

In 2006, Chaffey Joint Union High School District (Chaffey) was awarded a 
grant to install diesel particulate filters (DPFs) on 15 diesel school buses 
equipped with Hydraulic Electronic Unit Injector (HEUI) engines.  The school 
buses were exhibiting engine problems due to high backpressure possibly 
caused by the existing DPFs.  In 2013, SCAQMD funded an evaluation of two 
alternative DPFs, and the evaluation yielded successful results.  Chaffey has 
selected the Thermacat DPF, one of the two technologies evaluated, for 
installation on the remaining 13 school buses.  This action is to execute a 
contract with Chaffey to retrofit 13 diesel school buses powered by HEUI 
engines with Thermacat DPF technology at a cost not to exceed $260,000 
from the Carl Moyer Program AB 923 Fund (80).  (Reviewed: Technology 
Committee, March 21, 2014; Recommended for Approval) 
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6. Recognize Revenue, Increase Appropriation and Amend/Execute 
Contracts with Outside Counsel 

Wiese/3460 

 
Legal is currently being assisted in environmental lawsuits by outside law firms 
and in other matters requiring specialized legal counsel.  This action is to 
reflect revised revenue projections for the remainder of the fiscal year          
(FY 2013-14), increase the FY 2013-14 Legal Budget by $650,000 and amend 
or execute contracts to expend these funds with prequalified counsel approved 
by the Board as well as specialized legal counsel with monies to be 
appropriated as the need arises.  (Reviewed: Administrative Committee,  
March 14, 2014; Recommended for Approval) 

 

 
 
 
7. Authorize Purchase of Phone System Replacement Marlia/3148 
 

On October 4, 2013, the Board approved release of an RFP to select a vendor 
capable of replacing SCAQMD’s outdated Avaya phone system at the 
Diamond Bar headquarters and Long Beach offices.  Among the responses 
received to the RFP, EPOCH Universal, Inc. is the recommended vendor for 
providing the new Cisco IP communication system based on achieving the 
most points on the RFP evaluation criteria.  This action is to approve purchase 
of Cisco IP communication system from EPOCH Universal, Inc.  (Reviewed:  
Administrative Committee, March 14, 2014, Recommended for Approval)  

 

 
 
 
8. Authorize Mid-Year Budget Adjustments, Transfers, and 

Purchase of Equipment, Vehicles, and Licenses 
 

O'Kelly/2828 

 
Mid-year budget adjustments, a transfer to the Infrastructure Improvement 
Fund, a transfer to the Emission Reduction and Outreach Fund, and the 
purchase of equipment, vehicles, and licenses are being requested to reflect 
revised revenue projections for the remainder of the fiscal year (FY 2013-14) 
and to address operational needs.  These items are key to the development of 
the General Fund FY 2014-15 Draft Budget.  (Reviewed: Administrative 
Committee, March 14, 2014; Recommended for Approval) 

 

 
 
 
9. Amend Contract for Legislative Representation Smith/3242 
 

This action is to request authorization to increase the Gonzalez, Quintana, & 
Hunter legislative representation contract by another $48,000 to secure the full 
services of Mr. David Quintana until the end of the legislative year. (Reviewed: 
Legislative Committee, March 14, 2014; Recommended for Approval) 
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10. Approve Contract Awards and Modifications Approved by MSRC Pettis  
 

The MSRC approved a total of five new contracts under the Local Government 
Match and Signal Synchronization Partnership Programs, as well as a contract 
value increase under the Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives Program, all 
as part of their FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work Program.  At 
this time the MSRC seeks Board approval of the contract awards and 
modification under the FYs 2012-14 Work Program. (Reviewed: Mobile Source 
Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee, March 20, 2014; Recommended 
for Approval) 

 

 
 
 

Items 11 through 17 - Information Only/Receive and File 
 
 
11. Legislative & Public Affairs Report Smith/3242 
 

This report highlights the February 2014 outreach activities of Legislative and 
Public Affairs, which include: Environmental Justice Update, Community 
Events/Public Meetings, Business Assistance, and Outreach to Business and 
Federal, State, and Local Government. (No Committee Review) 

 

 
 
 
12. Hearing Board Report Camarena/2500 
 

This reports the actions taken by the Hearing Board during the period of 
February 1 through February 28, 2014. (No Committee Review) 

 

 
 
 
13. Civil Filings and Civil Penalties Report Wiese/3460 
 

This report the monthly penalties from February 1 through February 28, 2014, 
and legal actions filed by the General Counsel's Office during February 1 
through February 28, 2014.  An Index of District Rules is attached with the 
penalty report. (Reviewed: Stationary Source Committee, March 21, 2014) 

 

 
 
 
14. Lead Agency Projects and Environmental Documents Received 

by SCAQMD 
Chang/3186 

 
This report provides, for the Board's consideration, a listing of CEQA 
documents received by the SCAQMD between February 1, 2014 and  
February 28, 2014 and those projects for which the SCAQMD is acting as lead 
agency pursuant to CEQA.  (Reviewed: Mobile Source Committee, March 15, 
2014)  

 

 
 
 
15. Rule and Control Measure Forecast Chang/3186 
 

This report highlights SCAQMD rulemaking activities and public workshops 
potentially scheduled for the year 2014. (No Committee Review)  
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16. Report of RFPs and RFQs Scheduled for Release in April O'Kelly/2828 
 

This report summarizes the RFPs and RFQs for budgeted services over 
$75,000 scheduled to be released for advertisement for the month of April.  
(Reviewed:  Administrative Committee, March 14, 2014; Recommended for 
Approval) 

 

 
 
 
17. Status Report on Major Projects for Information Management 

Scheduled to Start During Last Six Months of FY 2013-14 
Marlia/3148 

 
Information Management is responsible for data systems management 
services in support of all SCAQMD operations.  This action is to provide the 
monthly status report on major automation contracts and projects to be 
initiated by Information Management during the last six months of FY 2013-14. 
(No Committee Review)  

 

 
 
18. Items Deferred from Consent Calendar 
 
 
BOARD CALENDAR 
 
NOTE:  The March 20, 2014 CARB meeting was cancelled; the next CARB meeting is scheduled for    
April 24 & 25, 2014. 
 
 
19. Administrative Committee (Receive & File)                                   Chair: Burke Wallerstein/3131  
 
 
20. Legislative Committee (Receive & File)                            Chair: Gonzales Smith/3242 
  

Receive and file; and take the following actions as recommended: 
 
Agenda Item   Recommended Action 
 
AB 2208 (Allen) California  Oppose 
Environmental Quality Act: 
Southern California  
International Gateway Project 
 
Amendment to Gonzales,            Approved 
Quintana & Hunter, LLC 
Contract 
 
S.488 (Stabenow)                       Support and Recommend Amendments 
H.R. 1027 (Peters) 
    Advanced Vehicle 
Technology Act of 2013 
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21. Mobile Source Committee (Receive & File)                          Chair: Parker Chang/3186 
 
 
22. Stationary Source Committee (Receive & File)                         Chair: Yates Nazemi/2662 
 
 
23. Technology Committee (Receive & File)                           Chair: J. Benoit Miyasato/3249 
 
 
24. Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction         Board Liaison: Antonovich 

Review Committee (Receive & File) 
Hogo/3184 

 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
25. Receive Public Input on Executive Officer's Draft Goals and 

Priority Objectives for FY 2014-15 
Wallerstein/3131 

 
A set of goals and priority objectives for FY 2014-15 Budget has been 
developed.  The Executive Officer wishes to receive public and Board Member 
input on these goals and priority objectives as they serve as the foundation of 
SCAQMD's Work Program. (Reviewed: Administrative Committee, March 14, 
2014) 

 

 
 
 
26. Amend Rule 1130 - Graphic Arts Chang/3186 
 

Staff is recommending that the public hearing on this item 
be continued to the May 2, 2014 Board Meeting. 

The proposed amendment incorporates certain U.S. EPA Control Techniques 
Guidelines recommendations applicable to printing operations not included in 
the current rule that pertain to the overall add-on control device efficiency and 
VOC content requirements for fountain solutions.  The proposed amendment 
further adds prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials 
at a worksite, removes obsolete rule language, updates definitions for 
consistency with other SCAQMD rules, adds a rule exemption for graphic arts 
materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied, and 
makes minor corrections and clarifications.  This action is to adopt the 
resolution:  1) Certifying the Final Environmental Assessment for Proposed 
Amended Rule 1130; and 2) Amending Rule 1130. (Reviewed: Stationary 
Source Committee, February 21, 2014) 

 

 
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD – (Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to 
Government Code Section 54954.3) 
 
 
 
BOARD MEMBER TRAVEL – (No Written Material) 
 
Board member travel reports have been filed with the Clerk of the Boards, and copies are available upon 
request. 
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CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURES – (No Written Material) 
Under the approval authority of the Executive Officer, the District will enter into a contract with Southern 
California Edison (Contract No. C134651) and a contract modification (Contract No. C120791) with Waste 
Management Collection & Recycling.  The contractors are potential sources of income for Governing 
Board Member Joseph Lyou, which qualifies for the remote interest exception of Section 1090 of the 
California Government Code. Dr. Lyou abstained from any participation in the making of the contract or the 
contract modification. 
 
 
 
CLOSED SESSION - (No Written Material) Wiese/3460 

 It is necessary for the Board to recess to closed session pursuant to Government 
Code section 54956.9(a) and 54956.9(d)(1) to confer with its counsel regarding 
pending litigation which has been initiated formally and to which the District is a 
party.  The actions are: 

• California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area AQMD, 1st Appellate 
 District Case Nos. A135335 and A136212 (Bay Area AQMD CEQA 
            thresholds); 

• CBE, CCAT v. EPA, U.S. Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit, Case                   
 No. 12-72353 (1315); 

• Clean Air Council, California Communities Against Toxics, and Sierra  
             Club v. EPA, et al., U.S. Court of Appeals, D.C. Circuit, Case No. 12-1460  
             (seeking authorization to file amicus brief); 

• Communities for a Better Environment, et al. v. U.S. EPA, et al., U.S. Court 
 of Appeals, Ninth Circuit, Case No. 13-70167 (Sentinel); 
• Exide Technologies, Inc. v. SCAQMD, et al. v., Los Angeles Superior Court 

Case No. BC146770; 

• Friends of the Fire Rings v. SCAQMD, Orange County Superior Court Case 
 No. 30-2013-00690328-CU-WM-CXC (Nov. 26, 2013). 

• Medical Advocates for Healthy Air v. EPA, U.S. Court of Appeals, Ninth 
 Circuit, Case No. 12-73386 (San Joaquin §185 Fees); 

• NRDC, CBE v. U.S. EPA, U.S. Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit, Case            
 No. 13-70544 (Rule 317); 

• People of the State of California, ex rel South Coast AQMD v.  
             Exide Technologies, Inc., Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC533528; 

• Petition for Declaratory Order by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
             Surface Transportation Board Docket No. FD 35803 (Railroad Rules); 

• Physicians for Social Responsibility, et al. v. U.S. EPA, U.S. Court of 
 Appeals, Ninth Circuit, Case No. 12-70016 (Monitoring); 

• Physicians for Social Responsibility, et al. v. U.S. EPA, U.S. Court of 
 Appeals, Ninth Circuit, Case No. 12-70079 (PM2.5);  

• Physicians for Social Responsibility, et al. v. U.S. EPA, U.S. Court of 
 Appeals, Ninth Circuit, Case No. 12-71340 (2007 Ozone Plan);  

• Quantification Settlement Agreement Cases, Court of Appeal of the State of 
             California, Third Appellate District, Case No. C074592 (seeking authorization 
            to file amicus brief); 
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• SCAQMD v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Los Angeles Superior Court Case 
 No. BS143381 (SCIG);  

• SCAQMD v. U.S. EPA, U.S. Court of Appeals Ninth Circuit No. 13-73936 
 (Morongo Redesignation);  

• Utility Air Regulatory Group v. EPA, U.S. Supreme Court Case No. 12-1146  
            (consolidated with 12-1272, 12-1248, 12-1254, 12-1268, and 12-1269; EPA  
            GHG permitting rules; amicus) 

 

It is also necessary for the Board to recess to closed session under Government 
Code sections 54956.9(a) and 54956.9(d)(4) to consider initiation of litigation (one 
case). 

In addition, It is also necessary for the Board to recess to closed session due to 
significant exposure to litigation pursuant to subdivision (b) of section 54956.9 (one 
case). 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

 

 
 

***PUBLIC COMMENTS*** 
 
Members of the public are afforded an opportunity to speak on any listed item before or during 
consideration of that item. Please notify the Clerk of the Board, (909) 396-2500, if you wish to do 
so. All agendas are posted at SCAQMD Headquarters, 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, 
California, at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting. At the end of the agenda, an opportunity is 
also provided for the public to speak on any subject within the SCAQMD's authority. Speakers may 
be limited to three (3) minutes each. 
 
Note that on items listed on the Consent Calendar and the balance of the agenda any motion, 
including action, can be taken (consideration is not limited to listed recommended actions). 
Additional matters can be added and action taken by two-thirds vote, or in the case of an 
emergency, by a majority vote. Matters raised under Public Comments may not be acted upon at 
that meeting other than as provided above. 
 
Written comments will be accepted by the Board and made part of the record, provided 25 copies 
are presented to the Clerk of the Board. Electronic submittals to cob@aqmd.gov of 10 pages or 
less including attachment, in MS WORD, plain or HTML format will also be accepted by the Board 
and made part of the record if received no later than 5:00 p.m., on the Tuesday prior to the Board 
meeting. 
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ACRONYMS 

 
AQIP = Air Quality Investment Program 

AVR = Average Vehicle Ridership 

BACT = Best Available Control Technology 

Cal/EPA = California Environmental Protection Agency 

CARB = California Air Resources Board 

CEMS = Continuous Emissions Monitoring Systems 

CEC = California Energy Commission 

CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act 

CE-CERT =College of Engineering-Center for Environmental 

 Research and Technology 

CNG = Compressed Natural Gas 

CO = Carbon Monoxide 

CTG = Control Techniques Guideline 

DOE = U.S. Department of Energy 

EV = Electric Vehicle 

ERCs = Emission Reduction Credits 

FY = Fiscal Year 

GHG = Greenhouse Gas 

HRA = Health Risk Assessment 

IAIC = Interagency AQMP Implementation Committee 

LEV = Low Emission Vehicle 

LNG = Liquefied Natural Gas 

MATES = Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study 

MOU = Memorandum of Understanding 

MSERCs = Mobile Source Emission Reduction Credits 

MSRC = Mobile Source (Air Pollution Reduction) Review 

               Committee 

NATTS =National Air Toxics Trends Station 

NESHAPS = National Emission Standards for 

                       Hazardous Air Pollutants 

NGV = Natural Gas Vehicle 

NOx = Oxides of Nitrogen 

NSPS = New Source Performance Standards 

NSR = New Source Review 

PAMS = Photochemical Assessment Monitoring 

                Stations 

PAR = Proposed Amended Rule 

PHEV = Plug-In Hybrid Electric Vehicle 

PM10 = Particulate Matter ≤ 10 microns 

PM2.5 = Particulate Matter < 2.5 microns 

PR = Proposed Rule 

RFP = Request for Proposals 

RFQ = Request for Quotations 

SCAG = Southern California Association of Governments 

SIP = State Implementation Plan 

SOx = Oxides of Sulfur 

SOON = Surplus Off-Road Opt-In for NOx 

SULEV = Super Ultra Low Emission Vehicle 

TCM = Transportation Control Measure 

ULEV = Ultra Low Emission Vehicle 

U.S. EPA = United States Environmental Protection 

                     Agency 

VMT = Vehicle Miles Traveled 

VOC = Volatile Organic Compound 

ZEV = Zero Emission Vehicle 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  1 
 
MINUTES: Governing Board Monthly Meeting 
 
SYNOPSIS: Attached are the Minutes of the March 7, 2014 meeting. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve Minutes of the March 7, 2014 Board Meeting. 
 
 
 
 

Saundra McDaniel, 
Clerk of the Boards 

SM:ar 
 



 
 
 
FRIDAY, MARCH 7, 2014  
 
Notice having been duly given, the regular meeting of the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District Board was held at District Headquarters, 21865 Copley Drive, 
Diamond Bar, California. Members present:  
 

William A. Burke, Ed.D., Chairman  
Speaker of the Assembly Appointee  
 
Mayor Dennis R. Yates, Vice Chairman  
Cities of San Bernardino County  
 
Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich (arrived at 9:25 a.m.) 
County of Los Angeles  
 
Mayor Pro Tem Ben Benoit  
Cities of Riverside County  
 
Councilmember Joe Buscaino  
City of Los Angeles  
 
Councilmember Michael A. Cacciotti  
Cities of Los Angeles County – Eastern Region  
 
Supervisor Josie Gonzales  
County of San Bernardino  
 
Dr. Joseph K. Lyou  
Governor’s Appointee  
 
Mayor Judith Mitchell   
Cities of Los Angeles County – Western Region  
 
Supervisor Shawn Nelson (arrived at 9:15 a.m.) 
County of Orange 
 
Dr. Clark E. Parker, Sr.  
Senate Rules Committee Appointee  
 
Mayor Miguel A. Pulido (arrived at 9:15 a.m. and left at 10:10 a.m.) 
Cities of Orange County  
 

Members Absent: 
 

Supervisor John J. Benoit  
County of Riverside  
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CALL TO ORDER: Chairman Burke called the meeting to order at 9:05 a.m. 
 

 Pledge of Allegiance:  Led by Supervisor Gonzales 
 

 Opening Comments 
 

Councilman Buscaino.  Informed the Board of the Great March for Climate 
Action Colleagues that was kicked off at the Port of Los Angeles in Wilmington on 
March 1

st
.  Marchers will ultimately complete the 3000 miles to Washington D.C to 

deliver a message to the legislative and executive branches addressing the need for 
action to solve the climate crisis.  He also encouraged monitoring and following the 
March by visiting the website Climatemarch.org. 

 
Councilman Cacciotti.  Expressed his appreciation to staff for putting together 

his presentation for the City of Pomona Council meeting last week.  He further 
demonstrated how he attended two events that week using the mass transit system; 
and commented on how well the mass transit system is developing in our basin. 
 

Dr. Lyou.  Announced that on February 26
th
 he attended an event in 

Wilmington, where the Coalition for a Safe Environment was showcasing their 
community-based monitoring device.  He informed the Board that the LA Times 
wrote a story about the event and indicated that he expects that more personal and 
community-based monitoring devices will be used as the cost becomes less 
expensive, which may lead to our agency becoming involved in terms of data, 
reliability, accuracy, interpretation and what it all means, as the public becomes 
personally involved in air quality monitoring. 

 
Councilman Buscaino, as a follow-up to Dr. Lyou’s comments, encouraged 

the use of technology, by developing and exchanging apps, indicating that we need 
to find every effort to make it easier for residents to use technology to monitor air 
quality. 

 
Dr. Barry R. Wallerstein, Executive Officer.  Acknowledged and congratulated 

Dr. Raul Dominguez of SCAQMD, who has been notified that he will receive an 
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) International Award of Merit.  
The Award of Merit is the highest award granted to an individual who has provided 
distinguished service and outstanding participation. 

 
Chairman Burke, on behalf of the Board, extended congratulations to          

Dr. Dominguez on receiving such a prestigious award. 
  
(Mayor Pulido and Supervisor Nelson arrived at 9:15 a.m.) 
 

Mayor Pulido.  Informed the Board that he travelled to Phoenix on behalf of 
SCAQMD, meeting with other mayors from around the country to discuss air quality 
issues in their areas.  He mentioned the Mayor of Sacramento is heading up a task 
force where they are trying to link education, health care and air quality as a direct 
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connection to functioning in a healthy manner.  He also requested that the agency 
reach out to UC Irvine Medical Center, which is using technology to assist in self-
diagnosis. 

 

 Swearing In of Reappointed Board Member(s) 
 

Chairman Burke administered the oath of office to Shawn Nelson, who was 
reappointed to the Board by the Orange County Board of Supervisors, for a term 
ending January 15, 2018. 

 
-o- 

 
The Board took the Public Comment Period out of order and the following 

individuals addressed the Board. 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD – (Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to 

Government Code Section 54954.3) 

Dr. Tom Williams, commented on an odor complaint made recently 
pertaining to the Murphy oil field site.  An SCAQMD inspector went out, inspected 
and determined that a violation had not occurred, as the violation level for methane 
is 50,000 parts per million (ppm).  He further explained that 50,000 ppm for methane 
is the lower explosive level, which means you are in danger.  He urged for a 
response to the public records act request that was submitted for Rule 1173 for the 
Murphy site, the Jefferson site, and a couple more sites.  

 
David Englin, Los Angeles County Business Federation (BizFed) and the 

Southern California Business Coalition, requested a seat at the table in addressing 
white papers that specifically address business and economic issues in preparing 
the 2016 AQMP.  He also stated that the Ports are a clean air success story and 
feels that the proposed Port Backstop Rule is unnecessary and counterproductive.  
He request returning the Ports to the voluntary and collaborative structure of the 
past. 

   
 Dr. Wallerstein responded that BizFed actually sits on the AQMP Working 
Group.  In regard to the backstop rule, this is actively being worked on, and 
SCAQMD staff will be working with BizFed and other interested stakeholders to bring 
it to the Board later this year.  As for the Murphy Field, Senator Mitchell held a town 
hall meeting recently, in which he participated, at her request, on behalf of 
SCAQMD.  A member of the audience thanked him for the work of SCAQMD staff, 
stating that she has received a response on her public records request and that an 
inspector came out after hours and responded to a complaint, and then went over 
his investigative findings with her.  Staff has some best management practices for oil 
fields that they plan to propose later this year. 

 
-o- 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
1. Minutes of February 7, 2014 Board Meeting 
 
2. Set Public Hearings April 4, 2014 to: 
 

(A). Amend Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts  
 

(B). Receive Public Input on Executive Officer’s Draft Goals & Priority Objectives 
for FY 2014-15 

 
Budget/Fiscal Impact 

 
3. Amend Contracts to Provide Short- and Long-Term Systems Development, 

Maintenance and Support Services 
 
4. Execute Contract to Upgrade Existing Hydrogen Fueling Infrastructure  

 

5. Execute Contract to Upgrade Natural Gas Fueling Station  
 
6. Adopt Resolution Recognizing Funds and Accepting Terms and Conditions for  
           FY 2013-14 Carl Moyer Program Award, Issue Program Announcement for  
          Carl Moyer Program and SOON Provision, and Execute and Amend Contracts 
 
7. Execute Contracts for Technical Assistance for Advanced, Low- and Zero-Emission 
           Mobile and Stationary Source Control Technologies and Implementation of  
           Incentive Programs 
 
8. This item was withdrawn by staff 

 
9. Recognize Revenue and Appropriate Funds for Near Road Monitoring Program and  
           Issue Purchase Orders for Air Monitoring Equipment 
 
10. Transfer Funds and Amend/Execute Contracts with Outside Counsel 
 
11. Approve SCAQMD Annual Investment Policy and Delegation of Authority to  
           Appointed Treasurer to Invest SCAQMD Funds 
 

Items 12 through 19 – Information Only/Receive and File 
 

12. Legislative & Public Affairs Report 
 
13. Hearing Board Report 
 
14. Civil Filings and Civil Penalties Report 
 
15. Lead Agency Projects and Environmental Documents Received by SCAQMD 
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16. Rule and Control Measure Forecast 

 

17. Report of RFPs and RFQs Scheduled for Release in March 
 

18. FY 2013-14 Contract Activity 
 
19. Status Report on Major Projects for Information Management Scheduled to Start  
 During Last Six Months of FY 2013-14 
 

Dr. Lyou announced his abstention on the following items involving contracts 
with those who have made charitable contributions to his employer, Coalition for 
Clean Air:  on Agenda Item No. 5, because UPS is a potential source of income and 
is materially affected by this Item; and on Agenda Item No. 7, as Gladstein, 
Neandross and Associates is a potential source of income materially affected by this 
item. 

Mayor Mitchell announced that, while she was not required to recuse herself 
from Item No. 6, she wanted to note for the record that she is a Board Member of 
District 5 and the South Bay Cities District for the Los Angeles County Sanitation 
District, which is one of the proposed contractors. 

 
Agenda Items Nos. 2B, 4, 7 and 16 were withheld for comment and 

discussion. 
 

MOVED BY CACCIOTTI, SECONDED BY  
B. BENOIT AGENDA ITEMS 1 THROUGH 19, 
EXCEPT ITEMS 2B, 4, 7, AND 16, APPROVED AS 
RECOMMENDED, BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
  
AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Cacciotti, Gonzales, 
 Lyou (except #5), Mitchell, Nelson, 
Parker, Pulido, and Yates. 

 
 

   NOES:  None. 
 
ABSTAIN: Lyou (Item #5 Only). 
 
ABSENT: J. Benoit. 

 
 
 
 

       
20. Items Deferred from Consent Calendar 



-6- 

 

 
2B. Set Public Hearings April 4, 2014 to Receive Public Input on Executive 

Officer’s Draft Goals & Priority Objectives for FY 2014-15 
 
 The following individual addressed the Board on Agenda Item No. 2B. 
 

DR. TOM WILLIAMS, Sierra Club Angelus Chapter_____________________ 
Requested that SCAQMD upgrade its public communication process 

by using more electronic and digital online technology rather than personal 
appearances and the use of paper to conduct meetings. 
 

Chairman Burke agreed that having the ability to use electronic and 
digital technology is good; but that there are two sides, and that paper, in 
some instances, can be an asset. 

 
Dr. Wallerstein made note that the Board meeting is webcasted and if 

there are set hearing items, then it is posted on the agency web page.  Paper 
copies are supplied for those without computers and in making copies 
available in accordance with the law.  He further responded that the agency 
does use social media and will advertise on social media so that we can bring 
back information to the Board next month. 

 
4. Execute Contract to Upgrade Existing Hydrogen Fueling Infrastructure  
 

Councilman Cacciotti asked about the status of the hydrogen fueling 
facility at Cal State LA, and how the hydrogen is provided. 

 
Dr. Miyasato responded that the hydrogen station at Cal State LA did 

have problems with pressure surges, but they are now coming online.  As far 
as where the hydrogen comes from, it is both produced through steam 
reformation onsite and through the pipeline located in Torrance. 

 
7. Execute Contracts for Technical Assistance for Advanced, Low- and Zero- 

Emission Mobile and Stationary Source Control Technologies and 
Implementation of Incentive Programs 

 
  The following individual addressed the Board on Agenda Item No. 7. 
 

DR. TOM WILLIAMS, Sierra Club Angelus Chapter_____________________ 
  Mentioned that the goods movement at the Ports is primarily by truck, 

which this agency is trying to get down to zero emissions, but suggests that 
the rail system would be a more efficient way to move the goods. 

 
 
 
 
16.  The following individual addressed the Board on Agenda Item No. 16. 



-7- 

 

 
DR. TOM WILLIAMS, Sierra Club Angelus Chapter_____________________ 

  Asked about the status on monitoring for Rule 1148.2, and 
recommended having a hearing on the rule. 

 
 

MOVED BY CACCIOTTI, SECONDED BY 
MITCHELL, AGENDA ITEMS 2B, 4, 7, AND 16 
APPROVED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Cacciotti, Gonzales,  
Lyou (except #7), Mitchell, Nelson, 
Parker, Pulido and Yates. 

 
NOES:  None. 
 
ABSTAIN: Lyou (Item #7 Only). 
 
ABSENT: J. Benoit. 
 

 
 
 

BOARD CALENDAR 
 
21. Administrative Committee 
 
22. Investment Oversight Committee 
 
23. Legislative Committee 
 
24. Mobile Source Committee 
 
25. Stationary Source Committee 
 
26. California Air Resources Board Monthly Report 

 

 
MOVED BY GONZALES, SECONDED BY 
NELSON, AGENDA ITEMS 21 THROUGH 26 
APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED, RECEIVING 
AND FILING THE BOARD COMMITTEES AND 

CARB REPORT, AND ADOPTING THE 
POSITIONS ON LEGISLATION AS SET FORTH 
BELOW, BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
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AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Caccoitti, Gonzales, Lyou, 
Mitchell, Nelson, Parker, Pulido and 
Yates. 

 
NOES:  None. 
 
ABSENT: J. Benoit. 
 

   Agenda Item   Recommended Action 

H.R. 3963 (Huffman)  Support and Recommend Amendment 
Federal Leadership in 
Energy Efficient  
Transportation (FLEET) 
Act of 2014 

 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
27A. Amend Rule 1420.1 – Emissions Standards for Lead and Other Toxic Air  
 Contaminants from Large Lead-Acid Battery Recycling Facilities 
 
27B. Execute Contract and Rental Agreement for Rule 1420.1 Multi-Metals CEMS and  
 Continuous Multi-Metals Ambient Air Monitoring Demonstration Programs 
 

Susan Nakamura, Director of Strategic Initiatives, gave the staff presentation.  
She noted an errata sheet modifying the Resolution language; copies were provided 
to Board Members and made available to the public. 

 
Dr. Lyou asked if the data noted on the errata sheet being collected and 

made available to the facility will be available to the public at the same time.  
General Counsel answered in the affirmative. 

 
Mayor Mitchell inquired as to what the next step will be, as this is a 

demonstration project with a finite duration. 
 
Dr. Wallerstein responded that it depends on the results of the demonstration.  

The in-stack monitoring is to provide the facility with immediate feedback so that if 
adjustments are needed they can be done quickly.  The side-by-side monitoring will 
be compared with the traditional monitor, which does not give a real-time 
measurement. 

 
The public hearing was opened and the following individuals addressed the 

Board on Agenda Items 27A and 27B. 
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DELORES MEJIA, Eastside Coalition Against Exide Toxic Technologies__________ 
 Expressed support for the recommendations that were presented, although 
she indicated that she did not understand why this agency should be required to 
fund a test that would assist the community in regulating these polluters.  However, 
she felt that this might be beneficial, as it may make the regulating process more 
rigorous.  She also wanted to submit a formal grievance against Jeff Parker, the lead 
legal counsel for Exide Technologies, for an altercation that occurred on February 6, 
2014 at the Order for Abatement hearing before the Hearing Board. 
 
 Dr. Wallerstein responded that he would look into the matter and get back to 
the Board. 
 
 Supervisor Nelson remarked that it was a matter for the Police to handle. 
 
 There being no further public testimony on this item, the public hearing was 
closed. 
 

MOVED BY YATES, SECONDED BY 
CACCIOTTI, AGENDA ITEMS 27A AND 27B 
APPROVED, AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF: 

  1) ADOPTING RESOLUTION NO. 14-5 
CERTIFYING THE CEQA NOTICE OF 
EXEMPTION AND AMENDING RULE 1420.1, 
WITH THE MODIFICATION TO THE 
RESOLUTION LANGUAGE AS STATED IN THE 
ERRATA SHEET AND SET FORTH BELOW; 

  2) ESTABLISHING A RULE 1420.1 SPECIAL 
REVENUE FUND; 

  3) RECOGNIZING UPON RECEIPT UP TO 
$413,451 FROM EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES AND 
QUEMETCO, INC., INTO THE RULE 1420.1 
SPECIAL REVENUE FUND; 

  4) AUTHORIZING THE CHAIRMAN TO 
EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH COOPER 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, LLC TO 
CONDUCT A DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM 
FOR A MULTI-METALS CEMS IN AN AMOUNT 
NOT TO EXCEED $413,451 FROM THE RULE 
1420.1 SPECIAL REVENUE FUND; 
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  5) TRANSFERING $71,000 FROM THE 
SALARIES ACCOUNT, SALARIES AND 
EMPLOYEE BENEFITS MAJOR OBJECT TO 
THE RENTS AND LEASES EQUIPMENT 
ACCOUNT, SERVICES AND SUPPLIES MAJOR 
OBJECT IN THE FY 2013-14 SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY ADVANCEMENT ADOPTED 
BUDGET; AND 

  6) AUTHORIZING THE CHAIRMAN TO 
EXECUTE A RENTAL AGREEMENT TO 
DEMONSTRATE A CONTINUOUS MULTI-
METALS AMBIENT AIR MONITORING SYSTEM 
WITH COOPER ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, 
LLC FOR AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$71,000 FROM THE SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY ADVANCEMENT BUDGET, BY 
THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 

 
AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Cacciotti, Gonzales, Lyou, 
Mitchell, Nelson, Parker, Pulido, and 
Yates 

 
NOES: None. 
 
ABSENT: J. Benoit. 
 
Modify the Resolution by adding the bold italic single 
underlined language as follows: 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the SCAQMD 
Governing Board directs staff to provide data collected 
from the multi-metals CEMS to each facility as it 
becomes available, and as preliminary results 
regarding the efficacy of the CEMS becomes available, 
to provide this information to each facility and other 
stakeholders, and to report back to the Stationary Source 
Committee within three months of completion of the CEMS 
demonstration program on preliminary results; and 

 
 

(Mayor Pulido left at 10:10 a.m.) 
 

28. Annual RECLAIM Audit Report for 2012 Compliance Year 
 

 Mohsen Nazemi, DEO/Engineering and Compliance, gave the staff 
presentation.  He noted an errata sheet recommending revisions to the Board 
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Letter and Annual RECLAIM Audit Report for 2012 Compliance Year to change 
the number of NOx facilities which exceeded their NOx allocations from twelve 
(12) to thirteen (13), however, this did not change the overall findings and 
conclusions of the report, demonstrating that the RECLAIM program met its 
programmatic emission goals and requirements..  Copies of the errata sheet 
were distributed to Board Members and made available to the public. 
 

The public hearing was opened; and there being no requests from the 

public to comment on this item, the public hearing was closed.  

Dr. Lyou commented that the report states that 95 percent of the facilities 

are in compliance for NOx, and asked staff if there is any way to achieve an even 

higher compliance rate. 

Mr. Nazemi answered that in almost every case, noncompliance is due to 

a calculation error in the use of an emission factor or missing data provisions that 

would have been difficult to anticipate or prevent because it is only discovered at 

the end of the year, when the audit is done.  However, the facilities are informed 

about the results of the audit, so they are aware of the reason(s) for exceedance 

to prevent it from happening again. 

 

MOVED BY CACCIOTTI, SECONDED BY 
MITCHELL, AGENDA ITEM NO. 28 APPROVED 
AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF, WITH THE 
REVISIONS TO THE BOARD LETTER AND THE 
AUDIT REPORT TO CHANGE THE NUMBER 
OF NOx FACILITIES WHICH EXCEEDED THEIR 
NOx ALLOCATIONS FROM TWELVE (12) TO 
THIRTEEN (13) AS STATED IN THE ERRATA 
SHEET, BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Cacciotti, Gonzales, 
Lyou, Mitchell, Nelson, Parker, and 
Yates. 

 
NOES: None. 
 
ABSENT: J. Benoit and Pulido. 
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29. Approve and Adopt Technology Advancement Office Clean Fuels Program Annual 
 Report and Plan Update, Resolution and Revised Membership of Clean Fuels  
 Advisory Group  
 

Matt Miyasato, DEO/Science and Technology Advancement, gave the 
presentation. 

 
The public hearing was opened; and there being no requests from the public 

to comment on this item, the public hearing was closed. 
 

Mayor Yates expressed his belief that less money should go to electric 
technology and more to natural gas and hydrogen fuel technologies, as Southern 
California Edison (SCE) does not partner with SCAQMD in promoting electric 
technology.   

 
Dr. Parker asked if the agency and others would make the 68 hydrogen- fuel-

station goal of 2015, to which Dr. Miyasato responded that those stations are funded 
and stations will be coming online in 2015, but the 68-station goal will likely be 
achieved in the 2016-17 time frame. 

 
Dr. Wallerstein added that the hydrogen fuel cell vehicles will be introduced 

later this year by manufacturers and that the agency is working aggressively to 
ensure the fueling infrastructure is in place, as this is a high priority for the Energy 
Commission as well. 

 
In response to Dr. Lyou, Dr. Miyasato clarified that the PUC has prohibited 

SCE from owning and operating hardware associated with electric vehicles.  
However, there are others, private companies and other utilities that are responding 
proactively. 

 
Dr. Wallerstein stated that there are many organizations involved that have 

funding and jurisdiction or other roles, such as the CEC and the PUC.  However, 
these entities have their priorities, and some of the lack of movement on their part is 
based on what they see as their critical function.  There is, therefore, a need for a 
discussion, because the vehicles are here and the need to charge them is here. 

 
Mayor Yates and Supervisor Antonovich commented that the problem is not 

just the electric vehicle charging stations, but that SCE fails to be a good partner, 
citing SCE’s lack of involvement and their poor communication and customer service 
record.   

 
Councilman Cacciotti stated that there will be many benefits for the residents 

and consumers in our basin with the upcoming advancements in battery storage. 
 
Chairman Burke agreed, pointing out that once battery storage is improved 

and the range extended, there will not be a need for charging stations on each 
corner, as with gas stations. 
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Supervisor Gonzales encouraged proposing to SCE in regard to their vision 

plan for the future that they include local governments and cities that are working on 
their general plan updates and community development plans. 

 
Mayor Pro Tem Benoit offered that there is a 300-member SCE office in his 

city, and these members are working hard to get an electric charging station at their 
facility.  He further stated that he is on their government advisory panel, and they 
have a lot of concerns and feel as though they are boxed-in.  Technology today 
shows that we need the charging stations now; but as technology advances and as 
we move toward the next step, which is hydrogen, we may not need as many 
charging stations.  

  
There being no further testimony on this item, the public hearing was 

closed. 
 
 

MOVED BY BENOIT, SECONDED BY LYOU, 
AGENDA ITEM 29 APPROVED AS 

RECOMMENDED BY STAFF:  1) ADOPTING 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-6, APPROVING THE 
TECHNOLOGY ADVANCEMENT OFFICE 
ANNUAL REPORT FOR 2013 AND ADOPTING 
THE TECHNOLOGY ADVANCEMENT OFFICE 
CLEAN FUELS PROGRAM PLAN UPDATE FOR 
2014;  AND 2) APPROVING THE MEMBERSHIP 
CHANGES TO THE CLEAN FUELS ADVISORY 
GROUP AND RECEIVING AND FILING 
MEMBERSHIP CHANGES TO THE 
TECHNOLOGY ADVANCEMENT ADVISORY 
GROUP, BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
 
AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Cacciotti, Gonzales, Lyou, 
Mitchell, Nelson, and Parker. 

 
NOES: Yates. 
 
ABSTAIN: None. 
 
ABSENT: J. Benoit and Pulido. 

 
 

OTHER BUSINESS 
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30. Approval of Corrected Minutes of December 6, 2013 Board Meeting 

 

MOVED BY YATES, SECONDED BY LYOU, 
AGENDA ITEM NO. 30 APPROVED AS 
RECOMMENDED BY STAFF, BY THE 
FOLLOWING VOTE: 

 
AYES: Antonovich, B. Benoit, Burke, 

Buscaino, Cacciotti, Gonzales, Lyou, 
Mitchell, Nelson, Parker, and Yates. 

 
 NOES:  None. 
 
 ABSENT: J. Benoit and Pulido. 

 
 

CLOSED SESSION - (No Written Material) 

The Board recessed to closed session at 11:00 a.m. pursuant to Government Code 
sections 54956.9(a) and 54956.9(d)(1) to confer with its counsel regarding pending 
litigation which has been initiated formally and to which the District is a party.  The 
actions are: 
 

 Exide Technologies, Inc v. SCAQMD, et al v., Los Angeles Superior Court Case 
No. 3BC146770; 
 

 People of the State of California, ex rel South Coast AQMD v. Exide 
Technologies, Inc., Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC533528; 

 

 Petition for Declaratory Order by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Surface 
Transportation Board Docket No. FD 35803 (Railroad Rules); 

 
 
 Following closed session, General Counsel Kurt Wiese announced that there 
were no reportable actions taken in closed session. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

 There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned by the General Counsel 
at 11:50 a.m. 
 
 The foregoing is a true statement of the proceedings held by the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District Board on March 7, 2014. 
 
 
       Respectfully Submitted,  
 
 
 
 
       Altheresa Rothschild 
       Acting Senior Deputy Clerk 
 
 
 
Date Minutes Approved:  ___________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________________________ 
  Dr. William A. Burke, Chairman 
 
 
 
 

ACRONYMS 
 
 

CARB = California Air Resources Board  

CEC = California Energy Commission 

CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act 

ERC = Emission Reduction Credit  

FY = Fiscal Year  

MSRC = Mobile Source (Air Pollution Reduction) Review Committee  

NOx = Oxides of Nitrogen  

PM = Particulate Matter 

PUC = Public Utilities Commission 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO. 2 
 
PROPOSAL: Set Public Hearings May 2, 2014 to Consider Amendments and/or 

Adoption to SCAQMD Rules and Regulations: 
 
  (A) Amend Rule 102 - Definition of Terms.  The proposed amendment 

exempts trans 1-chloro-3,3,3-trifluoropropene from the VOC 
definition of the rule.  The U.S. EPA has already exempted the 
compound from the federal VOC definition because of its 
negligible photochemical reactivity level. (Reviewed: Stationary 
Source Committee, February 21, 2014) 

 
  (B) Amend Rule 1155 – Particulate Matter (PM) Control Devices.  

Rule 1155 was adopted in December 2009 and subsequently 
forwarded to CARB for inclusion in the SIP.  CARB approved the 
submittal and forwarded to U.S. EPA in July 2010.  U.S. EPA has 
raised concerns about certain exemptions during equipment start-
up.  In order to address U.S. EPA’s concern regarding approval of 
this rule into the SIP, Rule 1155 is proposed for an administrative 
amendment clarifying that certain provisions of Rule 401 – Visible 
Emissions and the provisions of Rule 404 - Particulate Matter  - 
Concentration are applicable to equipment subject to Rule 1155.  
(Reviewed:  Stationary Source Committee, March 21, 2014) 

 
The complete text of the proposed amendments, staff reports, and other supporting 
documents are available from the District’s Public Information Center,  
(909) 396-2550, and on the Internet (www.aqmd.gov) as of April 2, 2014. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Set Public Hearings May 2, 2014 to amend Rules 102 and 1155. 
 
 
 
 
  Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
  Executive Officer 
sm       

http://www.aqmd.gov/


 

 

 

 

 

 

BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  3 

 

PROPOSAL: Approve Truck Projects under “Year 4” Proposition 1B-Goods 

Movement Program 

  

SYNOPSIS: On August 26, 2013, a Program Announcement was issued to 

solicit truck replacement projects under the “Year 4” Proposition 

1B-Goods Movement Program.  This was a two-phased solicitation 

with closing dates of October 10 and December 12, 2013.  At its 

February 7, 2014 meeting, the Board approved truck projects for 

the first phase of the solicitation in the amount of $65,542,416, as 

specified in SCAQMD’s grant agreement with CARB.  The same 

grant agreement allocates a minimum of $11,809,524 for the 

second phase of the solicitation, with the intent to prioritize and 

help applicants with small fleets of three or fewer trucks.  This 

action is to execute contracts for heavy-duty diesel truck projects in 

an amount not to exceed $11,809,524, in addition to any unused 

funds from the first phase of the program, from the Proposition 1B-

Goods Movement Program Fund (81). 

  

COMMITTEE: No  Committee Review 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Authorize the Executive Officer to execute contracts for heavy-duty diesel truck 

projects from the list in Table 1, subject to CARB’s final approval, in an amount not to 

exceed $11,809,524 as set aside for the second phase of “Year 4” Proposition 1B truck 

projects, in addition to any unused funds from the first phase of the program, from the 

Proposition 1B-Goods Movement Program Fund (81). 

 

 

 

Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 

Executive Officer 
MMM:FM 
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Background 

On February 7, 2014, the Board recognized $81,219,537 from CARB designated for 

heavy-duty diesel truck projects, as part of the “Year 4” Proposition 1B-Goods 

Movement Program. From the $77,351,940 in project funds, CARB allocated a 

maximum of $65,542,416 to the first phase and a minimum of $11,809,524 to the 

second phase, with the intent to prioritize and help applicants with small fleets of three 

or fewer trucks in the second phase. 

 

On August 26, 2013, as coordinated between CARB and the participating air districts in 

the Proposition 1B-Goods Movement Program, SCAQMD released Program 

Announcement #PA2014-06 to solicit eligible heavy-duty diesel truck projects.  The 

two-phased solicitation closed on October 10 and December 12, 2013, respectively.  

SCAQMD received an overwhelming response, including applications for about 2,400 

individual truck projects under the first phase and about 1,600 under the second phase. 

 

At its February 7, 2014 meeting, the Board approved truck projects under the first phase 

of the program.  Staff has completed the evaluation and ranking of the truck 

applications under the second phase and has submitted them to CARB for their final 

compliance checks and approval. 

 

Outreach 

Relative to the Proposition 1B-Goods Movement Program projects, and in accordance 

with SCAQMD’s Procurement Policy and Procedure, a public notice advertising the 

RFP/RFQ and inviting bids was published in the Los Angeles Times, the Orange 

County Register, the San Bernardino Sun, and Riverside County Press Enterprise 

newspapers to leverage the most cost-effective method of outreach to the South Coast 

Basin. 

Additionally, potential bidders may have been notified utilizing SCAQMD’s own 

electronic listing of certified minority vendors. Notice of the RFP/RFQ has been e-

mailed to the Black and Latino Legislative Caucuses and various minority chambers of 

commerce and business associations, and placed on the Internet at SCAQMD’s website 

(http://www.aqmd.gov). Information is also available on SCAQMD’s bidder’s 24-hour 

telephone message line (909) 396-2724. 

 

Proposal 
This action is to approve heavy-duty diesel truck projects from the list in Table 1, 

subject to CARB’s final approval, in an amount not to exceed $11,809,524 as set aside 

for the second phase of “Year 4” Proposition 1B truck projects, in addition to any 

unused funds from the first phase of the program, from the Proposition 1B-Goods 

Movement Program Fund (81). 

 

http://www.aqmd.gov/
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Benefits to SCAQMD 

The successful implementation of the truck projects will reduce NOx, PM and other 

pollutant emissions in a cost-effective and expeditious manner which will help achieve 

the goals of the AQMP. The new equipment/vehicles funded under this program are 

expected to operate for many years, which will provide long-term emission reduction 

benefits in the region. 

 

Resource Impacts 

On February 7, 2014, the Board recognized $81,219,537 in revenue from CARB into 

SCAQMD’s Proposition 1B-Goods Movement Program Fund (81), as part of the “Year 

4” Proposition 1B-Goods Movement Program.  Of this revenue, the second phase of the 

program included a minimum of $11,809,524 for project funding.  Funding for truck 

projects listed in Table 1 shall not exceed $11,809,524, in addition to any unused funds 

from the first phase of “Year 4” Proposition 1B truck projects, from the Proposition 1B-

Goods Movement Program Fund (81). 

 

Attachment 

Table 1:  Heavy-Duty Diesel Truck Projects 
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TABLE 1:  HEAVY-DUTY DIESEL TRUCK PROJECTS 

NO. PROJECT ID APPLICANT NAME PROJECT 
PROP 1B 

AWARD 

1 674-524-GNA ANTONIO P DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

2 1124-8861-SS ALEXIS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

3 382-3772-GNA SHINGARA SINGH REPLACEMENT $40,000 

4 890-505-GNA SILVA EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

5 553-02-GNA WESTAR FREIGHT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

6 888-1984-GNA FRANCISCO GONZALEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

7 397-001-GNA LUNA TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

8 404-4557-GNA RAMON SOLIS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

9 423-7373-GNA SAMUEL ARVIZU REPLACEMENT $40,000 

10 1199-1578-VL ELIU TRANSPORTATION, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

11 381-3767-GNA RAJINT SINGH REPLACEMENT $40,000 

12 1110-1462-SS CAT9 EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

13 786-1336-GNA TRANSCORDOVA, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

14 390-002-GNA HECTOR GUTIERREZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

15 137-16-GU S.V. TRANSPORT INC./SILVERIO DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

16 959-2378-AN VANESSA DELGADO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

17 453-001-GNA JV CARGO EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

18 995-2170-AN MAAGO BROTHERS INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

19 613-481-GNA ORELLANA TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

20 137-01-GU S.V. TRANSPORT INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

21 1077-0149441-GU DAN DELIVERY REPLACEMENT $40,000 

22 1000-001-AN M. SOLIS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

23 052-1832-LSD JUAN FRANCISCO CORONADO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

24 418-001-GNA ESQ DELIVERY SERVICES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

25 986-2106-AN SCORE GROUP, INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

26 1064-002-GU FOUR SEASONS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

27 484-006-GNA STEVEN AND ERICA'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

28 778-2103-GNA J.A.R DELIVERY SERVICE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

29 593-09-GNA MPB TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

30 968-1-AN LUCIANO NUNEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

31 420-764-GNA RENE M LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

32 421-727-GNA OSCAR A. URRUTIA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

33 953-003-AN PRIMOS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

34 636-63-GNA SOTERO HERRERA  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

35 601-01-GNA R.R.M. TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

36 398-311-GNA ARCADIAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

37 1108-5230-GU NUNCIO TRUCKING/ARNULFO NUNCIO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

38 774-1871-GNA WILFREDO EDUARDO RODAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

39 1131-VOLVO-SS PRO RESOURCES I, II REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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NO. PROJECT ID APPLICANT NAME PROJECT 
PROP 1B 

AWARD 

40 808-687396-GNA IGNACIO CONTRERAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

41 1104-576-GU SOUTHLAND XPRESS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

42 559-1-GNA ORFAM TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

43 477-001-GNA GUMBY TRUCKING REPOWER $20,000 

44 1131-INTL-SS PRO RESOURCES I, II REPLACEMENT $40,000 

45 119-001-AN F&R TRUCKING/FRANCISCO RAYA REPLACEMENT $50,000 

46 921-001-GNA CARLOS A. TOLENTINO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

47 436-120-GNA ACE TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

48 972-01-AN BADILLAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

49 793-2056-GNA EL MAGUEY EXPRESS TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

50 490-28875-GNA DORADOS TRUCKING REPOWER $20,000 

51 925-000-GNA MG TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

52 612-11202-GNA LH&M LOGISTICS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

53 1022-001-AY HECTOR AND MARIA LLAMAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

54 784-1642-GNA JOSEPH SHERMAN S. MARTINEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

55 779-1865-GNA AGL TRANSPORT, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

56 604-96-GNA JESUS MANUEL MATA  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

57 383-3768-GNA BALBIR SINGH HANSPAL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

58 610-000-GNA JORGE A BERNAL  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

59 513-215-GNA JS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

60 492-76-GNA RAMOS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

61 831-1901-GNA CALEPOS TRANSPORT INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

62 606-000-GNA PROSPERO FELIX CISNEROS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

63 464-72434-GNA RUIZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

64 782-2047-GNA DRHV TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

65 471-053-GNA WALTER W. RODRIGUEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

66 595-11-GNA MIRAMONTES TRANS INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

67 1002-123-AN DIRECT TRANSPORTATION INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

68 1021-000-AY JOVIC TRANSPORT, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

69 745-002-GNA WEST COAST AUTO TRANSPORT  REPLACEMENT $30,000 

70 482-225-GNA MERCHACA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

71 614-40-GNA LEONARDO G LOPEZ  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

72 417-002-GNA HINOJOSA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

73 508-1655-GNA ANGEL RODRIGUEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

74 562-000-GNA R.G. TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

75 646-001-GNA KEYSTONE AUTO TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $39,000 

76 406-02-GNA MD TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

77 416-002-GNA RAMON ESPINOZA/ROSALVA SILVA REPLACEMENT $50,000 

78 785-26122-GNA ALCALA BROTHERS TRUCKIN REPLACEMENT $40,000 

79 505-001-GNA RAFAEL CHAVEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

80 465-751-GNA JNC TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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81 856-71-GNA ABEDOY TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

82 539-89296-GNA F NAVA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

83 1088-007-GU ROCHA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $39,000 

84 850-001-GNA MIRANDA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

85 502-307-GNA MIGUEL A MORENO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

86 1104-007-GU SOUTHLAND XPRESS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

87 510-001-GNA STRAIGHT AT IT  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

88 1063-51-GU AZTECA MAGIC TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

89 1122-027-SS D & D TRUCK LINE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

90 1190-F1-VL D. OWEN, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

91 599-147-GNA HOYOS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

92 1065-24-GU HEAVY HITTERS CARRIERS REPLACEMENT $50,000 

93 997-SS-03-AN P.A PARKER, INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

94 373-101-GNA AGUILAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

95 801-000-GNA MAYOS TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

96 137-03-GU S.V. TRANSPORT INC./SILVERIO DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

97 441-001-GNA LILLYAM IVETTE CENTENO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

98 792-1330-GNA DAVID TELLEZ RUBIO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

99 833-2065-GNA MANUEL CRUZ ANGELES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

100 419-726-GNA GUILLERMO VILLALPANDO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

101 113-000-AY SPATES FABRICATORS, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

102 518-001-GNA ALEX CHACON REPLACEMENT $40,000 

103 431-80-GNA PANTOJA & SONS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

104 864-8945-GNA JOSE AVILA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

105 476-001-GNA ISRAEL & HENRY TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

106 545-133-GNA AYALA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

107 1150-001-SS JUANA GONZALEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

108 734-042-GNA MANNYC TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

109 372-001-GNA SOLANO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

110 444-001-GNA ALEJANDRO GODFREY REPLACEMENT $40,000 

111 1001-1331-AN ANTONIO MARTINEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

112 620-106-GNA JUST CARGO XPRESS, INC  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

113 638-1616-GNA GONZALEZ TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

114 789-2010-GNA SANTIAGO S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

115 839-1558-GNA DAVIS TRUCKIN REPLACEMENT $40,000 

116 866-001-GNA FELIX CASTRO GUERRERO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

117 367-620-GNA OBDULIO RUIZ ARISTONDO REPLACEMENT $50,000 

118 1002-101-AN DIRECT TRANSPORTATION INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

119 006-001-AY TRUDELL TRUCKING INC. DBA  

ACME MOVING AND STORAGE 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

120 1057-020-GU MARTIN'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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121 718-DC107-GNA E.L. OROZCO TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $50,000 

122 652-001-GNA BELLINGER TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

123 358-001-GNA DOUGLAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

124 962-2-AN MONTOYA'S TRUCK RENTAL REPLACEMENT $50,000 

125 352-1600-GNA VILLATORO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

126 1133-001-SS BIZON TRANSPORT FREIGHTLINER REPLACEMENT $40,000 

127 892-001-GNA ERG TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

128 331-777-GNA HERNANDEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

129 1183-031-VL ROCAMI TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

130 714-001-GNA DH TRUCKING  REPOWER $20,000 

131 1070-002-GU BANDERAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

132 899-001-GNA HECTOR BERNAL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

133 577-8060-GNA ALAN C. OCHOA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

134 990-001-AN BEAS TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

135 960-203-AN MDF TRANSPORT INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

136 480-001-GNA A. AYALAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

137 399-002-GNA BLUE ICE LOGISTICS INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

138 524-3001-GNA SALVADOR DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

139 1017-70-AY PABLO CESAR PRIMUCCI REPLACEMENT $40,000 

140 775-1899-GNA FRANCOS EXPRESS TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

141 389-1019-GNA ARMANDO REYES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

142 715-539-GNA FREDY RODRIGUEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

143 930-001-GNA IVEHARO CO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

144 1130-000-SS RIGOBERTO CHAVEZ G. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

145 333-001-GNA A BECERRA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

146 348-279-GNA LEEH TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

147 384-266-GNA EDUARDO P MELENDEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

148 575-321-GNA JLC TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

149 1132-200-SS MARIO ALDANA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

150 529-001-GNA JOSE E MARTINEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

151 302-02-GNA ALICIA VELAZQUEZ REPLACEMENT $50,000 

152 557-35-GNA CONSTRUCTION SERVICES & RECYCLING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

153 769-001-GNA PRIMARY CARGO, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

154 061-757-AY MUSE EXPRESS INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

155 451-001-GNA MARASH TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 

156 809-D1-GNA DEMECIO AVILA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

157 983-246-AN NORBERTO LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

158 1070-001-GU BANDERAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

159 178-2218-VL LASER START ENTERPRISE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

160 608-001-GNA CIBRIAN TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

161 733-C087-GNA FREDY A SANTOS REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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162 1020-016-AY MANUEL HECTOR RAMIREZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

163 998-125-AN GOMEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

164 607-T002-GNA MR G TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

165 622-007-GNA RA TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

166 945-308-GNA NORTH BOUND EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

167 710-060-GNA R LOPEZ TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

168 1096-350612-GU LOERA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $49,000 

169 338-826-GNA GALINDO BROTHER TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

170 961-1067-AN CRUZ H. AGUILAR REPLACEMENT $40,000 

171 943-000-GNA SUSIE Q REPOWER $20,000 

172 657-414-GNA BILLY TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

173 475-99-GNA ON THE DOUBLES REPOWER $20,000 

174 605-N-2-GNA ERNESTO PEREZ REPLACEMENT $50,000 

175 1005-1524-AN ALFREDO AGUIRRE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

176 504-112-GNA ANGELS EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

177 783-1275-GNA RAMIRO DE LA CUEVA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

178 1117-1009-SS MANUEL MENA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

179 881-135-GNA JB'S TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

180 774-2186-GNA WILFREDO EDUARDO RODAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

181 1148-31271-SS WILLIAM BAIRES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

182 526-004-GNA CHABELAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

183 1148-31271-AN WILLIAM BAIRES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

184 741-545-GNA OSVALDO BARCENAS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

185 409-26313-GNA JUAN VILLASENOR REPLACEMENT $40,000 

186 810-77-GNA LL TRUCKING CO. LLC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

187 462-813-GNA JUAN CAUDILLO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

188 704-001-GNA J-R TRUCKING  REPOWER  $20,000 

189 1031-11-AY MEZA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

190 955-240-AN F. HUERTA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

191 840-1800-GNA ROBERTO RODRIGUEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

192 985-001-AN ODYS ROLL OFF SVC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

193 326-003-GNA BINGO TRUCK LINES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

194 766-01-GNA LOPEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

195 345-002-GNA NIGHT TRAIN TRANSPORT, INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

196 799-2074-GNA EA & A COMPANY REPLACEMENT $40,000 

197 875-1174-GNA J A TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

198 1158-079-SS RANGEL TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

199 548-03-GNA MORRO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

200 1234-006-GNA AC TRANSPORT SERVICES INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

201 554-001-GNA SALMAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

202 519-401-GNA MEZA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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203 763-001-GNA WG TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $50,000 

204 118-001-AN RR TRUCKING/RAUL RAYA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

205 538-210-GNA JUAN MACIAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

206 946-5660-AN ET TRANSPORTATION, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

207 682-595-GNA FELIPE SANDOVAL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

208 874-1026-GNA EDGAR ESQUIVEL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

209 584-426-GNA ATKIN TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

210 999-1777-AN BETUCO'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

211 369-130-GNA JOSE AGUILAR REPLACEMENT $50,000 

212 337-06-GNA M. MARTINEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

213 828-001-GNA HERNANDEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

214 962-20-AN MONTOYA'S TRUCK RENTAL REPLACEMENT $50,000 

215 004-014-AY C & C AMERICA INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

216 773-01-GNA KOSMONAUT EXPRESS DBA  REPLACEMENT $39,900 

217 1101-454639-GU LEDESMA & SONS TRUCKING, INC./ 

EDGAR LEDESMA 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

218 004-013-AY C & C AMERICA INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

219 879-1-GNA AA LABORATORY EGGS, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

220 660-009-GNA CESAR POLANCO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

221 963-18-AN ALEXANDER CONSTRUCTION & CLEAN UP REPLACEMENT $35,000 

222 527-118-GNA TERRA TRUCKING COMPANY INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

223 498-23129-GNA LP TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

224 128-000-AN ELENA AVITIA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

225 873-001-GNA ESTEBAN GOMEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

226 1139-V12-SS VELASCO TRUCKING LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

227 332-C240-GNA L.A. EXPRESS (DBA) REPLACEMENT $40,000 

228 1208-002-VL PESCADORES TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

229 931-702-GNA ARMANDO ARMADOR REPLACEMENT $40,000 

230 1222-1904-MC HECTOR & SON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

231 699-007-GNA ARAIK TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

232 343-02869-GNA PERICOS TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

233 1004-001-AN R Z TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

234 1093-527702-GU G AND A EXPRESS LLC REPLACEMENT $39,000 

235 1037-001-AY LD TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

236 376-129-GNA BULLY EXPRESS LLC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

237 772-20-5241982-GNA DONALDO'S TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

238 882-001-GNA MASC TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

239 190-012-SS TWO STAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

240 1149-001-SS KGS TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

241 824-001-GNA ANISEL TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

242 970-4-AN MUSE EXPRESS INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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243 1104-013-GU SOUTHLAND XPRESS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

244 487-001-MW JT TRANSPORTATION/JOSE H. TALAMONTES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

245 804-000-GNA ORELLANA'S TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

246 534-943-GNA QUALITY LOAD TRANSPORT CORP REPLACEMENT $40,000 

247 661-005-GNA SILVER GALKAXY CORP REPLACEMENT $40,000 

248 497-002-GNA PABLO A BENITEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

249 905-088-GNA GALVAN TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

250 676-865-GNA JOSE ELISEO SORIANO REPLACEMENT $50,000 

251 620-001-GNA JUST CARGO XPRESS, INC  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

252 528-002-GNA T & R LUMBER COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

253 764-6727-GNA DEMMING VALIENTE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

254 971-02-AN HERNANDEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

255 987-001-AN ARELLANO TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

256 1230-099-MC J.T. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $39,000 

257 787-2453-GNA CALI TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

258 673-050-GNA MOLINA SONS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

259 823-3199-GNA GARCIAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

260 861-1-GNA FIRST CLASS TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

261 1095-241-GU JIMENEZ TRUCKING/FRANCISCO JIMENEZ REPLACEMENT $49,000 

262 1146-063-SS HFN ENTERPRISE LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

263 014-747-AY TK TRUCKING/TRI BUI REPLACEMENT $40,000 

264 1146-063-AN HFN ENTERPRISE LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

265 507-9003-GNA FRANK E BLISSENBACH REPLACEMENT $40,000 

266 758-001-GNA SAHI TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

267 1135-4987-SS KUMAR AMANDEEP REPLACEMENT $50,000 

268 765-1113-GNA ALEJANDRO F. DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

269 670-001-GNA MAGALLON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

270 659-1644-GNA R/K TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

271 370-002-GNA PAUL ORLIK TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $45,000 

272 1223-226-MC SIGNATURE TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

273 1101-358482-GU LEDESMA & SONS TRUCKING, INC./ 

EDGAR LEDESMA 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

274 1174-770-VL DIAZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

275 443-11521-GNA RULIS TRUCKING EXP REPLACEMENT $40,000 

276 407-24-GNA MARK L. RICHMOND TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

277 435-230-GNA SOMOHANO EXPPRESS GROUP INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

278 378-327-GNA M & C TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

279 515-009-GNA C&R TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

280 1102-274994-GU SANTIAGO TRUCKING/SANTIAGO SANCHEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

281 762-64-GNA VILLALOBOS BROTHERS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

282 602-000-GNA DERMENDJINA POGOS REPLACEMENT  $40,000 



-8- 

NO. PROJECT ID APPLICANT NAME PROJECT 
PROP 1B 

AWARD 

283 1124-1312-SS ALEXIS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

284 800-1697-GNA ROGER JOSE MORALES PINEDA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

285 1039-003-AY L&R AUTO TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

286 512-040-GNA RC TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

287 342-6471-GNA RAJ EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

288 1041-19623-AY COINCRE TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

289 738-8456-GNA VC TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

290 1052-18658-AY DMJ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

291 470-097-GNA JOSE JESUS GALVEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

292 446-058-GNA G&A TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

293 364-001-GNA RICARDO JIMENEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

294 495-006-GNA VICTORIOUS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

295 561-000-GNA PAUL F BOURELLE  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

296 379-001-GNA SALAZAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

297 385-1007-GNA BDC ENTERPRISES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

298 964-1-AN ADVANCED RIGGERS & MILLWRIGHTS LLC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

299 1141-171-SS K TRANS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

300 620-105-GNA JUST CARGO XPRESS, INC  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

301 468-155-GNA BAUTISTA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

302 811-001-GNA LN TRUCKING REPOWER $20,000 

303 560-01-GNA E.M.D EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

304 672-002-GNA MELENDEZ FAMILY LP REPLACEMENT $35,000 

305 916-114-GNA RGE TRUCK LINES INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

306 1103-75231-GU BRIAN J. LANGFORD REPLACEMENT $40,000 

307 537-001-GNA JUAN CARCAMO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

308 592-325-GNA GALE TRIANGLE P.T REPLACEMENT $40,000 

309 394-003-GNA SALMEX FREIGHT INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

310 550-01-GNA ROSENDO JUAREZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

311 340-101-GNA ESL TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

312 795-2209-GNA CARLOS VARGAS PASILLAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

313 700-001-GNA J.D. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

314 516-7521-GNA MARTZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

315 904-020-GNA VILLA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

316 556-001-GNA AMMCO EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

317 496-9830-GNA JOSE E FLORES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

318 643-306-GNA SYSTEM TRANSPORT  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

319 1077-0194991-GU DAN DELIVERY REPLACEMENT $40,000 

320 944-101-GNA TRANSPORT SPECIALTIES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

321 798-1456-GNA MARCO ANTONIO PENALOZA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

322 1214-001-MC EZEQUIEL ROMERO CHAIREZ REPLACEMENT $50,000 

323 885-1194-GNA NABIH J. ESMEIRAT REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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324 1014-001-AY LUIS JESUS MEDINA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

325 642-01-GNA C-L TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

326 1182-1291-VL MARGARITO MORALES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

327 985-002-AN ODYS ROLL OFF SVC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

328 969-001-AN RICHARD ORDORICA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

329 834-2269-GNA CONSTANTINO LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

330 807-066-GNA GORDOS TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $35,000 

331 820-89116-GNA JAVIER HERNANDEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

332 563-002-GNA CLAUDIA HORTA  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

333 215-003-AN OMAR'S TRUCKING/RALPH OMAR GONZALES REPLACEMENT $35,000 

334 351-1650-GNA JOSE VICENTE RIVERA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

335 776-2108-GNA ROBERTO SOUZA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

336 564-002-GNA PEGASSO TRUCKING INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

337 1073-001-GU MISABE EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $50,000 

338 374-001-GNA BLANCO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

339 598-01-GNA LIMON TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

340 1013-01-AY A D TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

341 981-001-AN V.G.G. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

342 503-001-GNA ARMANDO ABEDOY REPLACEMENT $40,000 

343 392-633A-GNA R&J TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $35,000 

344 790-1539-GNA ALVARO LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

345 580-27-GNA RL TRANSPORTATION SERVICE INC REPLACEMENT $38,000 

346 1168-073-SS MAYA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

347 633-000-GNA REAL G TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

348 355-801-GNA H & E TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

349 535-620-GNA LANDAVERDE CARLOS MAURICIO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

350 957-002-AN E. ROBLES TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

351 586-001-GNA NGUYEN TRUCKING REPOWER $20,000 

352 530-002-GNA OCTAVIO DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

353 1055-002-GU 

(TRUCK 1) 

GONZALEZ FREIGHTBUSTERS 2 FOR 1 $35,000 

354 1053-001-AY AUDAZ TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

355 678-731-GNA MARIO ERNESTO CRUZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

356 594-001-GNA JOEL MUNGUIA LULU MUNGUIA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

357 931-104-GNA ARMANDO ARMADOR REPOWER $20,000 

358 341-001-GNA F&A EXPRESS INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

359 371-7221-GNA VICENTE MARTINEZ HERNANDEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

360 671-001-GNA WCL TRUCKING CORP REPLACEMENT $40,000 

361 640-290-GNA FRANCISCO ANGULO AGUILAR  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

362 377-020-GNA G FLORES TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

363 1124-8580-SS ALEXIS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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364 1227-001-MC PEDRO SARINANA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

365 574-001-GNA ISREAL TORRES VILLEGAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

366 1033-001-AY W & N TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

367 1057-003-GU MARTIN'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

368 587-001-GNA R AGUILERA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

369 598-03-GNA LIMON TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

370 006-002-AY TRUDELL TRUCKING INC. DBA  

ACME MOVING AND STORAGE 

REPLACEMENT $35,000 

371 799-1665-GNA EA & A COMPANY REPLACEMENT $40,000 

372 428-B-404-GNA JAMES A DEITEMEYER REPLACEMENT $40,000 

373 975-001-AN ACERO'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

374 756-001-GNA JOSE ANGEL MALDONADO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

375 533-443-GNA F J TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

376 603-1848-GNA LUIS G. LUNA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

377 1142-747 (2 FOR 1)-

SS (TRUCK 1) 

CAPTAIN DAVES MARINE SERVICE, INC. 2 FOR 1 $40,000 

378 1042-001-AY NICOLAS TRINIDAD REPLACEMENT $40,000 

379 891-001-GNA S/SONS TRKG REPLACEMENT $50,000 

380 427-7453-GNA RUBEN GONZALEZ ALVARADO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

381 489-001-GNA JAIME HINOSTROZA REPLACEMENT $35,000 

382 837-1327-GNA PASCUAL CHAVEZ RAMIREZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

383 627-001-GNA GILDARDO RODRIGUEZ  REPLACEMENT  $50,000 

384 914-381-GNA KDA EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

385 1209-001-MC JOSE ELOY ACOSTA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

386 1127-001-SS BOOM BOOM TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

387 936-001-GNA ALONSO ALMADOR REPLACEMENT $40,000 

388 911-001-GNA VALDEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

389 1023-20094-AY NORENA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

390 003-053-AY N. PARTEN TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

391 748-001-GNA FELIX TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

392 531-001-GNA G&T TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

393 345-069-GNA NIGHT TRAIN TRANSPORT, INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

394 053-60565-LSD J. TORRES TRANSPORTATION INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

395 455-050-GNA J. BRADFORD TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

396 966-1-AN RUBEN DUENAS GARCIA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

397 845-336-GNA RJB TRANSPORT INC. REPLACEMENT $47,000 

398 422-114-GNA ANDRES SANDOVAL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

399 963-14-AN ALEXANDER CONSTRUCTION & CLEAN UP REPLACEMENT $35,000 

400 558-001-GNA AMERICAN TRANSLINE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

401 1188-6794-VL VALENCIA AND SONS TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

402 1099-982-GU USAP LOGISTICS/AJEET SINGH REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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403 551-1416-GNA SEVEN TRANSPORTATION, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

404 494-001-GNA J & A TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

405 386-010-GNA JUAREZ TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

406 723-217-GNA ROCAS EXPRESS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

407 566-000-GNA SANDRA L. ALZATE  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

408 982-001-AN DE LEON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

409 623-000-GNA VM TRUCKING ONE  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

410 557-34-GNA CONSTRUCTION SERVICES & RECYCLING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

411 927-000-GNA FRANCISCO PINEDO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

412 632-001-GNA MICHAEL K. THOMPSON  REPLACEMENT  $35,000 

413 916-118-GNA RGE TRUCK LINES INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

414 1210-001-MC JORGE JACOBO GONZALEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

415 363-728-GNA JORGE LUIS RODRIGUEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

416 1069-025-GU PAUL COOKS TRANSPORT LLC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

417 978-1637-AN ALBERTO MALDONADO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

418 931-471-GNA ARMANDO ARMADOR REPLACEMENT $40,000 

419 228-226A-MW ON TIME TRANSFER/WALTER LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $35,000 

420 522-001-GNA DOLLAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

421 458-002-GNA PONCIANO ARZATE TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

422 1052-18857-AY DMJ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

423 650-011-GNA CARLOS PINEDO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

424 1213-001-MC MARIO TORRES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

425 350-2958-GNA BRASSARD TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

426 725-001-GNA JG&H TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

427 449-885-GNA AGUILAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

428 1045-2150-AY TRANSPORTES DEL PACIFICO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

429 048-420-LSD ABELARDO NAVAR REPLACEMENT $50,000 

430 375-001-GNA P.G. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

431 1153-11-SS GHENO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

432 706-1056-GNA H&B TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

433 857-111-GNA C & K TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

434 1121-001-SS J.B. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

435 347-2742-GNA PINZON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

436 962-17-AN MONTOYA'S TRUCK RENTAL REPLACEMENT $50,000 

437 852-001-GNA T.F. TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

438 1041-19587-AY COINCRE TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

439 955-188-AN F. HUERTA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

440 900-7284-GNA VICENTE J. JIMENEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

441 744-000-GNA CASE TRANSPORTATION  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

442 523-001-GNA RCP TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

443 300-EX1-GNA EXTREME TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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444 919-T2-GNA PADWORKS, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

445 855-001-GNA GUSTAVO ALBERTO NASO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

446 896-86-GNA RAPID READY TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

447 662-015-GNA JAVIER CATALAN REPLACEMENT $40,000 

448 578-01-GNA B.A VARELA REPLACEMENT $35,000 

449 984-033-AN LUIS LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $35,000 

450 1191-6695-VL A.G. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

451 551-1417-GNA SEVEN TRANSPORTATION, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

452 483-1002-GNA BUCKS TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $35,000 

453 585-001-GNA MICHAEL E. RUHL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

454 330-001-GNA RUDY GAITAN TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

455 625-B354-GNA MIKE CASTILLO TRUCKING LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

456 963-19-AN ALEXANDER CONSTRUCTION & CLEAN UP REPLACEMENT $35,000 

457 501-3666-GNA JOSE M SOTELO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

458 1166-036-SS TRUSPRO, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

459 549-16-GNA VICTOR M TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

460 775-2228-GNA FRANCOS EXPRESS TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

461 1052-18777-AY DMJ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

462 1178-001-VL JOSE JIMENEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

463 964-2 -AN ADVANCED RIGGERS & MILLWRIGHTS LLC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

464 656-392-GNA WALTER ARMERO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

465 424-134-GNA CATARINO LEON REPLACEMENT $40,000 

466 474-001-GNA JAIME JUAREZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

467 1141-000-SS K TRANS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

468 708-099-GNA VICENTE ARROYO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

469 637-235-GNA JC CARGO EXPRESS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

470 886-2197-GNA JOSE ENRIQUE VELASCO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

471 361-001-GNA JOSE J. PADILLA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

472 712-461-GNA MARTIN MACIAS REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

473 989-114412-AN BIG G'S TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $35,000 

474 818-002-GNA COLOCHOS TRUCKING CORP REPLACEMENT $50,000 

475 624-1125-GNA MARIO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

476 1025-7398-AY ANGEL ALBERTO ARROYO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

477 300-EX2-GNA EXTREME TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

478 493-001-GNA AMERICAN TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

479 745-001-GNA WEST COAST AUTO TRANSPORT  REPLACEMENT $30,000 

480 658-001-GNA LP TRUCKING REPOWER $20,000 

481 1216-001-MC FERNANDO SANTOS DEVERA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

482 639-319-GNA PONCE TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

483 974-101-AN TOMATANI EXPRESS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

484 901-1922-GNA CARDONA'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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485 694-001-GNA LUIS ADOLFO BARRIOS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

486 902-028-GNA NICOLAS RODRIGUEZ SALAS REPLACEMENT $35,000 

487 702-001-GNA KC TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

488 102-1-AY SLEEPING BEAR INC., DBA BEAR 

TRANSPORTATION 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

489 903-019-GNA H&S TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

490 1141-190-SS K TRANS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

491 430-001-GNA SANCHEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

492 425-7296-GNA RONY ENRIQUE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

493 1128-SJ1-SS SALVADOR JIMENEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

494 173-001-MC W.S. BOYS/VICTOR VASQUEZ SR. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

495 654-114-GNA TEODULO HERNANDEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

496 380-014-GNA V TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

497 509-200-GNA PRIORITY TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

498 862-001-GNA NERY ORELLANA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

499 813-001-GNA LOPEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

500 752-31453-GNA DAN CAVALLO, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

501 540-14-GNA PMG TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

502 641-001-GNA CASTRO TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

503 1180-333-VL I AND M LOGISTIC TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

504 849-176-GNA JOHNNY GRANADOS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

505 836-2242-GNA JUAN R. MEJIA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

506 330-003-GNA RUDY GAITAN TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

507 1137-001-SS HUGO SALDANA MORENO  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

508 746-229-GNA MICHEAL ANDREW LOPEZ REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

509 701-001-GNA KG TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

510 729-129-GNA MIGUEL ANGEL GASTELUM  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

511 916-117-GNA RGE TRUCK LINES INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

512 669-1137-GNA SALVADOR GALVEZ BRAVO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

513 868-001-GNA CLAUDIA HORTA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

514 1115-002-SS AVENUE 8 GROUP REPLACEMENT $40,000 

515 634-000-GNA M G TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

516 711-001-GNA FAUSTINO ANDRADE REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

517 469-055-GNA MAM TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

518 907-001-GNA R.O. TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

519 924-9199-GNA JORGE SANCHEZ ROJAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

520 887-1647-GNA TAH TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

521 713-001-GNA FAUSTINO ANDRADE REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

522 693-001-GNA ANGEL'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

523 311-001-GNA ANTONIO VELASCO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

524 727-002-GNA LUIS A. NEGRETE REPLACEMENT  $40,000 
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525 826-024-GNA WALTER J PEREZ TRUCK REPLACEMENT $40,000 

526 1211-001-MC SEGILFREDO PAEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

527 647-001-GNA M SOTO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

528 565-005-GNA GONZALEZ TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

529 923-740-GNA VICENTE GONZALEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

530 1027-7407-AY JOSE JAIME MARTINEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

531 848-001-GNA MUNOZ AND SON TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

532 1032-60003-AY INDEPENDENT PUMPING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

533 851-001-GNA GONZALES TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

534 450-2332-GNA FRANCISCO RIVAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

535 751-260-GNA BUTLER & SON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

536 1116-6003-SS SOCAL BIOFUEL, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

537 615-000-GNA D DEL CID TRUCKING INC.  REPLACEMENT  $35,000 

538 192-000-SS J.L. KROPP TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

539 949-001-AN NELSON PORTILLO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

540 954-001-AN JESSE GONZALEZ TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

541 1060-473594-GU J&G TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

542 547-001-GNA SALDIVAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

543 569-000-GNA SOUTHWEST TRUCKING GROUP, LLC  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

544 692-001-GNA TREVINO TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

545 913-017-GNA E.G. TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

546 330-002-GNA RUDY GAITAN TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

547 598-05-GNA LIMON TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

548 1195-001-VL RAMS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $49,000 

549 1134-2333-SS MEJIA'S TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

550 822-435-GNA CESAR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

551 897-7321-GNA JOSE FRANCISCO MEZA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

552 618-298-GNA HECTOR ALFREDO IGLESIAS  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

553 439-001-GNA JH, JONATHAN HEGROLD REPLACEMENT $50,000 

554 447-134-GNA FUENTES JOAQUIN ISMAEL REPLACEMENT $40,000 

555 395-001-GNA ALFREDO CARLOS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

556 410-3270-GNA ALVARO SANCHEZ LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

557 304-001-GNA SELECT TRUCKING AND PROVISIONS INC REPOWER $10,000 

558 619-3-GNA JBS TRANSPORT, LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

559 320-201-GNA JSA TRANSPORTATION LLC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

560 1154-035-SS ELI'S TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $50,000 

561 655-3168-GNA LEOS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

562 611-224-GNA GALE TRIANGEL PT  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

563 735-001-GNA DENNIS D MEJIA  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

564 965-1-AN SERGIO ENRIQUE CARO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

565 818-001-GNA COLOCHOS TRUCKING CORP REPLACEMENT $35,000 
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566 717-1246-GNA SHAWN TRANSPORT  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

567 161-216A-MC CASTRO TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $50,000 

568 324-001-GNA STONE TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

569 863-001-GNA MC TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

570 500-7691-GNA JULIAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

571 415-001-GNA CBASS DIRTYWORKS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

572 709-001-GNA M. LEDEZMA INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

573 1173-015-VL LAS MARIA'S PALLETS REPLACEMENT $50,000 

574 318-023-GNA JOSE PERAZA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

575 1207-069-VL JUAREZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

576 1165-001-SS PALM SPRINGS RECYCLING CENTER, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

577 1234-011-GNA AC TRANSPORT SERVICES INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

578 843-002-GNA RESTAD GENERAL ENGINEERING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

579 459-2346-GNA MOISES CABRERA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

580 1177-002-VL MARQUEZ & SONS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

581 648-274B-GNA C TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

582 488-206-GNA CESAR SERRANO CRUZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

583 1087-003-GU CHAVEZ BROS ENTERPRISES, INC. REPLACEMENT $39,000 

584 726-001-GNA F&J TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

585 356-111-GNA FRANCISCO JAVIER NAVAS RUSSO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

586 937-MJ5-GNA M & J TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC. REPLACEMENT $49,500 

587 956-002-AN CORDOVA SOLUTIONS INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

588 501-3410-GNA JOSE M SOTELO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

589 705-001-GNA GLORIA ISABEL PEREZ ORANTES REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

590 591-001-GNA NELTON WILFREDO LINARES BENITEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

591 1022-002-AY HECTOR AND MARIA LLAMAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

592 1129-1436-SS GEORGE CASTELLO REPLACEMENT $50,000 

593 870-001-GNA PINTOR TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

594 697-001-GNA LEE TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

595 1159-001-SS RAED ALKILANI REPLACEMENT $50,000 

596 1087-004-GU CHAVEZ BROS ENTERPRISES, INC. REPLACEMENT $39,000 

597 368-7432-GNA RIVAS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

598 216-003-MW HOLLYWOOD BED & SPRING MFG. CO., INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

599 360-002-GNA MAURICIO'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

600 1062-429253-GU SM TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

601 844-150-GNA MG INDEPENDENT REPLACEMENT $35,000 

602 312-010-GNA CM RAMIREZ TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

603 479-105-GNA THOR TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

604 1157-LA48-SS LUIS FERNANDO ARCHILA SAZO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

605 567-001-GNA SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA O T R RECYCLING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

606 1138-063-SS G.RUIZ TRANSPORTATION  REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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607 791-2238-GNA OSWALDO A. FLORES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

608 573-001-GNA GMB TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

609 932-503-GNA THE BEST TRUCKS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

610 021-002-AY FOSTER AND SONS RECYCLING INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

611 626-001-GNA JUAN CARLOS OROZCO REPLACEMENT  $35,000 

612 666-7711-GNA TOVALIN TRUCKING TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

613 162-292A-MC JQ TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $40,000 

614 499-7801-GNA GUADALUPE SANCHEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

615 992-400-AN VICTOR VIRAMONTES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

616 976-001-AN JA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $45,000 

617 536-199-GNA MELGOZA TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

618 541-017-GNA MARCO MARTINEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

619 163-01-MC CARLOS GONZALEZ REPLACEMENT $50,000 

620 555-002-GNA FRESH IS BEST REPLACEMENT $25,000 

621 951-001-AN CHARLIES MOBILE TOOLS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

622 099-135-AY BEN'S ASPHALT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

623 442-001-GNA FEDERICO GAYTAN REPLACEMENT $40,000 

624 319-001-GNA RAMOS TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

625 1038-002-AY ULLOA PALLETS REPLACEMENT $35,000 

626 543-342003-GNA BENITO MARTINEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

627 754-001-GNA JULIO GUTIERREZ REPLACEMENT $35,000 

628 1163-244-SS ALAMEDA CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

629 555-001-GNA FRESH IS BEST REPLACEMENT $25,000 

630 884-001-GNA WINEGARDNER MASONRY, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

631 1201-001-VL FURIASTRUCK & TRACTOR SERVICE REPLACEMENT $40,000 

632 730-001-GNA VINUEZA TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

633 216-002-MW HOLLYWOOD BED & SPRING MFG. CO., INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

634 956-001-AN CORDOVA SOLUTIONS INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

635 1126-005-SS JOEL MANZO GODINEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

636 1035-003-AY NOTW TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $49,000 

637 1186-073-VL BLUE LINE TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

638 663-123-GNA VIP TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

639 506-5114-GNA RAFAEL TELLES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

640 456-001-GNA SHARM TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $49,850 

641 568-8301-GNA FLASH TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

642 486-140-GNA KB MIRAMONTES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

643 663-429-GNA VIP TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

644 1038-001-AY ULLOA PALLETS REPLACEMENT $35,000 

645 576-43-GNA ARMANDO GUEVARA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

646 853-1-GNA ERWIN R. ZELADA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

647 1185-001-VL RAYNARD FOSTER REPLACEMENT $35,000 
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648 619-2-GNA JBS TRANSPORT, LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

649 936-069-GNA ALONSO ALMADOR REPLACEMENT $35,000 

650 740-001-GNA DAVID LOPEZ MEDEROS REPLACEMENT  $50,000 

651 797-2239-GNA AURELIO GARCIA HARRIZON REPLACEMENT $40,000 

652 107-002-AY TED SOLOMON TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

653 918-019-GNA GENARO CERVANTES REPLACEMENT $40,000 

654 928-000-GNA FAST WASTE OIL SERVICE REPLACEMENT $35,000 

655 781-2145-GNA ALEJANDRO GONZALEZ HERNANDEZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

656 898-001-GNA JUAN P. LOPEZ REPLACEMENT $35,000 

657 991-007-AN WAYNES 1 WAY TRUCKING INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

658 736-1294-GNA L.A. LIFT SERVICES  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

659 1083-501-GU ENRIQUE C TERAN TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

660 460-8920-GNA LUIS F BONILLA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

661 830-36217-GNA CARLOS DIAZ REPLACEMENT $40,000 

662 814-001-GNA LAS TOWING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

663 596-160-GNA SERGIO ANTONIO SOTO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

664 1164-001-SS CHOY'S TRUCKING SERVICES REPLACEMENT $25,000 

665 216-001-MW HOLLYWOOD BED & SPRING MFG. CO., INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

666 817-001-GNA LILIA M LOPEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

667 665-006-GNA 

(TRUCK 1) 

JIM FOLEY TRUCKING 2 FOR 1 $40,000 

668 663-159-GNA VIP TRANSPORT INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

669 621-000-GNA FLAMENCO TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT  $40,000 

670 403-001-GNA AMAZON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $25,000 

671 387-001-GNA ROOCHI TRADERS REPLACEMENT $25,000 

672 338-2037-GNA GALINDO BROTHER TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

673 721-024-GNA HILARIO BARAJAS  REPLACEMENT $25,000 

674 707-001-GNA SACER ENTERPRISES LLC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

675 695-001-GNA JUNIOR STEEL CO REPLACEMENT $25,000 

676 349-155-GNA RAHUL SETHI REPLACEMENT $40,000 

677 1160-001-SS JIMENEZ TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $25,000 

678 1113-002-SS OB TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $35,000 

679 1113-001-SS OB TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $25,000 

680 1056-087477-GU RINCON TRANSPORT REPLACEMENT $35,000 

681 006-003-AY TRUDELL TRUCKING INC.  

DBA ACME MOVING AND STORAGE 

REPLACEMENT $25,000 

682 115-027-AN O.T.Y., INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

683 958-0T6-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

684 728-001-MW HG & S TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

685 334-001-MW LEODEGARIO SALCIDO DBA  

SALCIDO TRANSPORT 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

686 322-004-MW MONTANI TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 
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687 582-99-MW LARRY BOWMAN REPOWER $20,000 

688 728-003-MW HG & S TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

689 1123-103-SS AZTEC'S TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

690 757-771157-MW ROMAS "R" US, INC./RICARDO MEIER REPLACEMENT $40,000 

691 582-111-MW LBJ & ASSOCIATES  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

692 571-044-MW MANKE TRUCKING INC  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

693 339-002-MW EL 7 MARES SEAFOOD INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

694 328-1140RT-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

695 571-043-MW MANKE TRUCKING INC  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

696 184-5094-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

697 098-338-AY G.O. RODRIGUEZ TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

698 184-5040-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

699 1019-152-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 

700 329-003-MW L BROTHER'S & SON'S INC. REPLACEMENT $49,000 

701 098-336-AY G.O. RODRIGUEZ TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

702 571-045-MW MANKE TRUCKING INC  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

703 098-334-AY G.O. RODRIGUEZ TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

704 716-301-MW TOP SPEED TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

705 184-5021-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

706 184-5030-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

707 958-0T7-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

708 934-CT04-MW GALE TRIANGLE/PERFORMANCE TEAM 

FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

709 645-001-MW PANTOJA TRUCKING, INC./JESUS PANTOJA  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

710 184-5028-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

711 098-342-AY G.O. RODRIGUEZ TRUCKING INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

712 184-5095-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

713 645-007-MW PANTOJA TRUCKING, INC./JESUS PANTOJA  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

714 934-CT23-MW GALE TRIANGLE/PERFORMANCE TEAM 

FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $35,000 

715 184-5092-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

716 184-5020-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

717 958-0T9-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

718 934-CT06-MW GALE TRIANGLE/PERFORMANCE TEAM 

FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

719 934-CT22-MW GALE TRIANGLE/PERFORMANCE TEAM 

FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $35,000 

720 582-56-MW LBJ & ASSOCIATES  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

721 359-1562-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $25,000 

722 184-5031-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 
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723 012-022-LSD LAZER TRUCK LINES INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

724 967-203-AN PINE TREE LUMBER CO., LP REPLACEMENT $50,000 

725 184-5090-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

726 934-CT25-MW GALE TRIANGLE/PERFORMANCE TEAM 

FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $35,000 

727 994-001-AN TRIMMING LAND CO. INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

728 993-102-AN TED LEVINE DRUM CO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

729 993-094-AN TED LEVINE DRUM CO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

730 184-5096-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

731 1019-146-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 

732 1074-001-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $35,000 

733 184-5050-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

734 339-001-MW EL 7 MARES SEAFOOD INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

735 994-002-AN TRIMMING LAND CO. INC.  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

736 994-003-AN TRIMMING LAND CO. INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

737 934-CT01-MW GALE TRIANGLE/PERFORMANCE TEAM 

FREIGHT SYSTEMS, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

738 1106-480537-GU AADLEN BROTHERS AUTO WRECKING/ 

NATHAN B. AADLEN 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

739 185-T4-AN COMMUNITY RECYCLING AND RESOURCE 

RECOVERY, INC. 

REPLACEMENT $50,000 

740 328-672-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

741 167-1272-MC WESTERN REGIONAL DELIVERY SERVICE REPLACEMENT $35,000 

742 940-001-AN QUALITY CARSHIPPERS, LLC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

743 359-1520-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE  

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $25,000 

744 057-001-LSD MARTIAN TRUCKING, INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

745 720-066-MW PRUITT TRUCKING SERVICE  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

746 883-40-MW UNITED RIGGERS & ERECTORS DBA 

BOWERS TRANSPORT 

REPLACEMENT $36,000 

747 958-T11-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

748 328-618-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

749 720-102-MW PRUITT TRUCKING SERVICE  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

750 359-1585-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $20,000 

751 184-5060-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

752 716-200-MW TOP SPEED TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $35,000 

753 1081-028-GU SHAMROCK GROUP, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

754 328-665-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

755 359-1561-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $25,000 

756 1019-147-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 
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757 328-727-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

758 716-303-MW TOP SPEED TRUCKING  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

759 359-1595-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $30,000 

760 328-091-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

761 328-089-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

762 958-0T8-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

763 328-431-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

764 958-001-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

765 056-TR04-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

766 1179-033-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

767 1081-008-GU SHAMROCK GROUP, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

768 958-T14-AN FOREST WOOD FIBER PRODUCTS, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

769 883-39-MW UNITED RIGGERS & ERECTORS DBA BOWERS 

TRANSPORT 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

770 1019-30-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 

771 184-5091-AY CR&R INCORPORATED REPLACEMENT $50,000 

772 359-1521-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $15,000 

773 056-TR03-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

774 1081-007-GU SHAMROCK GROUP, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

775 056-TR02-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

776 1019-153-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 

777 328-3421-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

778 056-TR06-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

779 994-004-AN TRIMMING LAND CO. INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

780 328-1240-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

781 328-773-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

782 993-096-AN TED LEVINE DRUM CO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

783 1019-31-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $35,000 

784 359-1682-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $20,000 

785 396-116-MW CAL WEST ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

786 1019-38-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $25,000 

787 967-171-AN PINE TREE LUMBER CO., LP REPLACEMENT $35,000 

788 359-1633-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $20,000 

789 993-097-AN TED LEVINE DRUM CO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

790 328-3517-MW RRM PROPERTIES REPLACEMENT $50,000 

791 1167-155-SS NATIONAL PAVING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

792 880-1-MW TIMES PRODUCE INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 
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793 359-1678-MW SUPPOSE-U DRIVE TRUCK RENTAL SERVICE 

DBA SUPPOSE U DRIVE TRUCK LEASE 

REPLACEMENT $20,000 

794 645-0017-MW PANTOJA TRUCKING, INC./JESUS PANTOJA  REPLACEMENT $50,000 

795 1136-137078-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

796 396-115-MW CAL WEST ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

797 1019-39-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $25,000 

798 1019-37-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $25,000 

799 1136-136387-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

800 1136-136377-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

801 1136-136380-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

802 1136-130602-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

803 1136-130304-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

804 1136-137611-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

805 1136-136801-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

806 1136-136007-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

807 1136-137625-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

808 1136-130801-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

809 1136-137826-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

810 1136-137622-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

811 1136-130275-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

812 1136-130303-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

813 1136-137124-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

814 1136-136393-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

815 1136-136359-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

816 1136-130302-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

817 1136-136572-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

818 1136-130144-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

819 1136-130638-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

820 1136-137117-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

821 1136-130146-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

822 1136-130828-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

823 1136-137105-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

824 1136-131018-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

825 1136-130731-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

826 1136-130305-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

827 1136-130543-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

828 1136-130812-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

829 1136-137382-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

830 1136-137715-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

831 1136-136558-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

832 1136-130968-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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833 1136-137454-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

834 1136-136517-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

835 1136-137119-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

836 1136-130359-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

837 1136-136225-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

838 1136-130970-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

839 1136-136399-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

840 1136-130544-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

841 1136-131012-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

842 1136-130980-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

843 1136-131028-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

844 1136-136291-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

845 1136-136390-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

846 1136-130376-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

847 1136-130990-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

848 1136-137262-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

849 1136-130978-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

850 1136-130380-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

851 1136-130665-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

852 1136-130459-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

853 1136-136414-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

854 1136-136295-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

855 1136-130464-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

856 1136-135712-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

857 1136-136285-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

858 1136-136385-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

859 1136-130151-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

860 1136-130279-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

861 1136-130945-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

862 1136-130903-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

863 1136-130636-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

864 1136-135729-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

865 1136-136595-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

866 1136-130982-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

867 1136-135898-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

868 1136-136392-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

869 1136-130824-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

870 1136-130755-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

871 1136-130664-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

872 1136-131030-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

873 1136-130895-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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874 1136-130153-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

875 1136-136603-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

876 1136-136802-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

877 1136-137821-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

878 1136-130974-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

879 1136-137108-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

880 1136-137323-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

881 1136-130994-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

882 1136-130793-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

883 1136-130444-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

884 1136-137714-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

885 1136-130975-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

886 1136-130796-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

887 1136-130649-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

888 1136-130909-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

889 1136-137231-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

890 1136-136498-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

891 1136-130806-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

892 1136-130477-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

893 1136-136239-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

894 1136-130654-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

895 1136-136518-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

896 1136-136159-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

897 1136-137512-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

898 1136-130668-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

899 1136-130971-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

900 1136-137448-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

901 1075-004-GU 

(TRUCK 1) 

OMEGA PAVING INC 2 FOR 1 $50,000 

902 1136-135768-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

903 1136-135751-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

904 1136-135696-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

905 1136-135665-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

906 1136-130594-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

907 1136-130559-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

908 1136-130558-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

909 1136-130557-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

910 1136-130553-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

911 1136-130552-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

912 1136-130549-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

913 1136-130482-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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914 1136-130480-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

915 1136-130479-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

916 1136-130449-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

917 1136-130377-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

918 1136-130371-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

919 1136-130367-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

920 1136-130290-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

921 1136-130289-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

922 1136-130287-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

923 1136-130286-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

924 1136-130148-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

925 1136-130008-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

926 1136-130007-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

927 1136-130006-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

928 1136-119593-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

929 1136-119335-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

930 1136-119332-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

931 1136-119330-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

932 1136-119292-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

933 1136-119290-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

934 1136-119249-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

935 1136-119073-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

936 1136-115015-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

937 1136-114431-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

938 1136-114430-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

939 1136-114429-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

940 1136-114427-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

941 1136-114419-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

942 1136-114408-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

943 1136-114407-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

944 1136-114404-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

945 1136-114403-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

946 1136-114387-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

947 1136-114386-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

948 1136-114312-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

949 1136-114291-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

950 1136-114289-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

951 1136-114287-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

952 1136-114286-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

953 1136-114233-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

954 1136-114215-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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955 1136-114214-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

956 1136-114209-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

957 1136-114172-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

958 1136-114168-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

959 1136-114151-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

960 1136-114150-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

961 1136-114149-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

962 1136-114147-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

963 1136-114137-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

964 1136-114135-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

965 1136-114118-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

966 1136-114115-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

967 1136-114114-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

968 1136-113943-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

969 1136-113939-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

970 1136-113931-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

971 1136-113919-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

972 1136-113908-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

973 1136-113890-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

974 1136-113872-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

975 1136-113871-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

976 1136-113870-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

977 1136-113857-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

978 1136-113853-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

979 1136-113852-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

980 1136-113823-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

981 1136-113820-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

982 1136-113819-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

983 1136-113818-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

984 1136-113802-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

985 1136-113801-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

986 1136-113781-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

987 1136-113780-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

988 1136-113763-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

989 1136-113762-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

990 1136-113761-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

991 1136-113684-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

992 1136-113682-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

993 1136-113677-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

994 1136-113673-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

995 1136-113667-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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996 1136-113663-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

997 1136-113662-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

998 1136-113660-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

999 1136-113659-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1000 1136-113658-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1001 1136-113657-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1002 1136-113656-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1003 1136-113654-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1004 1136-113653-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1005 1136-113652-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1006 1136-113651-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1007 1136-113650-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1008 1136-113649-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1009 1136-113647-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1010 1136-113646-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1011 1136-113645-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1012 1136-113643-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1013 1136-113636-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1014 1136-113633-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1015 1136-113631-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1016 1136-113629-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1017 1136-113628-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1018 1136-113627-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1019 1136-113622-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1020 1136-113620-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1021 1136-113617-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1022 1136-113616-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1023 1136-113615-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1024 1136-113613-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1025 1136-113612-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1026 1136-113610-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1027 1136-113608-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1028 1136-113602-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1029 1136-113601-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1030 1136-113600-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1031 1136-113599-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1032 1136-113593-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1033 1136-113586-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1034 1136-113585-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1035 1136-113584-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1036 1136-113583-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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1037 1136-113581-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1038 1136-113579-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1039 1136-113577-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1040 1136-113573-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1041 1136-113571-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1042 1136-113569-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1043 1136-113562-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1044 1136-113552-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1045 1136-113551-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1046 1136-113547-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1047 1136-112888-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1048 1136-112883-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1049 1136-112876-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1050 1136-112874-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1051 1136-112872-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1052 1136-112871-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1053 1136-112866-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1054 1136-112862-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1055 1136-112861-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1056 1136-112860-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1057 1136-112859-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1058 1136-112858-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1059 1136-112855-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1060 1136-112846-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1061 1136-112843-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1062 1136-112842-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1063 1136-112841-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1064 1136-112840-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1065 1136-112838-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1066 1136-112834-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1067 1136-112832-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1068 1136-112826-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1069 1136-112825-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1070 1136-112824-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1071 1136-112823-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1072 1136-112822-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1073 1136-112818-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1074 1136-112814-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1075 1136-112813-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1076 1136-112812-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1077 1136-112810-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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1078 1136-112803-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1079 1136-112799-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1080 1136-112798-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1081 1136-112795-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1082 1136-112794-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1083 1136-112793-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1084 1136-112791-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1085 1136-112783-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1086 1136-112780-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1087 1136-112771-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1088 1136-112760-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1089 1136-112758-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1090 1136-112742-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1091 1136-112739-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1092 1136-112734-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1093 1136-112730-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1094 1136-112716-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1095 1136-112715-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1096 1136-112711-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1097 1136-112707-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1098 1136-112700-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1099 1136-112695-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1100 1136-112693-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1101 1136-112692-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1102 1136-112686-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1103 1136-112684-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1104 1136-112683-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1105 1136-112681-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1106 1136-112668-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1107 1136-112667-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1108 1136-112665-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1109 1136-112664-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1110 1136-112663-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1111 1136-112656-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1112 1136-112650-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1113 1136-112648-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1114 1136-112647-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1115 1136-112645-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1116 1136-112644-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1117 1136-112643-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1118 1136-112642-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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1119 1136-112637-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1120 1136-112634-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1121 1136-112633-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1122 1136-112624-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1123 1136-112619-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1124 1136-112616-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1125 1136-112615-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1126 1136-112614-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1127 1136-112613-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1128 1136-112609-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1129 1136-112607-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1130 1136-112597-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1131 1136-112595-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1132 1136-112593-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1133 1136-112587-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1134 1136-112586-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1135 1136-112585-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1136 1136-112574-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1137 1136-112572-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1138 1136-112570-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1139 1136-112569-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1140 1136-112568-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1141 1136-112567-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1142 1136-112564-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1143 1136-112563-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1144 1136-112562-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1145 1136-112560-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1146 1136-112559-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1147 1136-112556-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1148 1136-112552-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1149 1136-112551-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1150 1136-112549-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1151 1136-112545-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1152 1136-112544-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1153 1136-112542-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1154 1136-112539-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1155 1136-112538-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1156 1136-112525-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1157 1136-112524-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1158 1136-112523-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1159 1136-112514-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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1160 1136-112512-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1161 1136-112508-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1162 1136-112505-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1163 1136-112503-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1164 1136-112500-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1165 1136-112498-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1166 1136-112497-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1167 1136-112495-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1168 1136-112494-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1169 1136-112489-LSD UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1170 1232-079-MC CAL TRANSPORTATION COOP INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1171 1232-078-MC CAL TRANSPORTATION COOP INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1172 1232-037-MC CAL TRANSPORTATION COOP INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1173 1231-727-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $52,000 

1174 1231-726-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $52,000 

1175 1231-723-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1176 1229-007-MC BARRERAS MEAT CO REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1177 1229-006-MC BARRERAS MEAT CO REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1178 1229-004-MC BARRERAS MEAT CO REPLACEMENT $45,000 

1179 1228-111-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1180 1228-110-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1181 1228-109-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1182 1228-107-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1183 1228-106-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1184 1228-105-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1185 1228-103-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1186 1228-102-MC VITCO FOOD SERVICE REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1187 1226-11B-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1188 1226-020-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1189 1226-014-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1190 1226-013-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1191 1226-011-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1192 1226-010B-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1193 1226-010A-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1194 1226-009-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1195 1226-008-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1196 1226-007-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1197 1226-005-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1198 854-731-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1199 854-730-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1200 854-729-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 
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1201 854-722-MC LEINCO ENT INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1202 205-413-SS M. BUGARIN TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1203 204-414-SS M. BUGARIN TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1204 1162-D6365-SS AISHU, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1205 1161-95128-SS JROD BROTHERS INC.  REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1206 1161-93463-SS JROD BROTHERS INC.  REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1207 1161-92753-SS JROD BROTHERS INC.  REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1208 1161-82345-SS JROD BROTHERS INC.  REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1209 1143-017-SS H.E.R. TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1210 1143-007-SS H.E.R. TRUCKING, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1211 1109-315-SS SAN FERNANDO VALLEY PALLET CO. INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1212 039-072-LSD NICHOLS LUMBER & HARDWARE CO. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1213 26-009-LSD VALLEY FRUIT & PRODUCE COMPANY REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1214 26-003-LSD VALLEY FRUIT & PRODUCE COMPANY REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1215 183-LHS6361-VL TOTAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC 

(TTSI)/ MANUEL DE JESUS MARTINEZ 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1216 183-LH97-VL TOTAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC 

(TTSI)/ CECILIA ISABEL FLORES 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1217 183-LH53-VL TOTAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC 

(TTSI)/ VICENTE MORAN 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1218 183-LH52-VL TOTAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC 

(TTSI)/ MIGUEL GRANADOS 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1219 183-LH30-VL TOTAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC 

(TTSI)/ LUIS BENITEZ 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1220 183-LH31-VL TOTAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC 

(TTSI)/ ANGEL BENITEZ 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1221 1204-147-VL FENCE SPECIALTIES INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1222 1203-154-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1223 1203-077-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1224 1203-052-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1225 1203-050-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1226 1203-049-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1227 1203-030-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1228 1203-011-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1229 1203-006-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1230 1203-005-VL FENCECORP, INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1231 1202-164-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1232 1202-161-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1233 1202-151-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1234 1202-078-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1235 1202-053-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1236 1202-035-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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1237 1202-031-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1238 1202-003-VL FENCEWORKS INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1239 1179-804-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1240 1179-398-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1241 1179-383-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1242 1179-377-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1243 1179-375-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1244 1179-374-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1245 1179-345-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1246 1179-342-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1247 1179-335-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1248 1179-327-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1249 1179-325-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1250 1179-324-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1251 1179-078-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1252 1179-061-VL TRIUMPH SALES, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1253 1106-855798-GU AADLEN BROTHERS AUTO WRECKING/ 

NATHAN B. AADLEN 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1254 1106-336789-GU AADLEN BROTHERS AUTO WRECKING/ 

NATHAN B. AADLEN 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1255 1094-683742-GU GOL TRUCKING, INC. DBA GB TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $49,000 

1256 1090-131-GU DAYTON TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $49,000 

1257 1079-010-GU TOTTEN TUBES INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1258 1079-008-GU TOTTEN TUBES INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1259 1079-002-GU TOTTEN TUBES INC REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1260 1078-TR041-GU J+J TRANSPORTATION VINSON, INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1261 1078-TR040-GU J+J TRANSPORTATION VINSON, INC.  REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1262 1074-116-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1263 1074-112-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1264 1074-111-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1265 1074-015-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1266 1074-014-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1267 1074-010-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1268 1074-003-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1269 1074-002-GU R.W ZANT COMPANY REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1270 056-UCL018-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1271 056-UCL010-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1272 056-UCL008-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1273 056-UCL004-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1274 056-UCL003-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1275 056-UCL002-LSD UNITED CARGO LOGISTICS, DBA UCL INC REPLACEMENT $25,000 
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1276 117-011-MW KELLY FREIGHT SERVICES, INC. REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1277 1034-001-AY JACQUELYN R. LIMON REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1278 1219-006-MC GOTERA TRANSPORTATION, INC. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1279 1075-005-GU OMEGA PAVING INC REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1280 1080-101-GU CALIFORNIA PANEL & VENEER COMPANY REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1281 1080-202-GU CALIFORNIA PANEL & VENEER COMPANY REPLACEMENT $35,000 

1282 1098-006-GU LUCKY TRANSPORT ENTERPRISES/ 

FRANCIE SANDERSON 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1283 1105-002-GU ALL AROUND SEPTIC/JESSE QUINONES, JR. REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1284 1226-015-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1285 1226-016-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1286 1226-019-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1287 1226-022-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1288 1226-023-MC MERCADO LATINO INC REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1289 1145-1006-SS J V RUIZ TRANSPORTERS REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1290 1140-5991-SS HHG TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1291 1100-234144-GU GONZALEZ BRAMS TRUCKING/ 

ANACLETO GONZALEZ 

REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1292 1012-180-AY ARTURO CARRERA REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1293 1054-001-AY GIOSAND ENVIRONMENTAL TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1294 1058-56972-GU JUAN ROSAS REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1295 1059-24597-GU HERNANDEZ TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1296 1061-753004-GU SAMMY TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1297 1066-001-GU SEBASTIAN WATERWORKS REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1298 1072-001-GU JSR TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $25,000 

1299 1085-017-GU MANUEL ZAMORA REPLACEMENT $50,000 

1300 1086-02980-GU J & C TRUCKING REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1301 1091-002-GU MARIN TRUCKING/ANTONIO MARIN REPLACEMENT $39,000 

1302 1097-23918-GU NO LIMIT TRUCKING/RODOLFO REVOLORIO REPLACEMENT $40,000 

1303 1019-154-AY AIM TRANSPORTATION REPLACEMENT $40,000 

 



ERRATA SHEET 
AGENDA NO. 3 
APRIL 4, 2014 

 
Approve Truck Projects under “Year 4” Proposition 1B- 

Goods Movement Program 
 
 
The following trucks are being added to the list of eligible trucks as supporting documents and Campaign 
Contributions Disclosure (CCD) forms have been received:  

Project 
ID Rank Applicant Name Project Type Maximum Prop 

1B Award 

1170-001-SS 1304 H&T TRUCKING Replacement $  40,000 

1125-001-SS 1305 MURILLO'S TRUCKING Replacement $  40,000 

1125-002-SS 1306 MURILLO'S TRUCKING Replacement $  40,000 

1125-003-SS 1307 MURILLO'S TRUCKING Replacement $  40,000 

 
The following eighty-seven (87) projects identified in the table below are hereby removed from this item 
of the Governing Board meeting, since the applicants did not submit their Campaign Contribution Forms 
or have decided not to go forward with their project(s).  In case Campaign Contribution Forms are 
received, they will be recommended for Board’s consideration at its May 2, 2014 meeting. 

Project ID Rank Applicant Name Project Type 
Maximum Prop 1B 

Award 

674-524-GNA 1 ANTONIO P DIAZ Replacement $40,000 

888-1984-GNA 6 FRANCISCO GONZALEZ Replacement $40,000 

404-4557-GNA 8 RAMON SOLIS Replacement $40,000 

423-7373-GNA 9 ARVIZU Replacement $40,000 

786-1336-GNA 13 TRANSCORDOVA, INC. Replacement $40,000 

995-2170-AN 18 MAAGO BROTHERS INC Replacement $40,000 

986-2106-AN 25 SCORE GROUP, INC Replacement $40,000 

774-1871-GNA 38 WILFREDO EDUARDO RODAS Replacement $40,000 

921-001-GNA 46 CARLOS A. TOLENTINO Replacement $40,000 

793-2056-GNA 49 
EL MAGUEY EXPRESS 

TRANSPORT 
Replacement $40,000 



Project ID Rank Applicant Name Project Type 
Maximum Prop 1B 

Award 

490-28875-GNA 50 DORADOS TRUCKING Repower $20,000 

925-000-GNA 51 MG TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

785-26122-GNA 78 
ALCALA BROTHERS 

TRUCKIN 
Replacement $40,000 

539-89296-GNA 82 F NAVA TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

373-101-GNA 94 AGUILAR TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

833-2065-GNA 99 MANUEL CRUZ ANGELES Replacement $40,000 

518-001-GNA 102 ALEX CHACON Replacement $40,000 

864-8945-GNA 104 JOSE AVILA Replacement $40,000 

789-2010-GNA 114 SANTIAGO S TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

652-001-GNA 122 BELLINGER TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

892-001-GNA 127 ERG TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

348-279-GNA 146 LEEH TRANSPORT Replacement $40,000 

733-C087-GNA 161 FREDY A SANTOS Replacement $40,000 

943-000-GNA 171 SUSIE Q Repower $20,000 

774-2186-GNA 180 WILFREDO EDUARDO RODAS Replacement $40,000 

741-545-GNA 184 OSVALDO BARCENAS  Replacement $40,000 

462-813-GNA 187 JUAN CAUDILLO Replacement $40,000 

766-01-GNA 194 LOPEZ TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

345-002-GNA 195 
NIGHT TRAIN TRANSPORT, 

INC 
Replacement $40,000 

682-595-GNA 207 FELIPE SANDOVAL Replacement $40,000 

874-1026-GNA 208 EDGAR ESQUIVEL Replacement $40,000 

369-130-GNA 211 JOSE AGUILAR Replacement $50,000 

873-001-GNA 225 ESTEBAN GOMEZ Replacement $40,000 

699-007-GNA 231 ARAIK TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 



Project ID Rank Applicant Name Project Type 
Maximum Prop 1B 

Award 

772-20-5241982-
GNA 237 DONALDO'S TRANSPORT Replacement $40,000 

507-9003-GNA 265 FRANK E BLISSENBACH Replacement $40,000 

765-1113-GNA 268 ALEJANDRO F. DIAZ Replacement $40,000 

670-001-GNA 269 MAGALLON TRUCKING Replacement $35,000 

659-1644-GNA 270 R/K TRANSPORT Replacement $40,000 

443-11521-GNA 275 RULIS TRUCKING EXP Replacement $40,000 

800-1697-GNA 284 
ROGER JOSE MORALES 

PINEDA 
Replacement $40,000 

537-001-GNA 307 JUAN CARCAMO Replacement $40,000 

516-7521-GNA 314 MARTZ TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

798-1456-GNA 321 MARCO ANTONIO PENALOZA Replacement $40,000 

776-2108-GNA 335 ROBERTO SOUZA Replacement $40,000 

392-633A-GNA 343 R&J TRANSPORT Replacement $35,000 

530-002-GNA 352 OCTAVIO DIAZ Replacement $40,000 

678-731-GNA 355 MARIO ERNESTO CRUZ Replacement $40,000 

371-7221-GNA 359 
VICENTE MARTINEZ 

HERNANDEZ 
Replacement $40,000 

640-290-GNA 361 
FRANCISCO ANGULO 

AGUILAR  
Replacement $40,000 

748-001-GNA 391 FELIX TRUCKING  Replacement $50,000 

345-069-GNA 393 
NIGHT TRAIN TRANSPORT, 

INC 
Replacement $40,000 

386-010-GNA 405 JUAREZ TRANSPORT Replacement $40,000 

982-001-AN 408 DE LEON TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

855-001-GNA 445 GUSTAVO ALBERTO NASO Replacement $40,000 

361-001-GNA 471 JOSE J. PADILLA Replacement $40,000 

712-461-GNA 472 MARTIN MACIAS Replacement  $40,000 



Project ID Rank Applicant Name Project Type 
Maximum Prop 1B 

Award 

639-319-GNA 482 PONCE TRUCKING  Replacement $40,000 

694-001-GNA 485 LUIS ADOLFO BARRIOS Replacement $40,000 

752-31453-GNA 500 DAN CAVALLO, INC. Replacement $50,000 

849-176-GNA 504 JOHNNY GRANADOS Replacement $40,000 

746-229-GNA 508 MICHEAL ANDREW LOPEZ Replacement  $40,000 

701-001-GNA 509 KG TRUCKING INC Replacement $40,000 

669-1137-GNA 512 SALVADOR GALVEZ BRAVO Replacement $40,000 

711-001-GNA 516 FAUSTINO ANDRADE Replacement  $40,000 

565-005-GNA 528 GONZALEZ TRUCKING  Replacement $40,000 

848-001-GNA 531 
MUNOZ AND SON 

TRANSPORT 
Replacement $40,000 

913-017-GNA 545 E.G. TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

611-224-GNA 562 GALE TRIANGEL PT  Replacement $40,000 

735-001-GNA 563 DENNIS D MEJIA  Replacement $40,000 

863-001-GNA 569 MC TRUCKING Replacement $35,000 

500-7691-GNA 570 JULIAS TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

318-023-GNA 574 JOSE PERAZA Replacement $40,000 

1207-069-VL 575 JUAREZ TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

459-2346-GNA 579 MOISES CABRERA Replacement $40,000 

356-111-GNA 585 
FRANCISCO JAVIER NAVAS 

RUSSO 
Replacement $40,000 

368-7432-GNA 597 RIVAS TRUCKING Replacement $40,000 

312-010-GNA 602 CM RAMIREZ TRANSPORT Replacement $40,000 

666-7711-GNA 612 
TOVALIN TRUCKING 

TRANSPORT 
Replacement $40,000 

506-5114-GNA 639 RAFAEL TELLES Replacement $40,000 

853-1-GNA 646 ERWIN R. ZELADA Replacement $40,000 



Project ID Rank Applicant Name Project Type 
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740-001-GNA 650 DAVID LOPEZ MEDEROS Replacement  $50,000 

781-2145-GNA 655 
ALEJANDRO GONZALEZ 

HERNANDEZ 
Replacement $40,000 

460-8920-GNA 660 LUIS F BONILLA Replacement $40,000 

1164-001-SS 664 CHOY'S TRUCKING SERVICES Replacement $25,000 

757-771157-MW 690 
ROMAS "R" US, INC./RICARDO 

MEIER 
Replacement $40,000 

571-043-MW 695 MANKE TRUCKING INC. Replacement $40,000 

571-044-MW 692 MANKE TRUCKING INC. Replacement $40,000 

571-045-MW 702 MANKE TRUCKING INC. Replacement $40,000 

 



 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  4 
 
TITLE: Recognize Revenue and Execute Contract to Demonstrate Emission 

Control Technology for Ocean-Going Vessels 
  
SYNOPSIS: The Port of Long Beach (POLB) requested the SCAQMD 

administer a contract to demonstrate a barge-mounted emission 
control system on ocean-going vessels while at berth in the POLB.  
This action is to recognize revenue from the City of Long Beach in 
an amount not to exceed $2,063,624 and to execute a contract with 
Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc. to perform the 
demonstration project in an amount not to exceed $1,876,018, with 
the remaining $187,606 to reimburse the SCAQMD for 
administrative costs.  

  
COMMITTEE: Technology, March 21, 2014, Recommended for Approval  
 
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
1. Authorize the Chairman to: 

a. Recognize upon receipt $2,063,624 from the City of Long Beach into the 
Advanced Technology, Outreach and Education Fund (17) to demonstrate a 
barge-mounted emission control system on ocean-going vessels (OGVs); and 

b. Execute a contract with Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc. (ACTI) to 
demonstrate a barge-mounted emission control system on OGVs in an amount 
not to exceed $1,876,018 from the Advanced Technology, Outreach and 
Education Fund (17).  

2. Authorize the Executive Officer to reimburse the General Fund from the Advanced 
Technology, Outreach and Education Fund (17) for administrative costs necessary to 
implement the above project in an amount not to exceed $187,606. 

 
 
 

Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
Executive Officer 

MMM:HH:RP:AO:RC 
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Background 
Auxiliary engines and boilers on OGVs are used at ports for power, lighting, ventilation, 
communication and other on-board equipment during transit, maneuvering and 
hotelling.  They are a significant source of PM, NOx and SOx emissions at ports, 
particularly because they are large and operate continuously while at berth.  Under the 
state’s shore power regulation, 50 percent of the vessel calls are required to be 
shutdown and the vessel connected to a shore power unit or vented to an emission 
control device equivalent in emission reductions to a shore power unit while the vessels 
are at berth. 
 
Under an SCAQMD contract, a dock-mounted emission control system was recently 
demonstrated by ACTI to reduce NOx, SOx, PM and HC from OGV auxiliary engines 
and boilers, but it can only be used by vessels docked alongside or in close proximity to 
the system.  The POLB is interested in testing a portable barge-mounted system to serve 
vessels docked at various berths and has requested the SCAQMD administer the 
demonstration project.  
 
Proposal 
The proposed project is to assess the performance and effectiveness of a barge-mounted 
emission control system to capture and treat hotelling emissions from OGVs at berth at 
the POLB.  The scope of the project includes installation of the system on a barge and 
demonstration of the barge-mounted system on several OGVs at berth at the POLB.  
The control system consists of an Exhaust Capture System (ECS) and an Emission 
Treatment System (ETS). The ECS attaches directly to the individual engine and boiler 
exhaust stacks at the top of the vessel's funnel.  A boom and flexible duct system 
conveys the exhaust gas to the ETS where the gases are treated to remove criteria 
pollutants and toxic contaminants.  The ETS consists of a diesel particulate filter, a 
selective catalytic reduction system, and an SO2 scrubber to reduce SOX.   
 
ACTI proposes to install the emission control system on a barge and demonstrate the 
system on up to 36 OGVs.  As part of the contract with ACTI, the system will be tested 
after 1,000 hours of treating hotelling emissions from OGV exhaust stacks to evaluate 
the performance, reliability, capture efficiency and emission reduction potential of the 
barge-mounted system. 
 
This action is to recognize upon receipt $2,063,624 from the City of Long Beach and 
execute a contract with ACTI to demonstrate a barge-mounted emission control system 
on OGVs while at berth at the POLB.  
 
Benefits to SCAQMD 
The proposed project supports implementation of near-term emission control 
technology that could potentially reduce NOx and PM emissions from OGV auxiliary 
engines by at least 95% while at berth.  In addition, the system may be useful in 
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controlling emissions from vessels not subject to CARB’s airborne toxic control 
measure.   
 
Sole Source Justification 
Section VII.B.2 of the Procurement Policy and Procedure identifies provisions by which 
sole source awards may be justified.  This request for a sole source award is made under 
provisions B.2.c(3): the contractor has ownership of key assets (the emission control 
system) required for project performance, B.2.d(1): projects involving cost sharing by 
multiple sponsors (ACTI and City of Long Beach), and B.2.d: other circumstances exist 
which in the determination of the Executive Officer require such waiver in the best 
interest of the SCAQMD.    
 
SCAQMD will enter into a contract with the City of Long Beach to administer the 
demonstration project and will enter into a contract with ACTI.  ACTI designs and 
assembles after-treatment technologies for reducing criteria and toxic emissions from 
auxiliary engines and boilers of OGVs at berth. This project extends the recently 
completed successful demonstration of a dock-mounted emission control system funded 
by U.S. EPA and ACTI.  The proposed project is cost-shared by the City of Long Beach 
and ACTI. 
 
Resource Impacts 
The POLB has requested the SCAQMD administer this project and the City of Long 
Beach will provide up to $2,063,624 in revenue, to be received into the Advanced 
Technology, Outreach and Education Fund (17), for this purpose.  The contract with 
ACTI will be executed in an amount not to exceed $1,876,018 from the Advanced 
Technology, Outreach and Education Fund (17). Additional in-kind funds will be 
provided by ACTI.  The remaining $187,606 will be to reimburse the General Fund for 
administrative costs. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  5 
 
PROPOSAL: Execute Contract for School Bus PM Control Retrofit 
  
SYNOPSIS: In 2006, Chaffey Joint Union High School District (Chaffey) was 

awarded a grant to install diesel particulate filters (DPFs) on 15 
diesel school buses equipped with Hydraulic Electronic Unit 
Injector (HEUI) engines.  The school buses were exhibiting engine 
problems due to high backpressure possibly caused by the existing 
DPFs.  In 2013, SCAQMD funded an evaluation of two alternative 
DPFs, and the evaluation yielded successful results.  Chaffey has 
selected the Thermacat DPF, one of the two technologies evaluated, 
for installation on the remaining 13 school buses.  This action is to 
execute a contract with Chaffey to retrofit 13 diesel school buses 
powered by HEUI engines with Thermacat DPF technology at a 
cost not to exceed $260,000 from the Carl Moyer Program AB 923 
Fund (80).   

  
COMMITTEE: Technology, March 21, 2014, Recommended for Approval 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Authorize the Executive Officer to execute a contract with Chaffey Joint Union High 
School District to retrofit 13 diesel school buses powered by HEUI engines with 
Thermacat DPF technology in an amount not to exceed $260,000 from the Carl Moyer 
Program AB 923 Fund (80). 
 
 
 

Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
Executive Officer 

 
MM:HH:RP:AAO:RC 

 
Background  
In 2006, the Board awarded a grant to Chaffey to retrofit 19 diesel school buses with 
Cleaire Horizon DPFs under the Lower Emission School Bus Program.  On May 12, 
2012, Chaffey reported that, one year following the DPF installations, all of the 
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retrofitted buses powered by HEUI engines began to exhibit frequent injector seal failures 
and other engine-related problems due to high backpressure possibly caused by 
undersized or plugged DPFs.  The HEUI system uses high pressure engine oil to control 
the injection of diesel fuel into the engine; a faulty injector seal can allow engine oil to 
flow back to the fuel tank and contaminate the diesel fuel.  Contaminated diesel fuel can 
produce excessive soot and ash, plugging the DPF.  In addition, high backpressure may 
aggravate injector seal failures.  Chaffey believes that the Horizon DPF is not suitable for 
school buses powered by HEUI engines and requested assistance to replace the Horizon 
DPFs on all the buses with alternative DPFs more suited for school buses equipped with 
HEUI engines.   
 
SCAQMD and CARB staff worked with Chaffey to assess the causes of the engine 
problems and discussed possible remedies.  As a result of this deliberation, two 
alternative DPF technologies that were successfully operating on non-school bus diesel 
vehicles powered by HEUI engines were identified.  On March 1, 2013, the Board 
awarded a contract to Chaffey to retrofit 2 of the 15 diesel school buses powered by 
HEUI engines with the two alternate DPF technologies to assess the technologies’ 
performance for a six-month period before making a recommendation to replace the 
existing DPFs on all 15 buses.   
 
Proposal 
The DPF technologies installed on the two buses were the Thermacat actively 
regenerated DPF and the Donaldson LNF passively regenerated DPF.  Both buses were 
then placed into normal student transportation service for six months.  The bus equipped 
with the Thermacat DPF operated satisfactorily, accumulating 8,500 miles without loss of 
power, drivability issues or other engine-related problems.  The bus equipped with the 
Donaldson LNF DPF accumulated 6,500 miles and generally operated satisfactorily.  
However, engine surging and sluggish performance were reported, although they could 
not be attributed directly to the DPF.  Based on the results of the assessment, Chaffey 
indicated their desire to install the Thermacat DPF on the remaining buses with HEUI 
engines and requested financial assistance from the SCAQMD.  
 
This action is to execute a contract with Chaffey to retrofit 13 diesel school buses 
powered by HEUI engines with Thermacat DPF technology.  The scope of the project 
includes procurement of 13 Thermacat DPFs and installation on 13 diesel school buses 
powered by HEUI engines to replace existing Horizon DPFs.  
 
Benefits to SCAQMD 
The proposed project is included in the Technology Advancement Office 2014 Plan 
Update, under “Emission Control Technologies”.  Since 1998 diesel PM has been 
identified as a toxic air contaminant and emission control technologies such as DPFs will 
assist the region in achieving federal and state standards.  This project will also ensure 
continued emission reduction benefits under the Lower Emission School Bus and Carl 
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Moyer Programs.  Since the buses and the DPFs funded under these programs will 
operate for many years, the emission reductions will provide long-term benefits.  
 
Sole Source Justification 
Section VIII.B.2 of the Procurement Policy and Procedure identifies provisions by which 
a sole source award may be justified.  The request for a sole source award is made under 
provision B.2.d(5): Other circumstances exist which in the determination of the 
Executive Officer require such waiver in the best interest of the SCAQMD, B.2.c(3): the 
contractor has ownership of key assets required for project performance, and B.2.d(1): 
projects involving cost sharing by multiple sponsors.   
 
Chaffey has ownership of the school buses and will purchase, install, monitor and 
maintain the Thermacat DPFs as part of its duties of maintaining and operating the school 
buses.  In addition, the proposed project is cost shared by Chaffey as shown in the 
following section.  
 
Resource Impacts 
The total project cost is estimated to be $280,000, of which SCAQMD’s cost-share shall 
not exceed $260,000 from the Carl Moyer Program AB 923 Fund (80).  Chaffey will 
provide the remaining $20,000 as an in-kind contribution.  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  6 
 
PROPOSAL: Recognize Revenue, Increase Appropriation and Amend/Execute 

Contracts with Outside Counsel 
 
SYNOPSIS: Legal is currently being assisted in environmental lawsuits by 

outside law firms and in other matters requiring specialized legal 
counsel.  This action is to reflect revised revenue projections for the 
remainder of the fiscal year (FY 2013-14), increase the FY 2013-14 
Legal Budget by $650,000 and amend or execute contracts to expend 
these funds with prequalified counsel approved by the Board as well 
as specialized legal counsel with monies to be appropriated as the 
need arises. 

 
COMMITTEE: Administrative, March 14, 2014, Recommended for Approval 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
1. Increase Legal’s FY 2013-14 Services and Supplies Major Object, Professional and 

Special Services account and increase General Fund revenues by $650,000. 
2. Authorize the Chairman or the Executive Officer, depending on whether the amount 

exceeds $75,000, to amend or execute contracts with prequalified counsel approved 
by the Board as well as specialized legal counsel in a total amount not to exceed 
$1,149,500 in FY 2013-14, as the need arises. 

 
 
 
     Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
     Executive Officer 
KRW:vmr           

 
Background 
The FY 2013-14 Budget for Legal included $249,500 for litigation expenses in 
environmental law cases and specialized legal counsel.  Several firms, principally 
Woodruff Spradlin & Smart, Shute Mihaly & Weinberger, Slover & Loftus and Perkins 
Coie have been assisting Legal with environmental litigation and special litigation 
matters.  The monies for these matters have been and will be expended on lawsuits, 



including those involving a challenge to permitting a power plant in Desert Hot Springs 
and defending EPA’s approval of Rule 1315 (District’s internal offset accounts); Exide 
Technologies; the fire pit amendments to Rule 444; litigation on the arsenic amendments 
to Rule 1420.1; and a hearing before the Surface Transportation Board on approval of the 
Railroad Rules. 
 
Although the Board has already approved an additional $250,000, this will not be enough 
to cover existing and expected costs.  The expenses in these matters, and the other 
matters handled by specialized legal counsel, require additional funding.  Accordingly, 
Legal is requesting the transfer of additional funds in the amount of $650,000, for a total 
expected expenditure of $1,149,500 this fiscal year.  Additional funding will be requested 
from the Board as need is identified. 
 
Proposal 
In order to defend on-going and threatened litigation, it is necessary to appropriate 
additional funds for expenditure by outside counsel.  It is expected that on-going 
lawsuits, and new litigation that is possible, as well as matters requiring specialized legal 
counsel will require an additional $650,000 to be appropriated to prequalified counsel 
approved by the Board, as well as specialized legal counsel, as the need arises. 
 
Resource Impacts 
Sufficient funds will be available in Legal’s FY 2013-14 Budget upon approval of this 
Board letter. 
 



 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  7 
 
PROPOSAL: Authorize Purchase of Phone System Replacement 
 
SYNOPSIS: On October 4, 2013, the Board approved release of an RFP to 

select a vendor capable of replacing SCAQMD’s outdated Avaya 
phone system at the Diamond Bar headquarters and Long Beach 
offices.  Among the responses received to the RFP, EPOCH 
Universal, Inc. is the recommended vendor for providing the new 
Cisco IP communication system based on achieving the most 
points on the RFP evaluation criteria.  This action is to approve 
purchase of Cisco IP communication system from EPOCH 
Universal, Inc. 

 
COMMITTEE: Administrative, March 14, 2014, Recommended for Approval 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
1. Transfer $355,847 from the General Fund to the Infrastructure Improvement Fund 

(Fund 2) for the purchase of Cisco IP Communication system. 
2. Authorize the Executive Officer to execute contracts to purchase a Cisco IP 

Communication system from EPOCH Universal, Inc. at a cost not to exceed 
$1,555,847 from the Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2). 

 
 
 

Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
Executive Officer 

 
JCM:MAH:RG:agg 

 
Background 
SCAQMD has an existing phone system consisting of several components. The  
Avaya/Nortel CS1000M (Release 5.5) and CS1000S/M (Release 4.5) phone systems are  
antiquated and becoming difficult to maintain and upgrade. The CS1000M system is  
located at the Headquarters Building and the CS1000S/M system is located at the Long  
Beach office. SCAQMD also relies on the Call Pilot voicemail system which is at  
Release 5 and the vendor has no plans for future development to a higher Release. 
Additionally, Avaya/Nortel Contact Center is at Release 6, which was discontinued by 
the manufacturer as of June 2010, and is becoming more difficult to service.  Due to the 
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age, functionality, and issues with continued vendor support, SCAQMD needs to 
replace this antiquated phone system with another long-term platform that scales for 
size and future applications. 
 
Staff researched and analyzed the existing phone systems and available options for a 
replacement phone system.  In addition, staff conducted site visits to examine the 
available phone systems in operation. Staff determined the best replacement for 
SCAQMD to be a Cisco IP Communication solution. 
 
On October 4, 2013, the SCAQMD released RFP #P2014-06 for phone system 
replacement.  The purpose of the RFP was to solicit proposals from qualified vendors to 
replace SCAQMD’s outdated Avaya phone system at the Diamond Bar headquarters 
and Long Beach offices with a new Cisco IP Communication solution.  
 
The new Cisco IP Communication solution will be a full turnkey replacement (including 
all existing functionality) for the current Avaya switches, as well as provide new 
communication features.  It will replace the current Avaya switches, as well as all data 
closet switches, all phones, voicemail, automated attendants, automated call distribution 
center functionality, as well as other components identified in the bid.  The system will 
also interface with existing systems that will remain in place (e.g. Interactive Voice 
Response System [IVR], fax server, etc.).  The new Cisco IP Communication solution 
will also provide new communication features such as instant messaging, presence, 
desktop voice/video, mobility applications, etc., as well as reducing maintenance and 
system management costs. 
 
Outreach  
In accordance with SCAQMD’s Procurement Policy and Procedure, a public notice 
advertising the RFP and inviting bids was published in the Los Angeles Times, the 
Orange County Register, the San Bernardino Sun, and Riverside County Press 
Enterprise newspapers to leverage the most cost-effective method of outreach to the 
entire South Coast Basin. 
 
Additionally, potential bidders may have been notified utilizing SCAQMD’s own 
electronic listing of certified minority vendors.  Notice of the RFP was mailed to the 
Black and Latino Legislative Caucuses and various minority chambers of commerce 
and business associations, and placed on the Internet at SCAQMD’s Web site 
(http://www.aqmd.gov).  Information was also available on SCAQMD’s bidder’s 24-
hour telephone message line (909) 396-2724. 
 
Bid Evaluation 
Seventy copies of the RFP were mailed out and 13 vendors attended the mandatory 
bidders conference held on October 25, 2013.  Five bids were received in response to 
the RFP when final bidding closed at 1:00 p.m. on December 4, 2013.  Of the five 

http://www.aqmd.gov/
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vendors, one was a women-owned business enterprise; none of the five vendors were 
from disabled veteran owned, certified minority owned, or non-certified minority-
owned business enterprises. 
 
The panel evaluated the five proposals based on criteria specified in the RFP, which 
included completeness of response, cost, understanding of the requirements, contractor 
qualifications, and references regarding past experience. Two of the five proposals were 
non-responsive. 
 
Attachment A reflects the evaluation of the bids and the respective ratings. The 
evaluation committee gave the highest rating to EPOCH Universal, Inc.  Staff 
recommends that the Board award the contract to EPOCH Universal, Inc. for the 
purchase and installation of Cisco IP Communication phone system in the amount of 
$1,555,847.  
 
Panel Composition 
The eight-member evaluation panel consisted of an IT Manager and an IT Network 
Administrator from the City of Chino, and six staff from Information Management:  two 
Systems and Programming Supervisors, two Telecommunications Supervisors, a 
System Analyst, and a Telecommunications Technician II.  Of the eight male panelists, 
two are Asian, one is Asian-Indian, and four are Caucasian. 
 
Resource Impacts 
Funds are available in the Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2). 
 
Attachment 
A - Evaluation of Respondents to RFP #P2014-06 
 



 

 

ATTACHMENT A 
 

Summary of Evaluation of Respondents to RFP #P2014-06 
 
Five proposals were received in response to this RFP.  They were from Bear Data Solutions; EPOCH 
Universal; NEXUS IS; NIC Partners; and Sigmanet.  Two of the five proposals (Bear Data Solutions and 
Sigmanet) were non-responsive. 
 

Standard Services Criteria (70 points maximum) 
 Proposer 
 EPOCH 

Universal 
NEXUS IS NIC Partners 

Panel Average 60 68 61 
 

Cost (30 points maximum) 
 Proposer 
 EPOCH 

Universal 
NEXUS IS NIC Partners 

Bid Amount $1,555,846.49 $1,612,823.85 $1,654,139.64 
Panel Average 30 29 28 

 
Additional Points (15 points maximum) 
 Proposer 
 EPOCH 

Universal 
NEXUS IS NIC Partners 

Small Business or Small 
Business Joint Ventures 
Points (Maximum = 10) 

10 0 0 

DVBE or DVBE Joint 
Ventures 
Points (Maximum = 10) 

0 0 0 

Use of DVBE or Small 
Business Subcontractors 
Points (Maximum = 7) 

0 0 0 

Local Business (Non-EPA 
Funded Projects) 
Points (Maximum = 5) 

5 5 5 

Panel Average 15 5 5 
Total 105 102 94 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  8 
 
PROPOSAL: Authorize Mid-Year Budget Adjustments, Transfers, and Purchase 

of Equipment, Vehicles, and Licenses 
 
SYNOPSIS: Mid-year budget adjustments, a transfer to the Infrastructure 

Improvement Fund, a transfer to the Emission Reduction and 
Outreach Fund, and the purchase of equipment and vehicles are 
being requested to reflect revised revenue projections for the 
remainder of the fiscal year (FY 2013-14) and to address operational 
needs.  These items are key to the development of the General Fund 
FY 2014-15 Draft Budget. 

 
COMMITTEE: Administrative, March 14, 2014, Recommended for Approval 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
1. Transfer $1,515,000 from the General Fund Undesignated Fund Balance to the 

Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2) and increase FY 2013-14 General Fund 
revenues for upcoming building infrastructure projects described in Table 1, 

2. Appropriate $812,000 in the FY 2013-14 General Fund Budget and increase revenues 
for necessary replacement of equipment, vehicles, and licenses as described in Table 
2,  

3.   Transfer an amount of $133,470 from the General Fund Undesignated Fund Balance 
to the Emission Reduction and Outreach Fund (Fund 53) and increase revenues for 
the Air Quality Institute (AQI),  

4. Authorize the Executive Officer to issue RFP/RFQ’s, and authorize the Chairman or 
the Executive Officer, depending on whether the amount exceeds $75,000, to execute 
subsequent purchase order(s)/contract(s) for equipment, vehicles, and licenses not to 
exceed the amounts listed in Table 2, 

5. Remove appropriations of $540,000 from the FY 2013-14 District General Budget,  
Capital Outlay Major Object, Capital Outlay account, and transfer $540,000 from the 
General Fund (Fund 1) Undesignated Fund Balance to the Infrastructure Improvement 
Fund  (Fund 2), to fund three building infrastructure projects described in Table 3. 

 
 
 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D. Env. 
 Executive Officer 
MBO:lg  



Background 

SCAQMD’s General Fund budget was balanced for Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14, with 
annual revenues projected to equal annual expenditures.  A key component in providing 
the Governing Board with this balanced budget was the use of unexpected one time 
revenues and other areas of cost savings to fund one-time expenditure items during the 
final quarter of Fiscal Year 2012-13.  These one-time expenditure items included the: 1.) 
early prepayment of the SCAQMD Diamond Bar Headquarters Facility, 2.) creation of an 
Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2), 3.) transfer of funds from the General Fund 
(Fund 1) to the Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2) for the purpose of financing 
the audio/visual upgrade (completed in 2014), the phone system replacement (projected 
completion in 2015) and the cooling tower replacement (projected completion in 2014), 
and 4.) replacement of 32 vehicles with extensive mileage and expiring CNG tanks. 
 
During the current FY, it is projected that one-time revenues will exceed budget by 
approximately $4,000,000.  Consistent with last year, staff is recommending that these 
one-time revenues be used to fund upcoming one-time expenditures that are necessary, 
but were not able to be funded in the existing budget.  These items include the: 1) 
replacement of high mileage vehicles that are nearing CNG tank expiration within the 
next twelve months, 2) funding of additional infrastructure improvement projects, 3) 
funding of one outreach project that will come before the Governing Board in the near 
future, and 4) purchase of equipment used in analysis and compliance activities. 
 
The use of these one-time revenues is key to the operations of SCAQMD and the 
development of the FY 2014-15 General Fund Budget. 
 
Finally, the current FY 2013-14 Budget includes funds for various building infrastructure 
projects to replace original equipment items that were installed when the building was 
constructed 25 years ago.  During the past year, several critical and unexpected building 
projects have taken precedence over other planned projects, requiring staff to reprioritize 
their work schedule.  Because building infrastructure projects involve an RFQ or RFP 
process, it will not be possible for staff to encumber the funds for three projects prior to 
the end of the current fiscal year.  Therefore, it is necessary to preserve the funds for 
these projects by transferring $540,000 from the General Fund (Fund 1) to the 
Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2).   
 
Proposal 
This action is to increase the General Fund (Fund 1) revenue budget by $2,460,470 due to 
unexpected one-time revenues.  These revenues will be used to replace up to 20 high 
mileage CNG vehicles with near term CNG tank expirations, fund infrastructure 
improvement projects fund one outreach project, and allow the purchase of equipment 
used in analysis and compliance activities. 
 



Table 1 below, describes the infrastructure improvement projects that will be funded in 
the Infrastructure Improvement Fund through this item. 

 
Table 2 below, describes the list of equipment items that will be funded out of the 
General Fund through this item. 

Table 2 

Proposed FY 2013-14 Appropriation to the General Fund (Fund 1) 
Description Qty Amount Major Object 

Fleet Vehicles 20 600,000  Capital Outlay  
Internet Filter Appliance 1 63,000  Capital Outlay  
Network Server Upgrade 10 75,000  Capital Outlay  
Portable Toxic Vapor Analyzer/Flame Ionization Detectors 1 24,000 Capital Outlay 
Regional Modeling Computer Upgrades 

 
50,000 Capital Outlay 

Total   $812,000   
 
Table 3 below describes three FY 2013-14 building-related projects to be postponed until 
FY 2014-15 upon approval of this item. 

 
Resource Impacts 
Projects and equipment identified in this Board letter, not to exceed $2,460,470 will be 
funded using one-time revenues.  The estimated cost of $1,515,000 related to SCAQMD 
headquarters building infrastructure projects will be transferred from the General Fund 
(Fund 1) to the Infrastructure Improvement fund (Fund 2).  Funding for the Air Quality 
Institute will be transferred from the General Fund (Fund 1) to the Emission Reduction 
and Outreach Fund (Fund 53).  Future RFQ/RFP issuance and purchase order/contract 
execution will be brought before the Governing Board at a later date. 
 

Table 1 

Proposed Transfer from the General Fund (Fund 1) to the Infrastructure Improvement Fund (Fund 2) 
Description Qty Amount 

Replace Air Handler Fan Walls/AC Cooling Coils 5 $    425,000 
Replace Centrifugal Chillers 2 900,000 
Upgrade Energy Management System 1 150,000 
Replace Security System DVRs 2 40,000 

Total   $ 1,515,000 

Table 3 
Proposed Transfer from the FY 2013-14 General Fund (Fund 1) Budget to the Infrastructure Improvement 

Fund (Fund 2)  
Description Qty Amount 

Replace Air Handler Fan Walls  2  $    160,000 
Replace Liebert Air Conditioning Units (Computer Room) 6     300,000 
Replace Gaylord Air Scrubbers 2     80,000 

Total    $    540,000 



Funds for the purchase of equipment and items listed in Table 2 will be included in the 
FY 2013-14 Budget upon approval of this Board letter.  RFP/RFQ’s will be issued by the 
Executive Officer and subsequent purchase order(s)/contract(s) will be executed by the 
Chairman or the Executive Officer in accordance with Procurement Policy and 
Procedures and, in amounts not to exceed those shown in the table. 
 
Funds for building-related projects listed in Table 3 are already available in the current 
FY 2013-14 General Fund Budget and will be transferred to the Infrastructure 
Improvement Fund (Fund 2) upon approval of this Board letter.  Future RFQ/RFP 
issuance and purchase order/contract execution will be brought before the Governing 
Board at a later date. 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014    AGENDA NO.  9 
 
PROPOSAL:  Amend Contract for Legislative Representation 
 
SYNOPSIS: This action is to request authorization to increase the Gonzalez, 

Quintana, & Hunter, LLC legislative representation contract by 
another $48,000 to secure the full services of Mr. David Quintana 
until the end of the legislative year.      

  
COMMITTEE: Legislative, March 14, 2014, Recommended for Approval   
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Authorize Executive Officer to amend the current contract with Gonzalez, Quintana & 
Hunter, LLC for an additional amount of $48,000 until the end of the 2013-14 
legislative session.  
 
 
 
     Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
     Executive Officer 
 
LBS:DJA:WS:jf 

             
 
 
 
Background 
The original contract with Gonzalez, Quintana & Hunter, LLC principally included 
services of Will Gonzalez as SCAQMD’s lead representative in Sacramento with 
limited participation by his partners, David Quintana and Delaney Hunter.  There is a 
higher legislative workload this year than usual related to a number of significant 
SCAQMD policy interests (e.g., Regulatory authority, Incentive programs, Cap and 
Trade revenue and SIP needs).  Prominent among this is AB 1102 related to Rule 444 
implementation.  Given the heavy workload related to very high priority legislative 
matters, the existing contract was amended to add an additional $48,000 to secure full 
services of David Quintana through May 31, 2014.   
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David Quintana’s professional history spans over 15 years with extensive expertise in a 
wide range of issue areas.  Mr. Quintana served as a Legislative Director in the State 
Senate and as a Consultant for the Senate Committee on Public Safety.  He has 
extensive experience in numerous sectors, including environmental, energy, tribal 
issues, labor, finance, education, and high-tech/social media.  With a comprehensive 
understanding of both politics and policy, Mr. Quintana is able to adopt effective 
strategies to SCAQMD’s needs.   
   
Proposal 
Staff is seeking to modify the contract to continue the full services of David Quintana 
until the end of the Legislative session for an additional $48,000.  
 
Resource Impacts 
Sufficient funds are available in Legislative and Public Affairs FY 2013-14 Budget. 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  10 
 
PROPOSAL: Approve Contract Awards and Modification Approved by MSRC 
 
SYNOPSIS: The MSRC approved a total of five new contracts under the Local 

Government Match and Signal Synchronization Partnership 
Programs, as well as a contract value increase under the Alternative 
Fuel School Bus Incentives Program, all as part of their FYs 2012-
14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work Program.  At this time the 
MSRC seeks Board approval of the contract awards and 
modification under the FYs 2012-14 Work Program.  

 
COMMITTEE: Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review, March 20, 2014, 

Recommended for Approval 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
1. Approve a funding augmentation to existing contract #MS14048 with BusWest in an 

amount not to exceed $382,850 under the Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives 
Program as part of approval of the FYs 2012-14 Work Program, as described in this 
letter; 

2. Approve the award of two contracts totaling $625,000 under the Local Government 
Match Program as part of approval of the FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund 
Work Program, as described in this letter and as follows: 
a. A contract with the City of Highland in an amount not to exceed $500,000 for 

bicycle lanes and outreach; and 
b. A contract with the City of Redlands in an amount not to exceed $125,000 for 

bicycle lanes; 
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3. Approve the award of three sole-source contracts totaling $3,439,625 under the 
Traffic Signal Synchronization Partnership Program as part of approval of the 
FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work Program, as described in this letter 
and as follows: 
a. A contract with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority in 

an amount not to exceed $1,250,000 to implement signal synchronization on South 
Bay, Gateway Cities and San Gabriel Valley corridors; 

b. A contract with the Orange County Transportation Authority in an amount not to 
exceed $1,250,000 to implement six signal synchronization projects on regionally 
significant corridors in Orange County; and 

c. A contract with Riverside County Transportation Commission in an amount not to 
exceed $939,625 to implement three signal synchronization projects on regionally 
significant corridors in Riverside County; 

4. Authorize MSRC the authority to adjust contract awards up to five percent, as 
necessary and previously granted in prior work programs; and 

5. Authorize the Chairman of the Board to execute new and modified contracts under 
FYs 2012-14 Work Program, as described above and in this letter. 

 
 
 
      Greg Pettis, 
      Chair, MSRC 
 
MM:HH:CR 

 
 
Background 
In September 1990 Assembly Bill 2766 was signed into law (Health & Safety Code 
Sections 44220-44247) authorizing the imposition of an annual $4 motor vehicle 
registration fee to fund the implementation of programs exclusively to reduce air 
pollution from motor vehicles. AB 2766 provides that 30 percent of the annual $4 vehicle 
registration fee subvened to the SCAQMD be placed into an account to be allocated 
pursuant to a work program developed and adopted by the MSRC and approved by the 
Board.   

The MSRC completed selecting categories and targeted funding amounts for the 
FYs 2012-14 Work Program in May 2013.  Five solicitation documents have already 
been developed and released.  At its March 20, 2014 meeting, the MSRC considered 
recommended awards under the Local Government Match and Signal Synchronization 
Partnership Programs, as well as a recommended contract modification.  Details are 
provided below in the Proposals section. 

Outreach  
In accordance with SCAQMD’s Procurement Policy and Procedure, a public notice 
advertising the Local Government Match Program Announcement was published in the 
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Los Angeles Times, the Orange County Register, the San Bernardino Sun, and Riverside 
County Press Enterprise newspapers to leverage the most cost-effective method of 
outreach to the South Coast Basin. In addition, the solicitations were advertised in the 
Desert Sun newspaper for expanded outreach in the Coachella Valley. 
 
Additionally, potential bidders may have been notified utilizing SCAQMD’s own 
electronic listing of certified minority vendors.  Notice of the solicitation was e-mailed to 
the Black and Latino Legislative Caucuses and various minority chambers of commerce 
and business associations, and placed on the Internet at SCAQMD’s Website 
(http://www.aqmd.gov).  Information is also available on SCAQMD’s bidder’s 24-hour 
telephone message line (909) 396-2724.  Further, the solicitation was posted on the 
MSRC’s website at http://www.cleantransportationfunding.org and electronic 
notifications were sent to those subscribing to this website’s notification service. 

Proposals 
At its March 20, 2014 meeting, the MSRC considered recommendations from its 
MSRC-TAC and approved the following: 

Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives Program 
As part of the FYs 2012-14 Work Program, the MSRC allocated $2.0 million for the 
implementation of an Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives Program.  The MSRC 
previously deemed BusWest qualified and authorized them to offer buy-down incentives 
to qualifying school districts or private providers of pupil transportation.  Incentive levels 
are set at $9,000 per Type C, conventional body liquefied petroleum gas bus, and $31,000 
per Type D, transit-style CNG bus.  The MSRC initially awarded BusWest $62,000 in 
December 2013.  In March 2014, the MSRC approved a request from BusWest for 
additional funding to incentivize thirteen full-sized CNG buses ordered by Tumbleweed 
Transportation as part of the FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work Program.  
Because the buses’ purchase and delivery were not fully in accordance with Program 
timelines, the award amount was lowered to $382,850; representing a five percent 
reduction over the normal incentive amount, which has been applied in similar 
circumstances.  The reduction is to be borne by BusWest. 

Local Government Match Program 
As an element of the FYs 2012-14 Work Program, the MSRC allocated $11.0 million for 
the Local Government Match Program.  A Program Announcement, #PA 2014-04, was 
developed and released on September 6, 2013.  As in the previous Work Program, the 
Local Government Match Program offers to co-fund qualifying medium- and heavy-duty 
alternative fuel vehicles, alternative fuel infrastructure projects, electric vehicle charging 
infrastructure, and regional street sweeping in the Coachella Valley.  Bicycle projects 
were added as a new category.  In all categories funding is provided on a dollar-for-dollar 
match basis, and funding for all eligible entities shall be distributed on a first-come, first-
served basis with a geographic minimum per county of $1.375 million.  The Program 
Announcement includes an open application period commencing October 15, 2013 and 
closing February 28, 2014.  The MSRC previously allocated an additional $1,076,000 to 

http://www.aqmd.gov/
http://www.cleantransportationfunding.org/
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the Program and awarded a total of $10,783,978 to 30 projects.  Additional applications 
have been received.  The MSRC-TAC unanimously recommended, and the MSRC 
unanimously approved, two applications totaling $625,000 as part of the FYs 2012-14 
AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work Program, as follows: 

a. A contract with the City of Highland in an amount not to exceed $500,000 for 
bicycle lanes and outreach; and 

b. A contract with the City of Redlands in an amount not to exceed $125,000 for 
bicycle lanes. 

Signal Synchronization Partnership Program 
As an element of the FYs 2012-14 Work Program, the MSRC allocated $5.0 million for a 
program to partner with cities, County Transportation Commissions (CTCs) and others to 
implement signal synchronization projects.  The program is intended to provide a portion 
of the funding for projects, which when combined with other funding sources would 
accelerate the projects’ implementation.  Because CTCs typically solicit and co-fund the 
majority of signal synchronization projects within their respective jurisdictions, the 
MSRC determined that the CTCs would have the best overall perspective regarding the 
state of traffic signal coordination within their respective regions as well as knowledge of 
where funding could most effectively be applied.  Therefore, the MSRC asked CTCs to 
bring forward work plans proposing projects for funding.  Other interested entities would 
then participate in the projects via separate agreements with the CTCs. 

Three work plans have been received to date, from: the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro), the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), 
and the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC).  The fourth CTC, San 
Bernardino Associated Governments, is currently conducting a Call for Projects, and will 
be submitting their work plan once they have completed this process.  The MSRC-TAC 
unanimously recommended, and the MSRC unanimously approved, the award of three 
contracts totaling $3,439,625 as part of the FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund 
Work Program, to implement the work plans received as follows: 

a. A contract with Metro in an amount not to exceed $1,250,000 to implement signal 
synchronization within Los Angeles County under the following projects: South 
Bay Forum Traffic Signals Corridor Project, the Gateway Cities Forum Traffic 
Signal Corridors Project, and the San Gabriel Valley Traffic Signals Corridors 
Project, covering a total of more than 21 miles; 

b. A contract with OCTA in an amount not to exceed $1,250,000 to implement signal 
synchronization projects within Orange County on specified portions of Adams 
Avenue, Antonio Boulevard, Jeronimo Road, Newport Avenue/Boulevard, State 
College Boulevard, and Trabuco Road, covering a total of more than 37 miles; and 

c. A contract with RCTC in an amount not to exceed $939,625 to implement signal 
synchronization projects within Riverside County on specified portions of Hamner 
Avenue and Magnolia Avenue, as well as a communications system which is part 
of the City of Moreno Valley’s traffic management system, covering a total of 
more than 28 miles. 
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At this time the MSRC requests the SCAQMD Board to approve the contract awards and 
modification as part of approval of the FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work 
Program as outlined above.  The MSRC also requests the Board to authorize the 
SCAQMD Chairman of the Board the authority to execute all agreements described in 
this letter.  The MSRC further requests authority to adjust the funds allocated to each 
project specified in this Board letter by up to five percent of the project’s recommended 
funding.  The Board has granted this authority to the MSRC for all past Work Programs. 

Sole-Source Justification 
As an element of its FYs 2012-14 Work Program, the MSRC allocated $5 million for a 
program to partner on traffic signal synchronization projects.  As discussed in Proposals 
above, this program will be implemented by initiating sole-source contracts with County 
Transportation Commissions.  While the MSRC and SCAQMD strive to retain technical 
services on a competitive basis, the SCAQMD Procurement Policy and Procedure 
recognizes that, at times, the required services are available from only one source, 
making the pursuit of a competitive procurement futile.  Metro, OCTA, and RCTC solicit 
and co-fund traffic signal coordination projects within their respective sub-regions of the 
South Coast AQMD jurisdiction.  Thus, Metro, OCTA and RCTC have a unique 
perspective regarding the state of traffic signal coordination within their respective 
regions, as well as knowledge of where funding can most effectively be applied. 

This request for sole source awards to Metro, OCTA and RCTC is made under provision 
VIII.B.2.c.(1): The desired services are available from only the sole source due to the 
unique experience and capabilities of the proposed contractor or contractor team. 

Resource Impacts 
The SCAQMD acts as fiscal administrator for the AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Program 
(Health & Safety Code Section 44243). Money received for this program is recorded in a 
special revenue fund (Fund 23) and the contracts specified herein, as well as any 
contracts awarded in response to the solicitation, will be drawn from this fund.  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE: April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  11 
 
PROPOSAL: Legislative and Public Affairs Report  
 
SYNOPSIS: This report highlights the February 2014 outreach activities of 

Legislative and Public Affairs, which include: Environmental Justice 
Update, Community Events/Public Meetings, Business Assistance, 
and Outreach to Business and Federal, State, and Local Government. 

 
COMMITTEE: No Committee Review 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
 Executive Officer 
 
LBS:DJA:MC:DM 

 
 
BACKGROUND 
This report summarizes the activities of Legislative and Public Affairs for February 2014.  
The report includes four major areas: Environmental Justice Update; Community 
Events/Public Meetings (including the Speakers Bureau/Visitor Services, Communications 
Center, and Public Information Center); Business Assistance; and Outreach to Business and 
Federal, State, and Local Governments. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE UPDATE 
The following are key environmental justice-related activities in which staff participated 
during the month of February. These events involve communities that may suffer 
disproportionately from adverse air quality impacts.  
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February 5   
• Staff participated in Riverside County Department of Health, Healthy City 

Resolutions Working Group meeting and provided information on the Check Before 
You Burn program and the special 2014 Clean Car Buying Guide Advisor. 
 

February 13 
• Staff attended the Health Assessment Resource Centers (HARC) Triennial Data 

Release event for the Coachella Valley. HARC’s data release included information 
on air pollutants and respiratory issues.  
 

February 18 
• Staff represented SCAQMD at the Eastern Coachella Valley Environmental Justice 

Enforcement Taskforce meeting in Mecca. Staff informed participants about the AB 
1318 weatherization program, school filter installations, Clean Air Award 
nominations, and recent meetings and actions regarding Rule 444 agricultural 
burning. 
 

February 19 
• Staff participated in the Inland Empire Asthma Coalition meeting and provided 

information on the Check Before You Burn program, air quality forecasts and 
advisories, and the SCAQMD’s Take a Tour Day.  

 
• Staff represented SCAQMD at the American Lung Associations Inland Valley’s 

Reception for Healthy Growth Leaders which promoted healthy growth and 
planning in the Inland Empire. 
 

February 27 
• Staff attended a meeting held in Long Beach with Tesoro Wilmington Refinery to 

discuss a recent Health Risk Assessment.  
 

• Staff presented on air quality issues, the CCP and other related programs.  
 
 

COMMUNITY EVENTS/PUBLIC MEETINGS 
Each year, thousands of residents engage in valuable information exchanges through events 
and meetings that SCAQMD sponsors either alone or in partnership with others. Attendees 
typically receive the following information: 
  

• Tips on reducing their exposure to smog and its health effects. 
• Clean air technologies and their deployment. 
• Invitations or notices of conferences, seminars, workshops and other public events. 
• Ways to participate in SCAQMD’s rule and policy development. 
• Assistance in resolving air pollution-related problems. 
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The events that SCAQMD staff attended and/or provided information and updates include: 
 

February 7 
• 12th Annual “Connecting the Evolution of Electricity to Black History,” Celebrating 

Business and Community Partnerships Event, Edison’s Energy Education Center, 
Irwindale. 

 
February 14 

• STEM Day Event, Mesa View Middle School, Calimesa. 
 

February 24 
• California Black Veterans Summit, California State African American Museum, Los 

Angeles. 
 

February 27 
Tesoro Wilmington Refinery Community Meeting, Villages at Cabrillo, Long 
Beach. 
 

February 28   
• South Bay Cities Council of Governments Annual General Assembly, Carson 

Community Center. 
 

• Faithful Central Bible Center Black History Luncheon, Trinity Building, Inglewood. 
 

 
SPEAKERS BUREAU/VISITOR SERVICES 
SCAQMD regularly receives requests for staff to speak on air quality-related issues from a 
wide variety of organizations, such as trade associations, chambers of commerce, 
community-based groups, schools, hospitals and health-based organizations.  SCAQMD 
also hosts visitors from around the world who meet with staff on a wide range of air quality 
issues.  
 
February 18 

• Staff presented information on SCAQMD’s Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) 
Control Clean Air Technologies and provided a tour of the agency’s laboratory to six 
representatives from the Beijing Municipal Research Institute of Environmental 
Protection, China. 
 

February 20 
• Staff presented an overview of SCAQMD, air quality, gave a tour of the agency’s 

Diamond Bar headquarters, laboratory, and display of alternative fuel vehicles to 30 
representatives from the Pasadena Art Center of Design. 
 

February 27 
• Staff presented an overview of SCAQMD and air quality to 20 attendees at the 

Kiwanis Club of Carson meeting, held at the Gardena Elks Lodge in Gardena. 
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COMMUNICATION CENTER STATISTICS 
The Communication Center handles calls on the SCAQMD main line, 1-800-CUT-
SMOG® line and Spanish line. Calls received in the month of February 2014 are 
summarized below:  
 
  Main Line Calls    2,534 
  1-800-CUT-SMOG® Line   1,380 
  After Hours Calls*       492 
  Spanish Line Calls         26 
    Total Calls   4,432 

* Saturdays, Sundays, holidays, and after 7:00 
p.m. Monday through Friday. 

 
 
PUBLIC INFORMATION CENTER STATISTICS 
The Public Information Center (PIC) handles phone calls and walk-in requests for general 
information.  Information for the month of February 2014 is summarized below: 
 

Calls Received by PIC Staff 54 
Calls to Automated System  1,102 

      Total Calls 1,156 
 
Visitor Transactions    228 
E-Mail Advisories Sent 43,995 

 
 
BUSINESS ASSISTANCE 
SCAQMD notifies local businesses of proposed regulations so they can participate in the 
agency’s rule development process.  SCAQMD also works with other agencies and 
governments to identify efficient, cost-effective ways to reduce air pollution and shares that 
information broadly.  Staff provides personalized assistance to small businesses both over 
the telephone and via on-site consultation.  The information is summarized below. 
 

• Provided permit application assistance to 120 companies 
• Issued 12 clearance letters 

 
 
Types of business assisted: 
Restaurants   Amusement park Wood chipping service 
Hotel    Dry cleaners  Furniture manufacturer 
Cheese manufacturer  Nail salons  Heater manufacturer 
Mulch manufacturer  Auto body shops Crane service provider 
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OUTREACH TO COMMUNITY GROUPS AND FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL 
GOVERNMENTS 
Field visits and communications were conducted with elected officials or staff from the 
following cities: 
 
Alhambra 
Agoura Hills 
Aliso Viejo 
Anaheim 
Arcadia 
Artesia  
Avalon  
Azusa 
Baldwin Park 
Banning 
Beaumont 
Bell 
Bell Gardens 
Bellflower 
Beverly Hills 
Big Bear Lake 
Bradbury 
Brea 
Buena Park 
Burbank 
Calabasas 
Calimesa 
Canyon Lake 
Carson 
Cathedral City 
Cerritos 
Chino 
Chino Hills 
Claremont  
Coachella 
Colton 
Commerce 
Compton 
Corona 
Costa Mesa 
Covina 
Cudahy 
Culver City 
Cypress 
Dana Point 
Desert Hot  
  Springs 

Diamond Bar 
Downey 
Duarte 
Eastvale 
El Monte 
El Segundo 
Fontana 
Fountain Valley 
Fullerton 
Garden Grove 
Gardena 
Glendale 
Glendora 
Grand Terrace 
Hawaiian Gardens 
Hawthorne 
Hemet 
Hermosa Beach 
Hidden Hills 
Highland 
Huntington Beach 
Huntington Park 
Indian Wells 
Indio 
Industry 
Inglewood 
Irvine 
Irwindale 
Jurupa Valley 
La Cañada Flintridge 
La Habra 
La Habra Heights 
La Mirada 
La Palma 
La Puente 
La Quinta 
La Verne 
Laguna Beach 
Laguna Hills 
Laguna Niguel 
Laguna Woods 
Lake Elsinore 

Lake Forest 
Lakewood 
Lawndale  
Loma Linda 
Lomita 
Long Beach 
Los Alamitos 
Los Angeles 
Lynwood 
Malibu 
Manhattan Beach 
Maywood 
Menifee 
Mission Viejo 
Monrovia 
Montclair  
Montebello 
Monterey Park 
Moreno Valley 
Murrieta 
Newport Beach 
Norco 
Norwalk 
Ontario 
Orange  
Palm Desert 
Palm Springs 
Palos Verdes Estates 
Paramount 
Pasadena 
Perris 
Pico Rivera 
Placentia 
Pomona  
Rancho Cucamonga 
Rancho Mirage 
Rancho Palos Verdes 
Rancho Santa  
   Margarita 
Redlands 
Redondo Beach  
Rialto  

Riverside 
Rolling Hills 
Rolling Hills Estates 
Rosemead 
San Bernardino 
San Clemente 
San Dimas  
San Fernando 
San Gabriel 
San Jacinto 
San Juan Capistrano  
San Marino 
Santa Ana 
Santa Clarita 
Santa Fe Springs 
Santa Monica 
Seal Beach 
Sierra Madre 
Signal Hill 
South El Monte 
South Gate 
South Pasadena 
Stanton 
Temecula 
Temple City 
Torrance 
Tustin 
Upland 
Vernon 
Villa Park 
Walnut 
West Covina 
West Hollywood 
Westlake Village 
Westminster 
Whittier 
Wildomar 
Yorba Linda  
Yucaipa
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Visits and/or communications were conducted with elected officials or staff from the 
following state and federal offices: 
 

• U.S. Congressman Ken Calvert 
• U.S. Congressman Gary Miller 
• U.S. Congressman Mark Takano 
• U.S. Congressman Jared Huffman 
• State Senator Jerry Hill 
• State Senator Bob Huff 
• State Senator Richard Roth 
• Assembly Member Curt Hagman 
• Assembly Member Chris Holden 
• Assembly Member Brian Jones 
• Assembly Member Eric Linder 
• Assembly Member Alan Mansoor 
• Assembly Member Jose Medina 
• Assembly Member Melissa Melendez 
• Assembly Member Brian Nestande 
• Assembly Member Anthony Rendon 
• Assembly Member Sebastian Ridley-Thomas 
• Assembly Member Marie Waldron 
• Assembly Member Don Wagner 

 
Staff represented SCAQMD and/or provided a presentation to the following groups: 
 
American Cancer Society, San Gabriel Valley 
American Lung Association, Inland Valley 
Association of California Cities, Orange County 
Cabazon Band of Mission Indians 
California Rural Legal Assistance Incorporated 
Coachella Valley Association of Governments 
Coachella Valley Unified School District 
Corona Chamber of Commerce 
Eastern Coachella Valley Environmental Justice Enforcement Taskforce 
Environmental Justice Task Force, Mecca 
Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce 
Hemet/San Jacinto Chamber of Commerce 
Inland Empire Asthma Coalition 
Indio Chamber of Commerce 
League of California Cities, Los Angeles County Division 
League of California Cities, Riverside County Division 
League of Women Voters, Foothill Chapter 
Los Angeles County Asthma Coalition 
Loma Linda Chamber of Commerce 
Long Beach Area Chamber of Commerce 
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Long Beach Board of Harbor Commissioners 
Metrolink, Los Angeles 
Mt. San Jacinto Community College 
Moreno Valley Chamber of Commerce 
North Orange County Legislative Alliance 
Omnitrans Transportation Agency, San Bernardino County 
Orange County Business Council 
Orange County Council of Governments 
Orange County Transportation Authority  
Pasadena Chamber of Commerce 
Redlands Chamber of Commerce 
Regional Chamber Alliance 

⋅ La Mirada Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Norwalk Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Pico Rivera Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Santa Fe Springs Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Whittier Chamber of Commerce 

Riverside Transit Agency (RTA) 
Riverside County Health Coalition 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Riverside County Water Quality Control Board 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 
San Bernardino Valley College 
San Gabriel Valley Conservation Corps 
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership 
Southwest California Legislative Council 

⋅ Temecula Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Lake Elsinore Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Murrieta Chamber of Commerce 
⋅ Wildomar Chamber of Commerce 

Southern California Association of Governments 
Southern California Edison Company 
University of California, Irvine 
Unitarian Universalist Church of the Desert, Palm Springs 
Upland Chamber of Commerce 
U.S. Green Building Council, Inland Empire Division 
Western Riverside County Council of Governments 
Western Riverside County Transportation NOW (RTA) 

⋅ Greater Riverside Chapter, Riverside 
⋅ Hemet/San Jacinto Chapter, Hemet 
⋅ Southwest Chapter, Menifee 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  12 
 
REPORT: Hearing Board Report 
 
SYNOPSIS: This reports the actions taken by the Hearing Board during the period 

of February 1 through February 28, 2014. 
 
COMMITTEE: No Committee Review 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file this report. 
 
 
 
 Edward Camarena 
 Chairman of Hearing Board 
SM 

 
Two summaries are attached: Rules From Which Variances and Orders for Abatement 
Were Requested in 2014 and February 2014 Hearing Board Cases.   
 
The total number of appeals filed during the period February 1 to February 28, 2014 is 0; 
and total number of appeals filed during the period of January 1 to February 28, 2014 is 2. 
 
 
 



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions
# of HB Actions Involving Rules
109 0
109(c) 0
109(c)(1) 0
201 0
201.1 0
202 0
202(a) 0
202(b) 1 1
202(c) 0
203 0
203(a) 1 1
203(b) 7 4 11
204 0
208 0
218 0
218.1 0
218.1(b)(4)(C) 0
218(b)(2) 1 1
218(c)(1)(A) 0
218(d)(1)(A) 0
218(d)(1)(B) 0
219 0
219(s)(2) 1 1
221(b) 0
221(c) 0
221(d) 0
222 0
222(d)(1)(C) 0
222(e)(1) 0
401 0
401(b) 0
401(b)(1) 0
401(b)(1)(A) 0
401(b)(1)(B) 0
402 1 1
403(d)(1) 0
403(d)(1)(A) 0
403(d)(2) 0
404 0
404(a) 0
405 0
405(a) 0
407 0
407(a) 0
407(a) 0
407(a)(1) 1 1

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

407(a)(2)(A) 0
410(d) 0
430(b)(3)(A)(iv) 0
431.1 0
431.1 0
431.1(c)(1) 0
431.1(c)(2) 0
431.1(c)(3)(C) 0
431.1(d)(1) 0
431.1(d)(1), Att A(1) 0
442 0
444 0
444(a) 0
444(c) 0
444(d) 0
461 0
461(c)(1) 0
461(c)(1)(A) 0
461(c)(1)(B) 0
461(c)(1)(C) 0
461(c)(1)(E) 0
461(c)(1)(F)(i) 0
461(c)(1)(F)(iv) 0
461(c)(1)(F)(v) 0
461(c)(1)(H) 0
461(c)(2) 0
461(c)(2)(A) 0
461(c)(2)(B) 0
461(c)(2)(C) 0
461(c)(3) 0
461(c)(3)(A) 0
461(c)(3)(B) 0
461(c)(3)(C) 0
461(c)(3)(D)(ii) 0
461(c)(3)(E) 0
461(c)(3)(H) 0
461(c)(3)(M) 0
461(c)(4)(B) 0
461(c)(4)(B)(ii) 0
461(d)(5)(A) 0
461(e)(1) 0
461(e)(2) 0
461(e)(2)(A) 0
461(e)(2)(A)(i) 0
461(e)(2)(B)(i) 0
461(e)(2)(C) 0
461(e)(3) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

461(e)(3)(A) 0
461(e)(3)(C)(i)(I) 0
461(e)(3)(D) 0
461(e)(3)(E) 0
461(e)(5) 0
461(e)(7) 0
462 1 1 2
462(c)(4)(B)(i) 0
462(c)(7)(A)(ii) 0
462(d) 0
462(d)(1) 0
462(d)(1)(A) 0
462(d)(1)(A)(i) 0
462(d)(1)(B) 1 1
462(d)(1)(C) 0
462(d)(1)(E)(ii) 0
462(d)(1)(F) 0
462(d)(1)(G) 0
462(d)(2)(A)(i) 0
462(e)(1) 0
462(e)(1)(E) 0
462(e)(1)(E)(ii) 0
462(e)(1)(E)(i)(II) 0
462(e)(2)(A)(i) 0
462(e)(4) 0
462(h)(1) 0
463 0
463(c) 0
463(c)(1) 0
463(c)(1)(A)(I)-(iv) 0
463(c)(1)(B) 0
463(c)(1)(C) 0
463(c)(1)(D) 0
463(c)(1)(E) 0
463(c)(2) 0
463(c)(2)(B) 0
463(c)(2)(C) 0
463(c)(3) 0
463(c)(3)(A) 0
463(c)(3)(B) 0
463(c)(3)(C) 0
463(d) 0
463(d)(2) 0
463(e)(3)(C) 0
463(e)(4) 0
463(e)(5)(C) 0
464(b)(1)(A) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

464(b)(2) 0
468 0
468(a) 0
468(b) 0
1102 0
1102(c)(2) 0
1102(c)(5) 0
1105.1(d)(1) 0
1105.1(d)(1)(A)(i) 0
1105.1(d)(1)(A)(iii) 0
1106(c)(1) 0
1106.1(c)(1) 0
1106.1(c)(1)(A) 0
1107(c)(1) 0
1107(c)(2) 0
1107(c)(7) 0
1107 0
1110.1 0
1110.2 0
1110.2(c)(14) 0
1110.2(d) 0
1110.2(d)(1)(A) 0
1110.2(d)(1)(B)(ii) 0
1110.2(d)(1)(C) 0
1110.2(d)(1)(D) 0
1110.2(d)(1)(E) 0
1110.2(e)(1)(A) 0
1110.2(e)(1)(B)(i)(II) 0
1110.2(e)(1)(B)(i)(III) 0
1110.2(e)(4)(B) 0
1110.2(f) 0
1110.2(f)(1)(A) 0
1110.2(f)(1)(c ) 0
1113(c)(2) 0
1113(d)(3) 0
1118(c)(4) 0
1118(c)(5) 0
1118(d)(1)(2) 0
1118(d)(1)(2) 0
1118(d)(2) 0
1118(d)(3) 0
1118(d)(4)(B) 0
1118(d)(5)(A) 0
1118(d)(5)(B) 0
1118(d)(10) 0
1118(d)(12) 0
1118(e) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

1118(g)(1) 0
1118(g)(3) 0
1118(g)(5) 0
1118(g)(5)(A) 0
1118(i)(5)(B)(i) 0
1118(i)(5)(B)(ii) 0
1118(j)(1)(A)(ii) 0
1118(j)(1)(B)(ii) 0
1118(j)(1)(C) 0
1121(c)(2)(C) 0
1121(c)(3) 0
1121(c)(6) 0
1121(c)(7) 0
1121(c)(8) 0
1121(e)(3) 0
1121(h) 0
1121(h)(1) 0
1121(h)(2) 0
1121(h)(3) 0
1122(c)(2)(A) 0
1122(c)(2)(E) 0
1122(d)(1)(A) 0
1122(d)(1)(B) 0
1122(d)(3) 0
1122(e)(2)(A) 0
1122(e)(2)(B) 0
1122(e)(2)(C) 0
1122(e)(2)(D) 0
1122(e)(3) 0
1122(e)(4)(A) 0
1122(e)(4)(B) 0
1122(g)(3) 0
1122(j) 0
1124 0
1124(c)(1)(A) 0
1124(c)(1)(E) 0
1124(c)(4) 0
1125(c)(1) 0
1125(c)(1)(C) 0
1125(d)(1) 0
1128(c)(1) 0
1128(c)(2) 0
1130 0
1130(c)(1) 0
1130(c)(4) 0
1131 0
1131(d) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

1132(d)(2) 0
1132(d)(3) 0
1133(d)(8) 0
1133.2(d)(8) 0
1134(c) 0
1134(c)(1) 0
1134(d) 0
1134(d)(1) 0
1134(d)(2)(B)(ii) 0
1134(f) 0
1134(g)(2) 0
1135(c)(3) 0
1135(c)(3)(B) 0
1135(c)(3)(C) 0
1135(c)(4) 0
1135(c)(4)(D) 0
1136 0
1136(c)(1)(A)(i) 0
1137(d)(2) 0
1145 0
1145(c)(1) 0
1145(c)(2) 0
1145(g)(2) 0
1145(h)(1)(E) 0
1146 0
1146(c)(2) 1 1 2
1146(c)(5) 0
1146(d)(8) 1 1
1146.1 0
1146.1(a)(2) 0
1146.1(a)(8) 0
1146.1(b) 0
1146.1(c)(1) 0
1146.1(c)(2) 1 1 2
1146.1(c)(3) 0
1146.1(e)(1) 0
1146.1(e)(1)(B) 0
1146.2 0
1146.2(c)(1) 0
1146.2(c)(2)(A) 1 1
1146.2(c)(5) 0
1146.2(e) 0
1147 0
1147(c)(1) 0
1147(c)(10) 0
1147(c)(14)(B) 1 1
1150.1(d)(1)(C)(i) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

1150.1(d)(4) 0
1150.1(d)(5) 0

0
1150.1(d)(12) 0
1150.1(e) 0
1150.1(e)(1) 0
1150.1(e)(2) 0
1150.1(e)(3) 0
1150.1(e)(1)(B)(C) 0
1150.1(e)(1)(C) 0
1151.1(e)(2)(B)(C) 0
1150.1(e)(2)(C) 0
1150.1(e)(3)(B)  0
1150.1(e)(3)(B)(C) 0
1150.1(e)(3)(C) 0
1150.1(e)(4) 0
1150.1(e)(6)(A)(I) 0
1150.1(e)(6)(A)(ii) 0
1150.1(f)(1)(A)(iii)(I) 0
1150.1(f)(1)(H)(i) 0
1151 0
1151(c)(8) 0
1151(2) 0
1151(5) 0
1151(d)(1) 0
1151(e)(1) 0
1151(e)(2) 0
1151(f)(1) 0
1153(c)(1) 0
1153(c)(1)(B) 0
1156(d)(5)(C)(i) 0
1158 0
1158(d)(2) 0
1158(d)(5) 0
1158(d)(7) 0
1158(d)(7)(A)(ii) 0
1158(d)(10) 0
1164(c)(1)(B) 0
1164(c)(2) 0
1166(c)(2) 0
1166(c)(2)(F) 0
1168 0
1168(c)(1) 0
1169(c)(13)(ii) 0
1171 0
1171(c) 0
1171(c)(1) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

1171(c)(1)(A)(i) 0
1171(c)(1)(b)(i) 0
1171(c)(4) 0
1171(c)(5) 0
1171(c)(5)(A)(i) 0
1171(c)(6) 0
1173 1 1 2
1173(c) 0
1173(d) 0
1173(e)(1) 0
1173(f)(1)(B) 0
1173(g) 0
1175 0
1175(c)(2) 0
1175(c)(4)(B) 0
1175(c)(4)(B)(i) 0
1175(c)(4)(B)(ii) 0
1175(c)(4)(B)(ii)(I) 0
1175(b)(1) (C) 0
1175(d)(4)(ii)(II) 0
1176 0
1176(e) 0
1176(e)(1) 0
1176(e)(2) 0
1176(e)(2)(A) 0
1176(e)(2)(A)(ii) 0
1176(e)(2)(B)(v) 0
1176(f)(3) 0
1177(d)(2)(D) 0
1178(d)(1)(A)(xiii) 0
1178(d)(1)(A)(xiv) 0
1178(d)(1)(B) 0
1178(d)(1)(C) 0
1178(d)(3)(C) 0
1178(d)(3)(D) 0
1178(d)(3)(E) 0
1178(d)(4)(A)(i) 0
1178(g) 0
1186.1 0
1186.1 0
1189(c)(3) 0
1195 0
1195(d)(1)(D) 0
1303 0
1303(a)(1) 0
1303(a)(2) 0
1401 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

1401(d)(1) 0
1401(d)(1)(A) 0
1401(d)(1)(B) 0
1405(d)(3)(C) 0
1407(d) 0
1407(d)(1) 0
1407(d)(2) 0
1407(d)(4) 0
1407(f)(1) 0
1415(d)(3) 0
1418(d)(2)(A) 0
1420 0
1420.1(g)(4) 0
1421(d) 0
1421(d)(1)(C) 0
1421(d)(1)(G) 0
1421(d)(3)(A) 0
1421(e)(2)(c) 0
1421(e)(1)(A)(vii) 0
1421(e)(3)(B) 0
1421(h)(1)(A) 0
1421(h)(1)(B) 0
1421(h)(1)(C) 0
1421(h)(1)(E) 0
1421(h)(3) 0
1421(i)(1)(C) 0
1425(d)(1)(A) 0
1469 0
1469(c) 0
1469(c)(8) 0
1469(c)(11)(A) 0
1469(c)(13)(ii) 0
1469(d)(5) 0
1469(e)(1) 0
1469(e)(2) 0
1469(g)(2) 0
1469(h) 0
1469(I) 0
1469(j)(4)(A) 0
1469(j)(4)(D) 0
1469(k)(3)(A) 0
1470 0
1470(c)(2)(C)(i)(I) 0
1470(c)(2)(C)(iv) 0
1470(c)(3)(B) 0
1470(c)(3)(C)(iii) 2 1 3
1470(c)(3)(C)(i)(I) 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

2004 0
2004(b)(1) 0
2004(b)(4) 0
2004(c)(1) 0
2004(c)(1)(C) 0
2004(f)(1) 2 3 5
2004(f)(2) 0
2004(k) 0
2005 0
2009(b)(2) 0
2009(c) 0
2009(f)(1) 0
2009(f)(2) 0
2009.1 0
2009.1(c) 0
2009.1(f)(1) 0
2009.1(f)(2) 0
2009.1(f)(3) 0
2011 0
2011 Attachment C 0
2011(c)(2) 0
2011(c)(2)(A) 0
2011(c)(2)(B) 0
2011(c)(3)(A) 0
2011(e)(1) 0
2011(f)(3) 0
2011(g) 0
2011(g)(1) 0
2011(k) 0
2011(k) Appen. A, Chap. 2, except E & Attach C 0
2011(k) Appen. A, Chap. 2, Section A.3 a-c, A.5 and B. 1-4 0
  and Appen. A, Chap. 2, Section C.2.a, c & d 0
2011(k) Appen. A, Chap. 2, Sections A.3.,a.-c.,e.g. and B.1.-4 0
2012 0
2012 Attach. C, B.2.a 1 1
2012 Appen. A, Attach. C, Section B.2. 1 1
2012 Appen. A, Attach. C, Section B.2.a. & b. 0
2012 Appen. A 0
2012 Appen. A, Chap. 2 0
2012 Appen A, Chap. 2, Sec. A 1 1
2012 Appen A. Chap. 2. Sec. A1(a) 0
2012 Appen A, Chap. 2, Sec. B 0
2012, Appen. A,  Protocol 2012, Chap. 2, B.5. 0
2012, Appen A, Chap. 2,  B.5.a 0
2012, Appen A, Chap. 2, B.10 0
2012, Appen A, Chap. 2, B.11 0
2012, Appen A, Chap. 2, B.12 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

2012, Appen A, Chap. 2, B.17 0
2012, Appen A, Chap.2, B.18 0
2012, Appen A, Chap.2, B.20 0
2012, Chapter 2, E.2.b.i. 0
2012, Chapter 2, E.2.b.ii. 0
2012 Appen A, Chap. 4.A.4 0
2012(c)(2) 0
2012(c)(2)(A) 0
2012(c)(2)(B) 0
2012(c)(3) 0
2012(c)(3)(A) 0
2012(c)(3)(B) 0
2012(c)(10) 0
2012(d)(2) 0
2012(d)(2)(A) 0
2012(d)(2)(D) 0
2012(f)(2)(A) 0
2012(g)(1) 0
2012(g)(3) 0
2012(g)(7) 0
2012(h)(3) 0
2012(h)(4) 0
2012(h)(5) 0
2012(h)(6) 0
2012(i) 0
2012(j)(1) 0
2012(j)(2) 0
2012, Protocol (Appen. A) Chap. 2, Part A.1.a 0
2012, Protocol (Appen. A) Chap. 2, Part B.4 0
2012, Protocol, (Appen A) Chap. 2, Part B.5.e 0
2012 Chapter 2, B.5.f 0
2012(m) 0
2012(m) Table 2012-1, and Appen. A, Chp 2, & Attachment C 0
2012(m) Appen. A, Attach. C 0
2012(m) Appen. A, Chap. 2, Sections 2.A.1 a-c, e.g, 0
  and B. 1-4 and Appendix A, Chapter 3, Section C.2 a, c & d 0
2012(m) Appen. A, Chap 3, Section (A)(6) 0
2012(m) Appen. A, Chap 5, Para G, Table 5B and Att. D 0
3002 0
3002(a) 0
3002(c) 1 1
3002(c)(1) 4 3 7
3002(c)(2) 0
Regulation II 0
Regulation IX 0
Regulation IX, 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart J 0
Regulation XI 0



2014 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total Actions

Rules from which Variances and Order for Abatements were Requested in 2014

Regulation XIII 0
H&S 39152(b) 0
H&S 41510 0
H&S 41700 1 1
H&S 41701 0
H&S 93115.6(c)(2)(C)(1) 0
H&S 42303 0
Title 13 Code of Regulations §2452 0
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Report of February 2014 Hearing Board Cases 
 

Case Name and Case No. Rules Reason for Petition District Position/ 
Hearing Board Action 

Type and Length of Variance 
or Order 

Excess Emissions 

1.  Air Products and 
     Chemicals, Inc. 
     Case No. 4276-14 
     (K. Manwaring) 

203(b) 
407(a)(1) 
2004(f)(1) 
3002(c)(1) 

Petitioner is operating 
equipment in excess of its 
2,000 ppm CO permit 
limit. 

Not Opposed/Granted IV & AOC granted 
commencing 2/20/14 and 
continuing for 90 days or until a 
SV or RV hearing can be held, 
whichever comes first. 

CO:  29.4 lbs/day 

2.  Breitburn Operating, LP 
     Case No. 4358-10 
     (T. Barrera) 

203(b) 
462 
1173 

Petitioner sought a 
variance to exceed its 
loading limit of 476 
barrels of crude oil per 
day by truck. 

Opposed/Denied SV denied. N/A 

3.  Los Angeles Department of 
     Water and Power 
     Case No. 1263-70 
     (M. Reichert) 

203(b) 
218(b)(2) 
2004(f)(1) 
2012, Appendix A, 
Chapter 2, Section A 
2012, Attachment C, 
B.2.a 
3002(c)(1) 

Additional time is required 
for replacement of the 
Unit 9 turbine before the 
RATA test can be 
performed. 

Not Opposed/Granted RV granted commencing 
2/27/14 and continuing through 
5/8/14, FCD. 

None 

4.  Millercoors, LLC 
     Case No. 4521-5 
     (V. Tyagi) 

203(b) 
2004(f)(1) 
3002(c)(1) 

Petitioner failed NH3 slip 
test on SCR. 

Not Opposed/Granted IV granted commencing 2/4/14 
and continuing through 
4/20/14, or until the RV hearing 
currently scheduled for 
3/19/14, whichever comes first. 

NH3: TBD by 2/19/14 

5.  PureTek Corporation 
     Case No. 5971-1 
     (M. Lorenz) 

1146(c)(2) Petitioner is operating 
boiler exceeding its 12 
ppm NOx limit. 

Opposed/Denied SV denied. N/A 

6.  SCAQMD vs. 4929 Wilshire 
     LP 
     Case No. 5973-2 
     (V. Tyagi) 

1470(c)(3)(C)(iii) Respondent previously 
ordered to install and test 
low NOx burners.  
Unanticipated gas 
pressure issue prevented 
timely testing. 

Stipulated/Issued O/A issued commencing 
2/25/14; the Hearing Board 
shall retain jurisdiction over this 
matter until 7/11/14. 

N/A 

7.  SCAQMD vs. Fountain 
     Valley Regional Hospital 
     Case No. 5959-1 
     (T. Barrera) 

1146.1(c)(2) Respondent is operating 
noncompliant emergency 
diesel engine exceeding 
its PM limit.  Awaiting 
delivery of DPF for 
installation. 

Stipulated/Issued Mod. O/A issued commencing 
2/4/14; the Hearing Board shall 
retain jurisdiction over this 
matter until 3/21/14. 

N/A 
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Acronyms 
AOC:  Alternative Operating Conditions 
BACT: Best Available Control Technology 
CEMS:  Continuous Emissions Monitoring System 
CO:  Carbon Monoxide 
DPF:  Diesel Particulate Filter 
EV:  Emergency Variance 
FCD:  Final Compliance Date 
GDF: Gasoline Dispensing Facility 
H2S:  Hydrogen Sulfide 
H&S:  Health & Safety Code 
ICE:  Internal Combustion Engine 
I/P:  Increments of Progress 
IV:  Interim Variance 
MFCD/EXT:  Modification of a Final Compliance Date and Extension of a Variance 
Mod. O/A:  Modification of an Order for Abatement 
NH3:  Ammonia 
NOV:  Notice of Violation 
NOx:  Oxides of Nitrogen 
N/A:    Not Applicable 
O/A:  Order for Abatement 
PM:  Particulate Matter 
PPM:  Parts Per Million 
RATA:  Relative Accuracy Test Audit 
ROG:  Reactive Organic Gases 
RTO:  Regenerative Thermal Oxidizer 
RV:  Regular Variance 
SCR:  Selective Catalytic Reduction 
SOx:  Oxides of Sulfur 
SV:  Short Variance 
TBD:  To be determined 
VOC:  Volatile Organic Compound 
VRS:  Vapor Recovery System 



 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  13 

 
REPORT: Civil Filings and Civil Penalties Report 

 
SYNOPSIS: This reports the monthly penalties from February 1 

through February 28, 2014, and legal actions filed by the 
General Counsel’s Office during February 1 through 
February 28, 2014.  An Index of District Rules is attached 
with the penalty report.  
 

COMMITTEE: Stationary Source, March 21, 2014, Reviewed 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file this report. 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Kurt R. Wiese 
General Counsel 

KRW:lc    

  
Violations Civil Actions Filed 

  
1 SWEISS PETROL 

Los Angeles Superior Court – Northwest District Van Nuys 
Case No. 14V01839; Filed:  2.27.14 (PH) 
P60223 
R. 461 - Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing 
 

1 SIGNATURE FLIGHT SUPPORT 
Los Angeles Superior Court – Northwest District Van Nuys 
Case No. 14V01840; Filed:  2.27.14 (PH) 
P60223 
R. 203 – Permit to Operate 
R. 461 - Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing 
 

1 INLAND PETROLEUM EQUIPMENT AND REPAIR 
San Bernardino County Superior Court 
Case No. SMCFS14008; Filed: 2.18.14 (PH) 
P59834 
R. 461 - Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing 
 
3 Violations 3 Cases 

Attachments 
February 2014 Penalty Reports and Index of District Rules and Regulations 
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Total Penalties

Civil Penalties: $6,174,200.00
SRV SEP : $33,375.76

MSPAP Penalties: $53,803.00
Hearing Board Penalties: $6,500.00

Total Cash Penalties: $6,267,878.76
Total SRV SEP Value: $180,000.00

Fiscal Year through February 2014 Cash Total: $8,597,326.76
Fiscal Year through February 2014 SEP Value Only Total: $398,500.00

SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
General Counsel's Office

February 2014 Settlement Penalty Report
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FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

CIVIL PENALTIES:

160637 4929 WILSHIRE LP 1470 2/25/2014 JMP P58197 $3,500.00

5903 ALTA DENA CERTIFIED DAIRY INC 203(A) 2/11/2014 NSF P58684 $110,000.00
201

1110.2
218.1

218

94930 CARGILL INC 2004 Y 2/12/2014 RRF P55535 $500.00

800030 CHEVRON PRODUCTS CO. 218, 401(B)(1) Y 2/21/2014 TRB P48740 $6,000,000.00
463, 1118(D)(1)

1166, 1173(F)(1), 1176
1303, 2011, 2012

3002(C)(1)

173658 ECOLOGY AUTO PARTS GREENWASTE 203(A) 2/12/2014 RRF P44869 $3,200.00

800367 IPS CORPORATION 3002 2/25/2014 KCM P50731 $1,500.00

83102 LIGHT METALS INC 2004 Y 2/6/2014 NSF P62500 $10,500.00
2004 P62504



Page 3 of 9

FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

168852 MANLEY'S BOILER, INC 201 2/26/2014 RRF P62460 $500.00

49380 MARRIOTT'S DESERT SPRINGS RESORT 203, 461, 1146 2/11/2014 NSF P60014 $42,500.00
1146.1

203, 1146.1 P60017

167871 MATTHEW R. VONNEGUT, RESTORATION 1403 2/25/2014 NAS P49943 $2,000.00

TOTAL CIVIL PENALTIES:         $6,174,200.00

SELF-REPORTED VIOLATION:

62822 THE VALVOLINE CO 1146.1 2/26/2014 WBW SRV97 $213,375.76
Cash:  $33,375.76    SEP:  $180,000
Facility installed an ultra-low NOx boiler designed to meet
NOx emissions of 9 ppm.  SEP was completed December
31, 2013.  

TOTAL SELF-REPORTED VIOLATION:  $213,375.76



Page 4 of 9

FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

MSPAP SETTLEMENTS:

138253 AEROJETGENERAL CORP 1147 2/25/2014 P58690 $1,375.00

101667 AGFUME SERVICE INC 3002 2/19/2014 P53080 $200.00

106897 AGFUME SERVICES INC 3002 2/19/2014 P53081 $295.00

158422 ALESSANDRO SERVICE STATION, LP 461(C)(2)(B) 2/19/2014 P61650 $575.00

158701 ARCO LAGUNA NIGUEL CENTER 461 2/21/2014 P62408 $675.00

165997 ARROW SHELLFADI GEORGES 203 (B), 461 2/12/2014 P59762 $2,400.00

157383 AVERY PETROLEUM INC. 203 (B), 461 2/12/2014 P62413 $700.00

162615 BAKERCORP 203, PERP 2458 2/12/2014 P44872 $3,600.00

22607 CALIFORNIA DAIRIES, INC 2004 Y 2/25/2014 P56321 $500.00
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FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

93639 CENTRAL VALLEY FIRE PROTECTION 461 2/12/2014 P59512 $340.00

108340 CITY OF MONTEBELLO  POLICE DEPARTMEN 203 (A) 2/12/2014 P59622 $450.00

145298 DALLA, INC. 41960.2 2/19/2014 P35795 $478.00
461(C)(2)(B)

66253 DARCO INC. 203 (A) 2/12/2014 P56980 $1,000.00

175183 DURAMEX CABINETS INC 201, 203(A) 2/19/2014 P60117 $300.00

138360 FAST & FAIR CONSTRUCTION 461 2/27/2014 P61457 $6,000.00

126408 G & M OIL CO, LLC #97 461, 41960.2 2/21/2014 P62238 $1,350.00

174219 GOMEZ CONCRETE PUMP 203 (A) 2/12/2014 P58269 $400.00

173276 HASSAN & SONS, INC DBA HASSAN 30 461(E)(2)(C) 2/21/2014 P61476 $300.00

173276 HASSAN & SONS, INC DBA HASSAN 30 461 2/21/2014 P61469 $100.00
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FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

55684 HEALTH RESOURCES OF AMERICA 1146.2 2/12/2014 P58888 $1,600.00
222

137433 JESSIE LORD BAKERY, LLC 1146 2/21/2014 P55633 $1,000.00

161492 LOS ANGELES DEPT OF WATER & POWER Title 13 2/27/2014 P44873 $1,000.00

174382 M & M SPECIALTY CLEANERS 201 2/19/2014 P58418 $1,100.00

73367 MONARCH LITHO INC 3002(C)(1) 2/13/2014 P59624 $500.00

139774 MOTORCADE, INC. 206, 461 2/12/2014 P59994 $250.00

174539 PATTERSON BUILDERS 403 2/25/2014 P59475 $1,100.00
403 P59476

154511 PICCADILLY CLEANERS 203 (A) 2/12/2014 P58586 $500.00

140517 R. W. INC, RECOATING WEST DBA 1107(C)(2) 2/13/2014 P59618 $2,475.00
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FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

81626 SADDLEBACK VALEY UNIFIED SCHOOL 222, 1146.2 2/11/2014 P58582 $550.00
1415, 1470

81626 SADDLEBACK VALEY UNIFIED SCHOOL 222, 1415, 1470 2/11/2014 P58587 $330.00

58670 SAN JUAN SERVICE 461(E)(5) 2/21/2014 P62409 $1,000.00

174126 SOUTHLAND PAVING, INC 403 2/19/2014 P61177 $1,760.00

174126 SOUTHLAND PAVING, INC 403 2/19/2014 P61178 $3,600.00
403(D)(1)

99540 SYNCRO DESIGN 1469.1 2/19/2014 P60114 $8,000.00
203 (B)

135809 TEG OIL AND GAS USA INC 203(B), 1173, 1176 2/27/2014 P56983 $5,250.00

118701 TUSTIN BUICK PONTIAC GMC 461(C) 2/6/2014 P58590 $600.00

134428 VERIZON WIRELESS 1470 2/28/2014 P58079 $1,600.00
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FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

135423 YUCAIPA EZ STOP, RAB NAWAZ TARAR 203 (B) 2/27/2014 P59940 $550.00
461(C)(2)(B)

TOTAL MSPAP SETTLEMENT:   $53,803.00

HEARING BOARD SETTLEMENTS:

48849 COMMUNITY HOSPITAL OF HUNTINGTON 1470 2/14/2014 KCM HRB2206 $1,500.00
Hearing Board Case No. 5952-1
CCH agrees to pay monetary penalty for the ongoing
operation of facility engine.  CCH shall pay $1500/month
it operates the engine.  Penalty covers December 2013.

48849 COMMUNITY HOSPITAL OF HUNTINGTON 1470 2/14/2014 KCM HRB2207 $1,500.00
Hearing Board Case No. 5952-1
CCH agrees to pay monetary penalty for the ongoing
operation of facility engine.  CCH shall pay $1500/month
it operates the engine.  Penalty covers January 2014.

159357 HEMET UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT HAMILTO  1470 2/28/2014 NAS HRB2210 $500.00
Hearing Board Case No. 5956-1
Agreed to pay $500/month until HUSD permanently
cease use of both ICEs located at Hamilton &
High School grounds in compliance with R. 1470.
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FAC COMPANY RULE   RECLAIM SETTLED ATTY NOTICE TOTAL
ID NAME NUMBER  ID DATE INT NO SETTLEMENT

114910 PROVIDENCE HOLY CROSS MEDICAL CT 1470 2/19/2014 KCM HRB2208 $3,000.00
Hearing Board Case No. 5701-3
Beginning 12.15.13, facility will pay $1,000/month
until they permanently cease use of all 3 diesel
ICEs in noncompliance with R. 1470.  Penalty covers
December 2013, January and February 2014.

TOTAL HEARING BOARD SETTLEMENTS:     $6,500.00



DISTRICT RULES AND REGULATIONS INDEX 
FOR FEBRUARY 2014 PENALTY REPORTS 

 
 
 
 
REGULATION II – PERMITS 
 
List and Criteria Identifying Information Required of Applicants Seeking A Permit to Construct from the South Coast Air  

Quality Management - District (Amended 4/10/98) 
 
Rule 201 Permit to Construct (Amended 1/5/90) 
Rule 203 Permit to Operate (Amended 12/3/04) 
Rule 206 Posting of Permit to Operate (Amended 10/8/93) Explains how and where permits are to be displayed. 
Rule 218 Continuous Emission Monitoring (Amended 5/14/99) 
Rule 218.1 Continuous Emission Monitoring Performance Specifications  (Amended 5/14/99) 
Rule 222 Filing Requirements for Specific Emission Sources Not Requiring a Written permit Pursuant to Regulation II. 

(Amended 5/19/00) 
 
REGULATION IV - PROHIBITIONS 
 
Rule 401 Visible Emissions (Amended 9/11/98) 
Rule 403 Fugitive Dust (Amended 12/11/98) Pertains to solid particulate matter emitted from man-made activities. 
Rule 461 Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing (Amended 6/15/01) 
Rule 463 Storage of Organic Liquids (Amended 3/11/94) 
 
 
REGULATION XI - SOURCE SPECIFIC STANDARDS 
 
Rule 1102 Petroleum Solvent Dry Cleaners (Amended 11/17/00) 
Rule 1107 Coating of Metal Parts and Products (Amended 11/17/00) 
Rule 1110.2 Emissions from Gaseous- and Liquid-Fueled Internal Combustion Engines (Amended 11/14/97) 
Rule 1113 Architectural Coatings (Amended 6/20/01) 
Rule 1118 Emissions From Refinery Flares (Adopted 2/13/98) 
Rule 1146 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Industrial, Institutional and Commercial Boilers, Steam Generators, 

and Process Heaters (Amended 11/17/00) 
Rule 1146.1 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Small Industrial, Institutional, and Commercial Boilers, Steam 

Generators, and Process Heaters (Amended 5/13/94) 
Rule 1146.2 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Large Water Heaters and Small Boilers (Adopted 1/9/98) 
Rule 1147 NOx REDUCTIONS FROM MISCELLANEOUS SOURCES (9/08) 
 
Rule 1173 Fugitive Emissions of Volatile Organic Compounds (Amended 5/13/94) 



Rule 1176 Sumps and Wastewater Separators (Amended 9/13/96) 
 
REGULATION XIII - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 
 
Rule 1303 Requirements (Amended 4/20/01) 
 
REGULATION XIV - TOXICS 
 
Rule 1403 Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities (Amended 4/8/94) 
Rule 1415 Reduction of Refrigerant Emissions from Stationary Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Systems (Amended 

10/14/94) 
Rule 1469.1. Spraying operations using coatings containing chromium 
Rule 1470 Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other Compression Ignition Engines 
 
REGULATION XX REGIONAL CLEAN AIR INCENTIVES MARKET (RECLAIM) 
 
Rule 2004 Requirements (Amended 5/11/01) 
Rule 2011 Requirements for Monitoring, Reporting, and Recordkeeping for Oxides of Sulfur (SOx) Emissions 

(Amended 5/11/01) 
Rule 2012 Requirements for Monitoring, Reporting, and Recordkeeping for Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) Emissions 

(Amended 5/11/01) 
 
REGULATION XXX - TITLE V PERMITS 
 
Rule 3002 Requirements (Amended 11/14/97) 
 
CALIFORNIA HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE § 41700 
 
41960.2 Gasoline Vapor Recovery 
 
CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS 
 
Title 13 Mobile Sources and Fuels 
PERP 2458 Portable Equipment Recordkeeping and Reporting 
 

f:\laura\boardltr\2014\rules-feb 2014.doc 



 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:   April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  14 
 
REPORT: Lead Agency Projects and Environmental Documents Received by 

the SCAQMD 
 
SYNOPSIS: This report provides, for the Board’s consideration, a listing of 

CEQA documents received by the SCAQMD between February 1, 
2014 and February 28, 2014, and those projects for which the 
SCAQMD is acting as lead agency pursuant to CEQA. 

   
COMMITTEE: Mobile Source, March 21, 2014, Reviewed 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
 Executive Officer 
EC:LT:SN:MK:IM:AK 

   
 
Background 
CEQA Document Receipt and Review Logs (Attachments A and B) – Each month, 
the SCAQMD receives numerous CEQA documents from other public agencies on 
projects that could adversely affect air quality.  A listing of all documents received and 
reviewed during the reporting period of February 1, 2014, through February 28, 2014 is 
included in Attachment A.  A list of active projects from previous reporting periods for 
which SCAQMD staff is continuing to evaluate or has prepared comments is included as 
Attachment B.   
 
The Intergovernmental Review function, which consists of reviewing and commenting on 
the adequacy of the air quality analysis in CEQA documents prepared by other lead 
agencies, is consistent with the Governing Board’s 1997 Environmental Justice Guiding 
Principles and Initiative #4.  Consistent with the Environmental Justice Program 
Enhancements for FY 2002-03 approved by the Board in September 2002, each of the 
attachments notes those proposed projects where the SCAQMD has been contacted 
regarding potential air quality-related environmental justice concerns.  The SCAQMD 
has established an internal central contact to receive information on projects with 
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potential air quality-related environmental justice concerns.  The public may contact the 
SCAQMD about projects of concern by the following means: in writing via fax, email, or 
standard letters; through telephone communication; as part of oral comments at 
SCAQMD meetings or other meetings where SCAQMD staff is present; or submitting 
newspaper articles.  The attachments also identify for each project the dates of the public 
comment period and the public hearing date, as reported at the time the CEQA document 
is received by the SCAQMD.  Interested parties should rely on the lead agencies 
themselves for definitive information regarding public comment periods and hearings as 
these dates are occasionally modified by the lead agency. 
  
At the January 6, 2006 Board meeting, the Board approved the Workplan for the 
Chairman’s Clean Port Initiatives.  One action item of the Chairman’s Initiatives was to 
prepare a monthly report describing CEQA documents for projects related to goods 
movement and to make full use of the process to ensure the air quality impacts of such 
projects are thoroughly mitigated. In response to describing goods movement CEQA 
documents, Attachments A and B are organized to group projects of interest into the 
following categories: goods movement projects; schools; landfills and wastewater 
projects; airports; and general land use projects, etc.  In response to the mitigation 
component, guidance information on mitigation measures were compiled into a series of 
tables relative to: off-road engines; on-road engines; harbor craft; ocean-going vessels; 
locomotives; fugitive dust; and, greenhouse gases.  These mitigation measure tables are 
on the CEQA webpages portion of the SCAQMD’s website.  Staff will continue 
compiling tables of mitigation measures for other emission sources including airport 
ground support equipment, etc. 
 
As resources permit, staff focuses on reviewing and preparing comments for projects: 
where the SCAQMD is a responsible agency; that may have significant adverse regional 
air quality impacts (e.g., special event centers, landfills, goods movement, etc.); that may 
have localized or toxic air quality impacts (e.g., warehouse and distribution centers); 
where environmental justice concerns have been raised; and those projects for which a 
lead or responsible agency has specifically requested SCAQMD review.  If the 
SCAQMD staff provided written comments to the lead agency as noted in the column 
“Comment Status”, there is a link to the “SCAQMD Letter” under the Project 
Description.  In addition, if the SCAQMD staff testified at a hearing for the proposed 
project, a notation is provided under the “Comment Status.”  If there is no notation that 
the SCAQMD staff testified, then staff did not provide testimony at a hearing for the 
proposed project. 
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During the period February 1, 2014 through February 28, 2014, the SCAQMD received 
94 CEQA documents.  Of the total of 112 documents listed in Attachments A and B: 
 
• 15 comment letters were sent; 
• 33 documents were reviewed, but no comments were made; 
• 33 documents are currently under review; 
• 8 documents did not require comments (e.g., public notices, plot plans, Final 

Environmental Impact Reports); 
• 4 documents were not reviewed; and 
• 19 were screened without additional review. 
 
Copies of all comment letters sent to lead agencies can be found on the SCAQMD’s 
CEQA webpage at the following internet address:  www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html.  
 
SCAQMD Lead Agency Projects (Attachment C) – Pursuant to CEQA, the SCAQMD 
periodically acts as lead agency for stationary source permit projects.  Under CEQA, the 
lead agency is responsible for determining the type of CEQA document to be prepared if 
the proposal is considered to be a “project” as defined by CEQA.  For example, an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is prepared when the SCAQMD, as lead agency, 
finds substantial evidence that the proposed project may have significant adverse effects 
on the environment.  Similarly, Negative Declaration (ND) or Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (MND) may be prepared if the SCAQMD determines that the proposed 
project will not generate significant adverse environmental impacts, or the impacts can be 
mitigated to less than significance.  The ND and MND are written statements describing 
the reasons why proposed projects will not have a significant adverse effect on the 
environment and, therefore, do not require the preparation of an EIR. 
 
Attachment C to this report summarizes the active projects for which the SCAQMD is 
lead agency and is currently preparing or has prepared environmental documentation.  
Through the end of February, the SCAQMD received no new requests to be the lead 
agency for stationary source permit application projects.  As noted in Attachment C, 
through the end of February 2014, the SCAQMD continued working on the CEQA 
documents for nine active projects.   
 
Through the end of February 2014, SCAQMD staff has been responsible for preparing or 
having prepared CEQA documents for ten permit application projects, all continuing 
from 2013.    
 
Attachments 
A. Incoming CEQA Documents Log 
B. Ongoing Active Projects for Which SCAQMD Has or Will Conduct a CEQA 
 Review 
C. Active SCAQMD Lead Agency Projects 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html


*Sorted by Land Use Type (in order of land uses most commonly associated with air quality impacts), followed by County, then date received. 
# - Project has potential environmental justice concerns due to the nature and/or location of the project. 
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ATTACHMENT A* INCOMING CEQA 
DOCUMENTS LOG FEBRUARY 1, 2014 TO 

FEBRUARY 28, 2014 
 

SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Warehouse & Distribution Centers The proposed project consists of designing, constructing, and operating an approximately 742,142 
square feet "high-cube" logistics warehouse.  In addition to the warehouse building, the proposed 
project may include two potential office uses totaling approximately 35,000 square feet. 

 
Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: N/A 

Response to 
Comments 

City of Fontana Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

SBC140213-03 
Sierra Industrial Warehouse Project 

Warehouse & Distribution Centers The proposed project includes the construction and operation of a 2,2448,638 square feet of 
distribution warehouse in six buildings.  The buildings range in size from 106,106 to 862,035 square 
feet. 

 
Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/13/2014 

Final 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Moreno 
Valley 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 SBC140225-03 

ProLogis Eucalyptus Industrial Park EIR 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of considering the Coastal Development Permit for the Fisherman's 
Pride Processor, Inc., DBA Neptune Foods, to establish a seafood processing facility at 338 Cannery 
Street. 

 
 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/4/2014 - 2/13/2014 Public Hearing: 2/14/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

Port of Los  
Angeles 

Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

LAC140204-08 
Fisherman's Pride Processor, Inc., DBA 
Neptune Foods-To Establish a Seafood 
Processing Facility at 338 Cannery 
Street 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of a lot split to separate an approximately 25,852 square-foot parcel at 
the northwestern corner of the Museum Square Site.  Following the lot split, the existing surface 
parking lot would be demolished, allowing for the construction of a new 13-story, approximately 
249,500 square-foot commercial office building and the addition of two new levels of parking to the 
existing five-level parking structure. 

Comment Period: 2/6/2014 - 3/24/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Los 
 Angeles 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140207-02 
Museum Square Office Project 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of adoption and implementation of the Carson Revitalization Project 
(CRP) Specific Plan.  The Plan provides land use and infrastructure planning of the East and West 
Distribution Facilities as well as the Revitalization Areas within the proposed project site. The CRP 
proposes up to an additional 83,000 square feet of retail and 1,580,000 square feet of mixed 
industrial and business park uses. 

Comment Period: 2/11/2014 - 3/26/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Carson Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140211-04 

Shell Oil Products US Carson 
Revitalization Project 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of an oil drilling and production project on a 1.3-acre site.  Oil and gas 
pipelines constructed and used by the Project would extend from the Project Site to area refineries. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 4/14/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Hermosa 
Beach 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140213-01 
E & B Oil Drilling & Production Project 
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SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of partial demolition of an existing two-story commercial building, 
and the construction of a new three-story commercial building with floor commercial and office and 
upper floors at 2141-2145 East Cesar Chavez Avenue, and the demolition of an existing single 
family residence for the construction of a new public parking lot with 22 spaces. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Los Angeles Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140219-12 
ENV-2013-2746/ 314-318 N. Chicago 
St.; Boyle Heights 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of the construction of a 113,760 square-foot office building; a 137,229 
square-foot parking structure with 450 parking spaces; a fence/hedge up to ten feet in height; and 
related on-site improvements such as driveways, landscaping, and lighting. 

 
Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/20/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Burbank Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140219-14 

Nickelodeon Office Building Project 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of a 2.27-mile long re-route of a segment of a petroleum pipeline (line 
63) and approximately 2,000 linear feet of Horizontal Directional Drilling.  The new locations would 
avoid a concentration of geologic hazards located along the existing Line 63 alignment, within a 
deep canyon between Fisher Springs Road and the Old Ridge Route.  The proposed action would 
relocate the pipeline into a previously disturbed pipeline corridor, along an existing oil pipeline.  The 
re-route alignment is proposed based on the presence of fewer geologic hazards, accessibility and 
constructability of the route. 

Comment Period: 2/18/2014 - 3/20/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Community 
Notice 

US Department of 
Agriculture 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140221-03 

Line 63 Re-Route Project 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of a Conditional Use Permit to allow the establishment, operation and 
maintenance of a food processing use involving vinegar. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/10/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Santa Fe 
Springs 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140228-02 
CUP No. 749 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of a contractor storage yard with five graded pads ranging from 26,000 
square-foot to 171,000 square-foot for a total of 574,833 square feet of storage area, several basins 
and an office trailer with paved parking and ADA access. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/11/2014 - 2/27/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Initial Project 
Consultation 

County of Riverside Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

RVC140211-10 
Plot Plan No. 25507 
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SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Industrial and Commercial The proposed project consists of a request for approval of modifications to the existing Waste 
Management facility to upgrade the existing Compressed Natural Gas fueling facility to include the 
addition of fueling stalls for waste management trucks; a new public CNG fueling island; and the 
addition of landscaping and privacy fencing along Redwood Avenue. 

 
Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 2/19/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Chino Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

SBC140211-06 
PL13-0629 & PL13-0630 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of replacing an existing public water distribution main beneath 
portions of Roscoe Boulevard, Reseda Boulevard, Etiwanda Avenue, Cantara Street, and Strathern 
Street with approximately 6500 feet of earthquake resistant ductile iron pipe. 

 
Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 3/14/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

Los Angeles 
Department of 
Water and Power 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140213-04 
Reseda Boulevard Pipeline Project 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of an environmental investigation at the Pacific Palisades Village 
located near the corner of Sunset Boulevard and Swarthmore Avenue, in Pacific Palisades, and 
request for feedback. 

 
Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 2/3/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Community 
Notice 

Department of 
Toxic Substances 
Control 

Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

LAC140213-08 
Pacific Palisades Village 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of an environmental investigation at the former Olympic Base, located 
at 2424 East Olympic Boulevard in Los Angeles.  The Site was once a gas manufacturing plant, 
where oil was converted into gas for lighting, heating, and cooking.  During a recent site 
investigation, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, petroleum hydrocarbons, and polycyclic biphenyls 
and lead were detected in shallow soils at different locations throughout the Site. 

Comment Period: 2/20/2014 - 2/28/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Community 
Notice 

Department of 
Toxic Substances 
Control 

Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

LAC140220-01 
Former Olympic Base 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of the replacement of approximately 5,700 linear feet of sewer line 
presently located in the active channel of the Santa Clara River.  The new sewer line would be 
constructed in adjacent upland areas located on or along the north bank of the Santa Clarita River. 
The existing sewer would be taken out of operation, then capped and left in space in accordance with 
applicable requirements.  All exposed portions of the existing manholes associated with the existing 
sewer line would be removed.  In summary, each manhole would be capped and cut approximately 
two feet below the existing bed elevation of the River. 

Comment Period: 2/18/2014 - 3/19/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

Newhall County 
Water District 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140221-01 
Sand Canyon Sewer Relocation Project 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of consideration of the hazardous waste permit renewal application, 
class 2 and class 3 hazardous waste permit modifications and a corrective action measures 
implementation study. 

 
Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/7/2014 

Community 
Notice 

Department of 
Toxic Substances 
Control 

Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

LAC140225-08 
Philbro-Tech facility 
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SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of a Conditional Use Permit to allow establishment, operation, and 
maintenance of a metal recycling facility within a 75,500 square-foot freestanding building. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/10/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Santa Fe 
Springs 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140228-01 
CUP No. 753 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of improving the riparian habitat to increase fish passage opportunities 
in Silverado,  Trabuco, Holy Jim, and San Juan Creeks. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: N/A 

Community 
Notice 

US Department of 
Agriculture 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140218-01 
Trabuco District Dam Removal 
Environmental Assessment 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project would allow for the development of a landfill gas renewable energy project on 
an approximately three acre previously disturbed site at the Frank R. Bowerman (FRB) Landfill. The 
project would allow BP to construct and operate a Landfill Gas Renewable Energy Facility at the 
FRB Landfill that would convert landfill gas, currently delivered to the Southern California Edison 
distribution system, with a small portion used for on-site facility power. 

Comment Period: 2/20/2014 - 3/24/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft Negative 
Declaration 

County of Orange Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 ORC140220-04 

FRB Landfill - 11002 Bee Canyon 
Access Road, Irvine, CA 92602 

Waste and Water-related The proposed Addendum to the April 2009 Final Environmental Impact Report for the Western 
Riverside County Regional Wastewater Treatment Plan Enhancement and Expansion Project 
includes an updated air quality study to reflect an updated construction schedule. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: N/A 

Addendum to 
a Final 

Environmental 
Impact Report 

Western Riverside 
County Regional 
Wastewater 
Authority 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

RVC140204-02 
Western Riverside County Regional 
Wastewater Treatment Plan 
Enhancement and Expansion Project 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project also consists of constructing a 33 kilovolt (kV) substation within the existing 
site and the installation of a  33-kV duct bank on Diaz Road, through a franchise with the City of 
Temecula, and within the existing Southern California Edison easement.  The proposed project will 
expand the Temecula Valley Regional Water Reclamation facility from 18 million gallons per day 
(MGD) to 23 MGD. 

 
Comment Period: 2/7/2014 - 3/10/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

Eastern Municipal 
Water District 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

RVC140212-04 
Temecula Valley Regional Water 
Reclamation Facility 23 MGD 
Expansion Project 
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DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
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Transportation The proposed project consists of converting a multi-lane roundabout of two travel lanes entering 
from each quadrant, and between one and two travel lanes exiting each quadrant of the roundabout. 
One bypass lane is proposed in the northeast quadrant. The roundabout would incorporate bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities, as well as landscaping, fencing and other design elements. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/20/2014 - 3/24/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Agoura 
Hills 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140220-03 
Kanan Road and Agoura Road 
Roundabout Project 

Transportation The proposed project consists of widening an approximately 3,000 foot-long portion of Riverside 
Avenue, to include four travel lanes.  In addition, an approximate 2,000 linear foot portion of 
Riverside Avenue, between Ayala Drive and Cedar Avenue will be restriped to accommodate four 
travel lanes, two in either direction. 

 
Comment Period: 2/27/2014 - 3/24/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Rialto Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

SBC140227-02 
Widening of Riverside Avenue Between 
Ayala Drive and Cedar Avenue 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of a permit for a proposed 53,500 square-foot K-8 Charter School for 
1,020 students to be constructed on a two-acre site. 

 
 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Los Angeles Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140219-06 
ENV-2013-2101/ 5157 S. Crenshaw 
Blvd.; West Adams-Baldwin Hills- 
Leimert 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of Plan approval for an updated Master Plan for the existing Middle 
School campus, to permit the removal of five temporary classrooms, occupying a total floor area of 
approximately 5,760 square feet; the construction, operation, and maintenance of approximately 
13,210 square feet of additional classroom/accessory use floor area.  No increase in maximum 
student enrollment or maximum permitted floor area is proposed. 

 
Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Los Angeles Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140219-10 
ENV-2013-3662/ 19800 W. Devonshire 
St.; Chatsworth-Porter Ranch 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of seismic retrofit and upgrades to the existing Auditorium Building 
and the renovation of the building interior finishes and upgrades to light fixtures and the fire alarm, 
electrical infrastructure, plumbing, mechanical, and sprinkler systems.  The project will also involve 
the removal of soils impacted by lead and polychlorinated biphenyls from the areas around, and 
adjacent to, the Auditorium Building and Band Room Building areas.  These soils will be disposed 
of offsite at appropriately permitted waste disposal facilities. 

Comment Period: 2/24/2014 - 3/25/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

Long Beach 
Unified School 
District 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140225-02 
Polytechnic High School Auditorium 
AB 300 Project 
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Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of improvements to the existing Archer campus totaling 75,930 square 
feet of net new floor area, including the replacement of the existing 30,071 square-foot North Wing 
of the Main Building with a 39,701 square-foot renovated North Wing, and the development of an 
approximately 41,400 square-foot Multipurpose Facility, a 22,600 square-foot Performing Arts 
Center, a 7,400 square-foot Visual Arts Center, and an Aquatics Center with a 2,300 square-foot 
support facility.  Parking would be provided in a new underground parking structure.  The two 
adjacent properties currently owned by Archer would be incorporated into the Archer Campus part of 
a new Vesting Conditional Use Permit for Private School, and the existing residences on those 
properties would be removed to accommodate the Project. 

Comment Period: 2/27/2014 - 4/14/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Los Angeles Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140227-01 
Archer Forward: Campus Preservation 
and Improvement Plan 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a new six-level 94,000 gross 
square-foot research laboratory facility in the Core zone of the campus, east of Westwood Plaza 
terminus and north of Strathmore Place.  The Engineering VI - Phase 2 Building would house the 
UCLA Department of Computer Science. 

 
Comment Period: 2/12/2014 - 3/13/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

University of 
California, Los 
Angeles Campus 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140212-02 
UCLA Engineering VI - Phase 2 
Building Project 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of approximately 63,000 square-feet of building space.  The site plan 
includes seven buildings planned as a modern school campus with centrally located administration 
and library facilities and classrooms arrayed around it. The permanent facilities associated with the 
proposed school would include one main classroom building and two smaller classroom buildings 
totaling 27 classrooms. 

Comment Period: 2/14/2014 - 3/15/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

Irvine Unified 
School District 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140213-02 
Portola Springs Elementary School 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of developing an approximately 19.5-acre site as an active park with 
lighted playing fields and a stadium with associated parking and concession areas. The project site 
currently exists as the Ball Road Basin, a recharge basin which has an approximately 220 acre-foot 
holding capacity and captures overflow from the adjacent Burris Recharge Basin and storm water 
runoff from the Orange County Flood Control District facilities.  As part of the proposed project, the 
basin would be filled with engineered soil and the City would develop a park. 

Comment Period: 2/21/2014 - 3/17/2014 Public Hearing: 3/3/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Anaheim Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 ORC140221-02 

Ball Road Basin Park Project 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of the development and operation of a 3,500-seat grandstand, 
competition-level field lights, a PA system, and a concession/restroom building at the track and field, 
as well as an aquatic center with competition-lighting and a 12-lane swimming pool. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/27/2014 - 3/31/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

San Bernardino 
City Unified 
School District 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 SBC140227-03 

Indian Springs High School Athletic 
Facilities Improvements 
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Medical Facility The proposed project consists of a new specific plan on the project site.  A site master plan has been 
developed and includes both short-term and long-range planning goals that cover construction over a 
30-year period.  The primary focus of Phase I of the proposed project is to construct a new hospital 
bed tower to alleviate seismic concerns associated with existing buildings and to meet seismic 
retrofit requirements.  Phase II of the proposed project also addresses seismic concerns and includes 
potential future long-range development. 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Riverside Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

RVC140207-01 
Riverside Community Hospital Specific 
Plan Expansion Project 

Retail The proposed project consists of improvements that would result in approximately 47,550 net square 
feet of new facilities and approximately 48,750 net new square feet of outdoor plaza within the 
project site, for a total of 96,300 square feet.  The project include rehabilitation and improvements to 
the existing Amphitheatre and development of the Ford Terrace, the Ford Plaza, the Transit Center 
and a hiking trail. 

Comment Period: 2/12/2014 - 3/11/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

County of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140212-01 

The Ford Theatres Project 

Retail The proposed project consists of an expansion and remodel of the Peninsula Shopping Center, 
providing for a new increase of 16,579 square feet of commercial building space, increasing the 
center's total size to 310,776 square feet. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 3/4/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Rolling 
Hills 

No review 
conducted - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140213-07 
Peninsula Shopping Center 
Revitalization Project 

Retail The proposed project consists of redeveloping an existing 25,519.6 square-foot site for a new hotel. 
An existing 8,396 square-foot motel will be demolished in order to construct a new four-story hotel 
providing 73 guest rooms and one manager's unit. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/26/2014 - 3/19/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Los Angeles Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140226-05 
ENV-2013-3555/ 5746 N. Sepulveda 
Blvd.; Van Nuys-North Sherman Oaks 

Retail The proposed project consists of a Conditional Use Permit, a request to construct a new 4,335 square- 
foot restaurant with a drive-thru aisle at 14871 Imperial Highway, within the Imperial Highway 
Specific Plan Zoning District.  Construction of the new restaurant will include the demolition of an 
existing 6,168 square-foot restaurant. 

 
Comment Period: 2/26/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Initial Project 
Consultation 

City of La Mirada Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140226-08 
Conditional Permit No. 306 and 
Variance No. 163 
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Retail The proposed project includes 18 buildings consisting of 526,800 square feet that would cover 
approximately 24 percent of the total site.  These buildings would be anchored by two large major 
retail stores (approximately sized at 160,000 square feet and 140,760 square feet). The project also 
includes a gas station. 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/5/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Menifee Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

RVC140225-04 
Junction at Menifee Valley 

Retail The proposed project consists of a three-phased project approved through a Conditional Use Permit 
for the demolition and reconstruction of a service station and approximately 2,400 square-foot 
convenience store and removal of an existing pole-mounted sign and installation of a new 66 square- 
foot monument sign. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/4/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Highlands Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 SBC140225-05 

Design Review Application (DRA-12- 
006) and Accessory Sign Review (ASR- 
13-006) for Conditional Use Permit 
(Cup-08-012) 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a mixed-use project that would include approximately 26,000 
square feet of retail use at street level, 274,000 square feet of office use in a tower structure, and 
1,118 parking spaces on a 1.55-acre site.  The improvements would comprise approximately 300,000 
square feet of new floor area and would replace the existing surface parking lot to be up to 18 stories 
and approximately 260 feet in height. 

Comment Period: 2/5/2014 - 3/10/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140205-07 

5901 Sunset 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a mixed-use project of 90 multi-family residential units, 18,000 
square feet of medical office space, 1,000 square feet of restaurant, counter service with limited 
seating, 1,200 square feet of activity room, and outdoor amenities on a 0.99-acre parcel. 

 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Glendale Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140207-03 

507-525 W. Colorado Mixed-Use 
Project 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of demolishing one six-unit apartment building, one four-unit 
apartment building, one single-family dwelling, and one guest house, and the construction of a 49- 
unit apartment building on two adjoining lots totaling 30,064 square feet.  The project side is 49,792 
square feet of floor area.  Four of the 49 units will be low income.   Project will include 2,900 cubic 
yards of dirt to be cut, 100 cubic yards will be fill, and 2,800 cubic yards will be exported. 

 
Comment Period: 2/1/2014 - 3/5/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140211-01 
ENV-2013-3201/ 6906-6908 N. Vesper 
Avenue; Van Nuys-North Sherman Oaks 
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LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The original proposed project consists of a mixed-use residential development consisting of 378 
condominium units and approximately 8,000 square feet of retail/restaurant space, with 883 parking 
spaces and a maximum height of 490 feet.  The revised project involves the construction of a new 
mixed-use development consisting of 377 apartment units and 8,460 square feet of retail/restaurant 
spaces, with 710 parking spaces and a maximum height of 90 feet. 

 
Comment Period: 2/11/2014 - 3/5/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Los 
Angeles 

No review 
conducted - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140211-03 
ENV-2005-7521-REC-1/ 3670 West 
Wilshire Boulevard, 651-689 South 
Hobart Boulevard; Wilshire 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a request for approval of a Development Review to modify the 
exterior façade of an existing 51,252 square-foot building on a 3.59 gross acre lot.  A Tentative 
Parcel Map is also being requested to convert the existing building into office condominiums and 
subdivide air space for 21 units. 

 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 2/25/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Diamond 
Bar 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140214-04 
Tentative Parcel Map No. 72730 and 
Development Review - Planning Case 
No. PL 2013-138 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of the construction, use and maintenance of a proposed new mixed-
use building which will include 44 residential units and  2,950 square feet of ground floor retail 
space. 

 
 
 
 

        

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140219-01 
ENV-2013-1303/ 7120-7130 W. Sunset 
Blvd. and 1440 North Detroit Street; 
Hollywood 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a permit to merge two lots for the subdivision and construction of a 
five-story, 21-unit condominium building on a 12,786 square-foot site.  The existing buildings on- 
site will be demolished. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140219-03 
ENV-2013-3677/ 1209-1215 South 
Bedford 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of demolishing three single-family residences, and removal of 44 trees 
for the use and construction of 26 two-story single-family residential dwellings on individual lots, on 
a combined 107,108 net square-foot site after dedication. 

 
 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140219-04 
ENV-2013-3468/ 17320, 17330, and 
17344 West Vanowen Street, 6738 
North Andasol Avenue; Reseda-West 
Van Nuys 
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General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of the demolition of the existing surface public parking lot and the 
construction of a seven-story, mixed-use project with 263 residential apartment units and 
approximately 14,500 square feet of ground floor retail space.  The project will also include the 
export of approximately 60,000 cubic yards of soil. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/19/2014 - 3/12/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Los Angeles Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140219-05 
ENV-2013-3138/ 924-960 S. Olive 
Street, and 321 W. Olympic Boulevard; 
Central City 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a mixed-use development that would include 241 residential units, 
43,000 square feet, and 750 parking spaces on an approximately 3.9-acre site. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/20/2014 - 3/22/2014 Public Hearing: 3/5/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Burbank Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140220-05 

Talaria at Burbank Mixed-Use Project 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of the subdivision of a 6,786 net square-foot site into four lots, for 
four single-family residences.  The project involves the demolition of an existing duplex. 

 
 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/26/2014 - 3/19/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Los Angeles Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 LAC140226-07 

ENV-2013-3522/ 1403 N. Bates Ave.; 
Hollywood 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a new 23-unit single family project on a parcel of land that is on the 
City's Historical Register. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/4/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Santa Ana Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140204-05 
Final Environmental Impact Report No. 
2011-01, Variance No. 2012-04, and 
Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 2012- 
02 for property at 1584 East Santa Clara 
Avenue 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of Development Agreement and Tentative Tract Map to demolish an 
approximately 65,575 square-foot industrial office building and construct a 108-unit townhome 
development including site and open space improvements on 5.66 acres of land. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/5/2014 - 2/26/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Buena Park No review 
conducted - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140205-09 
Orangethorpe & Magnolia Townhome 
Project 
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General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of constructing 28 new detached homes and the subdivision of three 
lots into 28 air-right condominiums.  Each residence will be a two-story structure and will contain 
between 1,510 square feet and 2,115 square feet of living area. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/3/2014 - 2/24/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft Negative 
Declaration 

City of Santa Ana Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140211-05 
Fifth and New Hope Detached Homes 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a five-story, 240-unit apartment complex at a density of 58 dwelling 
units per acre with a six-story parking structure with 465 parking spaces four outdoor on-grade 
parking spaces. 

 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 2/24/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Costa 
Mesa 

No review 
conducted - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140213-06 
GP-13-02; CO-13-02; R-13-02; PA-13- 
11 125 East Baker Street Apartments 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a mixed-use development consisting of a hotel and 33 townhouse- 
style villas.  The proposed hotel would consist of 136 guest rooms in 69,282 square feet, a spa, a 
restaurant, and event space. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/14/2014 - 3/17/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of San Juan 
Capistrano 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140218-03 
San Juan Hotel & Villas 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of the subdivision of 36.68 acres of land into a total of 12 single 
family residential lots and lots for common purposes. The retention basin serving the entire proposed 
tract is located on the northeastern portion of the project site adjacent to an existing entrance drive 
and parking lot of Rancho Mirage High School. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/MNDranchobella.pdf 

 
Comment Period: 1/31/2014 - 3/1/2014 Public Hearing: 3/20/2014 

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Rancho 
Mirage 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/28/2014 

RVC140204-01 
Rancho Bella 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a Development Plan to construct a 140-unit attached residential 
project consisting of 13 buildings, including two-story townhomes and three-story walk-up flats, a 
pool, and clubhouse for residents. 

 
Comment Period: 2/14/2014 - 3/17/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Temecula Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 RVC140213-05 

Shearwater Creek 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of annexation of 421.2 acres into the City of Corona.  The annexation 
is accompanied by a tentative tract map to subdivide approximately 271 acres into 291 single family 
residential lots. 

 
Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 3/5/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Corona Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 RVC140213-09 

Skyline Heights Project 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html
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General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a specific plan for a 169.6-acre site comprising a mixture of 
residential, commercial retail, recreation, and open space land uses.  The plan proposes the 
development of a 169.6-acre site with up to 1,084 residential dwelling units; a 5.8-acre commercial 
retail site; a Heritage Park on 5.0 acres; a community park on 6.1 acres; neighborhood parks on 5.9 
acres; a covered irrigation storage pond on 1.4 acres; and drainage and a detention basin on 16.7 
acres. 

Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 3/31/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

County of 
Riverside 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

RVC140214-01 
Oasis Date Gardens 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of implementing a residential and open space development on an 
approximately 32.044-acre site. The project includes three applications that allow development of 
the Project site:  General Plan Amendment GPA-011-3031, Zone Change ZC-011-3035, and 
Tentative Tract Map TTM-011-3030.  The General Plan and Zone Change proposes to change the 
General Plan and Zone Change designations on the property from open space to residential 
designations.  If the General Plan and Zone designations are approved by the City, this will allow for 
mixed single- family residential development. 

Comment Period: 2/14/2014 - 3/17/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Murrieta Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

RVC140218-02 
Bear Creek Project 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of subdividing 61.6 acres into 103 single family residential lots in the 
proposed R-1-12 (12,000 square-foot lots) zone, east of Laurel Canyon Road and north of Shadow 
Valley Drive. 

 
Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/6/2014 

Initial Project 
Consultation 

City of Corona Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 RVC140225-07 

TTM 36533 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a subdivision of one lot for condominium purposes and to construct 
94 single-family detached condominium units located in the East Chino Specific Plan.  The project 
also includes a request to adopt an addendum to the Chino General Plan update Environmental 
Impact Report. 

 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 2/19/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Chino Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

SBC140211-07 
PL13-0345, PL13-0346, and Addendum 
to the Chino General Plan EIR for the 
Fern & Riverside Residential Project 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of an application to amend the Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan 
to delete Land Use Plan Policy No. 2.78 and amend Land Use Plan Chapter 5 (Land Use 
Designations); amend the Local Coastal Program Local Implementation Plan to incorporate the 
Malibu Coast Estate Planned Development Ordinance; amend the Malibu Municipal Code to add a 
corollary Zoning Text Amendment; and for the subdivision of a 24 acre property in seven individual 
parcels, dedication of 1.74 acres to the City of Malibu for active and passive recreational uses yet to 
be planned and designed; and a voluntary dedication of a 6.23 acre conservation easement to the 
Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority. 

 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 2/24/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Malibu Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140204-07 
Crummer Site Subdivision - 
Environmental Impact Report No. 09- 
001, Local Coastal Program Amendment 
No. 12-001, Zoning Text Amendment 
No. 12-001, Coastal Development Permit 
No. 07-144 and Vesting Tentative Tract 
Map No. 07-033 
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Plans and Regulations This document consists a notice of availability of the Los Angeles County Community Climate 
Action Plan. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 2/4/2014 - 3/3/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Other County of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140204-09 
Los Angeles County Community 
Climate Action Plan 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of a change of zone designation of 28 parcels and a Specific Plan/ 
Zoning Amendment to clarify sections of the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan (DNSP) 
Development Code and to keep the DNSP current. 

 
 

Comment Period: 1/18/2014 - 2/18/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft Negative 
Declaration 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

LAC140205-01 
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of the City of Pomona General Plan Update, Corridors, Specific Plan, 
Active Transportation Plan and Green Plan.  These updates to the 1976 General Plan establish the 
community's vision for the development of the City through the year 2035, and provide the 
fundamental land use policy framework for the City. 

 
 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/3/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Pomona Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

LAC140211-09 
City-initiated General Plan Amendment 
(GPA 13-007); Change of Zone (CS 13- 
0006); Specific Plan Amendment (SPA 
13-004); the Active Transportation 
Plan; and the Green Plan 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project is a comprehensive revision of the adopted 1999 City of Los Angeles 
Transportation Element of the General Plan that will guide mobility decisions in the City through 
year 2035.  The proposed Mobility Plan 2035 includes: (1) Policies - that support the goals and 
objectives; (2) an Enhanced Complete Street System - that prioritizes selected roadways for 
pedestrian, bicycle, transit, or vehicle enhancements; (3) an Action Plan - That prioritizes actions 
necessary for implementing the policies and programs; (4) a Complete Street Manual - that describes 
and identifies implementation procedures for the City's expanded Street Standards and Guidelines; 
and (5) a Bicycle Plan - incorporated into this plan since the previous 2010 Bicycle Plan was 
adopted in 2011. 

Comment Period: 2/13/2014 - 5/13/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140214-02 
City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of the City's General Plan Designation for the site from Resource Area 
to Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential, Open Space Park and Open Space and 
from Low Density Residential to Open Space.  The project would also change the City's General 
Plan to remove portions of the project site from the 1975 East Orange General Plan (approximately 
40.3 acres and Orange Park Acres Plan (approximately 56.45 acres).  Four distinct Planning Areas 
are proposed under a new project area Specific Plan. 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 2/19/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Orange Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

ORC140204-04 
Development Agreement 5825 for an 
Application known as Rio Santiago 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html
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Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of a Zoning Ordinance Amendment and Local Coastal Program 
Amendment 14-31 to amend Laguna Beach Municipal Code Chapter 25.17 relating to second 
residential unit development standards. 

 
 
 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/11/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Laguna 
Beach 

Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

ORC140204-06 
Zoning Ordinance Amendment and 
Local Coastal Program Amendment 14- 
31 to amend Laguna Beach Municipal 
Code Chapter 25.17 relating to second 
residential unit development standards. 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of a General Plan Amendment and Zone Change involved in the City 
of Irvine's Planning Area 17 and PC 33, in Orange County, California.  The project includes 
development of the 77.2 acre project site. 

 
 

Comment Period: 2/3/2014 - 3/5/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Irvine Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

ORC140205-08 
Planning Areas 17/33 - General Plan 
Amendment and Zone Change 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of developing a Specific Plan on an approximately 88 acre site in the 
eastern portion of the City.  The College Town Specific Plan would be adopted as ordinance and 
serve as the zoning for the project site.  It would establish the necessary plan, development 
standards, regulations, infrastructure requirements, design guidelines, and implementation programs 
for subsequent project-related development activities. 

Comment Period: 2/25/2014 - 4/7/2014 Public Hearing: 3/13/2014 

Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Fullerton Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 ORC140225-01 

College Town Specific Plan 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of the Strategic Plan which implements strategies for revitalization of 
the Chicago-Linden neighborhood located in the City's Eastside neighborhood.  The project involves 
action by the City, Housing Authority, and neighborhood residents and property owners to improve 
and maintain public and private areas within the project area, including the redevelopment of some 
lands, the improvement of existing properties and the re-purposing of some properties. 

Comment Period: 2/12/2014 - 3/3/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

City of Riverside Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

RVC140212-03 
Chicago/Linden Strategic Plan 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of subdividing 65.80 gross acres into 274 single family lots and three 
lettered lots.  A General Plan Amendment to amend the project area from Specific Plan to R-6,000 
from the City of Perris General Plan land use element, and a Zone Change to re-zone to  project area 
from R-10,000 to R-6,000. 

 
Comment Period: 2/18/2014 - 3/10/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Initial Project 
Consultation 

City of Perris Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

RVC140218-04 
TTM 3648, ZC 14-02-004, GPA 14-02- 
0003 
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Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of a proposal to reconfigure planning area boundaries within the 
portion of the Specific Plan area located north of Salt Creek; modify the range of lot sizes available 
within the plan; and incorporate minor changes to the recreational amenities provided within the 
community. The Change of Zone proposes to amend the Specific Plan Zoning Ordinance in 
accordance with the proposed Specific Plan Amendment, in particular related to the minimum lot 
size changes and other development standards. The Tract Map proposes a Schedule A subdivision of 
29.6 gross acres into 109 single family residential lots and eight open space lots.  The Tentative Tract 
Map proposes a Schedule A Subdivision of 292.34 gross acres into 1,008 single family residential 
lots with a minimum lot sizes ranging between 5,000 square feet to 7,200 square feet and 44 lots for 
open space. 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 3/5/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Menifee Document 
does not 
require 
comments 

RVC140225-06 
Audie Murphy Ranch Specific Plan 
Amendment No. 5 (SPA No. 2012-033, 
Change of Zone No. 2012-094, 
Tentative Tract Map No. 2012-141, 
Tentative Tract Map No. 2012-142 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of a request to change the existing General Plan land use designation 
from General Commercial to Residential 12 and the East Chino Specific Plan land use designation 
from Village Commercial to Residential 14 for approximately 11.4 acres of land within the East 
Chino Specific Plan.  An amendment to the East Chino Specific Plan is proposed to allow for small 
lot single-family units in the Residential 14 land use designation, modifications to street sections for 
Fern and Euclid Avenues, and several cleanup provisions due to the land use change. 

 
Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: 1/29/2014 

Notice of a 
Public Hearing 

City of Chino Document 
reviewed - 
No 
comments 
sent 

SBC140214-03 
PL13-0603, PL13-0604 (East Chino 
Specific Plan Amendment, and 
Addendum to the Chino General Plan 
EIR for Brewart Residential Project) 

 TOTAL DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AND REVIEWED THIS REPORTING PERIOD: 75  
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ONGOING ACTIVE PROJECTS FOR WHICH SCAQMD HAS 

OR IS CONTINUING TO CONDUCT A CEQA REVIEW 
 

SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Industrial and Commercial This document consists of OXY USA, Inc. proposing the construction and operation of a new oil and 
gas production facility to develop a portion of the Dominguez Oil Field that has been out of 
production for many years.  The proposed Project will be designed and constructed to incorporate an 
existing oil and gas test well. 

 
Comment Period: 1/23/2014 - 3/10/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

City of Carson Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

LAC140123-01 
OXY USA Inc. Dominguez Oil Field 
Development Project 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of the administration, construction, and implementation of the 
Lakeland Village Master Drainage Plan (MDP).  The MDP will aid local jurisdictions in planning 
for new development and infrastructure. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 1/28/2014 - 3/14/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

 a Draft Program 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

Riverside 
County Flood 
Control and 
Water 
Conservation 
District 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

RVC140129-08 
Lakeland Village Master Drainage Plan 

Transportation The proposed project consists of the Wildomar Off-Highway Vehicle Management Plan.  The plan 
would cover a popular and unique recreation resource serving Riverside and Orange Counties. 

 
 
 

Comment Period: N/A Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of  

a Draft 
Environmental 

Assessment 

United 
States 
Department 
of 
Agriculture 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 

RVC140103-03 
Wildomar Off-Highway Vehicle 
Management Plan 

Transportation The proposed project consists of a project to improve west-east transportation in western Riverside 
County between Interstate 215 in the west and State Route 79 in the east. The project is a proposed 
16-mile transportation corridor designed to relieve local and regional traffic congestion between the 
City of Perris and San Jacinto and surrounding Riverside County communities. 

Comment Period: 1/31/2014 - 3/17/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Recirculated Draft 
Environmental 
Impact Report 

Riverside 
County 
Transportation 
Commission 

Document 
under review 
as of 2/28/14 RVC140131-01 

Mid County Parkway Project 

Warehouse & Distribution Centers The proposed project consists of the construction of three industrial buildings totaling 494,00 square 
feet on a site currently improved as a paved surface parking lot.  These buildings would have an open 
floor plan and are intended for light industrial, light manufacturing, warehouse, office, and/or 
research and development land uses.  The project is located at the southeast corner of Lakewood 
Boulevard and Conant Street near the Long Beach Airport. 
Http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPpacificpointe.pdf 

Comment Period: 1/22/2014 - 2/20/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Long 
Beach 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

LAC140124-08 
Pacific Pointe East Development Project 

Warehouse & Distribution Centers The proposed project consists of two industrial buildings that will have sizes of approximately 
960,000 square feet and 1,600,000 square feet for a total of approximately 2,560,000 square feet of 
floor area. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPI-10gateway.pdf 

Comment Period: 1/7/2014 - 2/6/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

County of 
Riverside 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

RVC140107-03 
I-10 Gateway Center Project 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPpacificpointe.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPpacificpointe.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPI-10gateway.pdf
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SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Airports The proposed project consists of SoCal OAPM Metroplex, which involves flight procedure 
optimization at airports located within the Southern California Metroplex area.  The purpose of the 
proposed SoCal OAPM is to improve the efficiency of the airspace using more current navigation 
technology called Area Navigation (RNAV). 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPEAairspace.pdf 

 
Comment Period: 1/23/2014 - 2/22/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Environmental 

Assessment 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation - 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

ALL140123-17 
Southern California Optimization of 
Airspace and Procedures in the 
Metroplex Early Notification Letter 

Airports The proposed project consists of the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority filing 
applications with the City of Burbank to permit the development of a new 14-gate replacement 
passenger terminal building and related improvements at Bob Hope Airport and a mix of commercial 
and industrial uses adjacent to the new terminal. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPBobHope.pdf 

 
Comment Period: 1/21/2014 - 2/18/2014 Public Hearing: 2/13/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Burbank SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

LAC140121-08 
Bob Hope Airport Replacement 
Terminal and Opportunity Site 
Development Projects 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of a comprehensive program to design and construct projects 
addressing surface infrastructure repair and protection needs, while simultaneously implementing a 
plan for conducting routine O&M activities in the Orange County Operating Region in order to 
ensure continued water supply reliability. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPOCdistributionsystem.pdf 

Comment Period: 12/19/2013 - 1/24/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

the Metropolitan 
Water District of 
Southern 
California 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

LAC140103-01 
Orange County Distribution System 
Infrastructure Protection Program 

Waste and Water-related The proposed project consists of initial sediment removal, establishment of bioretention stormwater 
basins and an ongoing maintenance program. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/MNDlakegregory.pdf 

 
 
 

Comment Period: 1/27/2014 - 2/28/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Availability of 

a Draft 
Mitigated 
Negative 

Declaration 

County of San 
Bernardino 
Regional 
Parks 
Department 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/28/2014 

SBC140129-07 
Lake Gregory Sediment Management & 
Bioretention Program 

Institutional (schools, government, etc.) The proposed project consists of the Golden West College (GWC) Plan which consists of renovating 
most of its facilities, as many of the buildings currently in use have exceeded their life span, with 
some buildings dating back to the 1960s. Campus entrances would also be made to look more 
accessible to the public through visual enhancement of entryways. By improving campus 
accessibility, GWC will be more inviting to the surrounding community. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPvision2020gwc.pdf 

Comment Period: 1/9/2014 - 1/23/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

Coast Community 
College District 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

ORC140109-04 
Vision 2020 Facilities Master Plan 
PEIR, Golden West College 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPEAairspace.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPEAairspace.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPBobHope.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPOCdistributionsystem.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/MNDlakegregory.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPvision2020gwc.pdf
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SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Retail The proposed project consists of constructing a new 200,000 square-foot Walmart on a 2.54-acre site 
on the east side of Interstate 15, south of Bundy Canyon Road and west of Monte Vista Drive. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPwalmartwildo.pdf 

 
Comment Period: 1/9/2014 - 2/10/2014 Public Hearing: 1/27/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Wildomar SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

RVC140109-01 
Wildomar Walmart 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a Notice of Public Hearing and a Precise Plan and Conditional Use 
Permit for the development of a mixed-use development located at the southwest corner of Garvey 
Avenue and Atlantic Boulevard. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/MND808wgarvey.pdf 

 
 

Comment Period: 1/23/2014 - 2/11/2014 Public Hearing: 2/11/2014 

Notice of 
Availability of a 
Draft Mitigated 

Negative 
Declaration 

City of Monterey 
Park 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/12/2014 

LAC140130-01 
Construction of a New Mixed-Use 
Development at 808 West Garvey 
Avenue 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of the construction of a residential/mixed-use community comprising 
169 condominium units and approximately 2,500 square feet of commercial space. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOP34202DelObispo.pdf 

 
 

Comment Period: 1/16/2014 - 2/13/2014 Public Hearing: 1/29/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Dana  
Point 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

ORC140116-03 
Mixed-Use Project at 34202 Del Obispo 
Street 

General Land Use (residential, etc.) The proposed project consists of a Specific Plan that would coordinate the planning and future 
development of the Specific Plan area, which consists of land under separate ownerships.  The 
Section 24 Specific Plan would allow development of a mix of retail, entertainment, office, hotel 
and 
residential uses intended to complement existing and planned surrounding uses in the City of Rancho 
Mirage. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPsection24SP.pdf 

        

Notice of Intent 
to Prepare an 

Environmental 
Impact 

 Statement 

Agua Caliente 
Band of 
Cahuilla 
Indians (Tribe) 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

RVC140116-04 
Section 24 Specific Plan, Riverside 
County 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of a Specific Plan.  The proposed Land Use Plan includes a varied mix 
of residential, commercial and open space land uses. The project site is located at the former site of 
the Fred C. Nelles Youth Correctional Facility, approximately 1.3 miles east of the San Gabriel 
River/605 Freeway at 11850 Whittier Boulevard. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPLincolnSP.pdf 

Comment Period: 1/24/2014 - 2/24/2014 Public Hearing: 2/6/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Whittier SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

LAC140129-05 
Lincoln Specific Plan 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of newly enacted legislation.  Requiring new regulations for well 
stimulation and hydraulic fracturing activities. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPsb4.pdf 

 
 

Comment Period: 11/19/2013 - 1/16/2014 Public Hearing: N/A 

Notice of 
Preparation 

California 
Department of 
Conservation 

SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/13/2014 

ODP131119-12 
Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal 
Resources Regulation SB 4 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPwalmartwildo.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/MND808wgarvey.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/MND808wgarvey.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOP34202DelObispo.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPsection24SP.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPLincolnSP.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPLincolnSP.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPsb4.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPsb4.pdf
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SCAQMD LOG-IN NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF 
DOC. 

LEAD AGENCY COMMENT 
STATUS 

Plans and Regulations The proposed project consists of preparing a comprehensive update to the City's existing General 
Plan.  The update will focus on editing the existing plan to focus on City of Wildomar goals and 
policies. The effect will be to shorten the General Plan and result in policies that better reflect the 
Wildomar Vision as it exists in 2014. The City will not be changing any existing land use 
designations or circulation patterns as part of this update. The General Plan update will include the 
following mandatory elements: Land Use, Circulation and Infrastructure, Open Space, Conservation, 
Noise, and Safety. The Housing Element was recently adopted and will be incorporated into the 
update, but no changes will be made. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPGPA14001.pdf 

Comment Period: 1/29/2014 - 2/27/2014 Public Hearing: 2/18/2014 

Notice of 
Preparation 

City of Wildomar SCAQMD 
staff 
commented 
2/14/2014 

RVC140131-02 
General Plan Update (GPA 14-01) 

 

TOTAL NUMBER OF REQUESTS TO AQMD FOR DOCUMENT REVIEW THIS REPORTING PERIOD: 94 
TOTAL NUMBER OF COMMENT LETTERS SENT OUT THIS REPORTING PERIOD: 15 

TOTAL NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS REVIEWED, BUT NO COMMENTS WERE SENT: 33 
TOTAL NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS CURRENTLY UNDER REVIEW: 33 

TOTAL NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS THAT DID NOT REQUIRE COMMENTS: 8 
TOTAL NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS THAT WERE NOT REVIEWED: 4 

TOTAL NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS THAT WERE SCREENED WITHOUT ADDITIONAL REVIEW: 19 

 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/letters.html
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/igr/2014/February/NOPGPA14001.pdf


ATTACHMENT C 
ACTIVE SCAQMD LEAD AGENCY PROJECTS  

THROUGH FEBRUARY 28, 2014 

A shaded row indicates a new project.  
#=SCAQMD was contacted regarding potential environmental justice concerns due to the natural and/or location of the project.  
 

C-1 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION PROPONENT TYPE OF 
DOCUMENT 

STATUS CONSULTANT 

Operators of the Ultramar Wilmington Refinery are proposing to 
construct and install a 49 MW cogeneration unit to reduce the Refinery’s 
reliance on electricity from the Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power and produce steam to meet internal needs.  No other refinery 
modifications are proposed.   

Ultramar 
Wilmington 
Refinery 

Negative  
Declaration 

Staff revising responses to the 3 comment 
letters received on Draft ND. 

Environmental 
Audit, Inc. 

The Phillips 66 (formerly ConocoPhillips) Los Angeles Refinery Ultra 
Low Sulfur Diesel project was originally proposed to comply with 
federal state and SCAQMD requirements to limit the sulfur content of 
diesel fuels.  Litigation against the CEQA document was filed.  
Ultimately, the California Supreme Court concluded that the SCAQMD 
had used an inappropriate baseline and directed the SCAQMD to prepare 
an EIR, even though the project has been built and has been in operation 
since 2006.  The purpose of this CEQA document is to comply with the 
Supreme Court's direction to prepare an EIR. 

Phillips 66 
(formerly 
ConocoPhillips), 
Los Angeles 
Refinery 

Environmental 
Impact Report 

The Notice of Preparation was circulated 
for a 30-day public comment period on 
March 26, 2012.  The comment period 
ended on April 26, 2012.  The consultant 
submitted the administrative Draft EIR to 
SCAQMD in late July 2013.  SCAQMD 
reviewed the Draft EIR and the consultant 
is revising the document.   

Environmental 
Audit, Inc. 

The Phillips 66 Los Angeles Refinery operators are proposing to install 
one new 615,000-barrel crude oil storage tank with a geodesic dome to 
accommodate larger marine vessels delivering crude oil.  The proposed 
project also includes increasing the throughput (i.e., frequency of fillng 
and emptying tank) on two existing tanks and adding geodesic domes to 
these tanks, installing one new 14,000-barrel water draw surge tank and 
installing one new electrical power substation.  

Phillips 66 Los 
Angeles Refinery 
Carson Plant 

Negative  
Declaration 

The Draft ND was released for a 30-day 
public review and comment period 
beginning on September 10, 2013 and 
ending on October 9, 2013. Three 
comment letters were received.  
SCAQMD is reviewing the responses to 
the comment letters and the consultant is 
finalizing the Draft ND. 

Environmental 
Audit, Inc. 

The Tesoro Refining and Marketing Los Angeles Refinery operators are 
proposing to replace two existing tanks with two new larger tanks and to 
connect one existing tank to an existing vapor recovery system. The 
proposed project also includes replacing an onsite 12-inch pipe with a 
new 48-inch diameter pipe to connect to an existing pipeline to the 
marine terminal. 

Tesoro Refining 
and Marketing 
Company Los 
Angeles Refinery 

Negative 
Declaration 

SCAQMD staff has reviewed the Draft 
ND and submitted comments to the 
consultant.  Consultant is currently 
revising the Draft ND in preparation for 
release for public review and comment. 

Environmental 
Audit, Inc. 
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C-2 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION PROPONENT TYPE OF 
DOCUMENT 

STATUS CONSULTANT 

Warren E & P, Inc. is proposing a modification to a Subsequent 
Mitigated Negative Declaration that was certified by the SCAQMD on 
July 19, 2011.  Warren has submitted a supplemental ND detailing a gas 
sales project designed to replace the gas re-injection portion of the 2011 
project.  

Warren E & P, 
Inc.  

Supplemental 
Negative  
Declaration 

SCAQMD staff has reviewed the Draft 
Supplemental ND and submitted 
comments to the consultant.  Consultant is 
currently finalizing the Supplemental ND 
and working with the engineering 
department on permitting language. 

Environ 

Operators of the Ultramar Wilmington Refinery are proposing to add rail 
service to their facility.   

Ultramar 
Wilmington 
Refinery 

Environmental 
Impact Report 

The consultant is preparing an Initial 
Study.  

Environmental 
Audit, Inc.  

Operators of the KinderMorgan Lomita Terminal are proposing to deliver 
crude oil by expanding their rail facility. 

KinderMorgan 
Lomita Terminal 
 
 

To Be 
Determined 

The consultants are preparing emission 
estimates to determine the type of CEQA 
document to be prepared.  

SABS Consulting 
and TRC 

Operators of the Petro Diamond Marine Terminal are proposing to 
increase the number of ship calls delivering ethanol. 

Petro Diamond 
 
 
 

To Be 
Determined 

The consultant had prepared Draft 
Negative Declaration.  SCAQMD staff is 
currently reviewing the Draft Negative 
Declaration to determine if it the 
appropriate type of CEQA document for 
the project.  

SABS Consulting 

Quemetco is proposing an increase in daily furnace feed rate. Quemetco To Be 
Determined 

To Be Determined Trinity  
Consultants 

Chevron is proposing modifications to its Product Reliability and 
Optimization (PRO) Project and has applied for a change of permit 
conditions to reduce NOx emissions and fired-duty operating conditions 
of the Tail Gas Unit.  

Chevron To Be 
Determined 

To Be Determined Environmental 
Audit, Inc.  

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  15 
 
REPORT: Rule and Control Measure Forecast 
 
SYNOPSIS: This report highlights SCAQMD rulemaking activity and Public 

Workshops potentially scheduled for the year 2014  
 
COMMITTEE: No Committee Review 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file.  
 
 
 
 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
 Executive Officer 
 
EC:LT:cg  

 
Reg. III Fees 

Reg. III is moved to June from May to allow for review of the staff proposal during the 
Board Budget Workshop and to receive input from stakeholders.   

415 Odors from Rendering Plants 
Proposed Rule 415 is moved to October from June to allow additional time to work with 
stakeholders on evaluating implementation of control methods and best management 
practices to reduce odors from rendering operations. 

1111 Reduction of NOx Emissions from Natural-Gas-Fired, Fan-Type Central 
Furnaces 

Rule 1111 is moved to September from July to allow additional time to address 
stakeholder comments and to complete the CEQA analysis. 

1123 Refinery Process Turnarounds 
Rule 1123 is moved to July from May to allow additional time to work with 
stakeholders on evaluating implementation of the control measure. 

1153.1 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Commercial Food Ovens 
Proposed Rule 1153.1 is moved to September from June to allow additional time to 
complete the CEQA analysis. 



-2- 

1155 Particulate Matter (PM) Control Devices  
Rule 1155 is moved forward to May to address a U.S. EPA SIP approvability issue. 

2202 On-Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation Options 
Rule 2202 is moved to June from May to allow for additional analysis and stakeholder 
input. 

2301 Control of Emissions from New or Redevelopment Projects (EGM-01) 
Rule 2301 is moved to December from June, due to other priority projects. 



2014 MASTER CALENDAR (continued) 
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Below is a list of all rulemaking activity scheduled for the year 2014. The last four columns refer 
to the type of rule adoption or amendment.  A more detailed description of the proposed rule 
adoption or amendment is located in the Attachments (A through D) under the type of rule 
adoption or amendment (i.e. AQMP, Toxics, Other and Climate Change). 
 
*An asterisk indicates that the rulemaking is a potentially significant hearing. 
+This proposed rule will reduce criteria air contaminants and assist toward attainment of 
ambient air quality standards. 
1Subject to Board approval 
California Environmental Quality Act shall be referred to as "CEQA." 
Socioeconomic Analysis shall be referred to as "Socio." 

 
2014 

 
May  AQMP Toxics Other Climate 

Change 
102 Definition of Terms   √  

11301 Graphic Arts  
(CTS-02) 

√    

11551 Particulate Matter (PM) Control 
Devices  

√    

June      
Reg. III1 Fees   √  

1168 Adhesive and Sealant Applications 
(CTS-02) 

√    

1430 Control of Toxic Air Contaminants 
from Metal Forging, Shredding, 
Grinding and Other Metal 
Processing Operations 

 √   

22021 On-Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation 
Options 

  √  
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2014 
 

July  AQMP Toxics Other Climate 
Change 

Reg. IX 
 

X 

Standards of Performance for 
New Stationary Sources 
National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants 

  √  

11231 Refinery Process Turnarounds 
(MCS-03) 

√    

1151*+ Motor Vehicle and Mobile 
Equipment Non-Assembly Line 
Coating Operations 

  √  

Reg. XX Regional Clean Air Incentives 
Market (RECLAIM) (CMB-01) √ 

   

4001 Backstop to Ensure AQMP 
Emission Reduction Targets Are 
Met at Commercial Marine Ports 
(IND-01) 

√    

September      
11111 Reduction of NOx Emissions from 

Natural-Gas-Fired, Fan-Type 
Central Furnaces 

  √  

1153.11 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen 
from Commercial Food Ovens 

  √  

1401 
 

1402 

New Source Review of Toxic Air 
Contaminants 
Control of Toxic Air Contaminants 
from Existing Sources 

 √   

October      
4151 Odors from Rendering Plants   √  
1161 VOC Reduction from Mold 

Release Agents (CTS-03) 
√    

November      
1188 VOC Reductions from Vacuum 

Trucks (FUG-01) 
√    

1420 

1420.2 
Emissions Standard for Lead 
Emission Standard for Lead from 
Medium Sources 

 √ 
√ 

  

2305* Indirect Sources  √ √  
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2014 
 

December      
1111.1 NOx Reductions from Commercial 

Space Heating (CMB-03) 
√    

1450 Control of Methylene Chloride 
Emissions 

 √   

23011 Control of Emissions from New or 
Redevelopment Projects (EGM-01) 

√    

 
 
 

2014 TO-BE DETERMINED 
 

TBD  AQMP Toxics Other Climate
Change 

219 Equipment Not Requiring a Written 
Permit Pursuant to Regulation II 

  √  

222.1 Filing Requirements for Specific 
Emission Sources Not Requiring a 
Written Permit Pursuant to 
Regulation I 

  √  

1107 Coating of Metal Parts and 
Products 

  √  

1113 Architectural Coatings   √  
1118 Control of Emissions from 

Refinery Flares 
  √ √ 

1124 
 
 

1162 
 

1171 

Aerospace Assembly and 
Component Manufacturing 
Operations (CTS-02) 
Polyester Resin Operations  
(CTS-02) 
Solvent Cleaning Operations  
(CTS-02) 

√ 
 
 
√ 
 
√ 

 √ 
 
 
√ 
 
√ 

 

1147 NOx Reductions from 
Miscellaneous Sources  

  √  

1148.1 Oil and Gas Production Wells   √  

1177 Liquefied Petroleum Gas Transfer 
and Dispensing 

  √  

1190 Series Fleet Vehicle Requirements   √  
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2014 TO-BE DETERMINED 
 

TBD (continued) AQMP Toxics Other Climate 
Change 

1304.2 Greenfield or Existing Electrical 
Generating Facility Fee for Use of 
Offsets 

  √  

Reg. XIII New Source Review   √  

1420.1 Emissions Standard for Lead from 
Large Lead-Acid Battery Recycling 
Facilities 

 √   

1902 Transportation Conformity - 
Preamble 

  √  

2511 Credit Generation Program for 
Locomotive Head End Power Unit 
Engines 

  √  

2512 Credit Generation Program for 
Ocean-Going Vessels at Berth 

  √  

Reg. 
XXVII 

Climate Change    √ 

4010*+ 
 
 

4020*+ 

General Provisions and 
Requirements for Ports of Los 
Angeles and Long Beach (IND-01) 
Backstop Requirements for Ports of 
Los Angeles and Long Beach 
(IND-01) 

√ 
 
 
√ 

√ 
 
 
√ 
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2014 TO-BE DETERMINED 
 

TBD (continued) AQMP Toxics Other Climate 
Change 

Reg. IV, 
IX, X, XI, 
XIV, XX 
and XXX 

Rules 

Rule amendments may be needed 
to meet the requirements of state 
and federal laws, to address 
variance issues/technology-forcing 
limits, to abate a substantial 
endangerment to public health or 
welfare, or to seek additional 
reductions to meet the SIP short-
term measure commitments.  The 
associated rule development or 
amendments include, but are not 
limited to, SCAQMD existing rules 
listed in Table 1 of the December 6, 
2013 Rule and Control Measure 
Forecast and new or amended rules 
to implement the 2012 AQMP 
measures in Table 2 of the 
December 6, 2013 Rule and 
Control Measure Forecast. The 
Clean Communities Plan (CCP) has 
been updated to include new 
measures to address toxic 
emissions in the basin.  The CCP 
measures will reduce exposure to 
air toxics from stationary, mobile, 
and area sources (Table 3 of the 
December 6, 2013 Rule and 
Control Measure Forecast).  Rule 
amendments also include updates 
to provide consistency with CARB 
Statewide Air Toxic Control 
Measures. 

√ √ √ √ 

 



ATTACHMENT A 
 

AQMP Rule Activity Schedule 
 
This attachment lists those control measures that are being developed into rules or rule 
amendments for the Governing Board consideration that are designed to implement the 
amendments to the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan.  

 

A-1 

2014 
 

May  
11301 Graphic Arts (CTS-02)  

[Projected Emission Reduction: TBD]  

The proposed amendment will review fountain solutions and other 
technologies to align requirements with existing rules and U.S. EPA’s 
Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) recommendations.  
Naveen Berry 909.396.2363 CEQA: Krause (2706) Socio: Cassmassi (3059)  

11551 Refinery Process Turnarounds  
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Rule 1155 was adopted in December 2009 and subsequently forwarded to 
CARB for inclusion in the SIP.  CARB approved the submittal and forwarded 
to U.S. EPA in July 2010.  U.S. EPA raised concerns about certain exemptions 
during equipment start-up.  In order to address U.S. EPA’s concern regarding 
approval of this rule into the SIP, Rule 1155 is proposed for an administrative 
amendment clarifying that certain provisions of Rule 401 – Visible Emissions 
and the provision of Rule 404 - Particulate Matter Concentrations are 
applicable to equipment subject to Rule 1155.   
Philip Fine  909.396.2239    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

June  
1168 Adhesive and Sealant Applications (CTS-02) 

[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Amendments to Rule 1168 will partially implement CTS-02 and reflect 
improvements in adhesive and sealants technology, as well as remove 
outdated provisions and include  minor clarifications 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

July  
11231 Refinery Process Turnarounds (MCS-03) 

[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Proposed amendments, if needed, will implement Control Measure 
MSC-03 of the 2007 AQMP by establishing procedures that better 
quantify emission impacts from start-up, shutdown or turnaround 
activities. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 
 
 
 
 



ATTACHMENT A 
 

AQMP Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

A-2 

2014 
 

July (continued) 
Reg. XX Regional Clean Air Incentives Market (RECLAIM)(CMB-01) 

[Projected Emission Reduction:  3-5 TPD] 

Proposed amendments to Regulation XX will seek to implement a 
minimum contingency measure CMB-01 of the 2012 AQMP and 
possibly Phase II of the control measure if the technology assessment can 
be completed within the allotted time for this rule making. 
Joe Cassmassi  909.396.3155     CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

4001 Backstop to Ensure AQMD Emission Reduction Targets Are Met at 
Commercial Marine Ports (IND-01) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
If triggered, the proposed rule will address cost-effective NOx, SOx, and 
PM2.5 emission reduction strategies from port-related sources to ensure 
emission reductions claimed or emission targets assumed in the 2012 
AQMP for the 24-hr PM2.5 standard are maintained.  
Randall  Pasek  909.396.2251    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

October  
1161 VOC Reductions from Mold Release Agents (CTS-03) 

[Projected Emission Reduction: TBD] 
The proposed rule will establish requirements for mold release products 
used in composite, fiberglass, metal and plastic manufacturing, and 
concrete stamping operations. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

November   
1188 VOC Reductions from Vacuum Trucks (FUG-01) 

[Projected Emission Reduction: TBD] 
The proposed rule will establish VOC emission standards and other 
requirements associated with the operation of vacuum trucks not covered 
by Rule 1149 – Storage Tank and Pipeline Degassing. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

December   
1111.1  NOx Reductions from Commercial Space Heating (CMB-03)  

Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 

Proposed Rule 1111.1 will establish equipment specific nitrogen oxides 
emission limits and other requirements for the operation of commercial 
space heaters. 
Joe Cassmassi  909.396.3155   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 



ATTACHMENT A 
 

AQMP Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

A-3 

2014 
 

December  (continued) 
23011 Control of Emissions from New or Redevelopment Projects  

(EGM-01) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  Committed to reduce 0.5 tons per day of VOC, 0.8 tons per day of NOx, and 0.5 tons 
per day of PM2.5 in 2023.] 

The proposed rule will implement the 2007 AQMP Control Measure 
EGM-01 – Emission Reductions from New or Redevelopment Projects.  
Since the initial proposal was released for PR 2301, CARB in compliance 
with an SB 375 requirement, has set greenhouse gas emission reduction 
targets for each metropolitan planning organization (MPO).  SCAG’s 
2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS) contains the plan for how these target emission reductions 
will be met.  In light of these developments, PR2301 will consider the 
implementation of a menu of mitigation measures as well as capture the 
co-benefits of VOC, NOx, and PM 2.5 emission reductions from SB375 
and the 2012 RTP/SCS. 
Carol Gomez  909.396.3264   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 
 
 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

 

1124 
 

1162 
1171 

Aerospace Assembly and Component Manufacturing Operations 
(CTS-02) 
Polyester Resin Operations(CTS-02) 
Solvent Cleaning Operations (CTS-02) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
Amendments may be necessary to integrate requirements associated with 
Proposed Rule 1161 – Mold Release Agents. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 
 
 



ATTACHMENT A 
 

AQMP Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

A-4 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

(continued) 

4010*+ 

 
4020*+ 

General Provisions and Requirements for Ports of Los Angeles and 
Long Beach (IND-01) 
Backstop Requirements for Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach 
(IND-01) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
If triggered, the proposed rules will address cost-effective NOx, SOx, and 
PM2.5 emission reduction strategies from port-related sources to ensure 
emission reductions claimed or emission targets assumed in the AQMP 
are maintained.  
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause  909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

Reg. IV, IX, 
X, XI, XIV, 

XX and 
XXX Rules 

Rule amendments may be needed to meet the requirements of state and 
federal laws, to address variance issues/technology-forcing limits, to 
abate a substantial endangerment to public health or welfare, or to seek 
additional reductions to meet the SIP short-term measure commitments.  
The associated rule development or amendments include, but are not 
limited to, SCAQMD existing rules listed in Table 1 of the December 6, 
2013 Rule and Control Measure Forecast and new or amended rules to 
implement the 2012 AQMP measures in Table 2 of the December 6, 2013 
Rule and Control Measure Forecast. 

 



ATTACHMENT B 
 

Toxics Rule Activity Schedule 
 
This attachment lists those rules or rule amendments for the Governing Board consideration 
that are designed to implement the Air Toxics Control Plan. 

 

B-1 

2014 
 

June  
1430 Control of Toxic Air Contaminants from Metal Forging, Shredding, 

Grinding and Other Metal Processing Operations 
[Projected Emission Reduction: TBD] 
Proposed Rule 1430 will establish requirements to control toxic air 
contaminants from metal forging, shredding, grinding, and other metal 
processing operations. 
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

September  
1401 
1402 

New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminants 
Control of Toxic Air Contaminants from Existing Sources 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
Amendments to Rules 1401 and 1402 will address new or revised toxic 
air contaminants that have been approved by OEHHA. 
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause  909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

November  
1420 

1420.2 
Emissions Standard for Lead 
Emission Standards for Lead from Medium Sources 
 [Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

In October 2008, U.S. EPA lowered the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for lead from 1.5 to 0.15 ug/m3.  Proposed Amended Rule 1420 
and Proposed Rule 1420.2 will apply to lead sources and will include 
requirements to ensure the Basin meets the new lead standard. 
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

2305* Indirect Sources 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Proposed Rule 2305 will identify approaches to reduce exposure to diesel 
particulate emissions and localized NO2 emissions from facilities 
associated with large indirect sources (i.e. facilities that attract mobile 
sources).  
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

December  
1450 Control of Methylene Chloride Emissions 

Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 

Proposed Rule 1450 will establish requirements to control methylene 
chloride from furniture stripping operations and other sources. 
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 



ATTACHMENT B 
 

Toxics Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

B-2 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

 

1420.1 Emissions Standard for Lead from Large Lead-Acid Battery 
Recycling Facilities 
[Projected Emission Reduction: TBD] 
The proposed amendment will reduce arsenic, benzene, and 1,3-
butadiene emissions from large lead-acid battery recycling facilities. 
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

4010*+ 

 
4020*+ 

General Provisions and Requirements for Ports of Los Angeles and 
Long Beach (IND-01) 
Backstop Requirements for Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach 
(IND-01) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
If triggered, the proposed rules will address cost-effective NOx, SOx, and 
PM2.5 emission reduction strategies from port-related sources to ensure 
emission reductions claimed or emission targets assumed in the AQMP 
are maintained.  
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

Reg. IV, IX, 
X, XI, XIV, 

XX and 
XXX Rules 

The Clean Communities Plan (CCP) has been updated to include new 
measures to address toxic emissions in the basin.  The CCP measures will 
reduce exposure to air toxics from stationary, mobile, and area sources 
(Table 3 of the December 6, 2013 Rule and Control Measure Forecast).  
Rule amendments also include updates to provide consistency with 
CARB Statewide Air Toxic Control Measures. 

 
 

 



ATTACHMENT C 
 

Other Rule Activity Schedule 
 

This attachment lists those rules or rule amendments for the Governing Board consideration 
that are designed to improve rule enforceability, SIP corrections, or implementing state or 
federal regulations. 

 

C-1 

2014 
 

May  
102 Definition of Terms 

[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
The proposed amendment would add compounds exempted by USEPA to 
the definition of Exempt Compounds in the rule.  For example, the U.S. 
EPA recently exempted the compound HFO 1233zd from the federal 
VOC definition because of its negligible photochemical reactivity level 
which may be added in Rule 102. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

June  
Reg. III1 Fees  

[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Regulation III is being amended to better align program revenues with 
program costs.  Other minor amendments may also being proposed to 
correct typos, eliminate out-of-date references, and improve consistency 
and clarity.  
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

22021 On-Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation Options 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

The proposed amendment is to amend sections of Rule 2202 On-Road 
Vehicle Mitigation Options and the Rule 2202 Implementation 
Guidelines that address the use of Emission Reduction Credits (ERC).  
Staff is proposing to restrict new transfer ERCs into the program and to 
clarify their use.  ERCs that are already in the Rule 2202 program will 
remain there pursuant to existing guideline language.  The restricting of 
the use of ERCs in the program is to prevent potentially negative impacts 
on their availability to the NSR program. 
Carol Gomez  909.396.3264   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 



ATTACHMENT C 
 

Other Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

C-2 

2014 
 

July  
Reg. IX 

X 
Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources (NSPS) 
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 
(NESHAPS) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Regulation IX - Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources 
and Regulation X - National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants, incorporate by reference the corresponding federal 
requirements.  Amendments are being proposed to incorporate the latest 
federal revisions. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1151*+ Motor Vehicle and Mobile Equipment Non-Assembly Line Coating 
Operations  
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 

The proposed amendments to the rule will remove language associated 
with outdated requirements and may also be necessary to reflect further 
findings relative to recordkeeping requirements for tertiary butyl acetate 
(TBAc), as well as include minor clarifications. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

September  
11111 Reduction of NOx Emissions from Natural-Gas-Fired, Fan-Type 

Central Furnaces 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Amendments may be necessary to reflect the findings of the on-going 
technology assessment. 
Joe Cassmassi 909.396.3155  CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1153.11 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Commercial Food Ovens 
Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 

Proposed Rule 1153.1 will establish equipment specific nitrogen oxides 
emission limits and other requirements for the operation of commercial 
food ovens. 
Joe Cassmassi  909.396.3155   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

October  
4151 Odors from Rendering Plants 

[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Proposed Rule 415 will address odors from rendering plants. 
Philip Fine  909.396.2239   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 



ATTACHMENT C 
 

Other Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

C-3 

2014 
 

November  
2305* Indirect Sources 

[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Proposed Rule 2305 will identify approaches to reduce exposure to diesel 
particulate emissions and localized NO2 emissions from facilities 
associated with large indirect sources (i.e. facilities that attract mobile 
sources).  
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 
 
 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

 

219 Equipment Not Requiring a Written Permit Pursuant to Regulation 
II 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Amendments to Rule 219 may be proposed to exclude equipment with de 
minimis emissions from the requirement to obtain written permits.   
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

222.1 Filing Requirements for Specific Emissions Sources Not Requiring a 
Written Permit Pursuant to Regulation I 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Amendments for Rule 222 may be proposed to add additional equipment 
categories to the streamlined filing/registration program of Rule 222.  
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1107 Coating of Metal Parts and Products 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Potential amendments to Rule 1107 would further reduce VOC emissions 
and improve rule clarity and enforceability. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1113 Architectural Coatings 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Potential amendments may be proposed to include administrative fixes 
and/or any clarifications that may arise due to compliance verification 
activities or manufacturer and public input. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 



ATTACHMENT C 
 

Other Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

C-4 

To-Be Determined 2014  
 

To-Be 
Determined 

(continued) 

1118 Control of Emissions from Refinery Flares 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Amendments may be necessary to address results of the additional 
analysis required by the adopting resolution for the last amendment.  
Amendments may also be necessary to implement an AB 32 measure. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1124 
 

1162 
1171 

Aerospace Assembly and Component Manufacturing Operations 
(CTS-02) 
Polyester Resin Operations (CTS-02) 
Solvent Cleaning Operations (CTS-02) 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Amendments may be necessary to integrate requirements associated with 
Proposed Rule 1161 – Mold Release Agents. The proposed amendment 
may consider technology assessments for the cleanup of affected 
equipment. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1147 NOx Reductions from Miscellaneous Sources  
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 

Amendments may be necessary to address findings of on-going 
technology assessment. 
Joe Cassmassi  909.396.3155    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1148.1 Oil and Gas Production Wells 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Amendments may be necessary to improve rule effectiveness in reducing 
emissions from production wells and associated equipment and 
improving housekeeping activities.   
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1177 Liquefied Petroleum Gas Transfer and Dispensing 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  N/A] 
Potential amendments may be proposed to include administrative fixes 
and/or any clarifications that may arise due to compliance verification 
activities or manufacturer and public input. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363    CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1190 Series Fleet Vehicle Requirements 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
Amendments to Rule 1190 series fleet rules may be necessary to address 
remaining outstanding implementation issues and in the event the court’s 
future action requires amendments.  In addition, the current fleet rules 
may be expanded to achieve additional air quality and air toxic benefits. 
Dean Saito  909.396.2647   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 



ATTACHMENT C 
 

Other Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

C-5 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

(continued) 

1304.2 Greenfield or Existing Electrical Generating Facility Fee for Use of 
Offsets 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Rule 1304.2 provides for new, Greenfield or additions at existing 
electrical generating facilities access to the AQMD’s internal offset 
account, subject to qualifying conditions, eligibility, and the payment of a 
fee to invest in air quality improvement projects consistent with the 
AQMP.  This rule is a companion provision to recently adopted Rule 
1304.1 and will provide that new, proposed and other existing electrical 
generating facilities can compete on a level playing field with existing 
generating facilities with utility steam boilers, and implement the State’s 
plan to maintain grid reliability. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

Reg. XIII New Source Review 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Amendments may be necessary to address U.S. EPA comments on SIP 
approvability issues and/or requirements.  Amendments may also be 
proposed for clarity and improved enforceability. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

1902 Transportation Conformity 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Amendments to Rule 1902 may be necessary to bring the District’s 
Transportation Conformity rule in line with current U.S. EPA 
requirements. 
Susan Nakamura  909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

2511 Credit Generation Program for Locomotive Head End Power Unit 
Engines 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
Develop a rule to allow generation of PM mobile source emission 
reduction credits from Locomotive Head End Power Unit Engines.  
Credits will be generated by retrofitting engines with PM controls or 
replacing the engines with new lower-emitting engines. 
Randall  Pasek  909.396.2251   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

2512 Credit Generation Program for Ocean-Going Vessels at Berth 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 
Develop a rule to allow generation of PM, NOx and SOx emission 
reduction credits from ocean-going vessels while at berth.  Credits will be 
generated by controlling the emissions from auxiliary engines and boilers 
of ships while docked. 
Randall  Pasek  909.396.2251   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

 



ATTACHMENT C 
 

Other Rule Activity Schedule (continued) 
 

C-6 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

(continued) 

Reg. IV, IX, 
X, XI, XIV, 

XX and 
XXX Rules 

Rule amendments may be needed to meet the requirements of state and 
federal laws, to address variance issues/technology-forcing limits, to 
abate a substantial endangerment to public health or welfare, or to seek 
additional reductions to meet the SIP short-term measure commitments.  
The associated rule development or amendments include, but are not 
limited to, SCAQMD existing rules listed in Table 1of the December 6, 
2013 Rule and Control Measure Forecast and new or amended rules to 
implement the 2012 AQMP measures in Table 2 of the December 6, 2013 
Rule and Control Measure Forecast. The Clean Communities Plan (CCP) 
has been updated to include new measures to address toxic emissions in 
the basin.  CCP measures will reduce exposure to air toxics from 
stationary, mobile, and area sources (Table 3 of the December 6, 2013 
Rule and Control Measure Forecast).  Rule amendments also include 
updates to provide consistency with CARB Statewide Air Toxic Control 
Measures. 

  



ATTACHMENT D 
 

Climate Change 
 

This attachments lists rules or rule amendments for the Governing Board consideration that are 
designed to implement South Coast Air Quality Managements District’s Climate Change Policy 
or for consistency with state or federal rules. 

 

D-1 

To-Be Determined 2014 
 

To-Be 
Determined 

 

1118 Control of Emissions from Refinery Flares 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Amendments may be necessary to address findings from the additional 
analysis required by the adopting resolution for the last amendment.  
Amendments may also be necessary to implement an AB 32 measure. 
Naveen Berry  909.396.2363   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706    Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

Reg. XXVII Climate Change 
[Projected Emission Reduction:  TBD] 

Additional protocols may be added to Rules 2701 and 2702. 
Susan Nakamura 909.396.3105   CEQA:  Krause 909.396.2706   Socio:  Cassmassi 909.396.3155 

Reg. IV, IX, 
X, XI, XIV, 

XX and 
XXX Rules 

Rule developments/amendments may be needed to meet the requirements 
of state and federal laws related to climate change air pollutants. 

 



 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  16 
 
PROPOSAL: Report of RFPs and RFQs Scheduled for Release in April 
 
SYNOPSIS: This report summarizes the RFPs and RFQs for budgeted services 

over $75,000 scheduled to be released for advertisement for the 
month of April. 

 
COMMITTEE: Administrative, March 14, 2014; Recommended for Approval 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Approve the release of RFPs/RFQs for the month of April. 
 
 
 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
 Executive Officer 
MBO:lg 

 
Background 
At its January 8, 2010 meeting, the Board approved a revised Procurement Policy 
and Procedure.  Under the revised policy, RFPs and RFQs for budgeted items over 
$75,000, which follow the Procurement Policy and Procedure, no longer require 
individual Board approval.  However, a monthly report of all RFPs and RFQs over 
$75,000 is included as part of the Board agenda package and the Board may, if desired, 
take individual action on any item.  The report provides the title and synopsis of the 
RFP or RFQ, the budgeted funds available, and the name of the Deputy Executive 
Officer/Asst. Deputy Executive Officer responsible for that item.  Further detail including 
closing dates, contact information, and detailed proposal criteria will be available online 
at http://www.aqmd.gov/rfp/index.html following Board approval on April 4, 2014. 
 
Outreach  
In accordance with SCAQMD’s Procurement Policy and Procedure, a public notice 
advertising the RFP/RFQ and inviting bids will be published in the Los Angeles Times, 
the Orange County Register, the San Bernardino Sun, and Riverside County Press 
Enterprise newspapers to leverage the most cost-effective method of outreach to the 
South Coast Basin. 
 

http://www.aqmd.gov/rfp/index.html


-2- 

Additionally, potential bidders may be notified utilizing SCAQMD’s own electronic 
listing of certified minority vendors.  Notice of the RFP/RFQ will be e-mailed to the 
Black and Latino Legislative Caucuses and various minority chambers of commerce and 
business associations, and placed on the Internet at SCAQMD’s website 
(http://www.aqmd.gov where it can be viewed by making menu selections “Inside 
AQMD”/“Employment and Business Opportunities”/“Business Opportunities” or by 
going directly to http://www.aqmd.gov/rfp/index.html).  Information is also available on 
SCAQMD’s bidder’s 24-hour telephone message line (909) 396-2724. 
 
Proposal Evaluation 
Proposals received will be evaluated by applicable diverse panels of technically qualified 
individuals familiar with the subject matter of the project or equipment and may include 
outside public sector or academic community expertise. 
 
Attachment 
Report of RFPs and RFQs Scheduled for Release in April 2014 
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April 4, 2014 Board Meeting 
Report on RFPs and RFQs Scheduled for Release on April 4, 2014 

 
(For detailed information visit SCAQMD’s website at 

http://www.aqmd.gov/rfp/index.html following Board approval on April 4, 2014) 
 
 
STANDARDIZED SERVICES 
 
NONE   
 
REQUESTS FOR QUALIFICATIONS - Prequalified Vendor List 
 
NONE   
 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OR SPECIAL TECHNICAL EXPERTISE 
 
RFP #P2014-21 Issue Request for Proposal to Hire Outside Counsel 

 
WIESE/3460 

 From time to time the SCAQMD requires the assistance of 
outside litigation counsel having expertise and experience 
in areas including, but not limited to, the California 
Environmental Quality Act, air quality laws, 
administrative law, the Brown Act, representation of 
government agencies, constitutional issues, Clean Air Act 
issues, and complex environmental litigation.  A 
prequalified list was approved by the Governing Board in 
2011.  In addition, the Hearing Board occasionally requires 
the assistance of outside counsel for advice on these and 
related issues such as quasi-judicial hearings, the 
California Administrative Procedures Act, the California 
Fair Political Practices Act and constitutional issues related 
to air pollution law and jurisdiction of local agency hearing 
boards and for representation when its decisions are 
challenged in court proceedings.  This RFP has two 
purposes: to solicit qualified law firms or sole practitioners 
in order to establish a prequalified list that General 
Counsel may use to represent the SCAQMD in ongoing 
and possible future litigation where outside counsel is 
required; and to solicit qualified firms or sole practitioners 
to advise and represent the Hearing Board.  General 
Counsel and the Hearing Board will use different firms to 
avoid conflicts of interest.  The list will be valid for a 
three-year period.  Funds for this contract will be requested 
in the FY 2014-15 Budget, and for each of the remaining 
fiscal years of the contract. 

 

http://www.aqmd.gov/rfp/index.html


 

RFP #P2014-18 
 

Issue Request for Proposal for Insurance Brokerage 
Services 
 

JOHNSON/3018  

 The current contract for insurance brokerage services 
expires September 30, 2014.  This action is to issue an 
RFP to solicit proposals from licensed insurance brokerage 
firms interested in providing these services to SCAQMD 
for the next three-year period, from October 1, 2014 
through September 30, 2017.  Funds for this contract will 
be requested in the FY 2014-15 Budget, and for each of 
the remaining fiscal years of the contract. 

 

 
REQUEST FOR QUOTATIONS – Commercial Off-the-Shelf Equipment 
 
NONE   
 



 

 

 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  17 
 
PROPOSAL: Status Report on Major Projects for Information Management 

Scheduled to Start During Last Six Months of FY 2013-14 
 
SYNOPSIS: Information Management is responsible for data systems 

management services in support of all SCAQMD operations.  This 
action is to provide the monthly status report on major automation 
contracts and projects to be initiated by Information Management 
during the last six months of FY 2013-14.   

 
COMMITTEE: No Committee Review 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 

Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
Executive Officer 

 
JCM:MAH:OSM:nv 

 
Background 
Information Management (IM) provides a wide range of information systems and 
services in support of all SCAQMD operations.  IM’s primary goal is to provide 
automated tools and systems to implement Board-approved rules and regulations, and to 
improve internal efficiencies.  The annual Budget specifies projects planned during the 
fiscal year to develop, acquire, enhance, or maintain mission-critical information 
systems.   
 
Summary of Report 
The attached report identifies each of the major projects/contracts or purchases that are 
expected to come before the Board between January 1 and June 30, 2014.  Information 
provided for each project includes a brief project description, FY 2013-14 Budget, and 
the schedule associated with known major milestones (issue RFP/RFQ, execute 
contract, etc.). 
 
Attachment 
Information Management Major Projects for Period January 1 through June 30, 2014 



 

 

ATTACHMENT 
April 4, 2014 Board Meeting 

Information Management Major Projects  
for the Period of January 1 through June 30, 2014 

 

Item Brief Description Budgeted 
Funds 

Schedule of 
Board Actions Status 

Phone System 
Replacement 

Authorize release of RFP for phone system 
replacement (Headquarters and Long Beach). 

$1,200,000 RFP Release 
October 4, 2013; 
Contract Award 
April 4, 2014 

On Schedule 

Prequalify 
Vendor List 
for PCs, 
Network 
Hardware, etc. 

Establish list of prequalified vendors to 
provide customer, network, and printer 
hardware and software, and to purchase 
desktop computer hardware upgrades. 

$300,000 Release RFQQ 
November 1, 2013; 
Approve Vendors 
List and Award 
Purchase 
February 7, 2014 
 

Completed 

Systems 
Development, 
Maintenance 
and Support 

Provide Development, Maintenance and 
Support for: 

• CLASS System Enhancements 
• eGovernment 

Infrastructure/Architecture 
Implementation 

• Software Version Upgrades 
• Systems Maintenance 

 

$391,560 March 7, 2014 Completed 

 
 

Double-lined Rows - Board Agenda items current for this month 

Shaded Rows - activities completed 



 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  19 
 
REPORT:  Administrative Committee 
 
SYNOPSIS: The Administrative Committee met on Friday, March 14, 2013.  

The Committee discussed various issues detailed in the Committee 
report.  The next Administrative Committee meeting is scheduled 
for Friday, April 11, 2014 at 10:00 a.m.   

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 
       Dr. William A. Burke, Chair 
       Administrative Committee 
 
GC 
             

 
Attendance:  Attending the March 14, 2014 meeting were Committee Members Mayor 
Dennis Yates and Supervisor Josie Gonzales at SCAQMD headquarters, and Chairman 
William Burke and Dr. Clark E. Parker, Sr. via videoconference.   
 
ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS:  

1. Board Members’ Concerns:  None 
 

 2. Chairman’s Report of Approved Travel:  Executive Officer Barry Wallerstein 
advised that there are two trips reported, one for Supervisor Josie Gonzales and 
one for Councilman Joe Buscaino to travel to Washington, DC on March 31-
April 3, 2014 to discuss air quality issues with our SCAQMD consultants and 
members of Congress.  
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3. Approval of Compensation for Board Member Assistant(s)/Consultant(s):  
Dr. Wallerstein reported that there is one request for Marie Patrick as Board 
Consultant to Dr. Burke.  The request has been reviewed by Dr. Wallerstein and 
Counsel and is recommended for approval.  Dr. Burke requested that this motion 
be retroactive to March 1, 2014. 
 
Moved by Parker; seconded by Gonzales; unanimously approved.   
 

4. Report of Approved Out-of-Country Travel:  None to report.   
 

5. Final Report on the 2013-2014 Check Before You Burn Advertising and 
Outreach Campaign:  Dr. Wallerstein informed the committee that this item 
will not be presented at this time, but he would rather present all the outreach 
efforts in a cumulative fashion at the Board Retreat.  Several projects are 
underway, including the Latino Outreach and the Check Before You Burn 
Campaign.  Also included would be the survey results where the Board directed 
staff to have a cross-section survey of members of the public regarding its 
knowledge of the agency and some of our programs. 
 
Dr. Burke commented that he and Supervisor Gonzales have discussed expanded 
outreach to the local governments, school boards, and organizations of that type.  
He directed staff to speak with Supervisor Gonzales for her perspective on the 
possibility of a proposed outreach program.  Dr. Burke would like this issue 
included for discussion at the Board Retreat. 
 
Dr. Parker indicated that every high school has an assembly on a regular basis.  It 
may be to our benefit to get on their agenda by contacting the principals or the 
administration to see if they can set aside a date and time for an assembly where 
staff could speak to the students or show The Right to Breathe film.  Dr. 
Wallerstein mentioned that some of that is currently being done and noted that a 
proposal had previously been brought before the committee to do a targeted 
outreach of that nature and show The Right to Breathe film.  However, it was his 
recollection that Mayor Loveridge was opposed to the proposal at that time.  He 
added that staff would like to examine ways to further enhance the outreach to 
high school students rather than doing a large conference every couple of years. 
 
Mayor Yates commented that in his city he does a lot of career days for the 
junior high and high schools.  They are always looking for businesses and 
organizations to give presentations on career day to the students. 
 
 Dr. Burke mentioned that he vaguely remembered Mayor Loveridge opposing 
the proposal, but thinks it is an excellent idea at this time.  This could be a huge 
educational opportunity.  He directed staff to prepare a proposal on outreach to 
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the schools with a showing of our film and any other collateral material that 
would be deemed appropriate to be discussed at the Board Retreat. 
 
Supervisor Gonzales added that this would be an optimal opportunity to discuss 
how to put the school districts in the front and center position where they become 
the champions of what we are contemplating ourselves.  With the projects and 
partnerships that have been discussed and the benefits that those projects bring to 
them, we could ask for an MOU or Resolution from the different school boards 
through the electeds whereby they agree to show our film and carry our message. 
  
Dr. Burke suggested that Supervisor Gonzales also think about the possibility of 
inviting the superintendents from the various school districts to have a workshop 
to exchange and coordinate ideas. 
 
Supervisor Gonzales responded that we can discuss the optimal potential partners 
and begin designing a plan of approach in the form of an evaluation where we 
get the biggest results or return for the effort and time.  She emphasied her desire 
to be fair that in the four counties that encompass the agency, a Board Member 
invite representatives from their respective counties. 

 
APRIL AGENDA ITEMS 

 
6. Receive Public Input on Executive Officer’s Draft Goals and Priority 

Objectives for FY 2014-15:  Dr. Wallerstein advised that the committee has 
been provided with a Board Letter intended to go to the next Board meeting that 
has two attachments.  One is the Goals and Objectives for 2014-2015, and the 
second is a summary of some of the key outcomes from last year’s 2013-2014 
Goals and Objectives.  Relative to the proposed Goals and Objectives this year, 
the same format was followed as was done last year, which was a recent change 
to identify items on a priority objective, project basis, and then to identify some 
expected outcomes.  When the year is finished, we can look back and see 
whether we accomplished what we set out to do. 
 
Dr. Wallerstein highlighted key elements of his goals and objectives that are 
priority projects for the coming year, particularly identifying the need to further 
enhance our outreach efforts to the communities, especially environmental 
justice communities.  He also emphasized the need to further enhance our 
technical capabilities, specifically in the area of monitoring.  He is considering 
the idea of initiating a program to evaluate personal and small-sized monitors 
coming on the market that you can wear on your wrist or put on your rooftop. 
There are significant issues about their accuracy and dependability and what they 
really can and cannot measure.  Now that they are starting to be used, we need to 
make sure that people are properly advised as to what the devices can and cannot 
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measure.  This issue will be discussed at the Board Retreat. 
 
Supervisor Gonzales commented that it is important that we discuss drafting a 
policy to address this new type of monitoring that would include the 
qualifications of the companies producing the different air monitoring devices.   
 
Dr. Wallerstein indicated that he has been discussing this issue in some detail 
with the National Association of Clean Air Agencies as well as the California Air 
Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA).  CAPCOA is going to hold 
two conferences this year, one in northern California and one in southern 
California to inform the public and all interested stakeholders about the evolution 
of this type of equipment and how it can be appropriately used or tested.  
Dr. Burke requested that Dr. Wallerstein also work with Deputy Executive 
Officer Lisha Smith to put together a conference on environmental justice this 
fall that will include a discussion on personal monitors. 
   
Regarding the goal of increased communication with the community through 
social media, Dr. Parker questioned whether we had the capability to alert the 
public of severe pollution days through the same kind of media sources used for 
Amber Alerts and severe weather alerts, such as cell phones.  Dr. Wallerstein 
responded that he would like to agendize that issue for the committee meeting 
next month.  Staff has evaluated this issue and done some work on Reverse 911 
lines; hence, it would be a good topic of discussion for the committee. 
 
Dr. Burke indicated that he had a different perspective on the remote monitoring 
devices for individuals.  He remarked that he has been suggesting for some time 
that we find enough money to do 24/7 wireless remote, real-time monitoring 
from all major sources.  If that is done, you have captured information on a mass 
basis so that the utilization of personal devices becomes much less needed.  To 
respond to the new remote testing devices, Dr. Burke suggested that our 
perspective should be that we monitor major polluters 24/7 live. 
 
Lastly, Dr. Wallerstein commented that he would like to bring to the Board a 
drought-related air quality response plan relative to our agency’s activities as we 
move into the summer months.  He also mentioned Dr. Lyou’s suggestion to 
highlight energy storage in the way of batteries and other techniques and to better 
outreach to community groups.   
 

7. Recognize Revenue, Increase Appropriation and Amend/Execute Contracts 
with Outside Counsel: Chief Deputy Counsel Barbara Baird advised that this 
item is to recognize revenue from a recent legal settlement and appropriate an 
additional $650,000 to General Counsel’s budget for outside legal counsel and 
authorize the Chair or Executive Officer to enter contracts depending on the 
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amount of the contract.  Although we are currently using outside counsel on only 
four or five of the many cases that are listed on our Case Status Report, this 
appropriation is necessary because three of those cases had very significant 
activity in the first quarter of 2014.  The railroad rule has been discussed for 
which outside counsel is being used.  Also, the lawsuit challenging our fire rings 
rule was very active in January and February, and most recently, Exide’s 
challenge to the January amendments to Rule 1420.1, which has consumed time 
in February and March.  Specialized legal counsel is also used on specific non-
litigation issues such as conflict of interest, legal questions arising during 
rulemaking, and bankruptcy filings. 
 
Moved by Gonzales; seconded by Parker; unanimously approved.   
 

8. Authorize Purchase of Phone System Replacement:  Assistant Deputy 
Executive Officer Chris Marlia reported that this item is to replace our 20-year 
old phone system.  The phone system was originally obtained from Nortel which, 
subsequently, was bought by Avaya, who have been supporting the Nortel 
equipment over the past 20 years.  However, Avaya will no longer be supporting 
the Nortel equipment and it now needs to be replaced. The Board approved the 
release of an RFP to replace the old system with a Cisco system.  A bidders 
conference was held and three Cisco gold member companies completed the bid 
process.  Upon evaluation of the bids and the respective ratings, staff 
recommends the contract be awarded to EPOCH Universal, Inc. in an amount of 
$1,555,847 to replace the phone system. 
 
Moved by Yates; seconded by Gonzales; unanimously approved. 

 
9. Report of RFPs and RFQs Scheduled for Release in April:  Chief Financial 

Officer Michael O’Kelly requests approval to release an RFQ for Insurance 
Brokerage Services. 
 
Moved by Parker; seconded by Yates; unanimously approved. 

 
10. Authorize Mid-Year Budget Adjustments, Transfers, and Purchase of 

Equipment, Vehicles, and Licenses:   Mr. O’Kelly reported that this item seeks 
to set aside monies for upcoming building projects, next year’s Air Quality 
Institute, and to appropriate monies primarily for capital outlay items.  It is a 
mid-year budget adjustment item that is important to achieve the goals for next 
year’s budget.  Table 1 and Table 3 are infrastructure projects that have been 
identified over the last several years and are coming due.  Staff is requesting to 
transfer these funds to the Infrastructure Improvement Fund.  Items in Table 2 
are capital outlay items that are deemed necessary and would be purchased in the 
current fiscal year.  The big ticket items are the fleet vehicles that have well over 
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100,000 miles and are ending their useful life.  Staff is requesting to replace 
some of those vehicles.  Supervisor Gonzales inquired whether a multi-year plan 
exists for these types of expenditures.  Staff noted that there is a replacement 
plan in place. 
 
Moved by Yates; seconded by Parker; unanimously approved. 

 
11. Approve Environmental Justice Advisory Group Accomplishments for 2013 

and Goals and Objectives for 2014:  Assistant Deputy Executive Officer 
Derrick Alatorre advised that this item is seeking approval of the Environmental 
Justice Advisory Group Accomplishments for 2013 and the Goals and Objectives 
for 2014.  He highlighted a couple of the accomplishments achieved in 2013, 
which included a number of presentations given to the group, most notably the 
Exide Technologies Update.  The group was also updated on legislation as well 
as projects that were being undertaken.  For 2014, the group will be presented 
with 21 Goals and Objectives. 
  
Moved by Yates; seconded by Parker; unanimously approved. 

 
12. Environmental Justice Advisory Group Draft Minutes from the January 24, 

2014 Meeting (written report). 
 
Moved by Gonzales; seconded by Yates; unanimously approved. 

 
13. Local Government & Small Business Assistance Advisory Group Minutes 

for the January 24, 2014 Meeting (written report). 
 
Moved by Gonzales; seconded by Yates; unanimously approved. 

 
12. Review of the March 7, 2014 Governing Board Agenda 

13. Other Business:  Supervisor Gonzales proposed that we create a State of the Air 
event similar to the Senior Fair and High School fair, at which we invite all of 
the major players, including cities, companies, developers, and anyone who is 
directly impacted by SCAQMD for an opportunity to interact with them.  
Dr. Wallerstein asked whether San Bernardino County has a video of their event 
held this year and Supervisor Gonzales responded that they do.  Dr. Wallerstein 
expressed that he would like to have a copy of it provided to Dr. Burke for his 
viewing.  Supervisor Gonzales indicated that she could get two or three copies 
from past years for comparison. 

 
14. Public Comment:  None. 
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Meeting adjourned at 11:10 a.m. 
 
Attachment 
Minutes from the January 24, 2014 meeting of the Environmental Justice Advisory 
Group 
Minutes from the January 17, 2014 meeting of the Local Government & Small Business 
Assistance Advisory Group  
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE ADVISORY GROUP 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 24, 2014 

MEETING MINUTES   

MEMBERS PRESENT:  

Dr. Joseph Lyou, SCAQMD Governing Board Member, EJAG Chairman 

Rhetta Alexander, San Fernando Valley Interfaith Council 

Dr. Lawrence Beeson, Loma Linda University, School of Public Health 

Judy Bergstresser, Member of the Public 

Suzanne Bilodeau, Knott’s Berry Farm 

Arnold Butler, Inglewood Unified School District 

Paul Choe, Korean Drycleaners & Laundry Association 

Dr. Afif El-Hasan, American Lung Association  

Rudy Gutierrez, Member of the Public 

Maria Elena Kennedy, Quail Valley Task Force 

Evelyn Knight, Long Beach Economic Development Commission 

Daniel Morales, National Alliance for Human Rights 

Msgr. John Moretta, Resurrection Church 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Micah Ali, Compton Unified School District 

Alycia Enciso, Small Business Owner 

Mary Figueroa, Riverside Community College 

Andrea Hricko, Southern California Environmental Health Sciences 

Pat Kennedy, Greater Long Beach Interfaith Community 

Angelo Logan, East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice 

Lizette Navarette, University of California, Riverside 

William Nelson, OC Signature Properties 

Woodie Rucker-Hughes, NAACP – Riverside Branch 

Brenda Threatt, S. Los Angeles Service Representative for L.A. Mayor 

Pr. Raymond Turner, Member of the Public 

Rafael Yanez, Member of the Public 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Mark Abramowitz, Board Member Assistant (Lyou) 

Earl Elrod, Board Member Assistant (Yates) 

SCAQMD STAFF: 

Derrick Alatorre, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer 

Dr. Philip Fine, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer 

Dr. Jean Ospital, Health Effects Officer 

Nancy Feldman, Principal Deputy District Counsel 

Susan Nakamura, Director of Strategic Initiatives 

Dr. Jean Ospital, Health Effects Officer 

DRAFT 
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Lisa Tanaka O’Malley, Community Relations Manager 

Dr. Jason Low, Atmospheric Measurements Manager 

Andrea Polidori, Quality Assurance Manager 

Ed Pupka, Sr. Enforcement Manager 

Debra Ashby, Sr. Public Affairs Specialist 

Nicole Soto, Public Affairs Specialist 

Danielle Soto, Staff Assistant 

America Robledo, Secretary 

 

Agenda Item #1 - Call to Order/Opening Remarks 
Chair Dr. Joseph Lyou called the meeting to order at 12:02 PM. Chair Lyou began with the introduction 

of former US Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) Region 9 Administrator, Wayne Nastri.  Mr. 

Nastri provided an overview of US EPA environmental justice programs.   Chair Lyou thanked Mr. 

Nastri for his information and informed the panel that former US EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson 

would be giving a lecture on February 12, at the University of California, Los Angeles on her 

experiences both inside and outside of government.  

  

Agenda Item #2 – Approval of April 26, 2013, July 26, 2013 and October 25, 2013 Meeting 

Minutes 

Chair Lyou called for the approval of the meeting minutes. The minutes for the April 26, 2013, July 26, 

2013 and October 25, 2013 were approved.   

 

Agenda Item #3 – Review of Follow-Up/Action Items 

Mr. Derrick Alatorre reviewed the action items from the October 25, 2013 meeting.  

 

Agenda Item #4 – Member Updates 
Mr. Daniel Morales provided an update on the neighborhood in South Colton.  He reported that the 

community had joined together to prevent a construction equipment storage yard from moving into the 

neighborhood to prevent additional heavy duty truck traffic.  Mr. Morales stated that as a result of the 

community actions, the Planning Commission voted to rescind the conditional permit, and the issue will 

be going before the City Council within the next few weeks.  Chair Lyou asked if there is anything 

SCAQMD staff can do to assist with this effort.  Mr. Alatorre replied that he would ask staff to monitor 

the situation.   

                                 

Mr. Arnold Butler informed members that Inglewood and the surrounding areas are continuing to have 

issues related to Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) and the local freeway expansion.  Mr. Butler 

indicated that the school district has not received mitigation funds to lessen impacts related to LAX.  

Chair Lyou responded that he recently received two notices, Notice of an Update on the Master Plan 

Mitigation Report and the Annual Report on the Community Benefits Agreement, and provided a 

website address to Mr. Butler for additional information on the funding status. 

  

Monsignor John Moretta complemented and thanked SCAQMD on the work done regarding Rule 

1420.1. 

  

Mr. Rudy Gutierrez thanked staff for attending recent meetings in Thermal to discuss open burning for 

agricultural farms.  Mr. Gutierrez indicated that the agricultural burning impacts children in the morning 

as they are going to school.  Dr. Philip Fine responded that SCAQMD staff is investigating different 

ways to minimize the impacts of agricultural burning to protect crops during freezing temperatures 

including alternative technologies which would not involve burning hay stacks.  Dr.  Fine added that 

Mecca and the surrounding areas had recently received additional permanent air quality monitoring 
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stations. Chair Lyou thanked Dr. Fine and asked staff who work with the program to contact Mr. 

Gutierrez to discuss in detail. 

 

Action Item:  Have staff familiar with the agricultural open burn program contact Mr. 

Gutierrez to discuss. 

 

Mr. Gutierrez added that he would like SCAQMD to be more visible in the community through 

participation in events.  Mr. Alatorre responded that SCAQMD has sponsored and participated in several 

events in the community and will continue to do so. Chair Lyou asked that Mr. Gutierrez be added to the 

SCAQMD newsletter email subscription.  

 

 Action Item:  Add Mr. Gutierrez to the SCAQMD newsletter list. 

 

Ms. Maria Kennedy asked if farm operators are allowed to burn on days that residents cannot burn.  Dr. 

Fine explained that emergency burns to protect agricultural crops are requested by farmers when 

temperatures are expected to reach freezing temperatures.  These agricultural emergency burns do not 

fall under the Check Before You Burn program. 

 

Ms. Judy Bergstresser expressed her desire to inform the community about programs that are available 

through the SCAQMD.  

  

Ms. Evelyn Knight asked what type of strategy can be implemented for disseminating important 

information to the community and for highlighting what SCAQMD is doing to improve air quality.  Mr. 

Alatorre responded that alerts are sent to communities and government during air quality events, such as 

wildfires and “no burn days” and for items of importance, including the SCAQMD Advisor. 

 

Agenda Item #5 – Draft 2013 EJAG & Accomplishments 

Mr. Alatorre reviewed the 2013 EJAG accomplishments.  Mr. Butler asked whether Prop 39 had a 

sunset date.   Mr. Alatorre responded he wasn’t sure, but would find out if there was a sunset date. 

 

 Action Item:  Provide Mr. Butler with sunset information pertaining to Prop 39.  

   

Agenda Item #6 – Update on Recent Amendments to Rule 1420.1 

Ms. Susan Nakamura provided the group with an update on recent amendments to Rule 1420.1.  

 

There was discussion on the difference between cancer risk and cancer burden.  Ms. Bergstresser also 

asked about the scale used to measure cancer burden.  There also was some discussion on limits for 

toxics such as arsenic, benzene and butadiene.   

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked for clarification on the air sampling monitors surrounding Exide.  Dr. Fine 

responded that there are three monitors operated by SCAQMD, one of which is required by EPA, and 

several monitors inside the fence line operated by the facility per Rule 1420.1.  Dr. Lawrence Beeson 

asked if EPA and SCAQMD have access to the data taken from the monitors inside the facility.  Dr. 

Fine explained that the facility is obligated to provide SCAQMD the data; and, it is compared to the data 

from SCAQMD’s monitor to ensure the data matches.  

 

Ms. Bergstresser inquired about the community actions that led to Quemetco’s emissions improvements. 

Chair Lyou said he wasn’t on the Governing Board at the time, but a former employee of his was very 

involved with the Health Risk Assessment and Title V permitting process for Quemetco, which helped 

move the process along. 
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Mr. Gutierrez asked if there is a fee structure or fines for the Notice of Violations (NOV) that have been 

issued to Exide.  Ms. Feldman explained that every NOV is assessed individually according to the facts 

and circumstances and the Health & Safety Code provides per day penalties depending on the 

circumstances of the violation.  Mr. Gutierrez asked if SCAQMD provides incentives for equipment 

upgrades to companies like Exide.  Ms. Feldman explained that SCAQMD is currently seeking an order 

for abatement from the Hearing Board that would require Exide to upgrade its pollution control system.  

She further indicated that SCAQMD does not usually provide assistance to large companies; however, 

the agency does offer Small Business Assistance in the form of information on rules and permitting.  

 

Ms. Bilodeau asked what defines a large lead acid recycling facility and if there are medium and small 

facilities as well.  Ms. Nakamura responded the business size is defined by either the number of batteries 

processed or the amount of lead produced.  Ms. Nakamura continued to say the existing Rule 1420 

covers all lead facilities of all sizes. 

 

Dr. Afif El-Hasan asked if SCAQMD is working with other regulatory agencies to address worker 

safety.  Ms. Feldman stated that SCAQMD would work with Cal/OSHA to address the Exide issues. 

Chair Lyou added that both facilities test employees regularly for lead exposure amongst other things 

and also have safety procedures in place.  

 

Msgr. Moretta asked for clarification on the average number of recycled batteries per year for both 

Exide and Quemetco.  Ms. Nakamura explained the amount of recycled batteries in the presentation was 

projected for 2014 from both facilities and noted that Quemetco recently requested an increase in their 

throughput by 25-percent.  Msgr. Moretta also asked for clarification and additional information on the 

additional Hearing Board proceedings.  Ms. Feldman explained that all the meetings are of the Hearing 

Board on Exide are open to the public and that there would be an additional hearing near the community 

towards the end of the process.  Msgr. Moretta asked when the last meeting in the community would be 

held.  Ms. Feldman responded she is unsure, but they will decide towards the end of the hearings which 

could take several months.   

 

Mr. Butler expressed concern over the long lasting effects of lead in the community.  Ms. Feldman 

stated that the SCAQMD is doing everything possible within their power to require Exide to come into 

compliance.  Dr. Fine added that there are a couple of bills circulating in Sacramento that would tighten 

up state law in terms of repeat offenders.  Mr. Alatorre mentioned that Senator Lara has a specific bill to 

require Exide to obtain a permit from DTSC by 2015 or they will be shut down.  Chair Lyou added that 

Senator De Leon has a similar bill.  

 

Mr. Morales asked for clarification on the list of Exides’ NOVs.  Ms. Feldman explained the NOVs 

listed in the presentation were current and issued within the last year.  She also pointed out that some of 

the NOVs were not emission violations; and, all prior NOVs had been settled.  Mr. Morales asked if 

there were any more recent NOV’s since November. Chair Lyou said the most recent NOV was issued 

to Exide in early December.  

 

Ms. Rhetta Alexander asked for clarification on which types of batteries were recycled by Exide and 

Quemetco.  Ms. Nakamura explained that Exide only recycles car batteries and Quemetco recycles car 

batteries amongst other things, adding that both facilities process the recycled batteries and extract the 

lead for reuse.  Ms. Alexander asked if there was anything to replace lead acid batteries.  Dr. Fine 

responded the car batteries are essentially the same as when first developed and are different than those 

used in the new electric vehicles.  
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Ms. Bergstresser asked why Quemetco needs almost twice as many employees as Exide.  Ms. Nakamura 

explained that the companies are run very differently, use different equipment and therefore require 

different staffing levels. 

 

Mr. Harvey Eder from Public Solar Power Coalition asked if there were criminal laws that would apply 

to Exide.  Ms. Feldman replied that SCAQMD does not have the authority to criminally proceed, but can 

refer cases to the Los Angeles County District Attorney’s office.  Ms. Knight asked if SCAQMD has 

ever referred cases to the District Attorney.  Ms. Feldman replied that SCAQMD has referred cases to 

the District Attorney in the past, but not against Exide.  

 

Mr. Nastri asked Ms. Nakamura to provide the schedule for addressing the revised lead standard and the 

Continuous Emissions Monitoring System (CEMS) monitoring at Exide.  Ms. Nakamura said the lead 

standard would hopefully be brought back to the Governing Board within the year, depending on the 

length of the analysis.  As for CEMS, they have already been in communications with the equipment 

manufacturer, the next step is to work with the facilities and have a working group meeting and 

potentially a public workshop. 

 

Agenda Item #7 – Update on Near Roadway Monitoring 
Dr. Jason Low provided an update on Near Roadway Monitoring.  

 

Chair Lyou asked if the US EPA requires SCAQMD to place the monitoring equipment in areas where 

they expect to have the highest levels of pollution.  Dr. Low said the US EPA technical assistance 

document specifies that the placement of monitors should be near areas where the highest nitrogen oxide 

(NO2) emissions are expected. 

 

Chair Lyou asked why there was no consideration of congestion.  Dr. Low said they were originally 

unable to obtain the congestion data, but that they planned on using that information during the second 

round.  

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked about the overall size of monitoring equipment.  Dr. Low explained that the 

monitors are deployed in larger stations which are 20-foot containers.  

 

Mr. Butler asked if there were any monitors on the I-405 freeway.  Dr. Low said that based on the traffic 

data, the I-405 freeway is lower on the list.  Chair Lyou noted that an emissions factor was applied to 

trucks to account for their increased pollution, so the freeways that have more truck traffic will have a 

higher priority.  

 

Dr. Beeson asked what the process was to estimate how the monitor placement will be degraded over 

distance.  Dr. Low explained that the data can be extrapolated based on criteria present.  Dr. Fine added 

that the objective of the monitoring network is to comply with federal standards and the approach is to 

place the monitors at the location that will be indicative of what people may be exposed to. 

 

Mr. Gutierrez asked why he didn’t see any monitors in Coachella Valley.  Chair Lyou said it is because 

there are not as many people and trucks in the Coachella Valley.  Mr. Gutierrez asked if that would 

change as the area grows.  Dr. Fine explained that the US EPA conducts a network assessment every 

five-years and that the calculations are revisited, but the Coachella Valley has a long way to go before 

they make the list.  

 

Chair Lyou asked if there were any breaks in the 605 freeway sound wall that would be ideal for testing. 

Dr. Fine explained the EPA wants to avoid unique situations to be indicative to what a large population 

would be exposed to under normal circumstances. 
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Mr. Butler asked what happens once the data is collected.  Dr. Low said SCAQMD is responsible for 

comparing the data to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  Mr. Butler asked what 

happens if the data shows non-compliance.  Dr. Fine said that if there was an exceedance of NAAQS, 

SCAQMD would be responsible for control measures, but based on the data from the 710 freeway study, 

they don’t expect to be in exceedance for NO2.  

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked what the exact location was for the 710 freeway study.  Dr. Fine said it was 

south of Long Beach Blvd on Southern California Edison’s property.  

 

Ms. Knight asked if that data was collected during the economic downturn.  Dr. Fine said the testing 

started before and went through that time frame.  

 

Ms. Bergstresser said the monitors did not look elaborate and expensive and wanted to know why they 

were so sparse with them.  Dr. Fine explained that the cost to set up each monitoring site is around 

$200,000 with an additional maintenance cost of $100,000 annually.  

 

Mr. Morales asked what the process was for a community to request a monitor and who should they 

contact to request a monitor.  Dr. Fine indicated that requests could be directed to him, Dr. Low, 

Governing Board members, or the Executive Officer.  Dr. Fine explained that a special study could be 

conducted with a temporary monitor; and, if the site warrants a permanent study and resources were 

available, a permanent monitor could be placed.  Mr. Morales asked if most of the monitoring sites are 

near freeways.  Dr. Fine responded that the 35 permanent monitors are specifically required by US EPA 

to be placed far from freeways.  

 

Ms. Alexander asked about the status of the monitor near the 710 freeway.  Dr. Fine explained that if the 

US EPA agrees and public indicates that they would like to keep the monitor; the current 710 freeway 

monitor may become a permanent site.  Dr. Fine also stated that the 710 freeway has less passenger 

vehicle traffic due to the large number of trucks that use that route.    

 

Dr. El-Hassan asked if temperature is monitored and if the data is normalized to account for 

temperature.  Dr. Fine responded there are slight adjustments for flow rate based on temperature, but 

that the US EPA does not account for temperature of NO2.   

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked who makes the final decision on whether congestion patterns and population 

exposure metrics are included when determining the sites.  Dr. Fine said SCAQMD has had a public 

input process on their methods and the US EPA issued guidance.  Ms. Bergstresser asked how US EPA 

sets their guidance.  Dr. Fine said they issue a Technical Assistance Document based on a public 

technical process.  Ms. Bergstresser asked why US EPA did not include congestion in their guidance.  

Dr. Fine explained that congestion may be considered in the next round and he will notify members if 

there are any workshops to discuss the monitoring network. 

 

Action Item:  Inform members if any workshops to discuss monitoring locations are scheduled.      

 

Agenda Item #8 – Summary of the Forum on Near-Road Mitigation Measures and Technologies  
Dr. Andrea Polidori provided an update on the Forum on Near-Road Mitigation Measures and 

Technologies.  

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked why the mortality rate has increased in association with living near freeways.  

Dr. Polidori said that there is the perception that living near freeways could increase mortality, but 

generally most air pollutants have been decreasing over the past 10 to 20 years.  Dr. Polidori also noted 
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that exposure studies only have been conducted during the past five years, so scientists don’t know what 

occurred 20-years ago.  Chair Lyou added that as time has gone on there have been more health studies 

that have shown that the original health impacts of exposure were underestimated.    

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked who holds the technology forums on tailpipe reductions. Dr. Fine said the 

California Air Resources Board (CARB) has lots of staff working on identifying, testing, and developing 

regulations for the cleanest tailpipe technologies.  Dr. Fine continued to say that SCAQMD has a 

division, Technology Advancement Office (TAO) that helps incentivize the cleanest technologies 

including mobile sources.  Ms. Bergstresser said it might be a good idea for EJAG to have a presentation 

on the mobile source technologies.  Dr. Fine suggested someone from the Clean Fuels division in TAO 

present to EJAG. 

 

Action Item: Have someone from TAO present on the Clean Fuels Program. 

 

Ms. Alexander asked if there were any roadside fans that could disperse the air pollution from roadways. 

Dr. Polidori replied that fan technology has been proven successful in an experimental setting, but the 

technology might be expensive to implement.  Dr. Fine added that fan technology would need to be 

tested in a real-life environment to be proven and not just in a laboratory setting.    

 

Ms. Knight asked if vegetative barriers were the same as the wall near Hudson Elementary which has 

sparked controversy.  Dr. Fine explained that there is still a lot of scientific research to be done related to 

vegetation and barriers.  He mentioned that there has been some work to study if trees behind a regular 

sound wall would help to extend the dispersion of air pollution up slightly.  But, that there are many 

variables including the types of trees that are planted.   

 

Chair Lyou asked if High-Efficiency Particulate Absorption (HEPA) filters were available for the cabins 

of personal vehicles.  Dr. Polidori said he wasn’t sure about HEPA filters, but some car manufacturers 

offer filtration.  Dr. Fine added that there was a study involving a Volvo car with high efficiency 

filtration; and that there was also some work related to filtration for school buses.  Dr. Fine said there are 

aftermarket filters that will fit but you need to be careful with them and said they are looking to see if 

school bus filtration can be integrated into SCAQMD’s programs.  

 

Mr. Gutierrez asked if there are any programs available to mitigate the dust blown by large generators 

used to power lighting equipment at construction sites in the Coachella Valley.  Dr. Fine said that he is 

not familiar with generators, but indicated that CARB may regulate the generators if they are of a certain 

size. 

 

Ms. Bergstresser asked if copies of the presentations could be emailed to EJAG Members.  Chair Lyou 

asked staff to email the presentations.  Dr. Fine noted that the presentations and video from the 

technology forum are available on the website. 

 

          Action Item: Email a copy of the presentations to the group.  

     

Agenda Item #9 – Other Business  
No Comments. 

 

Agenda Item #10 – Public Comment 
No Comments. 

 

Agenda Item #11 – Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 3:15 PM. 
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MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Ben Benoit, Councilman, City of Wildomar and LGSBA Vice Chairman  
Felipe Aguirre, Councilmember, City of Maywood 
Paul Avila, P.B.A. & Associates 
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Maria Elena Kennedy, Kennedy Communications 
Rita Loof, RadTech International 
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Kelly Moulton, Paralegal  
 
OTHERS PRESENT: 
Mark Abramowitz, Board Member Assistant (Lyou) 
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SCAQMD STAFF: 
Derrick J. Alatorre, Assistant DEO/Public Advisor  
Nancy Feldman, Principal Deputy District Counsel 

Marvin Ignacio, AQ Engineer II  
Lori Langrell, Secretary 

William Sanchez, Sr. Public Affairs Manager 
Laki Tisopulos, Assistant DEO 

 
Agenda Item #1 – Call to Order/Opening Remarks 
Vice Chair Ben Benoit called the meeting to order at 11:37 a.m. 



Agenda Item #2 – Approval of December 13, 2013 Meeting Minutes/Review of Follow-Up/Action 
Items 
Vice Chair Benoit called for approval of the meeting Minutes of December 13, 2013.  The Minutes were 
approved unanimously.   
 
There were no action items arising out of the December 13, 2013 meeting.  
 
Agenda Item #3 –Status of Rule 1111 – Technology Assessment and Demonstration of Projects for 
Residential Furnaces 
Dr. Laki Tisopulos provided an update on the status of Rule 1111 low NOx burner technology 
assessment.  
 
Mr. Paul Avila asked if there is an association of these furnace manufacturers. Dr. Tisopulos indicated 
yes.   
 
Mr. Todd Campbell asked is the proposed rule to test the technology, and continue to be an actual 
regulation, and is it manufacturer or consumer focused. Dr. Tisopulos indicated the regulation already 
exists and the  amendment is to give a little extra time for compliance -  maybe six months to a year.  
 
Mr. Campbell also asked how many tons per day will you get for this, and does it apply to all new 
construction.  Dr. Tisopulos replied it is not a forced replacement rule, it applies only to new units being 
installed. When a heater dies and you purchase a new one, the new one will have to comply with the 
new rule.  It also applies to all new construction, with a very long implementation phase. These units last 
15-20 years, so we are going to be getting close to 3-1/2 tons, but on an annual basis it is a much smaller 
figure.   
 
Mr. Geoff Blake asked whether, based on 30 ppm standard, this is a low NOx type item. Dr. Tisopulos 
indicated it’s a 20 ppm low NOx redesigned burner.  This is the first significant redesign in 15-20 years.  
 
Chair Benoit asked what this means to the consumer as far as average cost per unit, any major changes 
or early numbers.  Dr. Tisopulos replied they do not know what the number is going to be because it is a 
very competitive industry, and they are holding their cards close to their chest.  Incentive money is being 
offered at $70 for a standard unit, and $90 for high efficiency units.  SCAQMD is offering money 
directly to the manufacturer which translates to the retailer. At the initial stage it is expected that the 
incentive funding will offset the cost increase. In the long term, as more manufacturers jump in and 
competition increases, the prices are expected to come down.   
 
Agenda Item #4 – Local Government & Small Business Assistance Advisory Group 2014 Goals & 
Objectives  
Mr. Derrick Alatorre presented the 2014 Goals & Objectives of the LGSBA Advisory Group for 
discussion and adoption. 
 
Mr. Campbell asked if staff is going to cover some sort of sustainable port evaluation, or zero emission 
port evaluation.  Mr. Alatorre indicated we will add that to the objectives.   
 
Mayor Mary Ann Lutz indicated that in item 10, study of technology of hybrids and plug in vehicles, she 
would like to know more about what SCAQMD is doing to incentivize the charging systems throughout 
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the region.  Mr. Alatorre replied that, as of now, SCAQMD does not incentive CNG, but there is some 
pass through money that is going to MSRC which may cover that.   
 
Action Item:  Place on LGSBA 2014 Objectives- topic of Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Incentives.  
 
Mr. Alatorre indicated few other cities do not participate in AB 2766 funds.  Those funds are again a 
pass through from vehicle license fees, and we receive and distribute the funds based on the number of 
registered vehicles in their city.  Those AB 2766 monies are used for the cities to change their fleets over 
to alternative fuel, and also for infrastructure.  The cities can also bank their monies; for example, the 
City of Huntington Park have banked their funds for approximately the last five or six years, and they 
have $600,000.00.  Mayor Lutz indicated they (Monrovia) have banked their money for a specific 
project they are working on to upgrade a certain fleet.  Mr. Alatorre replied to go through MSRC also to 
help out with that.  Cal State LA is going to be applying for an MSRC grant active now through 
September of this year, to install some CNG stations there.   
 
Mayor Lutz indicated that SCAQMD does a great job letting the public know about the leaf blower and 
lawn mower exchanges, but with other programs you have to be a detective.  How can we get more  
information out so that the cities know that grants are available. Mr. Alatorre replied he can arrange to 
have a representative from MSRC to talk about the funding opportunities available now, or those in the 
future.   
 
Mr. Maria Kennedy indicated she would like information on incentives for home charging and help for 
small businesses who have a home office, as it would be much more helpful to be able to charge 
overnight.  Chair Benoit stated for example if we could give a six month warning to cities about 
incentives that are coming up, it would be helpful.  
 
Ms. Kennedy asked if there are charging stations in Coachella.  Ms. Lupe Ramos Watson indicated yes.  
Ms. Watson asked is someone is mapping out the charging stations, noting where existing chargers are.  
Mr. Alatorre replied that if you have the SCAQMD app, either for Android or iPhone, you can ask 
where the electric or hydrogen charging stations are.  Mayor Lutz indicated that the Luskin Group did a 
strategic plan for all of SCAG’s region, and SCAG is supposed to track locations and move forward 
with the plan.  They not only studied where they are, but gave suggested locations.   
 
Mr. Campbell indicated that Riverside and San Bernardino are very well represented, there is a very 
strong emphasis on not allowing Los Angeles to gobble up all funds, and he recommends taking up Mr. 
Alatorre’s suggestion for a presentation by the MSRC staff.   
 
Agenda Item #5 – Monthly Report on Small Business Assistance Activities 
No comments. 
 
Agenda Item #6 – Other Business 
Ms. Rita Loof inquired regarding the informational item attachment Rule and Control Measure Forecast. 
At the Stationary Source Committee meeting several months ago direction was given to staff regarding 
Rule 219, and whether amendments to provide incentives in the form of regulatory paperwork 
permitting reduction would be calendared.  Dr. Tisopulos indicated it is in the calendar, but not listed 
under a specific month, yet it is on the ‘to be determined list’.  We prioritize our rule amendments, and 
the rules that we know we have to go with we assign a specific month. All others are to be determined.  
It does not mean that we won’t bring it, just that we are not sure which particular month we will bring it.   
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Mr. Avila asked regarding fireplaces, what happens in the event of a burnout.  Is a burnout required to 
do another fireplace, or use the existing fireplace?  For example if they have a home that burned down, 
will they be able to replace the fireplace.  Dr. Tisopulos indicated that if you had an existing fireplace, 
you should be able to maintain it. Or if there is a gas fire unit in your existing home, and you are 
remodeling, you cannot switch back to a wood burning fireplace.  The rule is to try to stay away from 
wood.  
 
Mr. Felipe Aguirre congratulated legal staff for filing the lawsuit against Exide Technologies.  Ms. 
Nancy Feldman confirmed that the suit was filed yesterday (January 16th), and that they will be at the 
Hearing Board all next week. Mr. Blake asked if they are trying to remain open, and make upgrades.  
Ms. Feldman indicated they are quite committed to doing upgrades, and are going to be submitting a 
revised risk reduction plan as well.  Mr. Aguirre also asked for updates regarding Exide be provided 
during the year.   
 
Ms. Kennedy inquired about the status of the Sriracha plant.  Ms. Feldman indicated they have not taken 
any action on that facility; the City of Irwindale is the entity that took action against Huy Fong.   
 
Mr. Avila asked where the Exide case was filed.  Ms. Feldman indicated the suit was filed in downtown 
Los Angeles at State Court, and is completely separate from the Hearing Board process.  The way to 
differentiate between the two is that the lawsuit was filed to collect penalties for past violations.  By 
contrast, the Hearing Board action is oriented prospectively, focusing onwhat do they need to do going 
forward to remain in compliance.  
 
Mr. Alatorre advised the group that this past Friday at the Governing Board meeting, Rule 1420.1 was 
amended to include arsenic standards that will be phased in over a year.  
 
Mr. Aguirre asked if SCAQMD is approving the technology they use for the cleanup they are doing.  
Ms. Feldman replied that the cleanup is mostly DTSC. We don’t have much to do unless they use 
equipment that requires a permit from us.   
 
Agenda Item #7 – Public Comment 
No comments. 
 
Adjournment 
The meeting adjourned at 12:13 p.m. 
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BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014    AGENDA NO.  20 
 
REPORT:  Legislative Committee 
 
SYNOPSIS:  The Legislative Committee held a meeting on Friday,  

March 14, 2014.  The next Legislative Committee meeting is 
scheduled for Friday, April 11, 2014, at 9 a.m. in Conference 
Room CC8. 

 
   The Committee deliberated on the following agenda items for  
   Board  consideration and recommended the following action: 
 

Agenda Item  
Recommendation Action 

 
AB 2208 (Allen) California Environmental 
Quality Act: Southern California International 
Gateway Project 

 
OPPOSE 

Amendment to Gonzalez, Quintana & Hunter, 
LLC Contract APPROVE 

S. 488 (Stabenow) 
H.R. 1027 (Peters) 
    Advanced Vehicle Technology Act of 2013 

SUPPORT AND RECOMMEND 
AMENDMENTS 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive, file this report, and approve agenda items as specified in this letter. 
 
 
 
 
      Josie Gonzales 
      Chair 
      Legislative Committee 
 
LBS:DJA:GS:PFC:jf            
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Attendance [Attachment 1] 
The Legislative Committee met on March 14, 2014.  Committee Chair Supervisor Josie 
Gonzales was present at SCAQMD’s Diamond Bar headquarters.  Committee Members 
Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich, Mayor Judy Mitchell, Dr. Clark E. Parker, Sr. and 
Councilmember Joe Buscaino attended via teleconference.  In addition, Dr. William 
Burke, Governing Board Chair, was appointed to the committee for this meeting and 
attended via teleconference.    
 
Update on Sacramento Legislative Issues 
Paul Gonsalves of Joe A. Gonsalves & Son, SCAQMD state legislative consultant, 
briefed the Committee on key Sacramento issues.   
 
Mr. Gonsalves reported the state Legislature is in the second year of a two year session 
and the bill introduction deadline passed on February 21st.  A total of 2,057 bills were 
introduced for the 2014 legislative year, many of which are “spot” bills.  Including 
carryover bills from last year, there are about 3,100 active bills.  Roughly 30 bills are 
competing for cap and trade auction revenues and how they will be distributed.  How 
the revenues are spent will be a negotiation between the Governor and the Legislature as 
part of the Budget process.   
 
The Senate Natural Resources & Water Committee and the Senate Environmental 
Quality Committee held a joint informational hearing on the implementation of SB 4 
(Pavley), regarding hydraulic fracturing (aka fracking).  SCAQMD staff testified on the 
Agency’s early data findings and the need to validate data by cross checking local and 
state data against each other.     
 
Will Gonzalez of Gonzalez, Quintana & Hunter, SCAQMD state legislative consultant, 
also briefed the Committee on key Sacramento issues. 
 
Mr. Gonzalez reported on two bills imposing taxes on fuels. SB 1156 (Steinberg) calls 
for a tax on fuels paid directly by consumers, and in exchange, fuels would not go under 
the cap and trade program.  The funding generated from the tax would be used to assist 
low and middle income individuals dealing with the impact of increased fuel costs, 
through an earned income tax credit.  This bill is opposed by the environmental 
community and transit agencies, among others.   
 
SB 1017 (Evans) establishes on oil severance tax that would be imposed at the well site 
and would provide funding for education. Both bills will have challenges getting 
through the legislature.  
 
Finally, Will reported that the Governor and the State Treasurer announced a $10 
million loan loss reserve fund as part of the Property Assessed Clean Energy (PACE) 
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program, which allows residents to install renewable energy, water or energy efficiency 
equipment in their homes financed through a lien on their property.  This lien becomes 
included in the property tax bill.  In response to federal concerns that federally funded 
mortgages would take a second position to these liens when a homeowner defaults, the 
reserve fund will help cover repayments of those federally funded mortgages.      
 
Dr. Parker inquired as to whether SB 1156 was revenue neutral, and Mr. Gonzalez 
responded in the affirmative.  Mayor Mitchell noted that a number of cities have 
adopted a similar initiative called the HERO program because the PACE program has 
not yet been implemented. 
 
Recommend Position on AB 2208 [Attachment 2] 
Guillermo Sanchez, Sr. Public Affairs Manager presented AB 2208 (Allen) which 
would preempt legal challenges filed by SCAQMD and others, in its attempt to 
“streamline the judicial process” to facilitate the development of the Southern California 
International Gateway (SCIG), a proposed near-dock intermodal rail yard project cited 
at the Port of Los Angeles.  Staff recommended an OPPOSE position on the bill.  
 
The Legislative Committee approved staff’s recommendation to OPPOSE AB 2208.   
AYES:  Burke, Gonzales, Mitchell, Parker 
NOES:  Antonovich, Buscaino 
 
AB 1330 (John Pérez) Environmental Justice 
Barbara Baird, Chief Deputy Counsel reported on AB 1330.   
 
Ms. Baird provided an update on the progress of negotiations relating to AB 1330 
introduced by Speaker Pérez.  The Speaker is intending to better deter serious and serial 
violators of environmental pollution laws.  SCAQMD staff suggests increasing the 
maximum penalty levels for each of the tiers within the existing penalty structure for 
serious and serial violators only.  Specific maximum penalties are not suggested by 
SCAQMD staff so that the author’s office and other stakeholders could have input on 
what would be most appropriate.  
 
Dr. Parker asked whether additional SCAQMD authority to address serious and serial 
violators should be included within the Agency’s proposal.  SCAQMD Executive 
Officer Dr. Barry Wallerstein responded that staff would prepare additional proposals 
along those lines and bring them back to the Committee for consideration.      
 
Supervisor Gonzales added that SCAQMD’s proposal should include information on 
how serious and serial violations of air pollution laws hurt the South Coast region’s 
ability to achieve attainment of federal air quality requirements.   
 
 



4 

 
Amendment to Gonzalez, Quintana & Hunter, LLC Contract  
Dr. Wallerstein presented on this item. 
 
The Legislative Committee unanimously approved staff’s recommendation to authorize 
an increase in the Gonzalez, Quintana & Hunter, LLC Contract by an additional 
$48,000 to secure the services of David Quintana through the end of the 2014 legislative 
year.   
[Refer to the April 4, 2014 Governing Board Agenda Item 9 for additional 
information]          
 
Federal Surface Transportation Law (MAP-21) Reauthorization Language 
[Attachment 3] 
Marc Carrel, Program Supervisor, presented this item.   
 
Mr. Carrel presented proposed legislative amendment language as well as new 
proposals to address air quality issues for upcoming legislation to reauthorize the federal 
surface transportation law (MAP-21), which will be expiring in Sept. 2014.  Mr. Carrel 
clarified that the first five proposals focus on the movement of freight.  Proposals six 
and seven focus on clean passenger rail in anticipation of a possible rail provision in 
MAP-21. The eighth proposal is in response to a Committee discussion at a prior 
meeting regarding all federal sources of pollution, and is instead related to the Clean Air 
Act, not to MAP-21. Mr. Carrel added that the final proposal is more in line with Item 
#7 of the Committee meeting’s agenda. 
 
Supervisor Gonzales emphasized the need to share these proposals with the four 
transportation agencies within our authority before moving forward.  Dr. Wallerstein 
commented that these proposals have been shared with transportation agencies in the 
South Coast region, as well as with the Southern California Association of 
Governments, for review and comment.  Staff will seek their input on the proposals and 
will report back to the Legislative Committee.  Supervisor Gonzales requested that the 
item also be discussed at the Policy Maker level at the transportation agencies. 
 
Dr. Parker inquired as to when the Surface Transportation Board (STB) would be 
having a public hearing to consider the issues relating to railyards previously discussed 
by the Committee.  Ms. Baird responded that the STB received various filings; however 
no ruling has been issued and there is no hearing date currently scheduled.  In fact, 
additional deadlines have been established in March and April to allow for additional 
filings of arguments and evidence by all interested parties, and then for any appropriate 
responses to those filings, respectively.  Dr. Wallerstein commented that the 
presentation by Mr. Carrel was separate from the issue before the STB.   
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Mayor Mitchell inquired what is being discussed regarding possible increased federal 
funding relative to MAP-21reauthorization.  Mr. Carrel responded that the issue of 
funding is still an open question, with various proposals, including the increase of the 
gas tax being discussed.  Ultimately this issue would be addressed by the Finance 
Committee in the U.S. Senate and the Ways and Means Committee in the U.S. House.  
Mayor Mitchell requested that the need for increased federal funding be emphasized on 
the next SCAQMD trip to Washington, D.C.  Councilmember Buscaino echoed Mayor 
Mitchell’s comments, highlighting cities’ failing infrastructure. Supervisor Gonzales 
added that as part of this message, there is a need to identify and focus on improving 
infrastructure in high growth areas.  Councilmember Buscaino inquired if, as part of 
reauthorization of MAP-21, staff has looked into opportunities with TIFIA funds and 
TIGER grants.  Mr. Carrel responded that staff is currently working on a possible 
TIGER grant proposal, and has submitted such proposals in previous years; however, 
the program is largely oversubscribed and SCAQMD has been unable to secure a grant 
in the past. Supervisor Gonzales mentioned that TIGER grant submittals by other 
transportation agencies in the region might provide a good partnership opportunity.    
 
Recommend Position on S. 488 (Stabenow) / H.R. 1027 (Peters) [Attachment 4] 
Mr. Carrel presented S. 488 (Stabenow) / H.R. 1027 (Peters) Advanced Vehicle 
Technology Act of 2013 to the Committee. 
 
These bills would create a program, administered by the U.S. Department of Energy 
(DOE) that provides support for clean vehicle research, development, demonstration 
and commercialization.  Staff recommended that amendments be included that call for 
reducing criteria pollutant emissions and achieving zero- or near-zero emissions engine 
technologies, rather than just focusing on achieving greater fuel efficiency.   
 
Thus, staff recommended a position on these bills of: SUPPORT AND RECOMMEND 
AMENDMENTS 
 
The Legislative Committee unanimously approved staff’s recommendation to 
SUPPORT THE BILLS AND RECOMMEND AMENDMENTS 
AYES: Antonovich, Buscaino, Burke, Gonzales, Mitchell, and Parker 
NOES: None. 
 
Discussion of Enhanced Outreach to Congress 
Lisha B. Smith, Deputy Executive Officer, presented on this item and informed the 
Committee that the discussion relating to the Federal Surface Transportation Law (Map-
21) basically addressed this item and she noted the direction given by the Committee 
members.    
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Update on Federal Legislative Issues 
Mia O’Connell of the Carmen Group, SCAQMD federal legislative consultant, provided 
the Committee with updates on key Washington D.C. issues.   
 
Ms. O’Connell reported that the House Appropriation Interior Subcommittee will be 
holding a hearing on the U.S. EPA budget for FY 2015 this month.  It was also reported 
that there were seven MAP-21 related hearings that occurred in the U.S. Congress 
recently – in both the House and the Senate.  Further, the Senate Environment & Public 
Works (EPW) Committee plans to mark up its version of MAP-21 in April, without 
funding details.  Ms. O’Connell also stated that the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee in the U.S. House plans to mark up its version of MAP-21 in early summer.  
Finally, the U.S. Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) is drafting the 
Administration’s bill proposal regarding MAP-21 and will submit it to Congress by 
mid-April.     
 
Ms. O’Connell also reported that SCAQMD staff is working on possible TIGER grant 
proposals and recently had a call with U.S. DOT staff to discuss concepts and criteria 
relating to this issue. 
 
Mark Kadesh of Kadesh & Associates, SCAQMD federal legislative consultant, also 
updated the Committee on key Washington D.C. issues.   
 
Mr. Kadesh reported that Senator Boxer and the Senate EPW Committee staff do not 
plan to make many major revisions to MAP-21 during the mark-up hearing relating to 
its reauthorization, however, they do hope to add a Rail title to the bill.   
 
Finally, Mr. Kadesh reported that the Senate recently had an all-night session on climate 
change.  Ultimately, this session showed that there are not sufficient votes to move any 
federal legislation regarding climate change at this time. 
 
Councilmember Buscaino asked if SCAQMD is playing any role with respect to the 
President’s Task Force on Climate Change.  Mr. Kadesh responded that SCAQMD has 
not played a formal role. Councilmember Buscaino further inquired about possible 
involvement by SCAQMD with this task force in the future.  Dr. Wallerstein responded 
that this would be evaluated and that communication with the White House would occur 
on this issue.  He added that SCAQMD has provided technical input regarding the U.S. 
EPA’s activities on climate change in the past.   
 
Report from SCAQMD Home Rule Advisory Group [Attachment 5] 
Please refer to Attachment 5 for written report. 
 
Other Business:    
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None 
 
Public Comment Period:  
No public comment.  
 
Attachments 
1. Attendance Record 
2. AB 2208 Bill Analysis and Bill Language 
3. Federal Surface Transportation Law (MAP-21) Reauthorization Language 
4. S. 488 and H.R. 1028 Bill Analysis and Bill Language 
5. SCAQMD Home Rule Advisory Group Report 



ATTACHMENT 1 

ATTENDANCE RECORD –March 14, 2014 
 

DISTRICT BOARD MEMBERS: 
Dr. William A. Burke (teleconference) 
Supervisor Josie Gonzales 
Supervisor Michael Antonovich (teleconference) 
Councilmember Joe Buscaino (teleconference) 
Mayor Judy Mitchell (teleconference) 
Dr. Clark E. Parker, Sr. (teleconference) 
 
STAFF TO COMMITTEE: 
Lisha B. Smith, Deputy Executive Officer  
Derrick Alatorre, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer/Public Advisor 
Guillermo Sanchez, Senior Public Affairs Manager 
Julie Franco, Senior Administrative Secretary 
 
DISTRICT STAFF: 
Barbara Baird, Chief Deputy Counsel 
Elaine Chang, Deputy Executive Officer 
Peter Greenwald, Senior Policy Advisor 
Debra Ashby, Senior Public Information Specialist 
Marc Carrel, Program Supervisor 
Tina Cox, Senior Public Information Specialist 
Philip Crabbe, Community Manager 
Henry Hogo, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer 
Robert Paud, Telecommunications Technician 
Ricardo Rivera, Senior Staff Specialist 
Kim White, Public Affairs Specialist 
Patti Whiting, Staff Specialist 
 
OTHERS PRESENT: 
Mark Abramowitz, Governing Board Member Consultant (Lyou) 
Paul Gonsalves, Gonsalves & Son (teleconference) 
Will Gonzalez, Gonzalez, Quintana & Hunter (teleconference) 
Stewart Harris, Carmen Group (teleconference) 
Gary Hoitsma, Carmen Group (teleconference) 
Mark Kadesh, Kadesh & Associates (teleconference) 
Chris Kierig, Kadesh & Associates (teleconfernce) 
Rita Loof, RadTech 
Debra Mendelsohn, Governing Board Assistant (Antonovich) 
Peter Okurowski, California Environmental Associates (CEA) 
Mia O’Connell, Carmen Group (teleconference) 
David Rothbart, LACSD 
Andy Silva, Governing Board Assistant (Gonzales) 
Susan Stark, Tesor Consultant 
Tara Tisopulos, Environmental Compliance Solutions (ECS), on behalf of Orange County 
     Transportation Authority (OCTA) 
Warren Weinstein, Kadesh & Associates (teleconference) 



South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Legislative Analysis Summary - AB 2208 (Allen) 
Version: As Introduced February 20, 2014 
Analyst: GS - 3/7/14 

ATTACHMENT 2a 

AB 2208 (Allen) 
California Environmental Quality Act: Southern California International Gateway 

Summary: Preempting legal challenges filed by SCAQMD and others, AB 2208 bill would 
"streamline the judicial process" to facilitate the development of the Southern California 
International Gateway (SCIG), a proposed project for the construction of a near-dock 
intermodal railyard at the Port of Los Angeles. 

Background: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is the primary state law 
requiring public officials to understand and consider the environmental consequences of their 
decisions before they make them and disclose the information to the public. CEQA requires a 
lead agency to complete an EIR on a project that might have a significant effect on the 
environment and find ways to reduce or avoid any significant impact through the adoption of 
feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives. 

In this instance, the project would allow Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway (BNSF) to 
construct a near-dock intermodal rail yard located approximately four miles from the ports. 
The project site is located close to environmental justice communities and numerous sensitive 
receptors, including residences, a homeless veteran' s shelter, a day care center, parks, and 
numerous schools that are already highly impacted by air pollution from the ports and other 
activities. The EIR identifies that the project will have a significant impact on air quality, 
among other impacts. The SCAQMD is concerned that truck and train idling activity will 
occur in close proximity - as close as 20 feet - from homes and schools, creating a harmful 
impact to public health. 

SCAQMD filed a petition for writ of mandate and complaint for declaratory relief, under 
CEQA, challenging the decision of the Port and City of Los Angeles to certify the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in connection with the approval of the SCIG project. The 
SCAQMD does not take a position in support of or against the project, but instead seeks that 
the project provide adequate mitigation for air quality impacts, as required under CEQA. In 
addition to the petition by SCAQMD, six other lawsuits and one motion to intervene were filed 
from a wide range of groups, including other public agencies, environmental and community 
groups and business interests: (1) the City of Long Beach; (2) Long Beach Unified School 
District; (3) Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC), East Yard Communities For 
Environmental Justice, Coalition For Clean Air, Century Villages At Cabrillo, Elena 
Rodriguez, and Evelyn Deloris Knight; (4) Coalition for a Safe Environment (CFASE), 
Apostalic Faith Center, Community Dreams, and California Kids IAQ; (5) Fast Lane 
Transportation, Inc.; and (6) California Cartage Company, Inc. , Three Rivers Trucking Inc. , 
Los Angeles Harbor Grain Terminal, and San Pedro Forklift, Inc.; and a motion to intervene 
by the City of Carson. 



South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Legislative Analysis Summary - AB 2208 (Allen) 
Version: As Introduced February 20, 2014 
Analyst: GS - 317/14 

Status: Introduced on February 20, 2014; substantive language pending. 

Specific Provisions: 
"It is the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that would facilitate the infrastructure 
development and implementation of the final environmental impact report, described as ADP 
No. 041027-19, which was prepared for the Southern California International Gateway Project, 
a proposed proj~ct for the construction and installation of various cargo transfer facilities at the 
Port of Los Angeles." 

Impacts on SCAQMD's Mission, Operations or Initiatives: 
AB 2208 would overturn the protections afforded under CEQA and deny SCAQMD, cities, 
impacted residents, and other stakeholders the opportunity to ensure compliance with existing 
environmental laws and the opportunity for judicial review. 

Recommended Position: OPPOSE 
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california legislature—2013–14 regular session

ASSEMBLY BILL  No. 2208

Introduced by Assembly Member Allen

February 20, 2014

An act relating to environmental quality.

legislative counsel’s digest

AB 2208, as introduced, Allen. California Environmental Quality
Act: Southern California International Gateway Project.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead
agency to prepare, or cause to be prepared, and certify the completion
of, an environmental impact report on a project, as defined, that it
proposes to carry out or approve that may have a significant effect on
the environment, as defined, or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds
that the project will not have that effect.

This bill would declare the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation
that would facilitate the infrastructure development and implementation
of the final environmental impact report, as described, which was
prepared for the Southern California International Gateway Project, a
proposed project for the construction and installation of various cargo
handling and transfer facilities at the Port of Los Angeles.

Vote:   majority.   Appropriation:   no.  Fiscal committee:   no.

State-mandated local program:   no.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

 line 1 SECTION 1. It is the intent of the Legislature to enact
 line 2 legislation that would facilitate the infrastructure development and
 line 3 implementation of the final environmental impact report, described

99
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 line 1 as ADP No. 041027-19, which was prepared for the Southern
 line 2 California International Gateway Project, a proposed project for
 line 3 the construction and installation of various cargo transfer facilities
 line 4 at the Port of Los Angeles.

O
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ATTACHMENT 3 

SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
PROPOSALS FOR FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION LEGISLATION: 

ADVANCED TECHNOLOGIES TO REDUCE AIR POLLUTION FROM FREIGHT TRANSPORT 
TO SUPPORT ATIAINMENT OF FEDERAL AIR QUALITY STANDARDS 

Proposal 1. Increased Federal Funding Share for Infrastructure Enabling or lncentivizing 
Advanced Freight Technologies 

Amend MAP-21 Section 1116 as follows (proposed amendments are shown in underline/strike-out): 

SEC. 1116. PRIORITIZATION OF PROJECTS TO IMPROVE FREIGHT MOVEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL-Notwithstanding section 120 of title 23, United States Code, the 
Secretary may increase the Federal share payable for any project to 95 percent for 
projects on the Interstate System and 90 percent for any other project if the Secretary 
certifies that the project meets the requirements of this section. 

(b) INCREASED FUNDING.-To be eligible for the increased Federal funding share under 
this section, a project shall-
(1) demonstrate the improvement made by the project to the efficient movement 

of freight, including making progress towards meeting performance targets for 
freight movement established under section 150(d) of title 23, United States 
Code; and 

(2) be identified in a State freight plan developed pursuant to section 1118. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.-Eiigible projects to improve the movement of freight under this 
section may include, but are not limited to-
(1) construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, and operational improvements 

directly relating to improving freight movement; 

(2) intelligent transportation systems and other technology to improve the flow of 
freight; 

W efforts to reduce the environmental impacts of freight movement on the primary 
freight net\•1ork; 

(4) railway-highway grade separation; 

(5) geometric improvements to interchanges and ramps. 

(6) truck-only lanes; 

(7) climbing and runaway truck lanes; 

(8) truck parking facilities eligible for funding under section 1401; 

(9) real-time traffic, truck parking, roadway condition, and multimodal 
transportation information systems; 
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(10) improvements to freight intermodal connectors; and 

(11) improvements to truck bottlenecks. 

(d) DEFINITION OF "EFFORTS TO REDUCE THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF FREIGHT 
MOVEMENT."-As used in Section 1116 (c)(3), "efforts to reduce the environmental 
impacts of freight movement" shall include, but not be limited to,-
(1) transportation infrastructure that enables or incentivizes utilization of Advanced 

Freight Transport Technologies (as defined in subsection (e)), including, but not 
limited to, construction of-

(A) infrastructure that is dedicated for use by Advanced Freight Transport 
Technologies, such as highway lanes, rail lines, or lanes providing expedited 
access to freight facilities; 

(B) infrastructure that will be operated in a manner to create incentives for use 
by Advanced Freight Transport Technologies, such as through toll or access 
fee discounts for highways or freight facilities; and 

(C) fueling or charging infrastructure, or wayside power, to provide energy for 
Advanced Freight Transport Technologies; and 

(2) actions to reduce public health impacts in communities near freight facilities 
caused by emissions from freight movement, including, but not limited to-

(A) deployment of advanced freight technologies or other technologies and 
strategies to reduce emissions near such communities beyond the benefits 
of adopted regulatory standards; and 

(B) establishment of sufficient distance between diesel-powered freight 
operations and communities, schools, workplaces and other sensitive 
receptors to prevent significant health impacts. 

(e) DEFINITION OF ADVANCED FREIGHT TRANSPORT TECHNOLOGY. - Advanced Freight 
Transport Technologies shall include the following: 
(1) TRUCKS. - Heavy-duty trucks powered by-

(A) fuel cells: 

(B) electricity; 

(C) hybrid-electric technologies with significant zero-emission range, which 
may use range extenders powered by diesel, natural gas, fuel cells or other 
power sources; "significant zero-emission range" shall be defined by the 
Administrator of the EPA so as to encompass a substantial portion of 
typical daily service in nonattainment areas; or 

(D) any other technology that emits nitrogen oxides and fine particulates 
(PM2.5) at rates at least 90% lower than the most stringent applicable 
emission standards adopted by EPA, or which the Administrator of the EPA 
determines creates sufficiently low emissions of such pollutants to meet 
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the air quality attainment needs of all areas designated nonattainment 
under the Clean Air Act (including areas classified as Extreme Ozone 
nonattainment.) 

{2) LOCOMOTIVES. - Freight locomotives powered by-

(A) natural gas with advanced emission controls achieving emission levels 
substantially lower than EPA Tier 4 locomotive standards (as determined by 
the Administrator of the EPA); 

(B) fuel cells; 

(C) electricity; 

(D) hybrid-electric technologies with significant zero-emission range, which 
may use range extenders powered by diesel, natural gas, fuel cells or other 
power sources; "significant zero-emission range" shall be determined by 
the Administrator ofthe EPA so as to encompass a substantial portion of 
typical service in nonattainment areas; or 

(E) any other technology satisfying the criteria in paragraph (e)(1)(D) above. 

{3) CARGO HANDLING.- Cargo handling equipment powered by

(A) electricity; 

(B) fuel cells; 

(A) hybrid-electric technologies with significant zero-emission range, which 
may use range extenders powered by diesel, natural gas, fuel cells or other 
power sources; "significant zero-emission range" shall be determined by 
the Administrator of the EPA so as to encompass a substantial portion of 
typical daily service; or 

(C) any other technology satisfying the criteria in paragraph (e)(1)(D) above. 

Proposal 2. Grant Program for Development, Demonstration and Deployment of Advanced 
Freight Transport Technologies (New) 

(a) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION . - There shall be authorized $50 million per year 
for five years to fund eligible projects and programs to develop and demonstrate 
Advanced Freight Transport Technologies (as defined in Proposal 1), and provide 
incentives for commercialization and deployment in major freight corridors to support 
broad markets for advanced technologies. 

(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS.- Projects and programs eligible for funding 
under this section shall be undertaken by a state or local government in partnership 
with academic or industry participants, and shall be designed to-

(1) develop, improve, or expand applications for Advanced Freight Transport 
Technologies; 
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(2) implement prototype demonstrations, or larger scale demonstrations, of 
Advanced Freight Transport Technologies; 

{3) assist in overcoming obstacles to commercialization of Advanced Freight 
Transport Technologies; or 

(4) provide incentives for commercialization and deployment of Advanced Freight 
Transport Technologies in major freight corridors. Incentives under this 
paragraph may include, but are not limited to, subsidies or financing of the 
incremental capital cost of Advanced Freight Transport Technologies; discounted 
tolls for Advanced Technology vehicles; dedicated lanes to expedite access to 
ports and railyards by Advanced Technology vehicles; and public recognition 
programs for companies utilizing Advanced Technologies. 

(c) PROCESS AND FUNDING PRIORITIES- The Secretary shall establish a competitive grant 
program, and shall prioritize funding for projects or programs that involve-

{1) technology development and demonstration by entities with a history of 
successful technology advancement, and expertise regarding emission reduction 
needs in an area substantially impact by freight emissions; 

{2) technologies that have potential to provide economic and other co-benefits, 
including ability to move larger volumes of goods with less energy and emissions, 
fuel and maintenance cost reductions, improved energy cost certainty, job 
creation in the United States, and reduction in emissions impacting climate; 

(3) a variety of technologies in order to support choice for freight carriers; 

(4) technology deployment in major freight corridors located in areas ofthe nation 
that are designated nonattainment under the Clean Air Act and are substantially 
impacted by freight emissions, with priority for initial deployment in 
communities that are located near freight facilities and most significantly 
impacted by local diesel emissions; and 

(5) leveraging of resources and funds through partnerships with state or local 
government, industry, academia, nonprofit or foundation, or other sources; and 

(d) MINIMUM FUNDING MATCH.--Eiigible projects and programs shall include at least a 
20 percent funding match from non-federal sources. 

(e) FEDERAL AGENCY COORDINATION. - The Secretary shall seek to coordinate funding 
under this section with technology development, demonstration and deployment 
funding by other federal agencies, to maximize effective and efficient use of 
resources. 
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Proposal 3. Grant Program for Fueling and Charging Infrastructure (New) 

(a) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION. -There shall be authorized $50 million each year 
for five years for the Secretary of Transportation to provide grants for projects or 
programs that fund installation of fueling and charging infrastructure for trucks, 
locomotives and cargo handling equipment employing Advanced Freight Transport 
Technologies (as defined in Proposal 1). 

(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS.- Projects and programs eligible for funding 
under this section shall be undertaken by a state or local government in partnership 
with industry participants. 

(c) PROCESS AND FUNDING PRIORITIES- The Secretary shall establish a competitive grant 
program, and shall prioritize funding for projects or programs that involve-

(1) deployment along major freight corridors located in areas of the nation that are 
designated nonattainment under the Clean Air Act and are substantially 
impacted by freight emissions, with priority for initial deployment in 
communities that are located near freight facilities and most significantly 
impacted by local diesel emissions; 

(2) fueling and charging infrastructure for a variety of technologies in order to 
support choice for freight carriers; and 

(3) leveraging of resources and funds through partnerships with state or local 
government, industry or other sources. 

(d) MINIMUM FUNDING MATCH.-- Eligible projects and programs shall include at least a 
20 percent funding match from non-federal sources. 

(e) FEDERAL AGENCY COORDINATION.- The Secretary shall seek to coordinate funding 
under this section with fueling and charging infrastructure funding by other federal 
agencies, to maximize effective and efficient use of resources. 

Proposal 4. Incentives in Fuel Economy Standards (New) 

(a) INCENTIVES. -The Secretary shall, after consulting with the Administrator of the EPA, 
ensure that regulations adopted after (date of enactment) pertaining to fuel efficiency 
for heavy duty trucks are designed to create incentives for deployment of increasing 
numbers oftrucks employing Advanced Freight Transport Technologies (as defined in 
Proposal 1). Such incentives may take the form of additional credit for trucks 
employing Advanced Freight Transport Technologies, or any other form of incentive 
that the Secretary determines is likely to significantly incentivize development and 
commercialization of such technologies in time to support attainment of ozone air 
quality standards under the Clean Air Act. 

(b) FUEL AND TECHNOLOGY NEUTRALITY. -Incentive programs under this section shall be 
designed to be fuel-neutral and technology-neutral. 
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Proposal 5. Federal Fleets {New) 

(a) The Secretary shall make information available to procurement programs of federal 
agencies regarding the potential to demonstrate Advanced Freight Transport 
Technologies funded under this act. 

(b) No later than 18 months after (date of enactment), the (insert Executive Branch office) 
shall establish and publish policies for federal agencies to acquire Advanced Freight 
Transport Technologies to the maximum extent operationally and financially feasible. 

Proposal 6. COMMUTER RAIL TIER 4 LOCOMOTIVE GRANT PROGRAM (New) 

(a) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION.- There shall be authorized $80 million per year 
for five years for a competitive grant program to assist commuter rail agencies 
upgrade their fleet to the least-polluting technology by: 
(1) Replacing existing locomotives that meet but do not exceed the EPA Tier Zero, Tier 

1 or Tier 2 emission standards, with locomotives that meet the EPA's Tier 4 
emission standards, or 

(2) Retrofitting the engines of existing locomotives that meet but do not exceed the 
EPA Tier Zero, Tier 1 or Tier 2 emission standards, to engines that meet EPA's Tier 
4 emission standards 

(b) ELIGIBILITY- All commuter rail agencies which have begun, as of July 1, 2014, to 
replace Tier zero, Tier 1 or Tier 2 locomotives with Tier 4 locomotives, and which serve 
an area designated as nonattainment for PM2.5 and nonattainment for ozone under 
the Clean Air Act. 

(c) LOCAL SHARE- The local share of 30% shall be calculated on a fleet-wide basis and 
not a locomotive by locomotive basis. A commuter rail agency shall be deemed to 
have met the 30% local match if it provides funding for at least 30% of the cost to 
replace at least 50% of its Tier 0, Tier 1 and Tier 2 locomotives in its fleet as of July 1, 
2013, even if those funds have already been expended on Tier 4 locomotives before 
the enactment of this Act. 

(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS- Any amount made available under this section-
(1) Shall remain available to a project for 3 years after the fiscal year for which the 

amount is made available or appropriated; and 
(2) That remains unobligated at the end of the period described in paragraph (1) shall 

be added to the amount made available in the following year. 

Proposal7. Grant Program for Development, Demonstration and Deployment of Advanced 
Passenger Locomotive Technology {New) 

(a) GRANT PROGRAM AUTHORIZATION.- There shall be authorized $40 million per year 
for five years to fund eligible projects and programs to develop and demonstrate 
advanced passenger locomotive technologies. 
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(b) ELIGIBILITY.-
(1) Applicants for grants under this section must be commuter rail agency, although 

they may partner with academic participants, cities, counties, MPOs, state or local 
air quality agencies, and/or industry participants. 

(2) Projects and programs eligible for funding under this section shall be designed to
(A) develop, improve, or expand applications for advanced passenger 

locomotive technologies; or 
(B) implement prototype demonstrations, or larger scale demonstrations, of 

advanced passenger locomotive technologies. 
(c) DEFINITION OF ADVANCED PASSENGER LOCOMOTIVE TECHNOLOGIES.-- Advanced 

Passenger Locomotive Technologies shall mean passenger locomotives powered by
(A) natural gas with advanced emission controls achieving emission levels 

substantially lower than EPA Tier 4 locomotive standards (as determined by 
the Administrator ofthe EPA); 

(B) fuel cells; 
(C) an electric battery tender car; 
(D) hybrid-electric technologies with significant zero-emission range, which 

may use range extenders powered by diesel, natural gas, fuel cells or other 
power sources; "significant zero-emission range" shall be determined by 
the Administrator of the EPA so as to encompass a substantial portion of 
typical service in nonattainment areas; or 

(E) refueling and/or recharging infrastructure for locomotives powered by 
fuels mentioned in subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), (D), or (E). 

(d) MINIMUM FUNDING MATCH.--Eiigible projects and programs shall include at least a 
20 percent funding match from non-federal sources. 

------------------------
Proposal 8. Federal Regulations to Implement State Implementation Plans Under the Clean Air 
Act (New) 

The following proposal is in response to a request by Chairman Burke at the February Legislative 
Committee meeting for draft legislation authorizing AQMD to regulate '1ederal" sources. This 
proposal would require EPA to adopt rules to implement the State Implementation Plan (SIP} in 
circumstances where state and local authority is preempted. Like the above proposals for surface 
transportation legislation, this proposal would potentially affect equipment involved in freight 
transport, i.e. interstate trucks and locomotives (in addition to ships and aircraft). This proposal, 
however, is drafted to amend the Clean Air Act, because the proposal would implement SIPs under 
that act. It would need to be determined whether this proposal is sufficiently germane to the 
surface transportation bill to be included in that legislation. 

Proposal: Add new Subdivision 110{q) to the Clean Air Act, to read as follows: 

(a) FEDERAL ATIAINMENT MEASURES. -
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(1) The Administrator shall promulgate regulations applicable to sources within the 
regulatory authority of the Environmental Protection Agency which shall be 
sufficient, in conjunction with measures contained in the applicable state 
implementation plan, to attain all national primary ambient air quality standards 
throughout the United States by the applicable attainment dates. 

(2) The duty imposed by this subdivision applies if the Administrator concurs with a 
state's finding in a state implementation plan revision that the state 
implementation plan includes all feasible measures that are not preempted by 
federal law, yet one or more nonattainment areas is unable to attain a national 
ambient air quality standard by the applicable date. The Administrator shall 
concur with, or disapprove, a state's finding within the time required to act on 
the implementation plan revision . 

(3) The regulations required by this subdivision may, in the Administrator's 
discretion, be applicable only to one or more specified states, regions, or 
nonattainment areas. 

(4) In implementing this subdivision, the Administrator may adopt regulations 
applicable to motor vehicles and engines, and to non-road vehicles and engines, 
which are no longer new. 
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South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Legislative Analysis Summary- S. 488 (Stabenow)/H.R. 1027 (Peters) 
Version: As introduced March 7, 2013 
MC: 317/13 

ATTACHMENT 4a 

S. 488 (Stabenow)/H.R. 1027 (Peters) 
Advanced Vehicle Technology Act 

Summary: This bill would create a program, administered by the U.S. 
Department of Energy (DOE), that provides support for clean vehicle research, 
development, demonstration and commercialization. 

Background: The Advanced Vehicle Technology Act (S. 488/H.R. 1027) would 
authorize appropriations to the Secretary of Energy for research, development, 
demonstration and commercialization of advanced technology vehicles, including 
electric, hybrid, hydrogen and natural gas vehicles. 

The Senate bill, S. 488, is cosponsored by the two Michigan Senators, Debbie 
Stabenow and Carl Levin. The House version, H.R. 1027, is sponsored by Rep. 
Gary Peters, also of Michigan, and has 16 cosponsors. Of those, four are from 
Michigan, and four are from California (Garamendi, Ruiz, Chu, Brownley). 

The author said the bill will help "manufacturers and suppliers research and 
develop technologies to make more fuel-efficient vehicles, reducing costs at the 
pump and reducing our dependence on foreign oil." Since the sponsors of these 
bills are from Michigan, this is perceived as an effort to assist Michigan carmakers 
in moving to more advanced technologies. However the bill is not Michigan 
specific and could benefit not only the Detroit carmakers, but also vehicle 
manufacturers based in California (e.g., Toyota, Honda, Tesla, etc.). 

In the 112th Congress (2011-12), a similar Advanced Vehicle Technology Act 
passed the House of Representatives on a bipartisan 312-114 vote, and passed the 
Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee with broad bipartisan support. 
However, it never received a vote on the Senate Floor. 

Status: On March 7, 2013, S.488 was read twice and referred to the Senate 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources. H.R.1 027 was referred on March 
21, 2013 to the House Committee on Science, Space, and Technology's 
Subcommittee on Energy. 

Specific Provisions: 
This legislation direct the Secretary of the DOE to conduct a program of basic and 
applied research, development, demonstration, and commercial application 
activities on materials, technologies, and processes with the potential to 
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South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Legislative Analysis Summary- S. 488 (Stabenow)/H.R. I 027 (Peters) 
Version: As introduced March 7, 2013 
MC: 3/7/13 

substantially reduce or eliminate petroleum use and emissions from the nation's 
passenger and commercial vehicles. The bill requires the program to include 
activities in numerous areas including the following: 

• hybridization or full electrification of vehicle systems; 
• batteries, ultra-capacitors, and other energy storage devices; 
• engine efficiency and combustion optimization; 
• hydrogen vehicle technologies; 
• compressed natural gas and liquefied petroleum gas vehicle technologies; 
• innovative propulsion systems; 
• hydraulic hybrid technologies; 
• engine compatibility with and optimization for a variety of transportation fuels; 
• refueling and charging infrastructure for alternative fueled and electric or plug

in electric hybrid vehicles; 
• sensing, communications, and actuation technologies for vehicle, electrical 

grid, and infrastructure; and 
• retrofitting advanced vehicle technologies to existing vehicles. 

These bills also reauthorize the U.S. DOE'S Vehicle Technologies Program, 
through which DOE partners with manufacturers of light duty auto, and medium 
and heavy duty commercial trucks and suppliers to conduct research to develop 
the next generation of fuel efficient cars and trucks with a focus on ( 1) hydrogen 
vehicle technology; (2) multiple battery chemistries and novel energy storage 
devices; (3) communication, connectivity, and power flow amount vehicles, 
infrastructure, and the electrical grid; and ( 4) lightweight vehicles and materials. 

The bill also directs DOE to partner with public and private sector entities to 
conduct research programs on a wide range of passenger vehicle and medium and 
heavy duty commercial vehicle technologies. In particular, DOE is directed to 
continue its existing investment into multiple transformational technologies, such 
as hydrogen and batteries. However, the bill gives DOE the resources necessary to 
expand its focus into near term developments that could result in significant fuel 
savings for the national fleet if widely deployed. DOE must also inform other 
agencies of the potential for demonstrating technologies funded by this Act; and 
support and utilize state and local government initiatives in advanced vehicle 
technology development. 

When awarding cost-sharing grants, the bill requires DOE to prioritize 
technologies which will provide the greatest aggregate fuel savings and the 
greatest number of American jobs. 
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This bill also requires DOE to implement a research, development, engineering, 
demonstration, and commercial application program for advanced vehicle 
manufacturing technologies and practices, including such things as innovative 
processes to: increase the production rate and decrease the cost of advanced 
battery manufacturing; design and manufacture purpose-built hydrogen and fuel 
cell vehicles and components; and improve the calendar life and cycle life of 
advanced batteries. 

DOE would then be required to report to Congress annually through 2017 on 
technologies developed through this Act that have been successfully adopted for 
commercial application. 

The bill also has DOE establish a competitive grant program to demonstrate the 
integration of multiple advanced technologies on Class 8 truck and trailer 
platforms with a goal of improving overall freight efficiency by 50%; (2) develop 
standard testing procedures and technologies for evaluating the performance of 
advanced heavy vehicle technologies; (3) evaluate heavy vehicle performance 
using work performance-based metrics other than miles per gallon; and ( 4) 
undertake a pilot program of research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial applications of technologies to improve total machine or system 
efficiency for nonroad mobile equipment and seek opportunities to transfer 
relevant research findings and technologies between the nonroad and on-highway 
equipment and vehicle sectors. 

Impacts on AQMD's Mission, Operations or Initiatives: The Advanced 
Vehicle Technology Act seeks to improve the fuel efficiency of the U.S. fleet; 
reduce the nation's dependence on imported oil by focusing on a wide variety of 
other fuel sources; support domestic research and development, demonstration, 
commercialization, and manufacturing of advanced vehicle technologies; and 
allow for greater consumer choice of technologies and fuels. 

This bill also places a new focus on research and development programs for 
medium and heavy duty trucks, and directs the DOE to appoint a full time Director 
to coordinate existing efforts between government and industry partners. 

This bill would further a number of significant efforts supported by SCAQMD, 
namely efforts to provide greater federal funding and involvement in the 
development process (from research through commercialization and deployment) 
of light duty, medium-duty and heavy duty vehicles. In addition, DOE is directed 
to seek opportunities to leverage resources and support initiatives of State and 
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local governments in developing and promoting advanced vehicle technologies, 
manufacturing, and infrastructure. This could lead to greater federal support for 
SCAQMD programs and initiatives to further the development of zero and near
zero emission medium and heavy-duty vehicles. 

This legislation does not define a funding source, nor an amount for the grant 
programs, however earlier versions called for $200 million. 

There is no mention in this bill of reducing emissions from vehicles, just achieving 
greater fuel efficiency. Amendments should be included that call for reducing 
criteria pollutant emissions and achieving zero- or near-zero emissions engine 
technologies. 

Recommended Position: SUPPORT AND RECOMMEND AMENDMENTS 
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'l'o provide for a program of research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application in vehicle technologies at the Department of Energy. 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
MARCH 7, 2013 

Ms. STABENOW introduced the following bill; which was read twice and 
referred to the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 

A BILL 
To provide for a program of research, development, dem

onstration, and commercial application in vehicle tech

nologies at the Department of Energy. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of R epresenta-

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

4 (a) SHORT TITLE.-This Act may be cited as the 

5 "Advanced Vehicle rrechnology Act of 2013". 

6 (b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.-rrhe table of contents of 

7 this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Objectives. 
Sec. 3. Definitions. 
Sec. 4. Coordination and nonduplication. 
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TITLE I-VEHICLE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

Sec. 101. Program. 
Sec. 102. Sensing and communications technologies. 
Sec. 103 . Manufacturing. 
Sec. 104. Reporting. 

TI'l'LE II-MEDIUM AND HEAVY DUTY COlVIlVIERCIAL Al~D 
TRANSIT VEHICLES 

Sec. 201. Program. 
Sec. 202. Class 8 truck and trail er systems demonstration. 
Sec. 203 . Teclmology testing and metrics. 
Sec. 204. Nonroad systems pilot program. 
Sec. 205. Repeal of existing authorities. 

1 SEC. 2. OBJECTIVES. 

2 The objectives of this Act are-

3 (1) to reform and reorient the vehicle tech-

4 nologies programs of the Department; 
5 (2) to establish a clear and consistent authority 

6 for vehicle technologies programs of the Department; 

7 (3) to develop United States technologies and 

8 practices that-

9 (A) improve the fuel efficiency and emls-

10 sions of all vehicles produced in the United 

11 States; and 

12 (B) reduce vehicle reliance on petroleum-

13 based fuels; 

14 ( 4) to support domestic research, development, 

15 engineering, demonstration, and commercial applica-

16 tion and manufacturing of advanced vehicles, en-

17 gines, and components; 
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1 ( 5) to enable vehicles to move larger volumes of 

2 goods and more passengers with less energy and 

3 em1sswns; 
4 (6) to develop cost-effective advanced tech-

5 nologies for wide-scale utilization throughout the 

6 passenger, commercial, government, and transit ve-

7 hicle sectors; 

8 (7) to allow for greater consumer choice of vehi-

9 cle technologies and fuels; 

10 (8) to shorten technology development and inte-

11 gration cycles in the vehicle industry; 

12 ( 9) to ensure a proper balance and diversity of 

13 Federal investment in vehicle technologies and 

14 among vehicle classes; and 

15 (10) to strengthen partnerships between Fed-

16 eral and State governmental agencies and the pri-

17 vate and academic sectors. 

18 SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

19 In this Act: 

20 (1) DEPARTMENT.-rrhe term "Department" 

21 means the Department of Energy. 

22 (2) SECRETARY.-The term ''Secretary'' means 
23 the Secretary of Energy. 
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1 SEC. 4. COORDINATION AND NONDUPLICATION. 

2 (a) COORDINATION.-rrhe Secretary shall ensure that 

3 activities authorized by this Act do not duplicate activities 

4 of other programs within the Department or other rel-

5 evant agencies. 

6 (b) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT .-The activities 

7 carried out under this Act shall be subject to the cost-

8 sharing requirements of section 988 of the Energy Policy 

9 Actof2005 (42 U.S.C.16352) . 

10 TITLE I-VEHICLE RESEARCH 
11 AND DEVELOPMENT 
12 SEC. 101. PROGRAM. 

13 (a) ACTIVITIES.-The Secretary shall conduct a pro-

14 gram of basic and applied research, development, engi-

15 neering, demonstration, and commercial application activi-

16 ties on materials, technologies, and processes with the po-

17 tential to substantially reduce or eliminate petroleum use 

18 and the emissions of the Nation's passenger and commer-

19 cial vehicles, including activities in the areas of-

20 ( 1) hybridization or full electrification of vehicle 

21 systems; 

22 (2) batteries, ultracapacitors, and other energy 

23 storage devices; 

24 (3) power electronics; 

25 ( 4) vehicle, component, and subsystem manu-

26 facturing technologies and processes; 
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1 ( 5) engme efficiency and combustion optimiza-

2 tion; 

3 ( 6) waste heat recovery; 
4 (7) transmission and drivetrains; 

5 (8) hydrogen vehicle technologies, including fuel 

6 cells and internal combustion engines, and hydrogen 

7 infrastructure; 

8 ( 9) compressed natural gas and liquefied petro-

9 leum gas vehicle technologies; 

10 (10) aerodynamics, rolling resistance, and ac-

11 cessory power loads of vehicles and associated equip-

12 ment; 

13 (11) vehicle weight reduction, including 

14 lightweighting materials; 

15 (12) friction and wear reduction; 

16 (13) engine and component durability; 

17 (14) innovative propulsion systems; 

18 (15) advanced boosting systems; 

19 (16) hydraulic hybrid technologies; 

20 (17) engine compatibility with and optimization 

21 for a variety of transportation fuels including nat-

22 ural gas and other liquid and gaseous fuels; 
23 (18) predictive engineering, modeling, and sim-

24 ulation of vehicle and transportation systems; 

•S 488 IS 



6 

1 ( 19) refueling and charging infrastructure for 

2 alternative fueled and electric or plug-in electric hy-

3 brid vehicles, including the unique challenges facing 
4 rural areas; 

5 (20) gaseous fuels storage systems and system 

6 integration and optimization; 

7 (21) sensing, communications, and actuation 

8 technologies for vehicle, electrical grid, and infra-

9 structure; 

10 (22) efficient use, substitution, and recycling of 

11 potentially critical materials in vehicles, including 

12 rare earth elements and precious metals, at risk of 

13 supply disruption; 

14 (23) aftertreatment technologies; 

15 (24) thermal management of battery systems; 

16 (25) retrofitting advanced vehicle technologies 

17 to existing vehicles; 

18 (26) development of common standards, speCl-

19 fications, and architectures for both transportation 

20 and stationary battery applications; 

21 (27) advanced internal combustion engines; and 

22 (28) other research areas as determined by the 
23 Secretary. 

24 (b) TRANSFORMATIONAL rrECHNOLOGY.-The Sec-

25 retary shall ensure that the Department continues to sup-
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1 port research, development, engmeermg, demonstration, 

2 and commercial application activities and maintains com-

3 petency in mid- to long-term transformational vehicle tech-
4 nologies with potential to achieve deep reductions in petro-

S leum use and emissions, including activities in the areas 

6 of-

7 (1) hydrogen vehicle technologies, including fuel 

8 cells, internal combustion engines, hydrogen storage, 

9 infrastructure, and activities in hydrogen technology 

10 validation and safety codes and standards; 

11 (2) multiple battery chemistries and novel en-

12 ergy storage devices, including nonchemical bat-

13 teries, ultracapacitors and electromechanical storage 

14 technologies such as hydraulics, flywheels, and com-

15 pressed air storage; 

16 (3) communication, connectivity, and power 

17 flow among vehicles, infrastructure, and the elec-

18 trical grid; and 

19 ( 4) other innovative technologies research and 

20 development, as determined by the Secretary. 

21 (c) INDUSTRY PARTICIPATION.-To the maximum 

22 extent practicable, activities under this Act shall be carried 
23 out in partnership or collaboration with automotive manu-

24 facturers, heavy commercial, vocational, and transit vehi-

25 cle manufacturers, qualified plug-in electric vehicle manu-
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1 facturers, compressed natural gas and liquefied petroleum 

2 gas vehicle manufacturers, vehicle and engine equipment 

3 and component manufacturers, manufacturing equipment 
4 manufacturers, advanced vehicle service providers, fuel 

5 producers and energy suppliers, electric utilities, univer-

6 sities, national laboratories, and independent research lab-

7 oratories. In carrying out this Act the Secretary shall-

8 ( 1) determine whether a wide range of compa-

9 nies that manufacture or assemble vehicles or com-

10 ponents in the United States are represented in on-

11 going public private partnership activities, including 

12 firms that have not traditionally participated in fed-

13 erally sponsored research and development activities, 

14 and where possible, partner with such firms that 

15 conduct significant and relevant research and devel-

16 opment activities in the United States; 

17 (2) leverage the capabilities and resources of, 

18 and formalize partnerships with, industry-led stake-

19 holder organizations, nonprofit organizations, indus-

20 try consortia, and trade associations with expertise 

21 in the research and development of, and education 

22 and outreach activities in, advanced automotive and 
23 commercial vehicle technologies; 
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1 (3) develop more efficient processes for trans-

2 ferring research findings and technologies to indus-

3 try; 
4 ( 4) gwe consideration to conversion of existing 

5 or former vehicle technology development or manu-

6 facturing facilities for the purposes of this Act; 

7 (5) establish and support public-private part-

8 nerships, dedicated to overcoming barriers in com-

9 mercial application of transformational vehicle tech-

10 nologies, that utilize such industry-led technology de-

ll velopment facilities of entities with demonstrated ex-

12 pertise in successfully designing and engineering 

13 pre-commercial generations of such transformational 

14 technology; and 

15 ( 6) promote efforts to ensure that technology 

16 research, development, engineering, and commercial 

17 application activities funded under this Act are car-

18 ried out in the United States. 

19 (d) l TERAGENCY At'JD l NTRAAGENCY COORDINA-

20 TION.-To the maximum e},.i,ent practicable, the Secretary 

21 shall coordinate research, development, demonstration, 

22 and commercial application activities among-
23 (1) relevant programs within the Department, 

24 including-
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1 (A) the Office of Energy Efficiency and 

2 Renewable Energy; 

3 (B) the Office of Science; 
4 (C) the Office of Electricity Delivery and 

5 Energy Reliability; 

6 (D) the Office of Fossil Energy; 

7 (E) the Advanced Research Projects Agen-

8 cy-Energy; and 

9 (F) other offices as determined by the Sec-

1 0 retary; and 

11 (2) relevant technology research and develop-

12 ment programs within the Department of Transpor-

13 tation and other Federal agencies, as determined by 

14 the Secretary. 

15 (e) FEDERAL DEMONSTRATION OF 'rECH-

16 NOLOGIES.-rrhe Secretary shall make information avail-

17 able to procurement programs of F ederal agencies regard-

18 ing the potential to demonstrate technologies resulting 

19 from activities funded through programs under this Act. 

20 (f) INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATIOr .-rfhe 

21 Secretary shall seek opportunities to leverage resources 

22 and support initiatives of State and local governments in 
23 developing and promoting advanced vehicle technologies, 

24 manufacturing, and infrastructure. 
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1 (g) CRITERIA.-When awarding cost-shared grants 

2 under this program, the Secretary shall give priority to 

3 those technologies (either individually or as part of a sys-
4 tern) that-

5 ( 1) provide the greatest aggregate fuel savings 

6 based on the reasonable projected sales volumes of 

7 the technology; and 

8 (2) provide the greatest mcrease m United 

9 States employment. 

10 SEC. 102. SENSING AND COMMUNICATIONS TECH-

11 NOLOGIES. 

12 (a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary, in coordination 

13 with the Secretary of Transportation and the relevant re-

14 search programs of other Federal agencies, shall conduct 

15 research, development, engineering, and demonstration ac-

16 tivities on connectivity of vehicle and transportation sys-

17 terns, including on sensing, computation, communication, 

18 and actuation technologies that allow for reduced fuel use, 

19 optimized traffic flow, and vehicle electrification, including 

20 technologies for-

21 (1) onboard vehicle, engme, and component 

22 sensing and actuation; 
23 (2) vehicle-to-vehicle sensmg and commumca-

24 tion; 
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1 (3) vehicle-to-infrastructure sensmg and com-

2 munication; and 

3 ( 4) vehicle integration with the electrical grid, 
4 including communications to provide grid services. 

5 (b) COORDINATION .-The activities carried out under 

6 this section shall supplement (and not supplant) activities 

7 under the intelligent transportation system research pro-

8 gram of the Department of rrransportation. 

9 SEC.103. MANUFACTURING. 

10 rrhe Secretary shall carry out a research, develop-

11 ment, engineering, demonstration, and commercial appli-

12 cation program of advanced vehicle manufacturing tech-

13 nologies and practices, including innovative processes to-

14 ( 1) increase the production rate and decrease 

15 the cost of advanced battery manufacturing; 

16 (2) vary the capability of individual manufac-

17 turing facilities to accommodate different battery 

18 chemistries and configurations; 

19 (3) reduce waste streams, errusswns, and en-

20 ergy-intensity of vehicle, engine, advanced battery 

21 and component manufacturing processes; 

22 ( 4) recycle and remanufacture used batteries 
23 and other vehicle components for reuse in vehicles or 

24 stationary applications; 
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1 ( 5) produce cost-effective lightweight materials 

2 such as advanced metal alloys, polymeric composites, 

3 and carbon fiber; 
4 (6) produce lightweight high pressure storage 

5 systems for gaseous fuels; 

6 (7) design and manufacture purpose-built hy-

7 drogen and fuel cell vehicles and components; 

8 ( 8) improve the calendar life and cycle life of 

9 advanced batteries; and 

10 (9) produce permanent magnets for advanced 

11 vehicles. 

12 SEC. 104. REPORTING. 

13 (a) rrECHNOLOGIES DEVELOPED.-Not later than 18 

14 months after the date of enactment of this Act and annu-

15 ally thereafter through 2017, the Secretary of Energy 

16 shall transmit to Congress a report regarding the tech-

17 nologies developed as a result of the activities authorized 

18 by this title, with a particular emphasis on whether the 

19 technologies were successfully adopted for commercial ap-

20 plications, and if so, whether products relying on those 

21 technologies are manufactured in the United States. 

22 (b) ADDITIONAL MATTERS.-At the end of each fis-
23 cal year through 2017 the Secretary shall submit to the 

24 relevant Congressional committees of jurisdiction an an-

25 nual report describing activities undertaken in the pre-
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1 vious year under this title, active industry participants, ef-

2 forts to recruit new participants committed to design, en-

3 gineering, and manufacturing of advanced vehicle tech-
4 nologies in the United States, progress of the program in 

5 meeting goals and timelines, and a strategic plan for fund-

6 ing of activities across agencies. 

7 TITLE II-MEDIUM AND HEAVY 
8 DUTY COMMERCIAL AND 
9 TRANSIT VEHICLES 

10 SEC. 201. PROGRAM. 

11 (a) IN GE1 ERAL.-The Secretary, in partnership 

12 with relevant research and development programs in other 

13 Federal agencies, and a range of appropriate industry 

14 stakeholders, shall carry out a program of cooperative re-

15 search, development, demonstration, and commercial ap-

16 plication activities on advanced technologies for medium-

17 to heavy-duty commercial, vocational, recreational, and 

18 transit vehicles, including activities in the areas of-

19 ( 1) engine efficiency and combustion research; 

20 (2) onboard storage technologies for compressed 

21 natural gas and liquefied petroleum gas; 

22 (3) development and integration of engine tech-
23 nologies designed for compressed natural gas and 

24 liquefied petroleum gas operation of a variety of ve-

25 hicle platforms; 
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1 ( 4) waste heat recovery and conversion; 

2 ( 5) improved aerodynamics and tire rolling re-

3 sistance; 
4 ( 6) energy and space-efficient emissions control 

5 systems; 

6 (7) heavy hybrid, hybrid hydraulic, plug-in hy-

7 brid, and electric platforms, and energy storage 

8 technologies; 

9 ( 8) drivetrain optimization; 

10 ( 9) friction and wear reduction; 

11 (10) engine idle and parasitic energy loss reduc-

12 tion; 

13 (11) electrification of accessory loads; 

14 (12) onboard sensing and communications tech-

15 nologies; 

16 (13) advanced lightweighting materials and ve-

17 hicle designs; 

18 (14) increasing load capacity per vehicle; 

19 (15) thermal management of battery systems; 

20 (16) recharging infrastructure; 

21 ( 17) compressed natural gas and liquefied pe-

22 troleum gas infrastructure; 
23 (18) advanced internal combustion engines; 

24 (19) complete vehicle modeling and simulation; 
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1 (20) hydrogen vehicle technologies, including 

2 fuel cells and internal combustion engines, and hy-

3 drogen infrastructure; 
4 (21) retrofitting advanced technologies onto ex-

5 isting truck fleets; and 

6 (22) integration of these and other advanced 

7 systems onto a single truck and trailer platform. 

8 (b) LEADERSHIP .-The Secretary shall appoint a 

9 full-time Director to coordinate research, development, 

10 demonstration, and commercial application activities in 

11 medium- to heavy-duty commercial, recreational, and tran-

12 sit vehicle technologies. Responsibilities of the Director 

13 shall be to-

14 ( 1) improve coordination and develop consensus 

15 between government agency and industry partners, 

16 and propose new processes for program management 

17 and priority setting to better align activities and 

18 budgets among partners; 

19 (2) regularly convene workshops, site visits, 

20 demonstrations, conferences, investor forums, and 

21 other events in which information and research find-

22 ings are shared among program participants and in-
23 terested stakeholders; 

24 ( 3) develop a budget for the Department's ac-

25 tivities with regard to the interagency program, and 

•S 488 IS 



17 

1 provide consultation and guidance on vehicle tech-

2 nology funding priorities across agencies; 

3 ( 4) determine a process for reviewing program 
4 technical goals, targets, and timetables and, where 

5 applicable, aided by life-cycle impact and cost anal-

6 ysis, propose revisions or elimination based on pro-

7 gram progress, available funding, and rate of tech-

8 nology adoption; 

9 ( 5) evaluate ongomg activities of the program 

10 and recommend project modifications, including the 

11 termination of projects, where applicable; 

12 (6) recruit new industry participants to the 

13 interagency program, including truck, trailer, and 

14 component manufacturers who have not traditionally 

15 participated in federally sponsored research and 

16 technology development activities; and 

17 (7) other responsibilities as determined by the 

18 Secretary, in consultation with interagency and in-

19 dustry partners. 

20 (c) REPORTING.-At the end of each fiscal year, the 

21 Secretary shall submit to the Congress an annual report 

22 describing activities undertaken in the previous year, ac-
23 tive industry participants, efforts to recruit new partici-

24 pants, progress of the program in meeting goals and 
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1 timelines, and a strategic plan for funding of activities 

2 across agenCies. 

3 SEC. 202. CLASS 8 TRUCK AND TRAILER SYSTEMS DEM-

4 ONSTRATION. 

5 The Secretary shall conduct a competitive grant pro-

6 gram to demonstrate the integration of multiple advanced 

7 technologies on Class 8 truck and trailer platforms with 

8 a goal of improving overall freight efficiency, as measured 

9 in tons and volume of freight hauled or other work per-

10 formance-based metrics, by 50 percent, including a com-

11 bination of technologies listed in section 201(a) . Applicant 

12 teams may be comprised of truck and trailer manufactur-

13 ers, engine and component manufacturers, fleet cus-

14 tomers, university researchers, and other applicants as ap-

15 propriate for the development and demonstration of inte-

16 grated Class 8 truck and trailer systems. 

17 SEC. 203. TECHNOLOGY TESTING AND METRICS. 

18 The Secretary, in coordination with the partners of 

19 the interagency research program described in section 

20 201(a)-

21 ( 1) shall develop standard testing procedures 

22 and technologies for evaluating the performance of 
23 advanced heavy vehicle technologies under a range of 

24 representative duty cycles and operating conditions, 

25 including for heavy hybrid propulsion systems; 
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1 (2) shall evaluate heavy vehicle performance 

2 usmg work performance-based metrics other than 

3 those based on miles per gallon, including those 
4 based on units of volume and weight transported for 

5 freight applications, and appropriate metrics based 

6 on the work performed by nonroad systems; and 

7 (3) may construct heavy duty truck and bus 

8 testing facilities. 

9 SEC. 204. NONROAD SYSTEMS PILOT PROGRAM. 

10 'rhe Secretary shall undertake a pilot program of re-

11 search, development, demonstration, and commercial ap-

12 plications of technologies to improve total machine or sys-

13 tern efficiency for nonroad mobile equipment including ag-

14 ricultural and construction equipment, and shall seek op-

15 portunities to transfer relevant research findings and tech-

16 nologies between the nonroad and on-highway equipment 

17 and vehicle sectors. 

18 SEC. 205. REPEAL OF EXISTING AUTHORITIES. 

19 (a) IN GENERAL.-Sections 706, 711, 712, and 933 

20 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16051, 

21 16061, 16062, 16233) are repealed. 

22 (b) ENERGY EFFICIENCY.-Section 911 of the En-
23 ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16191) is amended-

24 (1) in subsection (a)-
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3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

20 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking "vehi-

cles, buildings," and inserting "buildings"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)-
(i) by striking subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) by redesignating subparagTaphs 

(B) through (E) as subparagraphs (A) 

through (D), respectively; and 

(2) in subsection (c)-

(A) by striking paragraph ( 3); 

(B) by redesignating paragTaph ( 4) as 

paragraph (3); and 

(C) in paragTaph (3) (as so redesignated), 

by striking "(a)(2)(D)" and inserting 

14 "(a)(2)(C)". 

15 (c) ENERGY STORAGE COMPETITIVE ESS.-Section 

16 641 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 

17 (42 U.S.C. 17231) is amended-

IS ( 1) by striking subsection (j); 

19 (2) by redesignating subsections (k) through (p) 

20 as subsections (j) through ( o), respectively; and 

21 (3) in subsection (o) (as so redesignated)-

22 (A) in paragraph (2), by striking "and;" 
23 after the semicolon at the end; 

24 (B) in paragraph ( 4), by inserting "and" 

25 after the semicolon at the end; 
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3 
4 

5 

6 
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(C) by striking paragraph (5); 

(D) by redesignating paragraph ( 6) as 

paragraph ( 5); and 
(E) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated), 

by striking "subsection (k)" and inserting "sub-

section (j)". 

0 
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To provide for a program of research, development, demonstration, and 
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the Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 

A BILL 

I 

rro provide for a program of research, development, dem

onstration, and commercial application in vehicle tech

nologies at the Department of Energy. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-

2 tives of the United States ofAmerica in Congress assembled, 

3 SECTION I. SHORT TITLE. 

4 This Act may be cited as the "Advanced Vehicle 

5 Technology Act of 2013". 

6 SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

7 Congress finds the follovving: 

8 (1) According to the Energy Information Ad-

9 ministration, the transportation sector accounts for 

10 approximately 28 percent of the United States pri-

ATTACHMENT 4c



2 

1 mary energy demand and greenhouse gas emissions, 

2 and 24 percent of global oil demand. 

3 (2) The United States transportation sector is 
4 over 95 percent dependent on petroleum, and over 

5 60 percent of petroleum demand is met by imported 

6 supplies. 

7 (3) United States heavy truck fuel consumption 

8 will increase 21 percent by 2030, while overall trans-

9 portation energy use will decline by 2 percent. 

10 ( 4) 'l_lhe domestic automotive and commercial 

11 vehicle manufacturing sectors have increasingly lim-

12 ited resources for research, development, and engi-

13 neering of advanced technologies. 

14 ( 5) Vehicle, engine, and component manufactur-

15 ers are playing a more important role in vehicle 

16 technology development, and should be better inte-

17 grated into F ederal research efforts . 

18 ( 6) Priorities for the Department of Energy's 

19 vehicle technologies research have shifted drastically 

20 in recent years among diesel hybrids, hydrogen fuel 

21 cell vehicles, and plug-in electric hybrids, with little 

22 continuity among them. 
23 (7) rrhe integration of vehicle, communication, 

24 and infrastructure technologies has great potential 
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1 for efficiency gams through better management of 

2 the total transportation system. 

3 (8) The Federal Government should balance its 
4 role in researching longer-term eA'Ploratory concepts 

5 and developing nearer-term transformational tech-

6 nologies for vehicles . 

7 SEC. 3. OBJECTIVES. 

8 rrhe objectives of this Act are to-

9 (1) develop United States technologies and 

10 practices that-

11 (A) improve the fuel efficiency and emis-

12 sions of all vehicles produced in the United 

13 States; and 

14 (B) reduce vehicle reliance on petroleum-

15 based fuels; 

16 (2) support domestic research, development, en-

17 gineering, demonstration, and commercial applica-

18 tion and manufacturing of advanced vehicles, en-

19 gines, and components; 

20 ( 3) enable vehicles to move larger volumes of 

21 goods and more passengers with less energy and 

22 em1sswns; 
23 ( 4) develop cost-effective advanced technologies 

24 for wide-scale utilization throughout the passenger, 

25 commercial, government, and transit vehicle sectors; 

•HR 1021 m 



4 

1 ( 5) allow for greater consumer choice of vehicle 

2 technologies and fuels; 

3 (6) shorten technology development and inte-
4 gration cycles in the vehicle industry; 

5 (7) ensure a proper balance and diversity of 

6 Federal investment in vehicle teclmologies; and 

7 (8) strengthen partnerships between F ederal 

8 and State governmental agencies and the private 

9 and academic sectors. 

10 SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

11 For the purposes of this Act: 

12 (1) DEPARTMENT.-'rhe term "Department" 

13 means the Department of Energy. 

14 (2) SECRETARY.-'fhe term ''Secretary'' means 

15 the Secretary of Energy. 

16 SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

17 There are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-

18 retary for United States research, development, engineer-

19 ing, demonstration, and commercial application of vehicles 

20 and related technologies, including activities authorized 

21 under this Act, such sums as may be necessary for each 

22 of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
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1 TITLE I-VEHICLE RESEARCH 
2 AND DEVELOPMENT 
3 SEC. 101. PROGRAM. 

4 (a) ACTIVITIES.-'"fhe Secretary shall conduct a pro

S gram of basic and applied research, development, engi-

6 neering, demonstration, and commercial application activi-

7 ties on materials, technologies, and processes with the po-

8 tential to substantially reduce or eliminate petroleum use 
9 and the emissions of the Nation's passenger and commer-

10 cial vehicles, including activities in the areas of-

11 (1) hybridization or full electrification of vehicle 

12 systems; 

13 (2) batteries and other energy storage devices; 

14 (3) power electronics; 

15 ( 4) vehicle, component, and subsystem manu-

16 facturing technologies and processes; 

17 ( 5) engine efficiency and combustion optimiza-

18 tion; 

19 (6) waste heat recovery; 

20 (7) transmission and drivetrains; 

21 ( 8) hydrogen vehicle technologies, including fuel 

22 cells and internal combustion engines, and hydrogen 

23 infrastructure; 

24 (9) compressed natural gas vehicle technologies; 
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1 (10) aerodynamics, rolling resistance, and ac-

2 cessory power loads of vehicles and associated equip-

3 ment; 
4 (11) vehicle weight reduction, including 

5 lightweighting materials; 

6 (12) friction and wear reduction; 

7 (13) engine and component durability; 

8 (14) innovative propulsion systems; 

9 ( 15) advanced boosting systems; 

10 (16) hydraulic hybrid technologies; 

11 (17) engine compatibility with and optimization 

12 for a variety of transportation fuels including nat-

13 ural gas and other liquid and gaseous fuels; 

14 (18) predictive engineering, modeling·, and sim-

15 ulation of vehicle and transportation systems; 

16 ( 19) refueling and charging infrastructure for 

17 alternative fueled and electric or plug-in electric hy-

18 brid vehicles, including the unique challenges facing 

19 rural areas; 

20 (20) gaseous fuels storage systems and system 

21 integration and optimization; 

22 (21) sensing, communications, and actuation 
23 technologies for vehicle, electrical gTid, and infra-

24 structure; 
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1 (22) efficient use, substitution, and recycling of 

2 potentially critical materials in vehicles, including 

3 rare earth elements and precious metals, at risk of 
4 supply disruption; 

5 (23) aftertreatment technologies; 

6 (24) thermal management of battery systems; 

7 (25) retrofitting advanced vehicle technologies 

8 to existing vehicles; 

9 (26) development of common standards, speCl-

1 0 fications, and architectures for both transportation 

11 and stationary battery applications; 

12 (27) advanced internal combustion engines; 

13 (28) mild hybrid; 

14 (29) engine down speeding; and 

15 ( 3 0) other research areas as determined by the 

16 Secretary. 

17 (b) rfRANSFORMATIONAL TECHNOLOGY.-The Sec-

18 retary shall ensure that the Department continues to sup-

19 port research, development, engineering, demonstration, 

20 and commercial application activities and maintains com-

21 petency in mid- to long-term transformational vehicle tech-

22 nologies with potential to achieve deep reductions in petro-
23 leum use and emissions, including activities in the areas 

24 of-
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1 (1) hydrogen vehicle technologies, including fuel 

2 cells, internal combustion engines, hydrogen storage, 

3 infrastructure, and activities in hydrogen technology 
4 validation and safety codes and standards; 

5 (2) multiple battery chemistries and novel en-

6 ergy storage devices, including nonchemical batteries 

7 and electromechanical storage technologies such as 

8 hydraulics, flywheels, and compressed air storage; 

9 (3) communication and connectivity among ve-

l 0 hicles, infrastructure, and the electrical grid; and 

11 ( 4) other innovative technologies research and 

12 development, as determined by the Secretary. 

13 (c) INDUSTRY PARTICIPATION.-To the maximum 

14 extent practicable, activities under this Act shall be carried 

15 out in partnership or collaboration with automotive manu-

16 facturers, heavy commercial, vocational, and transit vehi-

17 cle manufacturers, qualified plug-in electric vehicle manu-

18 facturers, compressed natural gas vehicle manufacturers, 

19 vehicle and engine equipment and component manufactur-

20 ers, manufacturing equipment manufacturers, advanced 

21 vehicle service providers, fuel producers and energy sup-

22 pliers, electric utilities, universities, national laboratories, 
23 and independent research laboratories. In carrying out 

24 this Act the Secretary shall-
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1 ( 1) determine whether a wide range of compa-

2 nies that manufacture or assemble vehicles or com-

3 ponents in the United States are represented in on-
4 going public private partnership activities, including 

5 firms that have not traditionally participated in fed-

6 erally sponsored research and development activities, 

7 and where possible, partner -vvith such firms that 

8 conduct significant and relevant research and devel-

9 opment activities in the United States; 

10 (2) leverage the capabilities and resources of, 

11 and formalize partnerships with, industry-led stake-

12 holder organizations, nonprofit organizations, indus-

13 try consortia, and trade associations with expertise 

14 in the research and development of, and education 

15 and outreach activities in, advanced automotive and 

16 commercial vehicle technologies; 

17 (3) develop more efficient processes for trans-

18 ferring research findings and technologies to indus-

19 try; 

20 ( 4) g1ve consideration to conversion of existing 

21 or former vehicle technology development or manu-

22 facturing facilities for the purposes of this Act; 
23 (5) establish and support public-private part-

24 nerships, dedicated to overcoming barriers in com-

25 mercial application of transformational vehicle tech-
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1 nologies, that utilize such industry-led technology de-

2 velopment facilities of entities with demonstrated ex-

3 pertise in successfully designing and engineering 
4 pre-commercial generations of such transformational 

5 technology; and 

6 (6) promote efforts to ensure that technology 

7 research, development, engineering, and commercial 

8 application activities funded under this Act are car-

9 ried out in the United States. 

10 (d) INTERAGENCY AND l NTRAAGENCY COORDINA-

11 TION.-To the maximum extent practicable, the Secretary 

12 shall coordinate research, development, demonstration, 

13 and commercial application activities among-

14 (1) relevant programs within the Department, 

15 including-

16 (A) the Office of Energy Efficiency and 

17 Renewable Energy; 

18 (B) the Office of Science; 

19 (C) the Office of Electricity Delivery and 

20 Energy Reliability; 

21 (D) the Office of Fossil Energy; 

22 (E) the Advanced Research Projects Agen-
23 cy-Energy; and 

24 (F) other offices as determined by the Sec-

25 retary; and 
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1 (2) relevant technology research and develop-

2 ment programs within other Federal agencies, as de-

3 termined by the Secretary. 
4 (e) COORDINATION AND NONDUPLICATION.-ln co-

5 ordinating activities the Secretary shall ensure, to the 

6 maximum e:h·tent practicable, that activities do not dupli-

7 cate those of other programs within the Department or 

8 other relevant research agencies. 

9 (f) FEDERAL DEMONSTRATION OF TECH-

10 NOLOGIES.-The Secretary shall make information avail-

11 able to procurement programs of Federal agencies regard-

12 ing the potential to demonstrate technologies resulting 

13 from activities funded through programs under this Act. 

14 (g) l NTERGOVERNMENTAJ_j COORDINATION.-The 

15 Secretary shall seek opportunities to leverage resources 

16 and support initiatives of State and local governments in 

17 developing and promoting advanced vehicle technologies, 

18 manufacturing, and infrastructure. 

19 (h) CRITERIA.-\Vhen awarding grants under this 

20 program, the Secretary shall give priority to those tech-

21 nologies (either individually or as part of a system) that-

22 (1) provide the greatest aggregate fuel savings 
23 based on the reasonable projected sales volumes of 

24 the technology; and 
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1 (2) provide the greatest mcrease m United 

2 States employment. 

3 SEC. 102. SENSING AND COMMUNICATIONS TECH-

4 NOLOGIES. 

5 The Secretary, in coordination with the relevant re-

6 search programs of other Federal agencies, shall conduct 

7 research, development, engineering, and demonstration ac-

8 tivities on connectivity of vehicle and transportation sys-

9 terns, including on sensing, computation, communication, 

10 and actuation technologies that allow for reduced fuel use, 

11 optimized traffic flow, and vehicle electrification, including 

12 technologies for-

13 (1) onboard vehicle, engme, and component 

14 sensing and actuation; 

15 (2) vehicle-to-vehicle sensmg and commumca-

16 tion; 

17 (3) vehicle-to-infrastructure sensmg and com-

18 munication; and 

19 ( 4) vehicle integration with the electrical grid. 

20 SEC. 103. MANUFACTURING. 

21 'rhe Secretary shall carry out a research, develop-

22 ment, engineering, demonstration, and commercial appli-
23 cation program of advanced vehicle manufacturing tech-

24 nologies and practices, including innovative processes to-
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1 (1) increase the production rate and decrease 

2 the cost of advanced battery manufacturing; 

3 (2) vary the capability of individual manufac-
4 turing facilities to accommodate different battery 

5 chemistries and configurations; 

6 (3) reduce waste streams, emissions, and energy 

7 intensity of vehicle, engine, advanced battery and 

8 component manufacturing processes; 

9 ( 4) recycle and remanufacture used batteries 

10 and other vehicle components for reuse in vehicles or 

11 stationary applications; 

12 (5) produce cost-effective lightweight materials 

13 such as advanced metal alloys, polymeric composites, 

14 and carbon fiber; 

15 (6) produce lightweight high pressure storage 

16 systems for gaseous fuels; 

17 (7) design and manufacture purpose-built hy-

18 drogen and fuel cell vehicles and components; 

19 ( 8) improve the calendar life and cycle life of 

20 advanced batteries; and 

21 ( 9) produce permanent magnets for advanced 

22 vehicles. 
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1 SEC. 104. USER TESTING FACILITIES. 

2 Activities under this Act may include construction, 

3 expansion, or modification of new and existing vehicle, en-

4 gine, and component research and testing facilities for-

5 (1) testing or simulating interoperability of a 

6 variety of vehicle components and systems; 

7 (2) subjecting whole or partial vehicle platforms 

8 to fully representative duty cycles and operating con-

9 ditions; 

10 (3) developing and demonstrating a range of 

11 chemistries and configurations for advanced vehicle 

12 battery manufacturing; and 

13 (4) developing and demonstrating test cycles for 

14 new and alternative fuels, and other advanced vehi-

15 cle technologies. 

16 SEC. 105. REPORTING. 

17 (a) TECHNOLOGIES DKVELOPED.-Not later than 18 

18 months after the date of enactment of this Act and annu-

19 ally thereafter through 2019, the Secretary of Energy 

20 shall transmit to Congress a report regarding the tech-

21 nologies developed as a result of the activities authorized 

22 by this title, with a particular emphasis on whether the 

23 technologies were successfully adopted for commercial ap-

24 plications, and if so, whether products relying on those 

25 technologies are manufactured in the United States. 
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1 (b) ADDITIONAL MATTERS.-At the end of each fis-

2 cal year through 2019 the Secretary shall submit to the 

3 relevant congressional committees of jurisdiction an an-
4 nual report describing activities undertaken in the pre-

5 vious year under this title, active industry participants, ef-

6 forts to recruit new participants committed to design, en-

7 gineering, and manufacturing of advanced vehicle tech-

8 nologies in the United States, progress of the program in 

9 meeting goals and timelines, and a strategic plan for fund-

10 ing of activities across agencies. 

11 TITLE II-MEDIUM- AND HEAVY-
12 DUTY COMMERCIAL AND 
13 TRANSIT VEHICLES 
14 SEC. 201. PROGRAM. 

15 (a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary, in partnership 

16 with relevant research and development programs in other 

17 Federal agencies, and a range of appropriate industry 

18 stakeholders, shall carry out a program of cooperative re-

19 search, development, demonstration, and commercial ap-

20 plication activities on advanced technologies for medium-

21 to heavy-duty commercial, vocational, recreational, and 

22 transit vehicles, including activities in the areas of-
23 ( 1) engine efficiency and combustion research; 

24 (2) onboard storage technologies for compressed 

25 and liquefied natural gas; 
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1 (3) development and integration of engine tech-

2 nologies designed for natural gas operation of a vari-

3 ety of vehicle platforms; 
4 ( 4) waste heat recovery and conversion; 

5 ( 5) improved aerodynamics and tire rolling re-

6 sistance; 

7 (6) energy and space-efficient emissions control 

8 systems; 

9 (7) mild hybrid, heavy hybrid, hybrid hydraulic, 

10 plug-in hybrid, and electric platforms, and energy 

11 storage technologies; 

12 (8) drivetrain optimization; 

13 ( 9) friction and wear reduction; 

14 ( 10) engine idle and parasitic energy loss reduc-

15 tion; 

16 (11) electrification of accessory loads; 

17 (12) onboard sensing and communications tech-

18 nologies; 

19 (13) advanced lightweighting materials and ve-

20 hicle designs; 

21 (14) increasing load capacity per vehicle; 

22 (15) thermal management of battery systems; 
23 (16) recharging infrastructure; 

24 (17) compressed natural gas infrastructure; 

25 (18) advanced internal combustion engines; 
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1 (19) complete vehicle and power pack modeling, 

2 simulation, and testing; 

3 (20) hydrogen vehicle technologies, including 
4 fuel cells and internal combustion engines, and hy-

5 drogen infrastructure; 

6 (21) retrofitting advanced technologies onto ex-

7 isting truck fleets; 

8 (22) advanced boosting systems; 

9 (23) engine down speeding; and 

10 (24) integTation of these and other advanced 

11 systems onto a single truck and trailer platform. 

12 (b) LEADERSHIP.-rrhe Secretary shall appoint a 

13 full-time Director to coordinate research, development, 

14 demonstration, and commercial application activities in 

15 medium- to heavy-duty commercial, recreational, and tran-

16 sit vehicle technologies. Responsibilities of the Director 

17 shall be to-

18 (1) improve coordination and develop consensus 

19 between government agency and industry partners, 

20 and propose new processes for program management 

21 and priority setting to better align activities and 

22 budgets among partners; 
23 (2) regularly convene workshops, site visits, 

24 demonstrations, conferences, investor forums, and 

25 other events in which information and research find-

•HR 1021 rn 



18 

1 ings are shared among program participants and in-

2 terested stakeholders; 

3 (3) develop a budget for the Department's ac-
4 tivities with regard to the interagency program, and 

5 provide consultation and guidance on vehicle tech-

6 nology funding priorities across agencies; 

7 ( 4) determine a process for reviewing program 

8 technical goals, targets, and timetables and, where 

9 applicable, aided by life-cycle impact and cost anal-

10 ysis, propose revisions or elimination based on pro-

11 gram progTess, available funding, and rate of tech-

12 nology adoption; 

13 (5) evaluate ongomg activities of the program 

14 and recommend project modifications, including the 

15 termination of projects, where applicable; 

16 (6) recruit new industry participants to the 

17 interagency program, including truck, trailer, and 

18 component manufacturers who have not traditionally 

19 participated in federally sponsored research and 

20 technology development activities; and 

21 (7) other responsibilities as determined by the 

22 Secretary, in consultation with interagency and in-
23 dustry partners. 

24 (c) REPORTING.-At the end of each fiscal year, the 

25 Secretary shall submit to the Congress an annual report 
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1 describing activities undertaken in the previous year, ac-

2 tive industry participants, efforts to recruit new partici-

3 pants, progress of the program in meeting goals and 
4 timelines, and a strategic plan for funding of activities 

5 across agenc1es. 

6 SEC. 202. CLASS 8 TRUCK AND TRAILER SYSTEMS DEM-

7 ONSTRATION. 

8 rrhe Secretary shall conduct a competitive grant pro-

9 gram to demonstrate the integration of multiple advanced 

10 technologies on Class 8 truck and trailer platforms with 

11 a goal of improving overall freight efficiency, as measured 

12 in tons and volume of freight hauled or other work per-

13 formance-based metrics, by 50 percent, including a com-

14 bination of technologies listed in section 201(a). Applicant 

15 teams may be comprised of truck and trailer manufactur-

16 ers, engine and component manufacturers, fleet cus-

17 tomers, university researchers, and other applicants as ap-

18 propriate for the development and demonstration of inte-

19 grated Class 8 truck and trailer systems. 

20 SEC. 203. TECHNOLOGY TESTING AND METRICS. 

21 The Secretary, in coordination with the partners of 

22 the interagency research program described in section 
23 201(a)-

24 (1) shall develop standard testing procedures 

25 and technologies for evaluating the performance of 
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1 advanced heavy vehicle technologies under a range of 

2 representative duty cycles and operating conditions, 

3 including for heavy hybrid propulsion systems; 
4 (2) shall evaluate heavy vehicle performance 

5 usmg work performance-based metrics other than 

6 those based on miles per gallon, including those 

7 based on units of volume and weight transported for 

8 freight applications, and appropriate metrics based 

9 on the work performed by nonroad systems; and 

10 (3) may construct heavy duty truck and bus 

11 testing facilities. 

12 SEC. 204. NONROAD SYSTEMS PILOT PROGRAM. 

13 The Secretary shall undertake a pilot program of re-

14 search, development, demonstration, and commercial ap-

15 plications of technologies to improve total machine or sys-

16 tern efficiency for nonroad mobile equipment including ag-

17 ricultural and construction equipment, and shall seek op-

18 portunities to transfer relevant research findings and tech-

19 nologies between the nonroad and on-highway equipment 

20 and vehicle sectors. 

0 
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SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

LEGISLATIVE REPORT 
FROM HOME RULE ADVISORY GROUP 

MEETING OF FEBRUARY 19, 2014 

HRAG members present: 
Dr. Joseph Lyou, Chairman 
Dr. Elaine Chang, SCAQMD 
Elizabeth Adams, EPA (participated by phone) 
Mike Carroll, Latham & Watkins on behalf of the Regulatory Flexibility Group 
Curt Coleman, Southern California Air Quality Alliance 
Chris Gallenstein, CARB (participated by phone) 
Jayne Joy, Eastern Municipal Water District  
Bill LaMarr, California Small Business Alliance 
Rongsheng Luo, SCAG (participated by phone) 
Dan McGivney on behalf of Lee Wallace, So Cal Gas and SDG&E 
Art Montez, AMA International 
Bill Quinn, CCEEB (participated by phone) 
Terry Roberts, American Lung Association of California 
David Rothbart, Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts 
Mike Wang, Western States Petroleum Association (WSPA) 

SCAQMD staff:  Philip Crabbe, Bill Wong, and Marilyn Traynor 

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE 
Philip Crabbe provided the following report on items that were discussed at the Legislative 
Committee meeting on February 14, 2014:   

Federal 
Congress passed the debt ceiling extension which lasts into 2015.  Congress has also passed the 
Omnibus Appropriations bill that includes funding for the government for the remainder of the 2014 
fiscal year.  Under the Omnibus bill, approximately $10 million in funding was set aside for zero 
emission goods movement projects.  The Senate Environment and Public Works Committee held its 
first surface transportation reauthorization bill hearing for the successor to MAP-21.  Senator Boxer 
(Committee Chair) and Senator Vitter (R-Louisiana) indicated that they would like to move the bill 
out of committee by April 2014.  The source of funding for the bill remains to be a key issue of 
debate.  SCAQMD is seeking Congressional letters of support for the locomotive idling rule which 
will go before the Surface Transportation Board.  Congressman Waxman has agreed to sign a letter 
of support.  SCAQMD has been working with Congressman Ken Calvert and his staff to explore 
new opportunities to increase the Diesel Emission Reduction Act Program funding.  The House 
Transportation Infrastructure Committee held a hearing on surface transportation reauthorization in 
January 2014. 

The following bill was taken to the Legislative Committee for consideration: 

ATTACHMENT 5



Bill Recommended Action 
H.R. 3963 (Huffman) Federal Leadership in Energy Efficient 
Transportation (FLEET) Act of 2014 

Support and recommend amendments 

 
H.R. 3963 would require the United States Postal Service fleet to reduce its petroleum consumption 
by 2% each year over the next 10 years.  The Legislative Committee approved staff’s 
recommendation to support the bill and to recommend amendments.   
 
State 
AB 1102 (Allen) was referred to both the Senate Environmental Quality Committee and to the 
Senate Natural Resources Committee.  There will not likely be a hearing on this bill until June.  If 
AB 1102 passes both committees, the bill will then go to the Senate Appropriations Committee.  
Over 1,000 bills are expected to be introduced by the state bill introduction deadline of February 21, 
2014.  There are two soon to be introduced bills that are relevant to SCAQMD.  Senator Pavley is 
the author of a proposed bill that will create a new 2030 interim target carbon reduction goal in line 
with the previous targets of 2020 set by AB 32 and 2050 set by a previous Governor’s Executive 
Order.  Senator Steinberg is the author of a proposed bill that will create a carbon tax, similar to a 
gas tax, and will remove transportation fuels from under the purview of the Cap and Trade Program 
under AB 32.  Monies collected by this bill would help fund an earned income tax credit for low 
income workers.  SCAQMD staff has been working with CAPCOA, Speaker Pérez’s staff, and 
environmental groups on language for AB 1330 (Pérez).  The bill focuses on seeking to increase 
penalties for serious serial violators of environmental laws.  SCAQMD has provided some draft 
legislative language for consideration and will continue to work with the author and stakeholders to 
move toward common language.  Dr. Lyou asked staff to distribute the document to the HRAG.   
 
Discussion 
Mr. Quinn asked if a copy of SCAQMD’s proposed language for AB 1330 could be provided to the 
HRAG.  Rita Loof (RadTech) suggested that staff redistribute to the HRAG a document noting 
staff’s recommendations on AB 1330 that had been distributed at a previous Legislative Committee 
meeting.   
 



 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE: April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  21 
 
REPORT: Mobile Source Committee 
 
SYNOPSIS: The Mobile Source Committee met Friday, March 21, 2014 
 Following is a summary of that meeting. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 Dr. Clark E. Parker, Sr., Chair 
 Mobile Source Committee 
EC:fmt      

Attendance 
Dr. Parker, (via videoconference), called the meeting to order at 9:02 a.m.  Dr. Joseph 
Lyou was present at SCAQMD headquarters.  Mayor Pro Tem Ben Benoit and 
Supervisor Shawn Nelson (arrived at 9:21a.m.) were present via videoconference. 
 
The following items were presented: 

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS: 
 
1) Report on U.S. EPA Tier 3 Motor Vehicle Emission and Fuel Standards 

Mr. Henry Hogo, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer/Science & Technology 
Advancement, provided an overview of the new U.S. EPA emission standards for 
light- and medium-duty vehicles and new sulfur content limits for gasoline fuel.  
The new standards, which were finalized on March 3, 2014, will require new 
passenger cars, light- and medium duty trucks, and sports utility vehicles produced 
beginning 2017 to meet more stringent emission standards.  In addition, the sulfur 
content limit of gasoline fuel would be lowered from 30 ppm to 10 ppm.  The U.S. 
EPA emission standards are generally consistent with the California Low 
Emission Vehicle (LEV) III Program (adopted by CARB in January 2012). 
 
The new emission standards would reduce hydrocarbon and NOx tailpipe 
emissions by 80% from the current standards; per vehicle PM emissions by 70% 
from current standards; and evaporative emissions by 50%.  Overall, it is projected 
that emissions will be reduced by 21% for hydrocarbons and NOx, with a 10% to 
30% reduction in air toxics.   
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There is a combined set of hydrocarbon plus NOx emission standards starting at 
86 mg/mi (milligrams/mile) in 2017 decreasing to 30 mg/mi for model years 2025 
and later.  The standards apply to passenger cars and light-duty trucks with weight 
classifications up to 3,750 lbs.  For vehicles weighing 3,751 lbs to 10,000 lbs, the 
combined hydrocarbon plus NOx standards start at 101 mg/mi in 2017 and drop to 
30 mg/mi for model years 2025 and later.  In addition to the standards, there is a 
phase-in period for compliant vehicles. 
 
Relative to PM emissions, the new regulations establish a 3 mg/mi standard for all 
vehicles produced from model year 2017 to 2025 and later.  In addition, an in-use 
emissions standard of 6 mg/mi is established for model years 2017 to 2021, which 
drops to 3 mg/mi beginning in 2022.  As with the hydrocarbon plus NOx 
standards, there is a phase-in schedule for production of compliant vehicles. 
 
Staff discussed the two key differences between the national standards and the 
California LEV III Regulation.  The first is the starting year of the national 
standard beginning in 2017 compared to 2015 for the LEV III Regulation.  The 
second difference is the inclusion in the LEV III Regulation of a 1 mg/mi PM 
emissions standard beginning in 2025 with a four-year phase-in to 2028. 
 
Given that the national standards and the California LEV III Regulation are 
harmonized in the 2017 to 2025 timeframe, the national regulation does not 
significantly impact vehicles sold in California.  However, given the greater 
number of cleaner vehicles under the federal standards, there will be benefits to 
California relative to out-of-state registered vehicles entering California.  The U.S. 
EPA estimated that the national regulations will result in around 900 tons/day of 
NOx emission reductions; around 459 tons/day of VOC emission reductions; and 
21.6 tons/day of PM reductions. 
 
Dr. Lyou asked whether there are more than just the lower sulfur limit in gasoline 
fuel, but will technology advancements be needed to reach lower the lower limit.  
Staff indicated that the regulation applies only to the sulfur content limit in 
gasoline fuel and a regulation has been in place for several years in California.  A 
second question was asked as to how much easier it will be for the region to reach 
attainment.  Staff indicated that the U.S. EPA regulations have already been 
accounted for in the current plans.  However, the emissions estimates for out-of-
state vehicles will be revised as part of the 2016 AQMP to reflect the cleaner 
vehicles.   
 
Dr. Parker asked how much of the pollution is attributed to vehicles coming into 
the region versus vehicles residing in the region.  Staff indicated that relative to 
passenger cars and smaller trucks, it has been estimated that around 20 to 30 
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percent of the vehicles are from out-of-state.  [Clarification Note:  the 20 to 30 
percent contribution estimate is the vehicle miles travelled or VMT estimated 
contribution to the total VMT in the region rather than the number of vehicles.]  
Relative to heavy-duty trucks, a similar estimate of 20 to 30 percent of the total 
VMT is attributed to out-of-state trucks entering California.   
 
A comment was made that with implementation of the U.S. EPA rules, it will help 
the region to some extent.  Staff noted that it will help.  In addition, staff indicated 
that it will not only help the region relative to emission reductions, but also levels 
the playing field relative to the cost per operator and increases the number of 
vehicles getting economies of scale relative to having both the national and state 
regulations to be similar. 
 
Dr. Parker expressed concern regarding truckers fueling outside of California 
before entering California leading to the use of less cleaner fuels in California.  
Staff indicated that the federal Clean Air Act recognizes the uniqueness of 
California’s air quality problems and provides a mechanism for California to lead 
the way for ultimate federal control of mobile sources.  CARB has the ability to 
adopt motor vehicle standards.  Other states can adopt the California standards in 
total (other states are not allowed to choose portions of California’s regulation).  
Congress envisioned that California would be the “proven ground” for new 
controls and adopt new regulations.  The federal government would then pursue 
national regulations later.  Staff noted that this process has worked for the last 30 
to 40 years.  However, more recently, California and the federal government have 
been working together to establish national standards relative to greenhouse gases 
that are implemented consistently throughout the United States.  Relative to the 
refueling outside of California concern, staff indicated that it was California that 
first adopted the lower sulfur limits and the federal government followed suit. 
Supervisor Nelson left at 9:37 a.m. and returned at 10:00 a.m.   
 

2) Report on CARB Proposed Amendments to the Statewide Truck and Bus 
Regulation 
Mr. Hogo provided an overview of the proposed amendments to the Statewide 
Truck and Bus Regulation released for public comment on March 5, 2014.  NOx 
emissions from on-road heavy-duty vehicles are the largest source of emissions 
contributing to the annual PM2.5 and 8-hr ozone air quality problem in the South 
Coast Air Basin.  The Statewide Truck and Bus Regulation adopted by CARB in 
2008 and amended in 2010, provides significant NOx and PM emission reductions 
to help meet the annual PM2.5 and 8-hr ozone ambient air quality standards.  The 
regulations requires all fleets with one or more heavy-duty truck to either install 
particulate filters on existing trucks beginning in 2012 or upgrade to 2010 or 
newer engines.  Specifically, for heavy-duty trucks with gross vehicle weight 
ratings (GVWR) from 14,001 lbs to 26,000 lbs, the engines must be upgraded to 
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2010 or newer engines on a schedule beginning in 2015 through 2023.  For heavy-
duty trucks with greater than 26,000 lbs GVWR, certain models must be retrofitted 
with particulate filters beginning in 2012 and eventually upgraded to 2010 or 
newer engines beginning in 2020.  There are extended compliance deadlines for 
fleets with three or less trucks and phase-in compliance for larger fleets. 
 
In addition, the Truck and Bus Regulation provides compliance flexibility for four 
categories of heavy-duty vehicles: low-use agricultural trucks, low-use mileage 
construction trucks, low-use trucks (with less than 1,000 miles/yr or 100 hours of 
stationary work), and logging trucks.  In addition, trucks operating exclusively in 
certain “NOx exempt” areas (areas in attainment of air quality standards) have 
longer compliance schedules. 
 
To-date, CARB estimates that of the approximately 260,000 trucks subject to the 
early provisions (2012 to 2014 timeframe), 136,000 have complied with the PM 
provisions either through PM retrofits or vehicle replacement.  Another 68,000 
have taken advantage of flexibilities provided to comply at a later date (either 
through credits or exemptions.  However, around 20,000 trucks have not complied 
by January 1, 2014.  Of the 20,000 trucks, 15,000 are owned by small fleets.  
Many have made good faith efforts to comply, but simply have not.  In addition, 
although funding assistance is available, many of the owners cannot access the 
funding. 
 
On March 5, 2014, the CARB staff proposed a set of amendments to provide 
additional relief and compliance flexibility to small fleets and extended the 
timeframe for compliance of low-use and low-mileage vehicles.  Five general 
amendments are proposed. 
 
The first proposed amendment would allow additional time for small fleets 
operating in nonattainment areas to comply with the regulation.  Specifically, 
compliance for the second truck would be extended to 2016 and the third truck to 
2018.  The extension would result in potential emission reductions foregone 
between 2015 to 2018.  However, the time extension allows owner/operators to 
access funding assistance opportunities. 
 
The second proposed amendment waives particulate filter retrofits for up to three 
vehicles if vehicles are upgraded to 2010 or newer engines by 2018.  Eligible 
vehicles must have been denied a loan after July 1, 2013.  The extension would 
result in potential emission reductions foregone between 2015 to 2018.  However, 
the time extension allows owner/operators to access funding assistance 
opportunities. 
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The third set of proposed amendments is for low-use vehicles.  The first of these 
amendments broadens the definition of low-use construction truck to include all 
low-use trucks that operate less than 20,000 miles/yr with a phase-in period for 
particulate filter retrofits from 2015 to 2018.  The second amendment would 
increase the “low-mileage” truck mile limit from 1,000 miles/yr to 5,000 miles/yr.  
Low-mileage trucks would begin compliance beginning 2020.  The third 
amendment would smooth the phase-in compliance for agricultural trucks.  
Agricultural trucks operating less than 15,000 miles/yr will begin compliance in 
2020 and trucks operating less than 10,000 miles/yr would begin compliance in 
2023.  In addition, livestock cattle trucks would be included in the agricultural 
“specialty” extension.  The fourth amendment allows more time for engines used 
to power heavy cranes to upgrade to 2010 or newer engines at a rate of 10% per 
year beginning in 2018 with full compliance by 2027.  The last of this set of 
amendments relate to lighter heavy-duty trucks that are less than 26,000 lbs 
GVWR.  These vehicles are proposed to follow the new compliance schedules 
proposed for vehicles operating exclusively NOx exempt areas or the new 
compliance schedules for low-use work trucks if the vehicles operate in 
nonattainment areas.  Staff indicated that this set of proposed amendments would 
allow older work trucks to operate until 2020 or later in the South Coast Air Basin.  
Potential impacts from agricultural trucks would be much smaller in the South 
Coast Air Basin. 
 
In addition to the above proposed amendments, CARB staff proposes additional 
compliance flexibility for early actions taken by fleets prior to January 1, 2014.  
For those vehicles that have been retrofitted with particulate filters prior to January 
1, 2014, the requirement for the replacement of these vehicles with 2010 or newer 
engines would be extended from 2020 to 2023.  The proposed amendments 
include extending the use of credits with the particulate filter phase-in option to 
2018.  Such credits were generated as a result of early particulate filter retrofits, 
replacement of equipment equipped with particulate filters (such as a 2007 or 
newer vehicle), or fleet downsizing.  In addition, credit extensions are proposed to 
fleets that purchased alternative fueled vehicles (extension to 2018) or advanced 
technology vehicles (extension to 2020).  Lastly, there would be extended 
compliance for those vehicles that have installed a particulate filter, but the filter 
was recalled. 
 
Mr. Hogo provided the NOx and PM2.5 emissions impacts of the proposed 
amendments compared to the current regulation and the baseline emissions 
without the regulation.  The 2010 baseline emissions for NOx and PM2.5 are 
around 155 and 5.3 tons/day, respectively.  The NOx and PM2.5 emissions in 2023 
without the regulation are projected to be around 83 and 2.3 tons/day, respectively.  
With full implementation of the regulation, the NOx and PM2.5 emissions are 
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estimated to be 47 and 1.4 tons/day, respectively or 57% reduction in NOx 
emissions and 67% reduction in PM2.5 emissions.   
 
The emissions benefits from the proposed amendments compared to the current 
regulation are similar in 2014 and from 2018 to 2023.  However, there are 
emission reductions foregone in the 2015 to 2018 timeframe as a result of the 
proposed amendments.  Staff’s evaluation of the proposed amendments and 
emissions impacts indicate that the proposed amendments to extend compliance 
for the second and third truck in a small fleet contribute a large fraction of the 
difference in emissions reductions foregone. 
 
Staff indicated that the initial recommended position from staff is supportive of the 
proposed amendments given the economic situation of many of the fleet operators.  
At the same time, there is a need to identify ways to offset the emission 
differences in the 2015 to 2018 timeframe either through “strategic” use of 
funding or other actions CARB could take to offset the differences. 
 
Staff provided some actions that could potentially help offset the emission 
reductions foregone.  These actions include potential incentives funding including 
the CARB AB 118 Loan Assistance Program, Hybrid Vehicle Voucher Incentives 
Program, Proposition 1B, and the Carl Moyer Truck Voucher Incentives Program. 
 
Staff indicated that the proposed amendments are scheduled to be considered by 
the CARB Board on April 24, 2014.  Staff will continue to work with CARB staff 
to discuss the need to recognize the emission reductions foregone and identify 
opportunities to further reduce emissions in the 2015 to 2018 timeframe. 
 
Dr. Lyou commented regarding the graphs that show the emissions baseline and 
the emissions benefits with implementation of the existing regulation compared to 
the emissions benefits associated with the proposed amendments.  Dr. Lyou 
indicated that as part of the 2016 AQMP development, that a similar graph be 
developed showing all emission sources and the overall emission reductions along 
with a line showing what the emissions level will be in order to reach attainment.   
 
A question was asked on the definition of a “construction” truck.  Staff indicated it 
is a truck owned by a construction firm.   
 
Dr. Parker asked a question regarding the comment made by staff that the 
regulation affects almost one million heavy-duty diesel trucks in the State and 
there are around 200,000 trucks operating in the South Coast Air Basin.  There 
seems to be more trucks operating in the South Coast Air Basin compared to 
Northern California.  If this is case and the region has 40 percent of the population 
and the majority of the goods move through the Southern California region, Dr. 
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Parker expressed concerns that if these numbers are used to determine allocation 
of funding that the region will not receive its fair share of funding needed to clean 
up the vehicles.  Staff indicated that they will take another look at the information. 
[Subsequent to the meeting, staff revisited the information provided by CARB in its 
2010 rulemaking.  CARB indicated that of the nearly one million vehicles around 
400,000 operate almost exclusively in California.  The other 600,000 trucks are 
from outside of California.  The 2010 CARB staff report indicates that the 600,000 
trucks contribute around 20 percent of the total VMT associated with heavy-duty 
trucks.] 
 
There were discussions among the Committee members and staff regarding the 
economic situation of small fleet operators and their ability to comply with the 
regulation.  A question was asked about whether CARB provides assistance on 
what compliance pathways would be best for them.  Staff indicated that CARB has 
a separate hotline to assist affected fleets and at times, refer fleet operators to the 
SCAQMD funding programs.  Mayor Pro Tem Benoit expressed the need to look 
for additional ways to help small fleet operators. 
 

3) Joint Agency Recommendation Regarding Air Quality for National Freight 
Advisory Committee 
Mr. Peter Greenwald, Senior Policy Advisor, presented the draft joint agency 
recommendations regarding air quality for the National Freight Advisory 
Committee (NFAC).  NFAC is charged under the federal surface transportation 
law, MAP-21, with developing recommendations for a national freight strategy.  
Staff of regional and county agencies in Southern California, including the ports, 
SCAG, OCTA, LA Metro, RCTC, SANBAG and SCAQMD, are seeking to 
prepare joint recommendations to NFAC.  SCAQMD staff, with input from the 
above agencies, has prepared draft recommendations relating to air quality for 
inclusion in the joint recommendations.  Mr. Greenwald presented the draft 
recommendations to the Mobile Source Committee for information and committee 
input.  In general, the draft air quality recommendations seek federal funding and 
policy support for— 

• programs to improve operational efficiency of freight movement, 
• development, demonstration and deployment of advanced clean transport 

technologies, 
• infrastructure that enables or incentivizes the use of advanced clean 

technologies (e.g. fueling and charging), and 
• reduction of emissions from “federal” sources, e.g. oceangoing vessels and 

locomotives. 
 
In response to Dr. Lyou’s question about whether there are opportunities to offer 
incentive programs to fleets, Mr. Greenwald responded that incentives for the 
deployment of vehicles are proposed and that fleet vehicles are a key component.  
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Dr. Wallerstein also noted that at the March 2014 Board meeting staff 
recommended to support and recommend amendments to H.R. 3963 (Huffman), 
which would encourage cleaner vehicles and reduce emissions for the United 
States Postal Service fleet.   In addition, the SCAQMD Legislative Committee at 
its March 2014 meeting took a support position on another federal bill that seeks 
to improve fuel efficiency of the U.S. fleet.  Dr. Lyou asked how the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) process fits into the federal process.  Mr. 
Greenwald stated that MAP-21encourages states to adopt freight transportation 
plans, and that through the California Freight Advisory Committee California is 
developing a plan. Dr. Lyou also asked whether the State plan will be incorporated 
into MAP-21.  Mr. Marc Carrel, Program Supervisor/Legislative & Public Affairs, 
explained that MAP-21 created the NFAC, which is an advisory committee on 
freight issues that will provide advice and recommendations to the Secretary of 
Transportation on matters related to freight transportation in the United States.  At 
the same time, states are urged to create their own freight advisory committees and 
adopt their own State Freight Plan.  There are certain incentives to the states for 
developing a State Freight Plan, as proposed projects may receive a greater share 
of funding.  However, there is no requirement that the recommendations in the 
state plan be used in developing the National Freight Network.  

 
Dr. Parker inquired about the percentage of dollars that the federal government 
contributes towards building infrastructure for fuel cell stations throughout the 
United States.  Dr. Matt Miyasato, Deputy Executive Officer/Science & 
Technology Advancement, stated that the federal government contributes very 
little funding toward hydrogen fueling infrastructure.  Dr. Miyasato also 
commented that the federal government has contributed towards some of the 
stations in Southern California; however, there is no existing long-term program.  
The federal government typically invests in research & development or other basic 
science-type activities rather than implementation.  Dr. Wallerstein further 
explained that most of the funding is currently coming through the California 
Energy Commission’s AB 118 program.  Dr. Parker recommended that staff 
initiate the debate regarding the need to increase fuel efficiency and infrastructure 
availability to encourage the use of zero- and near-zero emission vehicles.  Mayor 
Pro Tem Benoit commented on the need to expand the infrastructure for zero- and 
near-zero emission vehicles, thereby making it more convenient for the consumer.  
Supervisor Nelson commented that part of the attraction for consumers that 
purchase low-emission and energy-efficient vehicles is the access to carpool lanes; 
however, there are current efforts underway to restrict those vehicles from using 
high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes when existing carpool lanes are converted to 
toll lanes.  Supervisor Nelson believes that such disincentives would hinder the 
growth of energy-efficient vehicle ownership.   
 

WRITTEN REPORTS: 
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4) Rule 2202 Activity Report 
 The report was received as submitted. 
 
5) Monthly Report on Environmental Justice Initiatives – CEQA Document 

Commenting Update 
The report was received as submitted. 
 

OTHER BUSINESS: 
Supervisor Nelson recommended that the Legislative Committee closely monitor 
efforts by the transit agencies to eliminate low emission or zero emission vehicles 
from HOV lanes.  Dr. Wallerstein stated that this issue will be agendized for 
discussion at a future Legislative Committee meeting. 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 
None 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 10:19 a.m. 
 
Attachment 
Attendance Roster 
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BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  22 
 
REPORT: Stationary Source Committee 
 
SYNOPSIS: The Stationary Source Committee met Friday, March 21, 2014.  

Following is a summary of that meeting.  The next meeting will be   
April 18, at 10:30 a.m., in Conference Room CC8. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 
   Dennis Yates, Chair  
   Stationary Source Committee 
MN:am        

 
Attendance 
The meeting began at 10:30 a.m.  Present were Mayor Dennis Yates, Dr. Joseph Lyou 
and Mayor Pro Tem Ben Benoit (VT).  Absent were Mayor Judith Mitchell and 
Supervisor Shawn Nelson. 
 
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 
1. Status Report on NOx RECLAIM Rulemaking 

Dr. Elaine Chang, Deputy Executive Officer, provided the Committee with a status 
report on the proposed amendments to the NOx RECLAIM program.  A general 
overview of the RECLAIM program was presented, including background, legal 
mandates, program performance, current rulemaking activities, key issues, and 
rulemaking schedule.   
 
There were no public comments.  Dr. Lyou asked for additional information 
regarding the BARCT analysis.  Staff is focusing on the top 38 facilities, which 
account for 85% of the total emissions in RECLAIM.  Dr. Lyou’s concern was if 
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there would be any equipment categories overlooked by using this approach and 
wanted to know if we are leaving any equipment out.  Dr. Chang responded that all 
the targeted equipment categories are accounted for, but there might be some smaller 
equipment among the remaining facilities that staff will look into.  Full information 
on the BARCT analysis will be reported back to the Committee and listed in the 
staff report. 
  
 

2. Proposed Rule 1153.1 – Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Commercial 
Food Ovens 
Joe Cassmassi, Planning and Rules Manager, provided an update on the 
development effort for proposed Rule 1153.1 which would remove food ovens, 
roasters and smokehouses from Rule 1147.  Among other changes, the proposed rule 
would modify the emission limits, delay compliances dates and restrict applicability 
to sources with NOx emissions of 1 lb per day or higher.  The rule would also 
provide a mitigation fee-based option for additional compliance delay.  The 
proposed rule would address the current lack of compliant low NOx burners 
available for implementation.  Mayor Yates asked if the emissions were critical to 
the attainment goals upon which Dr. Lyou commented that they were part of the 
black box.  Mr. Noel Muyco of SoCal Gas Co. supported the staff proposal but 
requested that the proposed CO limit of 800 ppm be removed given that the region is 
in attainment with the standard.  Staff responded that it was under consideration.  
Mr. Bill LaMarr of the Small Business Coalition requested that the Committee direct 
staff to accelerate its review of Rule 1147 for amendment given the length of time 
since the last rule amendment and to consider similar exemptions for equipment with 
less than one pound per day NOx emissions that is proposed for Rule 1153.1 to 
apply to Rule 1147, as well.  Staff cited that the recent amendment to Rules 219 and 
222 together with the proposal for the food ovens were examples of the efforts to 
address compliance and implementation issues associated with Rule 1147.  Mayor 
Yates asked if staff would be able to provide an update on Rule 1147 at the April 
Stationary Source Committee meeting.  Dr. Lyou stated that it was important to 
address implementation concerns which Joe Cassmassi agreed to do. 
 
 

3. Rule 1111 – Reduction of NOx Emissions from Natural-Gas-Fired, Fan-Type 
Central Furnaces 
Joe Cassmassi provided an update on the development effort for proposed amended 
Rule 1111 to address potential implementation issues for gas-fired home furnaces.  
Staff had presented the results of a Technical Assessment to the Governing Board at 
the January 2014 Board meeting where they summarized that the 14 nano gram per 
Joule (20 ppm) emissions limit was achieved by the manufacturing community.  
However, the ability to implement the new technology into a production mode to 
meet the October 1, 2014 deadline for high efficiency units was vendor specific.  
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Mr. Cassmassi stated that a straw-man proposal providing a 1-year delay in 
compliance, increased incentives and a mitigation fee was met with varying 
comments.  Manufacturers ready to implement wanted no change while others 
seeking additional time wanted a lower mitigation fee.  Mr. Cassmassi pointed out 
that there was a 300 day sell through period that could provide relief to the 
manufacturers who did not have a compliant product available.  He also pointed out 
the incentive could lower costs to the consumer and keep the compliant products 
cost competitive.  Staff will continue working with stakeholders and continue to 
meet through the Task Force to refine the proposal and bring it back to the 
Stationary Source Committee before a proposed public hearing in September. 
 
Dr. Lyou asked if purchasing a high efficiency unit saves the consumer money.  
Staff will bring that information back to the Committee. 

 
 
4. Proposed Amendments to Rule 1155 – Particulate Matter (PM) Control Devices  

Dr. Philip M. Fine, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer, gave the staff presentation.  
An amendment to Rule 1155 is proposed for an administrative clarification to 
address U.S. EPA concerns regarding approval of the rule into the SIP.  The rule was 
originally adopted in December 2009 and subsequently submitted to CARB in 
February 2010.  It ensures proper operation and maintenance of PM control devices 
and establishes key requirements of no visible emissions, outlet concentrations and 
other requirements for control equipment, such as baghouses.  The rule was 
forwarded to U.S. EPA for inclusion into the SIP.  This amendment is the result of 
litigation against U.S. EPA regarding start-up, shut-down, malfunction requirements 
for SIP approved regulations.  Rule 1155 contains a 30-minute exemption during 
start-up periods and, although other District rules apply, U.S. EPA is requesting a 
clarification in the rule that those other applicable rules remain applicable even if 
under exemption from specific Rule 1155 rule provisions; in this case, Rule 401 for 
opacity and Rule 404 for PM concentration.  The amendment does not represent any 
new requirements.  Staff has spoken to stakeholders and they are aware of the 
applicability of the other rules.  A public workshop is planned for March 27th with a 
set hearing in April for a May Public Hearing.  There were no Board Member or 
public comments. 

 
 
WRITTEN REPORTS 
 
All written reports were acknowledged by the Committee. 
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PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Ms. Rita Loof of RadTech provided a handout regarding Rule 1130.  RadTech members 
tested some of their products and because of the variability in the test results the UVEB 
users use the more conservative higher numbers, and as a result, the current proposal for 
an exemption may not provide any benefits to them.  Mayor Yates asked if it was the 
same test method used by SCAQMD, and Ms. Loof responded that it was.  Dr. Fine 
stated that staff was working with Ms. Loof to see if alternative calculations could be 
used to reduce the uncertainty in the tests for low concentrations.  Staff is working to 
resolve this issue before the public hearing.  Ms. Loof added that weight percent will 
not work for some of their members that use exempt solids. 
 
Mr. Curt Coleman asked whether or not item # 5 required any action by the Stationary 
Source Committee.  He was informed that it did not. 
 
NEXT MEETING DATE 
 
It was announced that the next Stationary Source Committee meeting will be held on 
April 18, 2014.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 a.m. 
 
 
Attachments 
Attendance Roster 
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BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  23 

REPORT: Technology Committee 

SYNOPSIS:  The Technology Committee met on March 21, 2014.  Major topics 
included Technology Advancement items reflected in the regular 
Board Agenda for the April Board meeting.  A summary of these 
topics with the Committee's comments is provided.  The next 
Technology Committee meeting will be on April 18, 2014.  

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 
 John J. Benoit 
 Technology Committee Chair 
MMM:pmk 

 
 
Attendance:  Mayor Dennis Yates was in attendance at SCAQMD headquarters. 
Councilman Joe Buscaino and Mayor Miguel Pulido participated by videoconference.  
Supervisor John J. Benoit participated by teleconference.  Mayor Judith Mitchell was 
absent due to a conflict with her schedule. Since he was participating by audio only, 
Supervisor Benoit requested that Mayor Yates chair the meeting on his behalf.     
 
APRIL BOARD AGENDA ITEMS 
 
(Items were taken out of order.) 
 
1. Recognize Revenue and Execute Contract to Demonstrate Emission Control 

Technology for Ocean-Going Vessels 
The Port of Long Beach (POLB) requested the SCAQMD administer a contract to 
demonstrate a barge-mounted emission control system on ocean-going vessels while 
at berth in the POLB. This action is to recognize revenue from the City of Long 
Beach in an amount not to exceed $2,063,624 and to execute a contract with 
Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc. to perform the demonstration project in an 
amount not to exceed $1,876,018, with the remaining $187,606 to reimburse the 
SCAQMD for administrative costs. 
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Moved by Benoit; seconded by Pulido; vote taken by roll call.  
 
AYES:  J. Benoit, Buscaino, Pulido, Yates 
NOES:  None 
 

2.  Execute Contract for School Bus PM Control Retrofit 
In 2006, Chaffey Joint Union High School District (Chaffey) was awarded a grant to 
install diesel particulate filters (DPFs) on 15 diesel school buses equipped with 
Hydraulic Electronic Unit Injector (HEUI) engines.  The school buses were exhibiting 
engine problems due to high backpressure possibly caused by the existing DPFs.  In 
2013, SCAQMD funded an evaluation of two alternative DPFs, and the evaluation 
yielded successful results.  Chaffey has selected the Thermacat DPF, one of the two 
technologies evaluated, for installation on the remaining 13 school buses.  This action 
is to execute a contract with Chaffey to retrofit 13 diesel school buses powered by 
HEUI engines with Thermacat DPF technology at a cost not to exceed $260,000 from 
the Carl Moyer Program AB 923 Fund (80).   

 
Moved by Pulido; seconded by Benoit; vote taken by roll call. 
 
AYES:  J. Benoit, Buscaino, Pulido, Yates 
NOES:  None 
 
ITEM FOR DISCUSSION ONLY 
 

3.  Report on In-Use Emissions Measurements of Heavy-Duty Vehicles  
Staff will provide a report on in-use emissions measurements of on-road heavy-duty 
vehicles used in drayage operations, refuse collections, school bus transportation, and 
transit bus operations.  A summary of emissions measurement results of criteria 
pollutants and greenhouse gases collected for the vehicles powered by heavy-duty 
diesel, natural gas and propane engines and follow-on activities will also be provided. 
 

4.   Public Comment Period 
There was no public comment. 
 

5.  Other Business 
There was no other business. 
 

Next Meeting:  April 18, 2014 at SCAQMD Headquarters in CC-8 
 

Attachment 
Attendance 
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BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014   AGENDA NO.  24 
 
REPORT: Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee 
 
SYNOPSIS: Below is a summary of key issues addressed at the MSRC’s 

meeting on March 20, 2014. The MSRC’s next meeting is 
scheduled for Thursday, April 17, 2014, at 2:00 p.m. in Conference 
Room CC8. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and file. 
 
 
 
 Michael D. Antonovich 

SCAQMD Representative on MSRC 
 
MM:HH:DAH 

 
Meeting Minutes Approved 
The MSRC unanimously approved the minutes from its January 16, 2014 meeting. 
Those approved minutes are attached for your information (Attachment 1). 
 
Traffic Signal Synchronization Program under FYs 2012-14 Work Program 
The FYs 2012-14 Work Program included $5 million for projects that improve traffic 
flow along corridors by coordinating traffic signals and associated signal control 
facilities. The Program was intended to work in partnership with each of the county 
transportation commissions in an effort to enhance or augment their existing signal 
synchronization efforts and leverage other sources of funding. A geographic minimum 
of $1.25 million was set aside for each of the four counties and the MSRC issued an 
Invitation to Negotiate seeking responses from each county transportation commission. 
Except for the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), which is still 
conducting its Call for Projects, the other three county transportation commissions have 
submitted projects for consideration. At its March 20, 2014 meeting, the MSRC 
unanimously made the following awards: 1) $1.25 million to the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority for three projects covering more than 21 miles; 
2) $1.25 million to the Orange County Transportation Authority for six projects 
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covering more than 37 miles; and 3) $939,625 to the Riverside County Transportation 
Commission (RCTC) for three projects covering more than 28 miles. The SCAQMD 
Board will consider these three awards at its April 4, 2014 meeting. RCTC intends to 
submit an additional project(s) after a Call for Projects in the Coachella Valley region 
has closed, and once SANBAG completes its Call for Projects, they will submit their 
request to the MSRC. Any additional awards made by the MSRC will be subject to 
SCAQMD Board approval. 
 
Additional Awards to Implement FYs 2012-14 Local Government Match Program 
As part of their FYs 2012-14 Work Program, the MSRC released a Program 
Announcement offering $11 million for dollar-for-dollar co-funding on a first-come, 
first-served basis to implement its popular Local Government Match Program. The $11 
million was subsequently augmented with an additional $1,076,000 to fully fund first-
day applications yet ensure sufficient funds would be available for the $1.375 million 
per county geographic minimums. To date the MSRC has funded 30 eligible projects in 
the amount of $10,783,978, but these awards did not yet fully meet per county 
geographic minimums for Riverside and San Bernardino. At its March 20, 2014 
meeting, the MSRC considered two additional applications for bicycle projects, both 
from entities within San Bernardino County, and unanimously approved contract 
awards as follows: 1) City of Highland in the amount of $500,000; and 2) City of 
Redlands in the amount of $125,000. The SCAQMD Board will consider both of these 
awards at its April 4, 2014 meeting.  
 
Three additional applications had been received but because they are from entities 
within Los Angeles and Orange County, which have met their per county geographic 
minimums, consideration of the applications has been deferred until all applications 
received by the PA’s closing date of February 28, 2014, can be evaluated and 
recommendations developed for the MSRC’s consideration.  Any additional 
applications recommended for awards by the MSRC will be presented to the SCAQMD 
Board for consideration. 
 
Additional Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives under FYs 2012-14 Work 
Program 
The MSRC’s FYs 2012-14 Work Program included $2 million for an Alternative Fuel 
School Bus Incentives Program. Incentive levels were established at $9,000 for Type C 
and $31,000 for Type D natural gas school buses. BusWest, one of two vendors 
approved by the MSRC to offer buy down incentives to qualifying school districts or 
private pupil transportation providers, requested an augmentation of its existing contract 
to provide incentives for 13 full-sized CNG buses ordered by Tumbleweed 
Transportation. However, the purchase order for Tumbleweed’s buses was issued prior 
to release of the MSRC’s FY 2012-14 school bus incentives solicitation, and the 
MSRC’s policy has been not to fund projects started before issuance of work program 
solicitations. At its March 20, 2014 meeting, the MSRC considered BusWest’s request 
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for the incentive funds, and in light of past precedent, agreed to award the incentive but 
at a five percent reduction, which must be borne by the vendor BusWest and not 
Tumbleweed Transportation. The SCAQMD Board will consider this award at its 
April 4, 2014 meeting. 
 
Received and Approved Final Reports 
The MSRC received and unanimously approved six final report summaries this month 
as follows: 
 

1. Orange County Transportation Authority Contract #MS12059, which provided 
$75,000 to modify two maintenance facilities;  

2. Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Contract #MS12001, 
which provided $300,000 to implement a clean fuel transit service to Dodger 
Stadium; 

3. Custom Alloy Light Metals, Inc. Contract #MS12063, which provided $100,000 
to construct a new CNG station in the City of Industry;  

4. Orange County Transportation Authority Contract #MS12065, which provided 
$26,673 to implement a special bus service to the Honda Center;  

5. Fraser Communications Contract #MS12062, which provided $998,669 to 
develop and implement a “Rideshare Thursday” public awareness campaign; and 

6. Elham Shirazi Contract #MS10025, which provided $199,449 to implement a 
telework demonstration program. 

 
The two-page summaries of the above completed projects can be viewed in the 
electronic library on the MSRC’s website at www.CleanTransportationFunding.org.  
 
Contract Modifications 
The MSRC considered three contract modifications and took the following unanimous 
actions: 
 

1. For City of Palm Springs Contract #ML12019, which provides $38,000 to install 
EV charging infrastructure, approval to increase the number of EV charging 
stations for installation from 6 to a minimum of 35 at no additional cost; 

2. City of Hemet Contract #ML06035, which provides $414,000 towards the 
purchase of 7 CNG refuse trucks and installation of a CNG station, approval to 
increase the number of fuel dispensing posts from 10 to 20, reduce the MSRC 
contract amount to $338,107 and extend the contract term an additional 27 
months; and 

3. Brea Olinda Unified School District Unexecuted Contract #MS12083, which 
would provide $59,454 for installation of a CNG station, approval to exclude the 
remanufactured compressor from their total project value for both reimbursement 
and match fund purposes but denial to reduce the contract value and fuel 

http://www.cleantransportationfunding.org/
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throughput and instead require additional operation and reporting until the 
original fuel throughput level has been reached. 

 
Brown Act Voting Procedures 
SCAQMD’s legal counsel discussed requirements for Brown Act voting procedures 
with the MSRC. Legal counsel and staff are working with the MSRC to review voting 
procedures to ensure that they fulfill Brown Act requirements yet keep the process 
streamlined and easy to implement. 
 
Contracts Administrator’s Report 
The MSRC’s AB 2766 Contracts Administrator provides a written status report on all 
open contracts from FY 2004-05 through the present. The Contracts Administrator’s 
Report for March 2014 is attached (Attachment 2) for your information. 
 
Attachments 
Attachment 1 – Approved January 16, 2014 Meeting Minutes 
Attachment 2 – March 2014 Contracts Administrator’s Report 



 
MOBILE SOURCE AIR POLLUTION REDUCTION REVIEW COMMITTEE 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 16, 2014 MEETING MINUTES 

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond, Bar, CA 91765- Conference Room CC-8 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Larry McCallon, representing SANBAG 

April McKay (Alt.), representing LA County MTA 

Ron Roberts, representing SCAG 

Adam Rush (Alt.), representing RCTC 

Tim Shaw (Alt.), representing OCTA 

Greg Winterbottom, representing OCTA 

Earl Withycombe, representing CARB (via v/c) 

 

MSRC MEMBERS ABSENT:   

(Chair) Greg Pettis, rep. RCTC 

(Vice Chair) Steve Veres, rep. LA County MTA  

Michael Antonovich, representing SCAQMD (via v/c) 

 

MSRC-TAC MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Rongsheng Luo (Alt.), Southern California Association of Governments 

Dean Saito, representing SCAQMD 

Andrew Silva, San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 

 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Debra Ashby, SCAQMD 

Jonny Greenfield 

Debra Mendelsohn, SCAQMD Board Asst (Antonovich)  

Ric Teano, OCTA 

 

SCAQMD STAFF & CONTRACTORS 

Ray Gorski, MSRC Technical Advisor-Contractor 

John Kampa, Financial Analyst 

Matt MacKenzie, MSRC Contracts Assistant 

Ana Ponce (Alt.), MSRC Administrative Liaison 

Cynthia Ravenstein, MSRC Contracts Administrator 

Veera Tyagi, Senior Deputy District Counsel 

Rachel Valenzuela, MSRC Contracts Assistant 

Paul Wright, Audio-Visual Specialist 
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CALL TO ORDER 

 

 Call to Order 

MSRC Member Greg Winterbottom called the meeting to order at 2:03 p.m., in 

the absence of the Chair and Vice Chair.  

 

MSRC Member Larry McCallon stated that the Brown Act requires that if there is 

a teleconference or videoconference, that each action item requires a roll call vote. 

There is current legislation that took effect this year that requires that each 

member’s vote be recorded. Ray Gorski, MSRC Technical Advisor, reported that 

within the last week staff received written notification of the requirement, from 

the Legal Department, and is ready to comply with the obligations required under 

the Brown Act. Cynthia Ravenstein, MSRC Contracts Administrator, noted that 

the information was forwarded to MSRC Chair Greg Pettis. MSRC Member Earl 

Withycombe asked that the information also be emailed to the members of the 

MSRC.  

 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

 

Public comments were allowed during the discussion of each agenda item. No comments 

were made on non-agenda items. 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR (Items 1 through 5) 

Receive and Approve Items 

Agenda Item #1 – Minutes of the December 19, 2013 MSRC Meeting 

 

The minutes of the December 19, 2013 MSRC meeting were distributed at the meeting. 

Copies were made available to the public. 

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER EARL WITHYCOMBE, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, UNDER 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 1 THROUGH 5, THE 

MSRC VOTED TO APPROVE THE DECEMBER 19, 2013 MEETING 

MINUTES.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION: Staff will place the minutes on the MSRC’s website. 

 

Agenda Item #2 – Summary of Final Reports by MSRC Contractors 

 

The agenda package included two final report summaries for the following:  

1) City of Irvine Contract #MS12069, which provided $45,000 to implement special 

transit service to the Solar Decathlon; and 2) EDCO Disposal Corporation Contract 

#MS11012, which provided $100,000 to construct a CNG fueling station in Buena Park.  



01/16/14 MSRC Meeting Minutes 3 

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER EARL WITHYCOMBE, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, UNDER 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 1 THROUGH 5, THE 

MSRC VOTED TO APPROVE THE FINAL REPORTS ABOVE.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION: MSRC staff will file the final reports and release any retention on the 

contracts. 

 

Receive and File Items 

Agenda Item #3 – MSRC Contracts Administrator’s Report 

 

The MSRC AB 2766 Contracts Administrator’s Report for December 4 through 

December 31, 2013 was included in the agenda package.  

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER EARL WITHYCOMBE, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, UNDER 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 1 THROUGH 5, THE 

MSRC VOTED TO APPROVE THE CONTRACTS 

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT FOR DECEMBER 4 THROUGH 

DECEMBER 31, 2013.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION:  SCAQMD staff will include the MSRC Contracts Administrator’s Report in 

the MSRC Committee Report for the February 7, 2014 SCAQMD Board meeting. 

 

Agenda Item #4 – Financial Report on AB 2766 Discretionary Fund 

 

A financial report on the AB 2766 Discretionary Fund for the period ending  

December 31, 2013 was included in the agenda package.  

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER EARL WITHYCOMBE, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, UNDER 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 1 THROUGH 5, THE 

MSRC VOTED TO APPROVE THE FINANCIAL REPORT ABOVE.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION:  No further action is required. 
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For Approval - As Recommended 

Agenda Item #5 – Consider Modified Scope of Work and 24-Month No-Cost 

Contract Term Extension by the County of Los Angeles, Department of Public 

Works, Contract #ML05014 (Florence/Mills Avenue Signal Synchronization 

Project) 

 

The County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, requests a 24-month contract 

term extension. Additionally, the MSRC still needs to consider the substitution of two 

additional signal synchronizations for the installation of traffic signal upgrades within the 

City of Downey.  

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER EARL WITHYCOMBE, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, UNDER 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 1 THROUGH 5, THE 

MSRC VOTED TO APPROVE A 24-MONTH CONTRACT TERM 

EXTENSION TO THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT 

OF PUBLIC WORKS, CONTRACT #ML05014, AND THE 

SUBSTITUTION OF TWO ADDITIONAL SIGNAL 

SYNCHRONIZATIONS FOR THE INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC 

SIGNAL UPGRADES WITHIN THE CITY OF DOWNEY.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION:  MSRC Staff will amend the above contract accordingly. 

 

ACTION CALENDAR (Items 6 through 8) 

Agenda Item #6 – Consider Potential Upgrades to MSRC Website by Mineral LLC 

Under Contract #MS11001 ($111,827 – Design, Host & Maintain MSRC Website) 

 

Cynthia Ravenstein, MSRC Contracts Administrator, reported that the MSRC’s website 

is currently on its third iteration. The website was built on some third-party software by 

ExpressionEngine which provides a lot of the functionality of the site. Mineral, the 

company that the MSRC has under contract to maintain the website, noticed that the 

ExpressionEngine software is out of date--the website is running version 2.2.2 and the 

current version is 2.7.3. Therefore, they are strongly encouraging that this be updated to 

avoid some potential security issues. There is no charge from ExpressionEngine, however, 

there is a charge for Mineral to do the updates. What is particularly labor-intensive is that 

then they have to check how the changes are going to impact all the different things that 

the website does, before they make those changes go live. Therefore, they have given a 

range of cost, between $2,000 and $4,500. There is already money in their contract to do 

this, so the MSRC is not being asked to authorize any additional money in this contract, 

this is just a recommendation to issue a Task Order to Mineral to do the updates on this 

software and make any necessary fixes to the website. The MSRC-TAC has reviewed the 

recommendations and recommends the issuance of a Task Order for this work.  
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ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER LARRY MCCALLON, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, THE MSRC 

VOTED TO APPROVE THE ISSUANCE OF A TASK ORDER TO 

MINERAL LLC, CONTRACT #MS11001, FOR POTENTIAL 

UPDATES TO THE MSRC WEBSITE AT A COST FROM $2,000 TO 

$4,500.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION:  SCAQMD staff will request approval of this award at the February 7, 2014 

SCAQMD Board meeting. 

 

FYs 2012-14 WORK PROGRAM 

Agenda Item #7 – Consider Funding for Application Received Under the 

Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Program 

 

Ray Gorski, MSRC Technical Advisor, presented this item on behalf of A.J. Marquez, 

Chair/Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Subcommittee, who was not present at the meeting. 

Mr. Gorski reported that under the current work program, the MSRC has the opportunity 

for entities to receive incentive moneys for the implementation of alternative fuel 

infrastructure. This is an ongoing program and it will end in September, 2014. One 

additional application has been received from the Upland Unified School District. They 

are requesting $175,000 to implement limited-access expansion of their refueling station. 

This has gone through the Subcommittee and MSRC-TAC process, and they are 

recommending approval.  

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER LARRY MCCALLON, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, THE MSRC 

VOTED TO APPROVE THE APPLICATION FOR $175,000 FROM 

UPLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT TO IMPLEMENT LIMITED-

ACCESS EXPANSION OF THEIR REFUELING STATION.  

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION:  SCAQMD staff will request approval of this award at the February 7, 2014 

SCAQMD Board meeting. 

 

Agenda Item #8 – Consider Funding for Applications Received Under the Local 

Government Match Program 

 

Dean Saito, Chair/Local Government Match Program, reported that three additional 

applications were received for the Local Government Match program. The applications 

are from Cathedral City, Palm Springs, and the City of Highland. All three are for bicycle 

infrastructure and related programs. The City of Cathedral City is requesting $21,000 to 
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expand their bicycle outreach program, bringing their total to the maximum $25,000 limit. 

The City of Palm Springs is requesting $14,000 to add three additional bike corrals in 

strategic locations. Both of these projects are within the funding scope of the remaining 

funds for Riverside County.  

 

The third project is submitted by the City of Highland, in San Bernardino County. Their 

requested amount is $500,000. The Subcommittee review of this application identified 

questions about 1) the inclusion of bike routes and way-finding signage for bicyclists 

along two new Class 3 bike ways--the Local Government Match Program Announcement 

specifically excluded Class 3 bicycle route signage; and 2) count-down signal heads for 

pedestrians within the project limits--as the description implies, this seems more geared 

toward pedestrian travel, as opposed to bicycle travel. MSRC staff has subsequently held 

discussions with the City of Highland and they have modified their application, but it was 

not received on time to be included on the agenda. Therefore, the MSRC-TAC is 

recommending deferral until the next MSRC meeting. The City still holds their place in 

the queue.  

 

The Subcommittee is recommending a funding total of $35,000 for Cathedral City and 

Palm Springs; with the recommendation for the City of Highland to be deferred. 

 

MSRC-Member Greg Winterbottom asked if the information is at-hand, and if so, could 

it be discussed today. Mr. Gorski said it could only be discussed as an “urgency” item. At 

this point, staff has received the updated application. It has gone through the 

Subcommittee process. The Subcommittee members have provided their comments. At 

this time, there is nothing to preclude it moving forward with an approval 

recommendation for $500,000 at the February MSRC-TAC and MSRC meetings. If the 

Committee would like to move it forward today, it would have to be under an “urgency” 

item for that element. It has not gone to the full MSRC-TAC.  

 

MSRC Member Greg Winterbottom asked for comments from the other Committee 

members. MSRC Member Earl Withycombe said he is leery to vote on an allocation of 

$500,000 without at least some written analysis from staff that he can digest first before 

being able to support an action.  

 

Mr. Gorski mentioned that he had a teleconference today with some of the Inland Empire 

interests. He was told that it is still something that is very important. They are working on 

new applications. Because this program does not close until February 28, they are still in 

the process of getting their projects in good order. It is anticipated that between now and 

the end of this program, additional applications will be received across the board; 

specifically, today’s conversation was relative to the Inland Empire. MSRC Alternate 

Adam Rush said they are trying to get one for an industrial project in the City of Eastvale.  

 

ON MOTION BY MSRC MEMBER LARRY MCCALLON, AND 

SECONDED BY MSRC ALTERNATE ADAM RUSH, THE MSRC 

VOTED TO APPROVE TWO AWARDS TOTALLING $35,000 TO 

CITY OF CATHEDRAL CITY AND CITY OF PALM SPRINGS AS 
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PART OF THE FYS 2012-14 LOCAL GOVERNMENT MATCH 

PROGRAM. 

AYES: ROBERTS, WINTERBOTTOM, MCCALLON, WITHYCOMBE, 

MCKAY, RUSH. 

NOES: NONE. 

 

ACTION:  SCAQMD staff will request approval of this award at the February 7, 2014 

SCAQMD Board meeting. 

 

OTHER BUSINESS 

Item #9 – Other Business 

 

No other business was introduced.  

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS, THE MSRC MEETING 

ADJOURNED AT 2:22 P.M. 

 

NEXT MEETING:   
 

Thursday, February 20, 2014, 2:00 p.m., Conference Room CC8 

 
[Prepared by Ana Ponce] 



 

MSRC Agenda Item No. 3 
 

DATE: March 20, 2014 
 

FROM: Cynthia Ravenstein 
 

SUBJECT: AB 2766 Contracts Administrator’s Report 
 

SYNOPSIS: This report covers key issues addressed by MSRC staff, status of 
open contracts, and administrative scope changes from January 1 
through February 26, 2014.   

 
RECOMMENDATION: Receive and file report 

 
WORK PROGRAM IMPACT:  None 

 
Contract Execution Status 

 
2012-14 Work Program 
On April 5, 2013, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved three awards under the Event Center 
Transportation Program.  These contracts are undergoing internal review or executed. 

On July 5, 2013, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved an additional award to Orange County 
Transportation Authority under the Event Center Transportation Program.  This contract is 
executed. 

On September 6, 2013, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved an award to Transit Systems 
Unlimited under the Event Center Transportation Program.  This contract is undergoing internal 
review. 

On November 1, 2013, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved two awards under the Event 
Center Transportation Program.  These contracts are under development or undergoing 
internal review. 

On December 6, 2013, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved 25 awards under the Local 
Government Match Program, 12 awards under the Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Program, one 
award under the Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives Program, and one award under the 
Event Center Transportation Program.  These contracts are under development or undergoing 
internal review. 

2011-12 Work Program 
On April 6, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved an award to the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority under the Event Center Transportation Program and an 
award to Mansfield Gas Equipment Systems under the Home Refueling Apparatus Purchase 
Incentive Program.  The Event Center contract is executed.  The award to Mansfield has been 
combined with SCAQMD funding and included in SCAQMD’s contract, which is now executed. 
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On May 4, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved two awards to Orange County 
Transportation Authority under the Event Center Transportation Program.  Both contracts are 
executed. 

On June 1, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved nine awards under the Alternative 
Fuel Infrastructure Program and eleven awards under the Local Government Match Program.  
These contracts are executed. 

On July 13, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved an award under the Alternative Fuel 
Infrastructure Program and twelve awards under the Medium-Duty and Medium-Heavy-Duty 
Vehicles Program.  These contracts are executed. 

On September 7, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved 23 awards under the Local 
Government Match Program; one award under the Alternative Fuel Engines for On-Road 
Heavy-Duty Vehicles Program; one award under the Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Program; 
two awards under the Bikeshare Program; and one award to develop and implement a 
“Rideshare Thursday” public awareness campaign.  These contracts are with the prospective 
contractor for signature, with the SCAQMD Board Chair for signature, or executed. 

On October 5, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved one award under the Alternative 
Fuel Infrastructure Program and two awards under the Event Center Transportation Program.  
These contracts are executed. 

On November 2, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved one award under the Local 
Government Match Program.  This contract is executed. 

On December 7, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved one award under the 
“Showcase III” Off-Road Emission Reduction Technology Program; three awards under the 
Event Center Transportation Program; 15 awards under the Alternative Fuel Infrastructure 
Program and one award under the Medium-Duty and Medium-Heavy-Duty Vehicles Program.  
These contracts are awaiting approval of modification requests or executed. 

On February 1, 2013, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved three awards for the 
implementation of rideshare incentive programs to be implemented in conjunction with the 
Rideshare Thursday public awareness campaign.  These contracts are executed. 

2010-11 Work Program 
Except as discussed below, contracts for this Work Program are executed or declined. 

On September 9, 2011, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved: an award under the 
Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Program; 26 awards under the Local Government Match 
Program; 9 awards under the Alternative Fuel On-Road Engines Program; an award under the 
Off-Road Heavy-Duty Vehicles Program; an award to the Better World Group for programmatic 
outreach services; and two awards for development and implementation of 511 “smart phone” 
applications.  Two proposed contracts, with the County of Los Angeles Department of Public 
Works, are still with the proposed contractor for signature.  The County estimates that the 
proposed contracts will be considered for approval by their Board in December 2013 and 
January 2014. 
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On December 2, 2011, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved: 10 awards under the 
Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Program; one award under the Major Event Center 
Transportation Program; and three awards under the “Showcase II” Off-Road After-treatment 
Demonstration Program.  One proposed contract, with the Los Angeles Unified School District, 
is with the prospective contractor for signature following MSRC approval of modifications. 

On June 1, 2012, the SCAQMD Governing Board approved nine awards under the “Showcase II” 
Off-Road After-treatment Demonstration Program.  One proposed contract, with Ivanhoe 
Energy Services and Development, is still with the prospective contractor for signature.  MSRC 
staff are following up with Ivanhoe to ascertain the reason for the delay. 

Work Program Status 
Contract Status Reports for work program years with open and pending contracts are attached.  
MSRC or MSRC-TAC members may request spreadsheets covering any other work program 
year. 
 
FY 2004-05 Work Program Contracts 
One contract from this work program year is open.   

FY 2004-05 Invoices Paid 
No invoices were paid during this period. 

FY 2005-06 Work Program Contracts 
5 contracts from this work program year are open; and 11 contracts are in “Open/Complete” 
status, having completed all obligations save ongoing operation.  6 contracts closed during this 
period: Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), Contract #MS06002 – Freeway Service 
Patrol; City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation, Contract #ML06022 – Purchase 50 LNG Refuse 
Trucks; City of Cathedral City, Contract #ML06033 – Purchase 5 Heavy-Duty CNG Trucks; City of 
Los Angeles, Department of General Services, Contract #ML06038 – Purchase 25 CNG Street 
Sweepers; City of Rancho Cucamonga, Contract #ML06057 – Purchase 4 Heavy-Duty Natural 
Gas Vehicles; and OCTA, Contract #MS06045 – Install CNG Fueling Station and Modify 
Maintenance Facility. 

FY 2005-06 Work Program Invoices Paid 
No invoices were paid during this period. 

FY 2006-07 Work Program Contracts 
7 contracts from this work program year are open; and 30 contracts are in “Open/Complete” 
status. 

FY 2006-07 Invoices Paid 
No invoices were paid during this period. 

FY 2007-08 Work Program Contracts 
12 contracts from this work program year are open; and 41 contracts are in “Open/Complete” 
status. 

FY 2007-08 Invoices Paid 
No invoices were paid during this period. 
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FY 2008-09 Work Program Contracts 
9 contracts from this work program year are open; and 14 contracts are in “Open/Complete” 
status.  2 contracts passed into “Open/Complete” status during this period: City of Fullerton, 
Contract #ML09035 – Purchase 2 Heavy-Duty CNG Vehicles and Install CNG Station and City of 
Covina, Contract #ML09043 – Upgrade Existing CNG Station.  One contract closed during this 
period: Administrative Services Co-Op/Long Beach Yellow Cab, Contract #MS09001 – Incentives 
for 15 CNG Taxicabs. 

FY 2008-09 Invoices Paid 
One invoice in the amount of $400,000 was paid during this period. 

FY 2009-10 Work Program Contracts 
8 regular contracts from this work program year are open; and 9 regular contracts are in 
“Open/Complete” status. 

FY 2009-10 Invoices Paid 
2 invoices totaling $14,475.65 were paid during this period. 

FY 2010-11 Work Program Contracts 
45 contracts from this work program year are open; and 9 contracts are in “Open/Complete” 
status.  3 contracts passed into “Open/Complete” status during this period: City of Los Angeles, 
Bureau of Sanitation, Contract #ML11033 – Purchase 36 Heavy-Duty LNG Vehicles; City of 
Anaheim, Contract #ML11037 – Purchase 12 Heavy-Duty Natural Gas Vehicles; and City of 
Ontario, Contract #ML11040 – Expand Existing CNG Station. 

FY 2010-11 Invoices Paid 
13 invoices totaling $585,713.69 were paid during this period. 

FY 2011-12 Work Program Contracts 
64 contracts from this work program year are open, and 6 contracts are in “Open/Complete” 
status.  2 contracts passed into “Open/Complete” status during this period: Dy-Dee Service of 
Pasadena, Contract #MS12028 – Purchase 2 Medium-Duty and 1 Medium-Heavy-Duty Vehicles 
and Disneyland Resort, Contract #MS12035 – Purchase 1 Medium-Heavy-Duty Vehicle. 

FY 2011-12 Invoices Paid 
4 invoices totaling $144,703.31 were paid during this period. 

FYs 2012-14 Work Program Contracts 
4 contracts from this work program year are open. 

FYs 2012-14 Invoices Paid 
One invoice in the amount of $35,485.23 was paid during this period. 

Administrative Scope Changes 
One administrative scope change was initiated during the period of January 1 to February 26, 
2014: 
 MS14003 – Orange County Transportation Authority (Special Metrolink Service to Dodger 

Stadium) – Six-month no-cost term extension 
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Infrastructure Throughput Resolution 
Letters concerning the potential for negotiating alternative remedies were previously sent to all 
MSRC Infrastructure Program contractors who have open contracts and have received 
reimbursements for their projects (i.e. stations have commenced operation).  During this 
reporting period: 
 A contract modification has been fully executed with Rainbow Disposal.  Rainbow indicates 

that the expansion of their own CNG fleet, which had originally been anticipated to 
contribute to the station’s throughput, was slower than anticipated due to a shortage of 
CNG tanks for the vehicles.  Their throughput subsequently increased.  Rainbow has agreed 
to make a facility access card available to interested, qualified public users in their franchise 
areas of service.  Cardholders would be able to unlock the entrance gate to the station 
outside of CONTRACTOR’s normal business operating hours.  Rainbow will conduct targeted 
public outreach to market the station’s availability for public use.  They have also agreed to 
extend their operational obligation for an additional six months. 

 Negotiations are still underway with one other contractor. 
 
Attachments 

  FY 2004-05 through FYs 2012-14 Contract Status Reports 



AB2766 Discretionary Fund Program Invoices
Database

January 1, 2014 February 26, 2014to

Contract 

Admin.

MSRC 

Chair

MSRC 

Liaison Finance Contract # Contractor Invoice # Amount

2008-2009 Work Program

1/28/2014 1/30/2014 1/30/2014 2/4/2014 ML09035 City of Fullerton 2 - Final $400,000.00

Total: $400,000.00

2009-2010 Work Program

2/19/2014 2/28/2014 3/4/2014 3/4/2014 MS10025 Elham Shirazi 23 $8,580.00

1/7/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS10025 Elham Shirazi 22 $5,895.65

Total: $14,475.65

2010-2011 Work Program

1/9/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 ML11022 City of Anaheim Ana-001 FINAL $150,000.00

1/16/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS11087 Cemex Construction Material Pacific, LLC 005-10541 $32,140.00

1/16/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS11087 Cemex Construction Material Pacific, LLC 005-10723 $46,214.00

1/16/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS11001 Mineral LLC 100300 $150.00

1/16/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS11001 Mineral LLC 100334 $300.00

1/16/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS11056 The Better World Group 1241 $12,636.25

2/5/2014 2/14/2014 2/14/2014 2/19/2014 MS11012 EDCO Disposal Corporation 1-Final $100,000.00

2/21/2014 2/28/2014 3/4/2014 3/4/2014 MS11001 Mineral LLC 100515 $300.00

2/5/2014 2/14/2014 2/14/2014 2/19/2014 MS11079 Bear Valley Unified School District 1 $157,500.00

2/5/2014 2/14/2014 2/14/2014 2/19/2014 MS11087 Cemex Construction Material Pacific, LLC 005-11461 $45,329.44

2/7/2014 MS11087 Cemex Construction Material Pacific, LLC Final $6,000.00

2/14/2014 2/14/2014 2/14/2014 2/19/2014 ML11021 City of Whittier 4 $30,000.00

1/23/2014 1/30/2014 1/30/2014 2/4/2014 MS11062 Load Center 3 $15,144.00

Total: $595,713.69

2011-2012 Work Program

1/22/2014 1/30/2014 1/30/2014 2/4/2014 MS12069 City of Irvine 160501-Final $26,649.41

1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/17/2014 1/21/2014 MS12062 Fraser Communications 014419-00 $35,711.03

2/12/2014 2/14/2014 2/14/2014 2/19/2014 MS12062 Fraser Communications 014528-00 $14,842.87

2/19/2014 2/28/2014 3/4/2014 3/4/2014 MS12085 Bear Valley Unified School District 1 $67,500.00

Total: $144,703.31



Contract 

Admin.

MSRC 

Chair

MSRC 

Liaison Finance Contract # Contractor Invoice # Amount

2012-2014 Work Program

2/19/2014 2/28/2014 3/4/2014 3/4/2014 MS14004 Orange County Transportation Authority 1-Final $35,485.23

Total: $35,485.23

Total This Period: $1,190,377.88



FYs 2004-05 Through 2012-14 AB2766 Contract Status Report 3/12/2014

Database

Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

Contracts2004-2005FY
Open Contracts

ML05014 Los Angeles County Department of 5/21/2007 11/20/2008 3/20/2014 $204,221.00 $0.00 Traffic Signal Synchronization $204,221.00 No

1Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

ML05005 City of Highland $20,000.00 $0.00 2 Medium Duty CNG Vehicles $20,000.00 No

ML05008 Los Angeles County Department of $140,000.00 $0.00 7 Heavy Duty LPG Street Sweepers $140,000.00 No

ML05010 Los Angeles County Department of $20,000.00 $0.00 1 Heavy Duty CNG Bus $20,000.00 No

3Total:

Closed Contracts

ML05006 City of Colton Public Works 7/27/2005 7/26/2006 $30,000.00 $30,000.00 3 Medium Duty CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML05011 Los Angeles County Department of 8/10/2006 12/9/2007 6/9/2008 $52,409.00 $51,048.46 3 Heavy Duty LPG Shuttle Vans $1,360.54 Yes

ML05013 Los Angeles County Department of 1/5/2007 7/4/2008 1/4/2013 $313,000.00 $313,000.00 Traffic Signal Synchronization $0.00 Yes

ML05015 City of Lawndale 7/27/2005 7/26/2006 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1 Medium Duty CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML05016 City of Santa Monica 9/23/2005 9/22/2006 9/22/2007 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 6 MD CNG Vehicles, 1 LPG Sweep, 13 CNG $0.00 Yes

ML05017 City of Signal Hill 1/16/2006 7/15/2007 $126,000.00 $126,000.00 Traffic Signal Synchronization $0.00 Yes

ML05018 City of San Bernardino 4/19/2005 4/18/2006 $40,000.00 $40,000.00 4 M.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML05019 City of Lakewood 5/6/2005 5/5/2006 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1 M.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML05020 City of Pomona 6/24/2005 6/23/2006 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1 M.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML05021 City of Whittier 7/7/2005 7/6/2006 4/6/2008 $100,000.00 $80,000.00 Sweeper, Aerial Truck, & 3 Refuse Trucks $20,000.00 Yes

ML05022 City of Claremont 9/23/2005 9/22/2006 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 2 M.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML05024 City of Cerritos 4/18/2005 3/17/2006 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1 M.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML05025 City of Malibu 5/6/2005 3/5/2006 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1 Medium-Duty CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML05026 City of Inglewood 1/6/2006 1/5/2007 2/5/2009 $60,000.00 $60,000.00 2 CNG Transit Buses, 1 CNG Pothole Patch $0.00 Yes

ML05027 City of Beaumont 2/23/2006 4/22/2007 6/22/2010 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 1 H.D. CNG Bus $0.00 Yes

ML05028 City of Anaheim 9/8/2006 9/7/2007 5/7/2008 $85,331.00 $85,331.00 Traffic signal coordination & synchronization $0.00 Yes

ML05029 Los Angeles World Airports 5/5/2006 9/4/2007 $140,000.00 $140,000.00 Seven CNG Buses $0.00 Yes

ML05071 City of La Canada Flintridge 1/30/2009 1/29/2011 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 1 CNG Bus $0.00 Yes

ML05072 Los Angeles County Department of 8/24/2009 5/23/2010 1/23/2011 $349,000.00 $349,000.00 Traffic Signal Synchronization (LADOT) $0.00 Yes

19Total:

Closed/Incomplete Contracts



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

ML05007 Los Angeles County Dept of Beache 6/23/2006 6/22/2007 12/22/2007 $50,000.00 $0.00 5 Medium Duty CNG Vehicles $50,000.00 No

ML05009 Los Angeles County Department of 6/22/2006 12/21/2007 9/30/2011 $56,666.00 $0.00 2 Propane Refueling Stations $56,666.00 No

ML05012 Los Angeles County Department of 11/10/2006 5/9/2008 1/9/2009 $349,000.00 $0.00 Traffic Signal Synchronization (LADOT) $349,000.00 No

ML05023 City of La Canada Flintridge 3/30/2005 2/28/2006 8/28/2008 $20,000.00 $0.00 1 CNG Bus $20,000.00 No

4Total:



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

Contracts2005-2006FY

Open Contracts

ML06031 City of Inglewood 4/4/2007 6/3/2013 9/3/2015 $150,000.00 $65,602.40 Purchase 4 H-D LPG Vehicles & Install LPG $84,397.60 No

ML06035 City of Hemet, Public Works 11/10/2006 12/9/2012 10/9/2014 $414,000.00 $175,000.00 7 Nat Gas Trucks & New Nat Gas Infrastruct $239,000.00 No

ML06054 Los Angeles County Department of 6/17/2009 6/16/2016 $150,000.00 $0.00 3 CNG & 3 LPG HD Trucks $150,000.00 No

ML06058 City of Santa Monica 7/12/2007 7/11/2013 $149,925.00 $0.00 3 H.D. CNG Trucks & CNG Fueling Station $149,925.00 No

ML06070 City of Colton 4/30/2008 2/28/2015 4/30/2015 $50,000.00 $0.00 Two CNG Pickups $50,000.00 No

5Total:

Pending Execution Contracts

ML06071 City of Santa Monica $149,925.00 $0.00 3 H.D. CNG Trucks & CNG Fueling Station $149,925.00 No

1Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

ML06018 Los Angeles County Dept of Beache $375,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station & 2 CNG Dump Trucks $375,000.00 No

ML06019 Los Angeles County Dept of Beache $250,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station & 2 CNG Dump Trucks $250,000.00 No

ML06023 City of Baldwin Park 6/16/2006 9/15/2012 $20,000.00 $0.00 CNG Dump Truck $20,000.00 No

ML06024 City of Pomona 8/3/2007 7/2/2013 7/2/2014 $286,450.00 $0.00 New CNG Station $286,450.00 No

ML06030 City of Burbank 3/19/2007 9/18/2011 $287,700.00 $0.00 New CNG Fueling Station $287,700.00 No

ML06037 City of Lynwood $25,000.00 $0.00 1 Nat Gas Dump Truck $25,000.00 No

ML06039 City of Inglewood 2/9/2007 2/8/2008 4/8/2011 $50,000.00 $0.00 Modify Maintenance Facility for CNG Vehicle $50,000.00 No

ML06055 City of Los Angeles, Dept. of Genera $125,000.00 $0.00 5 Gas-Electric Hybrid Buses $125,000.00 No

ML06059 City of Fountain Valley $25,000.00 $0.00 One H.D. CNG Truck $25,000.00 No

MS06009 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 6/23/2006 12/22/2012 $250,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Laguna Niguel $250,000.00 Yes

MS06040 Capistrano Unified School District $136,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Fueling Station $136,000.00 No

MS06041 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 12/1/2006 3/31/2013 6/18/2009 $250,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station-Newport Beach $250,000.00 No

MS06046 City of Long Beach, Dept. of Public $250,000.00 $0.00 LNG Fueling Station $250,000.00 No

MS06051 Menifee Union School District 3/2/2007 7/1/2014 $150,000.00 $0.00 CNG Fueling Station $150,000.00 No

14Total:

Closed Contracts

ML06016 City of Whittier 5/25/2006 5/24/2012 11/24/2012 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 CNG Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06017 City of Claremont 8/2/2006 4/1/2012 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 CNG Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06021 Los Angeles World Airports 9/13/2006 5/12/2013 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 6 CNG Buses $0.00 Yes

ML06022 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 5/4/2007 1/3/2014 $1,250,000.00 $1,250,000.00 50 LNG Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06026 City of Cerritos 10/27/2006 9/26/2010 $60,500.00 $60,500.00 CNG Station Upgrade $0.00 Yes

ML06027 City of Redondo Beach 9/5/2006 5/4/2012 10/4/2012 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 Heavy-Duty CNG Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06029 City of Culver City Transportation De 9/29/2006 8/28/2012 12/28/2012 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 CNG Heavy-Duty Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06033 City of Cathedral City 11/17/2006 12/16/2012 12/16/2013 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 5 Heavy-Duty CNG Trucks $0.00 Yes



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

ML06034 City of South Pasadena 9/25/2006 9/24/2012 $16,422.42 $16,422.42 2 Nat. Gas Transit Buses $0.00 Yes

ML06036 City of Riverside 3/23/2007 3/22/2013 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 8 Heavy-Duty Nat Gas Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML06038 City of Los Angeles, Department of 5/21/2007 1/20/2014 $625,000.00 $625,000.00 25 CNG Street Sweepers $0.00 Yes

ML06044 City of Pomona 12/15/2006 3/14/2013 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 CNG Street Sweepers $0.00 Yes

ML06052 City of Hemet, Public Works 4/20/2007 2/19/2013 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 Purchase One CNG Dump Truck $0.00 Yes

ML06053 City of Burbank 5/4/2007 7/3/2013 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 Five Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06056 City of Los Angeles, Dept. of Genera 11/30/2007 11/29/2008 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 Maintenance Facility Mods. $0.00 Yes

ML06060 City of Temple City 6/12/2007 6/11/2013 $31,885.00 $0.00 Upgrade existing CNG infrastructure $31,885.00 No

ML06061 City of Chino Hills 4/30/2007 4/29/2013 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML06062 City of Redlands 5/11/2007 5/10/2013 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 4 H.D. LNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML06063 City of Moreno Valley 3/23/2007 11/22/2012 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML06065 City of Walnut 6/29/2007 6/28/2013 $44,203.00 $44,203.00 Upgrade Existing CNG Infrastructure $0.00 Yes

ML06066 City of Ontario 5/30/2007 1/29/2013 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 5 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML06068 City of Claremont 8/28/2007 6/27/2013 $60,000.00 $60,000.00 Expand existing CNG infrastructure $0.00 Yes

ML06069 City of Palos Verdes Estates 11/19/2007 11/18/2013 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

MS06001 Riverside County Transportation Co 8/3/2007 9/2/2011 $825,037.00 $825,037.00 New Freeway Service Patrol $0.00 Yes

MS06002 Orange County Transportation Autho 11/7/2007 11/6/2013 $928,740.00 $925,091.00 New Freeway Service Patrol $3,649.00 Yes

MS06003 San Bernardino Associated Govern 10/19/2006 6/18/2010 $804,240.00 $804,239.87 New Freeway Service Patrol $0.13 Yes

MS06004 Los Angeles County MTA 8/10/2006 7/9/2010 $1,391,983.00 $1,391,791.98 New Freeway Service Patrol $191.02 Yes

MS06010 US Airconditioning Distributors 12/28/2006 6/27/2012 $83,506.00 $83,506.00 New CNG Station - Industry $0.00 Yes

MS06011 County Sanitation Districts of L.A. C 6/1/2006 7/31/2012 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 New CNG Station - Carson $0.00 Yes

MS06042 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 1/5/2007 1/4/2013 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 New CNG Station-Baldwin Park $0.00 Yes

MS06043X Westport Fuel Systems, Inc. 2/3/2007 12/31/2010 9/30/2011 $2,000,000.00 $2,000,000.00 Advanced Natural Gas Engine Incentive Pro $0.00 Yes

MS06045 Orange County Transportation Autho 8/17/2007 12/16/2013 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 CNG Fueling Station/Maint. Fac. Mods $0.00 Yes

MS06047 Hemet Unified School District 9/19/2007 11/18/2013 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 CNG Refueling Station $0.00 Yes

MS06050 Rossmoor Pastries 1/24/2007 10/23/2012 $18,750.00 $14,910.50 CNG Fueling Station $3,839.50 Yes

34Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

ML06020 Los Angeles Department of Water a 3/19/2007 9/18/2013 4/18/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 CNG Aerial Truck $0.00 Yes

ML06025 City of Santa Monica 1/5/2007 11/4/2012 12/14/2014 $300,000.00 $300,000.00 12 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML06028 City of Pasadena 9/29/2006 11/28/2012 3/28/2014 $245,000.00 $245,000.00 New CNG Station & Maint. Fac. Upgrades $0.00 Yes

ML06032 City of Rancho Cucamonga 2/13/2007 3/12/2013 2/12/2014 $237,079.00 $237,079.00 New CNG Station & 2 CNG Dump Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML06057 City of Rancho Cucamonga 8/28/2007 6/27/2013 8/27/2014 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 4 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML06064 City of South Pasadena 1/25/2008 11/24/2013 11/24/2014 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML06067 City of El Monte 3/17/2008 5/16/2014 11/16/2014 $157,957.00 $157,957.00 Upgrade existing CNG infrastructure $0.00 Yes

MS06012 Consolidated Disposal Service 7/14/2006 9/13/2012 9/13/2014 $297,981.00 $297,981.00 New LNG Station & Facility Upgrades $0.00 Yes

MS06013 City of Commerce 1/9/2008 7/8/2014 7/8/2015 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 New L/CNG Station - Commerce $0.00 Yes



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

MS06048 Newport-Mesa Unified School Distric 6/25/2007 8/24/2013 8/24/2014 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 CNG Fueling Station $0.00 Yes

MS06049 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 4/20/2007 7/19/2013 11/30/2015 $250,000.00 $228,491.18 CNG Fueling Station - L.B.P.D. $21,508.82 Yes

11Total:



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

Contracts2006-2007FY

Open Contracts

ML07044 City of Santa Monica 9/8/2008 3/7/2015 3/7/2017 $600,000.00 $50,000.00 24 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $550,000.00 No

ML07045 City of Inglewood 2/6/2009 4/5/2015 $75,000.00 $25,000.00 3 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $50,000.00 No

MS07008 City of Los Angeles, Department of T 9/18/2009 5/17/2020 $2,040,000.00 $1,710,000.00 Purchase 102 Transit Buses $330,000.00 No

MS07022 California State University, Los Ange 10/30/2009 12/29/2015 12/29/2016 $250,000.00 $0.00 New Hydrogen Fueling Station $250,000.00 No

MS07061 City of Los Angeles, Department of 10/31/2008 8/30/2010 2/28/2013 $40,626.00 $40,626.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $0.00 No

MS07070 Griffith Company 4/30/2008 2/28/2010 8/28/2012 $168,434.00 $125,504.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $42,930.00 No

MS07080 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 10/31/2008 8/30/2010 2/28/2015 $63,192.00 $62,692.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $500.00 No

7Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

ML07031 City of Santa Monica $180,000.00 $0.00 Upgrade N.G. Station to Add Hythane $180,000.00 No

ML07032 City of Huntington Beach Public Wor $25,000.00 $0.00 One H.D. CNG Vehicle $25,000.00 No

ML07035 City of Los Angeles, General Service $350,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Refueling Station/Southeast Yard $350,000.00 No

ML07038 City of Palos Verdes Estates $25,000.00 $0.00 One H.D. LPG Vehicle $25,000.00 No

MS07010 Palos Verdes Peninsula Transit Auth $80,000.00 $0.00 Repower 4 Transit Buses $80,000.00 No

MS07014 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. $350,000.00 $0.00 New L/CNG Station - SERRF $350,000.00 No

MS07015 Baldwin Park Unified School District $57,500.00 $0.00 New CNG Station $57,500.00 No

MS07016 County of Riverside Fleet Services D $36,359.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Rubidoux $36,359.00 No

MS07017 County of Riverside Fleet Services D $33,829.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Indio $33,829.00 No

MS07018 City of Cathedral City $350,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station $350,000.00 No

MS07021 City of Riverside $350,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station $350,000.00 No

MS07050 Southern California Disposal Co. $320,000.00 $0.00 Ten Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $320,000.00 No

MS07062 Caltrans Division of Equipment $1,081,818.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $1,081,818.00 No

MS07065 ECCO Equipment Corp. $174,525.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $174,525.00 No

MS07067 Recycled Materials Company of Calif $99,900.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $99,900.00 No

MS07069 City of Burbank 5/9/2008 3/8/2010 9/8/2011 $8,895.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $8,895.00 No

MS07074 Albert W. Davies, Inc. 1/25/2008 11/24/2009 $39,200.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $39,200.00 No

MS07081 Clean Diesel Technologies, Inc. $240,347.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $240,347.00 No

MS07082 DCL International, Inc. $153,010.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $153,010.00 No

MS07083 Dinex Exhausts, Inc. $52,381.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $52,381.00 No

MS07084 Donaldson Company, Inc. $42,416.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $42,416.00 No

MS07085 Engine Control Systems Limited $155,746.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $155,746.00 No

MS07086 Huss, LLC $84,871.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $84,871.00 No

MS07087 Mann+Hummel GmbH $189,361.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $189,361.00 No

MS07088 Nett Technologies, Inc. $118,760.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $118,760.00 No



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

MS07089 Rypos, Inc. $68,055.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $68,055.00 No

MS07090 Sud-Chemie $27,345.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $27,345.00 No

27Total:

Closed Contracts

ML07025 City of San Bernardino 8/12/2008 7/11/2010 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $0.00 Yes

ML07033 City of La Habra 5/21/2008 6/20/2014 11/30/2013 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. Nat Gas Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML07042 City of La Quinta 8/15/2008 9/14/2010 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 Street Sweeping Operations $0.00 Yes

ML07048 City of Cathedral City 9/19/2008 10/18/2010 $100,000.00 $84,972.45 Street Sweeping Operations $15,027.55 Yes

MS07001 A-Z Bus Sales, Inc. 12/28/2006 12/31/2007 2/29/2008 $1,920,000.00 $1,380,000.00 CNG School Bus Buydown $540,000.00 Yes

MS07002 BusWest 1/19/2007 12/31/2007 3/31/2008 $840,000.00 $840,000.00 CNG School Bus Buydown $0.00 Yes

MS07003 Westport Fuel Systems, Inc. 11/2/2007 12/31/2011 6/30/2013 $1,500,000.00 $1,499,990.00 Advanced Nat. Gas Engine Incentive Progra $10.00 Yes

MS07005 S-W Compressors 3/17/2008 3/16/2010 $60,000.00 $7,500.00 Mountain CNG School Bus Demo Program- $52,500.00 Yes

MS07006 Coachella Valley Association of Gov 2/28/2008 10/27/2008 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 Coachella Valley PM10 Reduction Street Sw $0.00 Yes

MS07011 L A Service Authority for Freeway E 3/12/2010 5/31/2011 9/30/2011 $700,000.00 $700,000.00 "511" Commuter Services Campaign $0.00 Yes

MS07012 City of Los Angeles, General Service 6/13/2008 6/12/2009 6/12/2010 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $0.00 Yes

MS07019 City of Cathedral City 1/9/2009 6/8/2010 $32,500.00 $32,500.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $0.00 Yes

MS07058 The Better World Group 11/17/2007 11/16/2009 11/16/2011 $247,690.00 $201,946.21 MSRC Programmatic Outreach Services $45,743.79 Yes

MS07059 County Sanitation Districts of L.A. C 9/5/2008 9/4/2010 7/14/2012 $231,500.00 $231,500.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $0.00 Yes

MS07060 Community Recycling & Resource R 3/7/2008 1/6/2010 7/6/2011 $177,460.00 $98,471.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $78,989.00 Yes

MS07063 Shimmick Construction Company, In 4/26/2008 2/25/2010 8/25/2011 $80,800.00 $11,956.37 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $68,843.63 No

MS07064 Altfillisch Contractors, Inc. 9/19/2008 7/18/2010 1/18/2011 $160,000.00 $155,667.14 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $4,332.86 Yes

MS07068 Sukut Equipment Inc. 1/23/2009 11/22/2010 5/22/2012 $26,900.00 $26,900.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $0.00 Yes

MS07071 Tiger 4 Equipment Leasing 9/19/2008 7/18/2010 1/18/2013 $210,937.00 $108,808.97 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $102,128.03 Yes

MS07072 City of Culver City Transportation De 4/4/2008 2/3/2010 8/3/2011 $72,865.00 $72,865.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $0.00 Yes

MS07075 Dan Copp Crushing 9/17/2008 7/16/2010 1/16/2012 $73,600.00 $40,200.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $33,400.00 No

MS07076 Reed Thomas Company, Inc. 8/15/2008 6/14/2010 3/14/2012 $339,073.00 $100,540.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $238,533.00 No

MS07079 Riverside County Transportation Co 1/30/2009 7/29/2013 12/31/2011 $20,000.00 $15,165.45 BikeMetro Website Migration $4,834.55 Yes

MS07091 BusWest 10/16/2009 3/15/2010 $33,660.00 $33,660.00 Provide Lease for 2 CNG School Buses $0.00 Yes

MS07092 Riverside County Transportation Co 9/1/2010 10/31/2011 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 "511" Commuter Services Campaign $0.00 Yes

25Total:

Closed/Incomplete Contracts

MS07004 BusWest 7/2/2007 7/1/2009 $90,928.00 $68,196.00 Provide Lease for 2 CNG School Buses $22,732.00 No

MS07066 Skanska USA Civil West California D 6/28/2008 4/27/2010 10/27/2010 $111,700.00 $36,128.19 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $75,571.81 No

MS07073 PEED Equipment Co. 10/31/2008 8/30/2010 $11,600.00 $0.00 Off-Road Diesel Equipment Retrofit Program $11,600.00 No

3Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

ML07023 City of Riverside 6/20/2008 10/19/2014 7/19/2016 $462,500.00 $461,476.42 CNG Station Expansion/Purch. 14 H.D. Vehi $1,023.58 No



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date
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Balance
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Complete?

ML07024 City of Garden Grove 3/7/2008 9/6/2014 7/6/2016 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 Three H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML07026 City of South Pasadena 6/13/2008 6/12/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML07027 Los Angeles World Airports 6/3/2008 7/2/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. LNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML07028 City of Los Angeles, General Service 3/13/2009 3/12/2014 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 New CNG Refueling Station/Hollywood Yard $0.00 Yes

ML07029 City of Los Angeles, General Service 3/13/2009 3/12/2014 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 New CNG Refueling Station/Venice Yard $0.00 Yes

ML07030 County of San Bernardino Public Wo 7/11/2008 9/10/2015 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 8 Natural Gas H.D. Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML07034 City of Los Angeles, General Service 3/13/2009 3/12/2014 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 New CNG Refueling Station/Van Nuys Yard $0.00 Yes

ML07036 City of Alhambra 1/23/2009 2/22/2015 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML07037 City of Los Angeles, General Service 10/8/2008 10/7/2015 $255,222.00 $255,222.00 Upgrade LNG/LCNG Station/East Valley Yar $0.00 Yes

ML07039 City of Baldwin Park 6/6/2008 6/5/2014 8/5/2015 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 Two N.G. H.D. Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML07040 City of Moreno Valley 6/3/2008 9/2/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One Heavy-Duty CNG Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML07041 City of La Quinta 6/6/2008 6/5/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One CNG Street Sweeper $0.00 Yes

ML07043 City of Redondo Beach 9/28/2008 7/27/2014 10/27/2016 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 Five H.D. CNG Transit Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML07046 City of Culver City Transportation De 5/2/2008 5/1/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 One H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML07047 City of Cathedral City 6/16/2008 9/15/2014 3/15/2015 $225,000.00 $225,000.00 Two H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles/New CNG Fueli $0.00 Yes

MS07007 Los Angeles World Airports 5/2/2008 11/1/2014 $420,000.00 $420,000.00 Purchase CNG 21 Transit Buses $0.00 Yes

MS07009 Orange County Transportation Autho 5/14/2008 4/13/2016 $800,000.00 $800,000.00 Purchase 40 Transit Buses $0.00 Yes

MS07013 Rainbow Disposal Company, Inc. 1/25/2008 3/24/2014 9/24/2014 $350,000.00 $350,000.00 New High-Volume CNG Station $0.00 Yes

MS07020 Avery Petroleum 5/20/2009 7/19/2015 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 New CNG Station $0.00 Yes

MS07049 Palm Springs Disposal Services 10/23/2008 11/22/2014 9/22/2016 $96,000.00 $96,000.00 Three Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07051 City of San Bernardino 8/12/2008 12/11/2014 $480,000.00 $480,000.00 15 Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07052 City of Redlands 7/30/2008 11/29/2014 $160,000.00 $160,000.00 Five Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07053 City of Claremont 7/31/2008 12/30/2014 $96,000.00 $96,000.00 Three Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07054 Republic Services, Inc. 3/7/2008 9/6/2014 9/6/2016 $1,280,000.00 $1,280,000.00 40 Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07055 City of Culver City Transportation De 7/8/2008 9/7/2014 $192,000.00 $192,000.00 Six Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07056 City of Whittier 9/5/2008 3/4/2015 $32,000.00 $32,000.00 One Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 Yes

MS07057 CR&R, Inc. 7/31/2008 8/30/2014 6/30/2015 $896,000.00 $896,000.00 28 Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks $0.00 No

MS07077 USA Waste of California, Inc. 5/1/2009 12/31/2014 $160,000.00 $160,000.00 Five Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks (Santa Ana) $0.00 Yes

MS07078 USA Waste of California, Inc. 5/1/2009 12/31/2014 12/31/2015 $256,000.00 $256,000.00 Eight Nat. Gas Refuse Trucks (Dewey's) $0.00 Yes

30Total:
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Contracts2007-2008FY

Open Contracts

ML08028 City of Santa Monica 9/11/2009 9/10/2016 5/10/2019 $600,000.00 $0.00 24 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $600,000.00 No

ML08030 City of Azusa 5/14/2010 3/13/2016 $25,000.00 $0.00 1 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $25,000.00 No

ML08040 City of Riverside 9/11/2009 9/10/2016 $505,500.00 $28,124.80 16 CNG Vehicles, Expand CNG Station & M $477,375.20 No

ML08043 City of Desert Hot Springs 9/25/2009 3/24/2016 $25,000.00 $0.00 1 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $25,000.00 No

ML08080 City of Irvine 5/1/2009 5/31/2015 $50,000.00 $0.00 Two Heavy-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicles $50,000.00 No

MS08001 Los Angeles County MTA 12/10/2010 6/9/2014 $1,500,000.00 $416,666.66 Big Rig Freeway Service Patrol $1,083,333.34 No

MS08007 United Parcel Service West Region 12/10/2008 10/9/2014 4/9/2019 $300,000.00 $0.00 10 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $300,000.00 No

MS08013 United Parcel Service West Region 12/10/2008 10/9/2014 3/9/2019 $480,000.00 $216,000.00 12 H.D. Nat. Gas Yard Tractors $264,000.00 No

MS08015 Yosemite Waters 5/12/2009 5/11/2015 $180,000.00 $117,813.60 11 H.D. Propane Vehicles $62,186.40 No

MS08018 Los Angeles County Department of 8/7/2009 10/6/2016 4/6/2018 $60,000.00 $0.00 3 CNG Vehicles $60,000.00 No

MS08058 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 11/26/2009 3/25/2016 3/25/2017 $400,000.00 $160,000.00 New CNG Station - Ontario Airport $240,000.00 No

MS08068 Regents of the University of Californi 11/5/2010 11/4/2017 11/4/2019 $400,000.00 $0.00 Hydrogen Station $400,000.00 No

12Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

ML08032 City of Irvine 5/1/2009 8/31/2010 $9,000.00 $0.00 36 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $9,000.00 No

ML08041 City of Los Angeles, Dept of Transpo 8/6/2010 7/5/2011 12/5/2011 $8,800.00 $0.00 73 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $8,800.00 No

ML08049 City of Cerritos 3/20/2009 1/19/2015 2/19/2017 $25,000.00 $0.00 1 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $25,000.00 No

ML08051 City of Colton $75,000.00 $0.00 3 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $75,000.00 No

MS08002 Orange County Transportation Autho $1,500,000.00 $0.00 Big Rig Freeway Service Patrol $1,500,000.00 No

MS08008 Diversified Truck Rental & Leasing $300,000.00 $0.00 10 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $300,000.00 No

MS08010 Orange County Transportation Autho $10,000.00 $0.00 20 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $10,000.00 No

MS08011 Green Fleet Systems, LLC $10,000.00 $0.00 30 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $10,000.00 No

MS08052 Burrtec Waste Industries, Inc. 12/24/2008 11/23/2014 11/23/2015 $100,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Fontana $100,000.00 No

MS08054 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. $400,000.00 $0.00 New LNG Station - Fontana $400,000.00 No

MS08055 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 11/26/2009 3/25/2016 3/25/2017 $400,000.00 $0.00 New LNG Station - Long Beach-Pier S $400,000.00 No

MS08059 Burrtec Waste Industries, Inc. 12/24/2008 11/23/2014 $100,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - San Bernardino $100,000.00 No

MS08060 Burrtec Waste Industries, Inc. 12/24/2008 11/23/2014 $100,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Azusa $100,000.00 No

MS08062 Go Natural Gas 9/25/2009 1/24/2016 1/24/2017 $400,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Rialto $400,000.00 No

MS08074 Fontana Unified School District 11/14/2008 12/13/2014 $200,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG station $200,000.00 No

MS08077 Hythane Company, LLC $144,000.00 $0.00 Upgrade Station to Hythane $144,000.00 No

16Total:

Closed Contracts

ML08023 City of Villa Park 11/7/2008 10/6/2012 $6,500.00 $5,102.50 Upgrade of Existing Refueling Facility $1,397.50 Yes

ML08027 Los Angeles County Department of 7/20/2009 1/19/2011 1/19/2012 $6,901.00 $5,124.00 34 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $1,777.00 No
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ML08033 County of San Bernardino Public Wo 4/3/2009 2/2/2010 $14,875.00 $14,875.00 70 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $0.00 Yes

ML08035 City of La Verne 3/6/2009 11/5/2009 $11,925.00 $11,925.00 53 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $0.00 Yes

ML08036 City of South Pasadena 5/12/2009 7/11/2013 $169,421.00 $169,421.00 New CNG Station $0.00 Yes

ML08045 City of Santa Clarita 2/20/2009 6/19/2010 $3,213.00 $3,150.00 14 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $63.00 Yes

MS08003 A-Z Bus Sales, Inc. 5/2/2008 12/31/2008 2/28/2009 $1,480,000.00 $1,400,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $80,000.00 Yes

MS08004 BusWest 5/2/2008 12/31/2008 $1,440,000.00 $1,440,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $0.00 Yes

MS08016 TransVironmental Solutions, Inc. 1/23/2009 12/31/2010 9/30/2011 $227,198.00 $80,351.34 Rideshare 2 School Program $146,846.66 Yes

MS09002 A-Z Bus Sales, Inc. 11/7/2008 12/31/2009 12/31/2010 $2,520,000.00 $2,460,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $60,000.00 No

MS09004 A-Z Bus Sales, Inc. 1/30/2009 3/31/2009 $156,000.00 $156,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $0.00 Yes

MS09047 BusWest 7/9/2010 12/31/2010 4/30/2011 $480,000.00 $480,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $0.00 Yes

12Total:

Closed/Incomplete Contracts

ML08025 Los Angeles County Department of 10/30/2009 3/29/2011 $75,000.00 $0.00 150 Vehicles (Diagnostic) $75,000.00 No

MS08079 ABC Unified School District 1/16/2009 12/15/2009 12/15/2010 $50,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $50,000.00 No

2Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

ML08024 City of Anaheim 7/9/2010 7/8/2017 1/8/2018 $425,000.00 $425,000.00 9 LPG Buses and 8 CNG Buses $0.00 No

ML08026 Los Angeles County Department of 7/20/2009 7/19/2016 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 10 LPG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML08029 City of Gardena 3/19/2009 1/18/2015 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 Propane Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML08031 City of Claremont 3/27/2009 3/26/2013 3/26/2015 $97,500.00 $97,500.00 Upgrade of Existing CNG Station,  Purchase $0.00 Yes

ML08034 County of San Bernardino Public Wo 3/27/2009 7/26/2015 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 8 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML08037 City of Glendale 5/20/2009 5/19/2015 $325,000.00 $325,000.00 13 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML08038 Los Angeles Department of Water a 7/16/2010 7/15/2017 $1,050,000.00 $1,050,000.00 42 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML08039 City of Rancho Palos Verdes 6/5/2009 8/4/2015 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 2 LPG Transit Buses $0.00 Yes

ML08042 City of Ontario 5/1/2009 1/31/2016 $175,000.00 $175,000.00 7 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML08044 City of Chino 3/19/2009 3/18/2015 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML08046 City of Paramount 2/20/2009 2/19/2015 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML08047 City of Culver City Transportation De 5/12/2009 8/11/2015 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 6 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML08048 City of Santa Clarita 2/20/2009 6/19/2015 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 CNG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML08050 City of Laguna Beach Public Works 8/12/2009 4/11/2016 10/11/2016 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 3 LPG Trolleys $0.00 Yes

MS08005 Burrtec Waste Industries, Inc. 10/23/2008 11/22/2014 10/22/2015 $450,000.00 $450,000.00 15 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles - Azusa $0.00 Yes

MS08006 Burrtec Waste Industries, Inc. 10/23/2008 11/22/2014 10/22/2015 $450,000.00 $450,000.00 15 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles - Saugus $0.00 Yes

MS08009 Los Angeles World Airports 12/24/2008 12/23/2014 $870,000.00 $870,000.00 29 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS08012 California Cartage Company, LLC 12/21/2009 10/20/2015 4/20/2016 $480,000.00 $480,000.00 12 H.D. Nat. Gas Yard Tractors $0.00 Yes

MS08014 City of San Bernardino 12/5/2008 6/4/2015 $390,000.00 $360,000.00 13 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $30,000.00 Yes

MS08017 Omnitrans 12/13/2008 12/12/2015 12/12/2016 $900,000.00 $900,000.00 30 CNG Buses $0.00 Yes

MS08019 Enterprise Rent-A-Car Company of L 2/12/2010 7/11/2016 $300,000.00 $300,000.00 10 CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes
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MS08020 Ware Disposal Company, Inc. 11/25/2008 2/24/2016 $900,000.00 $900,000.00 30 CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS08021 CalMet Services, Inc. 1/9/2009 1/8/2016 7/8/2016 $900,000.00 $900,000.00 30 CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS08022 SunLine Transit Agency 12/18/2008 3/17/2015 $311,625.00 $311,625.00 15 CNG Buses $0.00 Yes

MS08053 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 2/18/2009 12/17/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New LNG/CNG Station $0.00 Yes

MS08056 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 11/26/2009 2/25/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New LNG Station - POLB-Anah. & I $0.00 Yes

MS08057 Orange County Transportation Autho 5/14/2009 7/13/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New CNG Station - Garden Grove $0.00 Yes

MS08061 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 12/4/2009 3/3/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New CNG Station - L.A.-La Cienega $0.00 Yes

MS08063 Go Natural Gas 9/25/2009 1/24/2016 1/24/2017 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New CNG Station - Moreno Valley $0.00 Yes

MS08064 Hemet Unified School District 1/9/2009 3/8/2015 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 Expansion of Existing Infrastructure $0.00 Yes

MS08065 Pupil Transportation Cooperative 11/20/2008 7/19/2014 $10,500.00 $10,500.00 Existing CNG Station Modifications $0.00 Yes

MS08066 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 11/26/2009 2/25/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New CNG Station - Palm Spring Airport $0.00 Yes

MS08067 California Trillium Company 3/19/2009 6/18/2015 $311,600.00 $254,330.00 New CNG Station $57,270.00 Yes

MS08069 Perris Union High School District 6/5/2009 8/4/2015 8/4/2016 $225,000.00 $225,000.00 New CNG Station $0.00 Yes

MS08070 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 11/26/2009 2/25/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New CNG Station - Paramount $0.00 Yes

MS08071 ABC Unified School District 1/16/2009 1/15/2015 $63,000.00 $63,000.00 New CNG Station $0.00 Yes

MS08072 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 12/4/2009 3/3/2015 $400,000.00 $354,243.38 New CNG Station - Burbank $45,756.62 Yes

MS08073 Clean Energy Fuels Corp. 11/26/2009 2/25/2015 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 New CNG Station - Norwalk $0.00 Yes

MS08075 Disneyland Resort 12/10/2008 2/1/2015 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infrastructure $0.00 Yes

MS08076 Azusa Unified School District 10/17/2008 11/16/2014 1/31/2017 $172,500.00 $172,500.00 New CNG station and maint. Fac. Modificati $0.00 Yes

MS08078 SunLine Transit Agency 12/10/2008 6/9/2015 2/9/2016 $189,000.00 $189,000.00 CNG Station Upgrade $0.00 Yes

41Total:
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Open Contracts

ML09009 City of South Pasadena 11/5/2010 12/4/2016 3/4/2019 $137,500.00 $0.00 CNG Station Expansion $137,500.00 No

ML09010 City of Palm Springs 1/8/2010 2/7/2016 $25,000.00 $0.00 1 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicle $25,000.00 No

ML09023 Los Angeles County Department of 12/10/2010 12/9/2017 $50,000.00 $0.00  2 Heavy-Duty Alternative Fuel Transit Vehic $50,000.00 No

ML09024 Los Angeles County Department of 10/15/2010 12/14/2012 6/14/2013 $400,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $400,000.00 No

ML09026 Los Angeles County Department of 10/15/2010 10/14/2017 4/14/2019 $150,000.00 $0.00 3 Off-Road Vehicle Repowers $150,000.00 No

ML09030 City of Los Angeles GSD/Fleet Servi 6/18/2010 6/17/2011 $22,310.00 $0.00 Remote Vehicle Diagnostics/107 Vehicles $22,310.00 No

ML09032 Los Angeles World Airports 4/8/2011 4/7/2018 $175,000.00 $0.00 7 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicles $175,000.00 No

ML09033 City of Beverly Hills 3/4/2011 5/3/2017 5/3/2018 $550,000.00 $100,000.00 10 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicles & CNG St $450,000.00 No

ML09036 City of Long Beach Fleet Services B 5/7/2010 5/6/2017 5/6/2020 $875,000.00 $525,000.00 Purchase 35 LNG Refuse Trucks $350,000.00 No

9Total:

Pending Execution Contracts

ML09047 Los Angeles County Department of $400,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $400,000.00 No

1Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

ML09017 County of San Bernardino Public Wo 1/28/2010 7/27/2016 $200,000.00 $0.00 8 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicles $200,000.00 No

ML09018 Los Angeles Department of Water a 7/16/2010 9/15/2012 $850,000.00 $0.00 Retrofit 85 Off-Road Vehicles w/DECS $850,000.00 No

ML09019 City of San Juan Capistrano Public 12/4/2009 11/3/2010 $10,125.00 $0.00 Remote Vehicle Diagnostics/45 Vehicles $10,125.00 No

ML09022 Los Angeles County Department of $8,250.00 $0.00 Remote Vehicle Diagnostics/15 Vehicles $8,250.00 No

ML09025 Los Angeles County Department of 10/15/2010 12/14/2012 6/14/2013 $50,000.00 $0.00 Remote Vehicle Diagnostics/85 Vehicles $50,000.00 No

ML09028 Riverside County Waste Manageme $140,000.00 $0.00 Retrofit 7 Off-Road Vehicles w/DECS $140,000.00 No

ML09039 City of Inglewood $310,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 12 H.D. CNG Vehicles and Remot $310,000.00 No

ML09040 City of Cathedral City $83,125.00 $0.00 Purchase 3 H.D. CNG Vehicles and Remote $83,125.00 No

ML09044 City of San Dimas $425,000.00 $0.00 Install CNG Station and Purchase 1 CNG S $425,000.00 No

ML09045 City of Orange $125,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 5 CNG Sweepers $125,000.00 No

MS09003 FuelMaker Corporation $296,000.00 $0.00 Home Refueling Apparatus Incentives $296,000.00 No

11Total:

Closed Contracts

ML09007 City of Rancho Cucamonga 2/26/2010 4/25/2012 $117,500.00 $62,452.57 Maintenance Facility Modification $55,047.43 Yes

ML09013 City of Riverside Public Works 9/10/2010 12/9/2011 7/31/2013 $144,470.00 $128,116.75 Traffic Signal Synchr./Moreno Valley $16,353.25 Yes

ML09014 City of Riverside Public Works 9/10/2010 12/9/2011 7/31/2013 $113,030.00 $108,495.94 Traffic Signal Synchr./Corona $4,534.06 Yes

ML09015 City of Riverside Public Works 9/10/2010 12/9/2011 7/31/2013 $80,060.00 $79,778.52 Traffic Signal Synchr./Co. of Riverside $281.48 Yes

ML09020 County of San Bernardino 8/16/2010 2/15/2012 $49,770.00 $49,770.00 Remote Vehicle Diagnostics/252 Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML09021 City of Palm Desert 7/9/2010 3/8/2012 $39,450.00 $38,248.87 Traffic Signal Synchr./Rancho Mirage $1,201.13 Yes

ML09027 Los Angeles County Department of 7/23/2010 3/22/2012 6/22/2012 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 Freeway Detector Map Interface $0.00 Yes



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
Billing 

Complete?

MS09001 Administrative Services Co-Op/Long 3/5/2009 6/30/2012 12/31/2013 $225,000.00 $150,000.00 15 CNG Taxicabs $75,000.00 Yes

MS09005 Gas Equipment Systems, Inc. 6/19/2009 10/18/2010 $71,000.00 $71,000.00 Provide Temp. Fueling for Mountain Area C $0.00 Yes

9Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

ML09008 City of Culver City Transportation De 1/19/2010 7/18/2016 7/18/2017 $175,000.00 $175,000.00 8 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 No

ML09011 City of San Bernardino 2/19/2010 5/18/2016 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 10 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML09012 City of Gardena 3/12/2010 11/11/2015 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML09016 County of San Bernardino Public Wo 1/28/2010 3/27/2014 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 Install New CNG Station $0.00 Yes

ML09029 City of Whittier 11/6/2009 4/5/2016 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML09031 City of Los Angeles, Department of 10/29/2010 10/28/2017 $825,000.00 $825,000.00 33 Nat. Gas Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML09034 City of La Palma 11/25/2009 6/24/2015 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 1 LPG Heavy-Duty Vehicle $0.00 Yes

ML09035 City of Fullerton 6/17/2010 6/16/2017 12/16/2018 $450,000.00 $450,000.00 2 Heavy-Duty CNG Vehicles &  Install CNG $0.00 Yes

ML09037 City of Redondo Beach 6/18/2010 6/17/2016 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 Purchase Two CNG Sweepers $0.00 Yes

ML09038 City of Chino 9/27/2010 5/26/2017 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 Upgrade Existing CNG Station $0.00 Yes

ML09041 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 10/1/2010 9/30/2017 $875,000.00 $875,000.00 Purchase 35 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML09042 Los Angeles Department of Water a 12/10/2010 12/9/2017 $1,400,000.00 $1,400,000.00 Purchase 56 Dump Trucks $0.00 Yes

ML09043 City of Covina 10/8/2010 4/7/2017 10/7/2018 $179,591.00 $179,591.00 Upgrade Existing CNG Station $0.00 Yes

ML09046 City of Newport Beach 5/20/2010 5/19/2016 $162,500.00 $162,500.00 Upgrade Existing CNG Station, Maintenance $0.00 Yes

14Total:



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 

End Date

Amended 

End Date

Contract 

Value Remitted Project Description

Award 

Balance
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Complete?

Contracts2009-2010FY

Open Contracts

MS10003 City of Sierra Madre 5/11/2012 3/10/2018 $13,555.00 $0.00 Purchase 1 H.D. CNG Vehicle $13,555.00 No

MS10004 Linde LLC 3/2/2012 6/1/2018 $56,932.00 $0.00 Purchase 6 H.D. CNG Vehicles $56,932.00 No

MS10005 Domestic Linen Supply Company, In 10/8/2010 7/7/2016 $47,444.00 $0.00 Purchase 5 Gas-Electric Hybrid Vehicles $47,444.00 No

MS10006 Nationwide Environmental Services 11/19/2010 4/18/2017 9/18/2019 $94,887.00 $85,398.30 Purchase Three Street Sweepers $9,488.70 No

MS10012 Foothill Transit Agency 3/9/2012 3/8/2019 $85,399.00 $0.00 Purchase 9 H.D. Electric Vehicles $85,399.00 No

MS10017 Ryder System Inc. 12/30/2011 6/29/2018 12/29/2018 $651,377.00 $0.00 Purchase 19 H.D. Natural Gas Vehicles $651,377.00 No

MS10021 City of Glendora 10/29/2010 11/28/2016 $9,489.00 $0.00 Purchase 1 H.D. CNG  Vehicle $9,489.00 No

MS10025 Elham Shirazi 2/18/2011 10/17/2012 2/17/2014 $199,449.00 $183,993.05 Telework Demonstration Program $15,455.95 No

8Total:

Pending Execution Contracts

MS10015 County of Los Angeles Department o $37,955.00 $0.00 Purchase 2 H.D. CNG Vehicles $37,955.00 No

1Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

MS10013 City of San Bernardino $68,834.00 $0.00 Purchase 9 H.D. LNG Vehicles $68,834.00 No

MS10014 Serv-Wel Disposal $18,977.00 $0.00 Purchase 2 H.D. CNG Vehicles $18,977.00 No

MS10018 Shaw Transport Inc. $81,332.00 $0.00 Purchase 6 H.D. LNG  Vehicles $81,332.00 No

MS10022 Los Angeles World Airports $123,353.00 $0.00 Purchase 13 H.D. CNG  Vehicles $123,353.00 No

MS10023 Dix Leasing $105,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 3 H.D. LNG  Vehicles $105,000.00 No

5Total:

Closed Contracts

MS10001 Los Angeles County MTA 3/19/2010 2/28/2011 4/28/2011 $300,000.00 $196,790.61 Clean Fuel Transit Bus Service to Dodger St $103,209.39 Yes

MS10002 Coachella Valley Association of Gov 6/18/2010 2/17/2011 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 Coachella Valley PM10 Reduction Street Sw $0.00 Yes

2Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

MS10007 Enterprise Rent-A-Car Company of L 7/15/2011 10/14/2017 $18,976.00 $18,976.00 Purchase 2 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 No

MS10008 Republic Services, Inc. 12/10/2010 5/9/2017 $123,354.00 $123,354.00 Purchase 4 CNG Refuse Collection Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS10009 Ware Disposal Company, Inc. 10/29/2010 3/28/2017 $123,353.00 $123,352.00 Purchase 4 CNG Refuse Trucks $1.00 No

MS10010 New Bern Transport Corporation 10/29/2010 3/28/2017 $113,864.00 $113,864.00 Repower 4 Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS10011 Foothill Transit Agency 3/9/2012 2/8/2018 $113,865.00 $113,865.00 Purchase 12 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS10016 Rio Hondo Community College 11/5/2010 5/4/2017 $16,077.00 $16,077.00 Purchase 1 CNG Shuttle Bus $0.00 Yes

MS10019 EDCO Disposal Corporation 11/19/2010 2/18/2017 $379,549.00 $379,283.81 Purchase 11 H.D. CNG  Refuse Trucks $265.19 Yes

MS10020 American Reclamation, Inc. 5/6/2011 2/5/2018 $18,977.00 $18,977.00 Purchase 1 H.D. CNG  Vehicle $0.00 Yes

MS10024 Frito-Lay North America 7/29/2011 9/28/2017 $47,444.00 $47,444.00 Purchase 5 Electric Vehicles $0.00 Yes

9Total:



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 
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Complete?

Contracts2010-2011FY

Open Contracts

ML11020 City of Indio 2/1/2013 3/31/2019 $30,000.00 $0.00 Retrofit one H.D. Vehicles w/DECS, repower $30,000.00 No

ML11021 City of Whittier 1/27/2012 9/26/2018 $210,000.00 $120,000.00 Purchase 7 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles $90,000.00 No

ML11022 City of Anaheim 3/16/2012 7/15/2018 $150,000.00 $150,000.00  Purchase of 5 H.D. Vehicles $0.00 No

ML11023 City of Rancho Cucamonga 4/20/2012 12/19/2018 $260,000.00 $60,000.00 Expand Existing CNG Station, 2 H.D. Vehicl $200,000.00 No

ML11027 City of Los Angeles, Dept. of Genera 5/4/2012 7/3/2015 $300,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $300,000.00 No

ML11029 City of Santa Ana 9/7/2012 3/6/2020 $262,500.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station, Install N $262,500.00 No

ML11032 City of Gardena 3/2/2012 9/1/2018 $102,500.00 $30,000.00 Modify Maint. Facility, Expand CNG station, $72,500.00 No

ML11034 City of Los Angeles, Department of 5/4/2012 1/3/2019 $630,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 21 H.D. CNG Vehicles $630,000.00 No

ML11036 City of Riverside 1/27/2012 1/26/2019 $670,000.00 $0.00 Install New CNG Station, Purchase 9 H.D. N $670,000.00 No

ML11038 City of Santa Monica 5/18/2012 7/17/2018 $400,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $400,000.00 No

ML11040 City of South Pasadena 5/4/2012 1/3/2019 $30,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 1 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicle $30,000.00 No

ML11041 City of Santa Ana 9/7/2012 11/6/2018 $265,000.00 $34,651.86 Purchase 7 LPG H.D. Vehicles, Retrofit 6 H. $230,348.14 No

ML11042 City of Chino 2/17/2012 4/16/2018 $35,077.00 $30,000.00 Purchase 1 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicle, Repower $5,077.00 No

ML11043 City of Hemet Public Works 2/3/2012 2/2/2019 $60,000.00 $30,000.00 Purchase 2 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $30,000.00 No

ML11045 City of Newport Beach 2/3/2012 8/2/2018 8/2/2019 $30,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 1 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicle $30,000.00 No

MS11001 Mineral LLC 4/22/2011 4/30/2013 4/30/2015 $111,827.00 $95,036.83 Design, Develop, Host and Maintain MSRC $16,790.17 No

MS11008 USA Waste of California, Inc. 10/24/2013 4/23/2020 $125,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing LCNG Station $125,000.00 No

MS11009 USA Waste of California, Inc. 10/24/2013 4/23/2020 $125,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing LCNG Station $125,000.00 No

MS11010 Border Valley Trading 8/26/2011 10/25/2017 10/25/2018 $150,000.00 $0.00 New LNG Station $150,000.00 No

MS11011 EDCO Disposal Corporation 12/30/2011 4/29/2019 $100,000.00 $90,000.00 New CNG Station - Signal Hill $10,000.00 No

MS11016 CR&R Incorporated 4/12/2013 10/11/2019 $100,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Perris $100,000.00 No

MS11019 City of Corona 11/29/2012 4/28/2020 $225,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $225,000.00 No

MS11055 KEC Engineering 2/3/2012 8/2/2018 $250,000.00 $90,000.00 Repower 5 H.D. Off-Road Vehicles $160,000.00 No

MS11056 The Better World Group 12/30/2011 12/29/2013 12/29/2015 $196,836.00 $98,273.25 Programmatic Outreach Services $98,562.75 No

MS11058 L A Service Authority for Freeway E 5/31/2013 4/30/2014 $123,395.00 $0.00 Implement 511 "Smart Phone" Application $123,395.00 No

MS11060 Rowland Unified School District 8/17/2012 1/16/2019 1/16/2020 $175,000.00 $0.00 New Limited Access CNG Station $175,000.00 No

MS11061 Eastern Municipal Water District 3/29/2012 5/28/2015 $11,659.00 $1,450.00 Retrofit One Off-Road Vehicle under Showc $10,209.00 No

MS11062 Load Center 9/7/2012 1/6/2016 $194,319.00 $45,433.00 Retrofit Six Off-Road Vehicles under Showc $148,886.00 No

MS11064 City of Hawthorne 7/28/2012 8/27/2018 8/27/2019 $175,000.00 $0.00 New Limited Access CNG Station $175,000.00 No

MS11065 Temecula Valley Unified School Distr 8/11/2012 1/10/2019 $50,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $50,000.00 No

MS11066 Torrance Unified School District 11/19/2012 9/18/2018 $42,296.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $42,296.00 No

MS11067 City of Redlands 5/24/2012 11/23/2018 11/23/2019 $85,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $85,000.00 No

MS11068 Ryder System Inc. 7/28/2012 10/27/2018 $175,000.00 $157,500.00 New Public Access L/CNG Station (Fontana $17,500.00 No

MS11069 Ryder System Inc. 7/28/2012 8/27/2018 $175,000.00 $157,500.00 New Public Access L/CNG Station (Orange) $17,500.00 No



Cont.# Contractor Start Date

Original 
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Complete?

MS11071 City of Torrance Transit Department 12/22/2012 1/21/2019 $175,000.00 $0.00 New Limited Access CNG Station $175,000.00 No

MS11076 SA Recycling, LLC 5/24/2012 9/23/2015 $424,801.00 $0.00 Retrofit of 13 Off-Road Diesel Vehicles with $424,801.00 No

MS11079 Bear Valley Unified School District 2/5/2013 10/4/2019 $175,000.00 $157,500.00 New Limited Access CNG Station $17,500.00 No

MS11081 Metropolitan Stevedore Company 9/7/2012 1/6/2016 $45,416.00 $0.00 Install DECS on Two Off-Road Vehicles $45,416.00 No

MS11082 Baumot North America, LLC 8/2/2012 12/1/2015 $65,958.00 $0.00 Install DECS on Four Off-Road Vehicles $65,958.00 No

MS11085 City of Long Beach Fleet Services B 8/23/2013 12/22/2016 $159,012.00 $0.00 Retrofit Seven H.D. Off-Road Vehicles Unde $159,012.00 No

MS11086 DCL America Inc. 6/7/2013 10/6/2016 $500,000.00 $0.00 Retrofit Eight H.D. Off-Road Vehicles Under $500,000.00 No

MS11087 Cemex Construction Material Pacific, 10/16/2012 2/15/2016 $448,766.00 $448,760.80 Retrofit 13 H.D. Off-Road Vehicles Under Sh $5.20 No

MS11091 California Cartage Company, LLC 4/5/2013 8/4/2016 $55,000.00 $0.00 Retrofit Two H.D. Off-Road Vehicles Under $55,000.00 No

MS11092 Griffith Company 2/5/2013 6/4/2016 $390,521.00 $0.00 Retrofit 18 H.D. Off-Road Vehicles Under Sh $390,521.00 No

44Total:

Pending Execution Contracts

ML11024 County of Los Angeles, Dept of Publi $90,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 3 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles $90,000.00 No

ML11025 County of Los Angeles Department o $150,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 5 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles $150,000.00 No

MS11073 Los Angeles Unified School District $175,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $175,000.00 No

MS11084 Ivanhoe Energy Services and Develo $66,750.00 $0.00 Retrofit One H.D. Off-Road Vehicle Under S $66,750.00 No

4Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

MS11013 Go Natural Gas, Inc. $150,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Huntington Beach $150,000.00 No

MS11014 Go Natural Gas, Inc. $150,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Santa Ana $150,000.00 No

MS11015 Go Natural Gas, Inc. $150,000.00 $0.00 New CNG Station - Inglewood $150,000.00 No

MS11046 Luis Castro $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11047 Ivan Borjas $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11048 Phase II Transportation $1,080,000.00 $0.00 Repower 27 Heavy-Duty Vehicles $1,080,000.00 No

MS11049 Ruben Caceras $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11050 Carlos Arrue $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11051 Francisco Vargas $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11053 Jose Ivan Soltero $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11054 Albino Meza $40,000.00 $0.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Vehicle $40,000.00 No

MS11059 Go Natural Gas $150,000.00 $0.00 New Public Access CNG Station - Paramou $150,000.00 No

MS11063 Standard  Concrete Products $310,825.00 $0.00 Retrofit Two Off-Road Vehicles under Show $310,825.00 No

MS11070 American Honda Motor Company $100,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $100,000.00 No

MS11072 Trillium USA Company DBA Californi $150,000.00 $0.00 New Public Access CNG Station $150,000.00 No

MS11077 DCL America Inc. $263,107.00 $0.00 Retrofit of 13 Off-Road Diesel Vehicles with $263,107.00 No

MS11083 Cattrac Construction, Inc. $500,000.00 $0.00 Install DECS on Eight Off-Road Vehicles $500,000.00 No

MS11088 Diesel Emission Technologies $32,750.00 $0.00 Retrofit Three H.D. Off-Road Vehicles Under $32,750.00 No

MS11089 Diesel Emission Technologies $9,750.00 $0.00 Retrofit One H.D. Off-Road Vehicle Under S $9,750.00 No
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Complete?

MS11090 Diesel Emission Technologies $14,750.00 $0.00 Retrofit One H.D. Off-Road Vehicle Under S $14,750.00 No

20Total:

Closed Contracts

ML11007 Coachella Valley Association of Gov 7/29/2011 7/28/2012 $250,000.00 $249,999.96 Regional PM10 Street Sweeping Program $0.04 Yes

ML11035 City of La Quinta 11/18/2011 11/17/2012 $25,368.00 $25,368.00 Retrofit 3 On-Road Vehicles w/DECS $0.00 Yes

MS11002 A-Z Bus Sales, Inc. 7/15/2011 12/31/2011 6/30/2013 $1,705,000.00 $1,705,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $0.00 Yes

MS11003 BusWest 7/26/2011 12/31/2011 12/31/2012 $1,305,000.00 $1,305,000.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $0.00 Yes

MS11004 Los Angeles County MTA 9/9/2011 2/29/2012 $450,000.00 $299,743.34 Clean Fuel Transit Service to Dodger Stadiu $150,256.66 Yes

MS11006 Orange County Transportation Autho 10/7/2011 2/29/2012 8/31/2012 $268,207.00 $160,713.00 Metrolink Service to Angel Stadium $107,494.00 Yes

MS11018 Orange County Transportation Autho 10/14/2011 1/31/2012 $211,360.00 $211,360.00 Express Bus Service to Orange County Fair $0.00 Yes

MS11052 Krisda Inc 9/27/2012 6/26/2013 $120,000.00 $120,000.00 Repower Three Heavy-Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS11057 Riverside County Transportation Co 7/28/2012 3/27/2013 $100,000.00 $89,159.40 Develop and Implement 511 "Smart Phone" $10,840.60 Yes

MS11074 SunLine Transit Agency 5/11/2012 7/31/2012 $41,849.00 $22,391.00 Transit Service for Coachella Valley Festival $19,458.00 Yes

MS11080 Southern California Regional Rail Au 4/6/2012 7/31/2012 $26,000.00 $26,000.00 Metrolink Service to Auto Club Speedway $0.00 Yes

11Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

ML11026 City of Redlands 3/2/2012 10/1/2018 $90,000.00 $90,000.00 Purchase 3 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML11028 City of Glendale 1/13/2012 5/12/2018 $300,000.00 $300,000.00 Purchase 10 H.D. CNG Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML11030 City of Fullerton 2/3/2012 3/2/2018 $109,200.00 $109,200.00 Purchase 2 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles, Retrofit $0.00 Yes

ML11031 City of Culver City Transportation De 12/2/2011 12/1/2018 $300,000.00 $300,000.00 Purchase 10 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML11033 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 3/16/2012 1/15/2019 $1,080,000.00 $1,080,000.00 Purchase 36 LNG H.D. Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML11037 City of Anaheim 12/22/2012 12/21/2019 $300,000.00 $300,000.00 Purchase 12 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML11039 City of Ontario 1/27/2012 9/26/2018 $180,000.00 $180,000.00 Purchase 6 Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicles $0.00 Yes

ML11044 City of Ontario 1/27/2012 6/26/2019 $400,000.00 $400,000.00 Expand Existing CNG Station $0.00 Yes

MS11012 EDCO Disposal Corporation 12/30/2011 4/29/2019 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 New CNG Station - Buena Park $0.00 Yes

MS11017 CR&R, Inc. 3/2/2012 2/1/2018 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 Expansion of existing station - Garden Grov $0.00 Yes

10Total:
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Open Contracts

ML12013 City of Pasadena 10/19/2012 3/18/2015 $200,000.00 $0.00 Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure $200,000.00 No

ML12014 City of Santa Ana 11/8/2013 8/7/2020 $384,000.00 $4,709.00 9 H.D. Nat. Gas & LPG Trucks, EV Charging $379,291.00 No

ML12015 City of Fullerton 4/25/2013 11/24/2020 $40,000.00 $0.00 HD CNG Vehicle, Expand CNG Station $40,000.00 No

ML12016 City of Cathedral City 1/4/2013 10/3/2019 $60,000.00 $0.00 CNG Vehicle & Electric Vehicle Infrastructur $60,000.00 No

ML12017 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 6/26/2013 5/25/2020 $950,000.00 $0.00 32 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $950,000.00 No

ML12018 City of West Covina 10/18/2013 10/17/2020 $300,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $300,000.00 No

ML12019 City of Palm Springs 9/6/2013 7/5/2015 $38,000.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $38,000.00 No

ML12020 City of Los Angeles, Department of 9/27/2012 3/26/2019 $450,000.00 $0.00 15 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $450,000.00 No

ML12021 City of Rancho Cucamonga 9/14/2012 1/13/2020 $40,000.00 $20,000.00 Four Medium-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicles $20,000.00 No

ML12022 City of La Puente 12/6/2013 6/5/2020 $110,000.00 $0.00 2 Medium-Duty and Three Heavy-Duty CNG $110,000.00 No

ML12023 County of Los Angeles Internal Servi 8/1/2013 2/28/2015 $250,000.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $250,000.00 No

ML12039 City of Redlands 2/8/2013 10/7/2019 $90,000.00 $0.00 Three Heavy-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicles $90,000.00 No

ML12042 City of Chino Hills 1/18/2013 3/17/2017 $87,500.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $87,500.00 No

ML12043 City of Hemet 6/24/2013 9/23/2019 $60,000.00 $0.00 Two Heavy-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicles $60,000.00 No

ML12045 City of Baldwin Park DPW 2/14/2014 12/13/2020 $400,000.00 $0.00 Install New CNG Station $400,000.00 No

ML12046 City of Irvine 8/11/2013 3/10/2021 $30,000.00 $0.00 One Heavy-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicle $30,000.00 No

ML12047 City of Orange 2/1/2013 1/31/2019 $30,000.00 $0.00 One Heavy-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicle $30,000.00 No

ML12048 City of La Palma 1/4/2013 11/3/2018 $20,000.00 $0.00 Two Medium-Duty LPG Vehicles $20,000.00 No

ML12050 City of Baldwin Park 4/25/2013 4/24/2014 $463,650.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $463,650.00 No

ML12051 City of Bellflower 2/7/2014 2/6/2016 $270,000.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $270,000.00 No

ML12052 City of Whittier 3/14/2013 7/13/2019 $165,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $165,000.00 No

ML12054 City of Palm Desert 9/30/2013 2/28/2015 $77,385.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $77,385.00 No

ML12057 City of Coachella 8/28/2013 8/27/2019 $57,456.00 $0.00 Purchase One Nat. Gas H.D. Vehicle/Street $57,456.00 No

ML12066 City of Manhattan Beach 1/7/2014 4/6/2015 $5,900.00 $0.00 Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure $5,900.00 No

MS12001 Los Angeles County MTA 7/1/2012 4/30/2013 $300,000.00 $0.00 Clean Fuel Transit Service to Dodger Stadiu $300,000.00 No

MS12004 USA Waste of California, Inc. 10/24/2013 11/23/2019 $175,000.00 $0.00 Construct New Limited-Access CNG Station $175,000.00 No

MS12008 Bonita Unified School District 7/12/2013 12/11/2019 $175,000.00 $0.00 Construct New Limited-Acess CNG Station $175,000.00 No

MS12009 Sysco Food Services of Los Angeles 1/7/2014 4/6/2020 $150,000.00 $0.00 Construct New Public-Access CNG Station $150,000.00 No

MS12010 Murrieta Valley Unified School Distric 4/5/2013 9/4/2019 $242,786.00 $218,507.40 Construct New Limited-Access CNG Station $24,278.60 No

MS12011 Southern California Gas Company 6/14/2013 6/13/2019 6/13/2020 $150,000.00 $0.00 Construct New Public-Access CNG Station - $150,000.00 No

MS12012 Rim of the World Unified School Dist 12/20/2012 5/19/2014 $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maintenance Facility Modifications $75,000.00 No

MS12024 Southern California Gas Company 6/13/2013 12/12/2019 $150,000.00 $0.00 Construct New Public-Access CNG Station - $150,000.00 No

MS12026 U-Haul Company of California 3/14/2013 3/13/2019 $500,000.00 $317,743.43 Purchase 23 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $182,256.57 No

MS12027 C.V. Ice Company, Inc. 5/17/2013 11/16/2019 $75,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 3 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $75,000.00 No
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MS12029 Community Action Partnership of Or 11/2/2012 11/1/2018 $25,000.00 $14,850.00 Purchase 1 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicle $10,150.00 No

MS12031 Final Assembly, Inc. 11/2/2012 11/1/2018 $100,000.00 $29,201.40 Purchase 4 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $70,798.60 No

MS12032 Fox Transportation 12/14/2012 12/13/2018 $500,000.00 $500,000.00 Purchase 20 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $0.00 No

MS12033 Mike Diamond/Phace Management 12/22/2012 12/21/2018 $500,000.00 $21,735.00 Purchase 20 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $478,265.00 No

MS12034 Ware Disposal Company, Inc. 11/2/2012 11/1/2018 $133,070.00 $74,763.00 Purchase 8 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $58,307.00 No

MS12059 Orange County Transportation Autho 2/28/2013 12/27/2014 $75,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facilities Modifications $75,000.00 No

MS12062 Fraser Communications 12/7/2012 5/31/2014 $998,669.00 $964,687.47 Develop & Implement "Rideshare Thursday" $33,981.53 No

MS12063 Custom Alloy Light Metals, Inc. 8/16/2013 2/15/2020 $100,000.00 $0.00 Install New Limited Access CNG Station $100,000.00 No

MS12064 Anaheim Transportation Network 3/26/2013 12/31/2014 $127,296.00 $26,148.72 Implement Anaheim Circulator Service $101,147.28 No

MS12065 Orange County Transportation Autho 7/27/2013 11/30/2013 $43,933.00 $14,832.93 Ducks Express Service to Honda Center $29,100.07 No

MS12067 Leatherwood Construction, Inc. 11/8/2013 3/7/2017 $122,719.00 $0.00 Retrofit Six Vehicles w/DECS - Showcase III $122,719.00 No

MS12071 Transit Systems Unlimited, Inc. 5/17/2013 12/16/2018 $21,250.00 $19,125.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $2,125.00 No

MS12072 99 Cents Only Stores 4/5/2013 9/4/2019 $100,000.00 $0.00 Construct New CNG Station $100,000.00 No

MS12073 FirstCNG, LLC 7/27/2013 12/26/2019 $150,000.00 $0.00 Construct New CNG Station $150,000.00 No

MS12074 Arcadia Unified School District 7/5/2013 9/4/2019 $175,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infrastructure $175,000.00 No

MS12075 CR&R Incorporated 7/27/2013 1/26/2021 $100,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infrastructure $100,000.00 No

MS12076 City of Ontario 3/8/2013 4/7/2015 $75,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facilities Modification $75,000.00 No

MS12077 City of Coachella 6/14/2013 6/13/2020 $225,000.00 $0.00 Construct New CNG Station $225,000.00 No

MS12078 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. 1/7/2014 1/6/2016 $75,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications - Vernon $75,000.00 No

MS12079 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. 1/7/2014 1/6/2016 $75,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications - Boyle H $75,000.00 No

MS12080 City of Pasadena 11/8/2013 8/7/2020 $225,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infrastructure $225,000.00 No

MS12081 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. 1/7/2014 1/6/2016 $75,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications - Santa A $75,000.00 No

MS12082 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit 11/20/2013 2/19/2021 $175,000.00 $0.00 Install New CNG Infrastructure $175,000.00 No

MS12084 Airport Mobil Inc. 12/6/2013 5/5/2020 $150,000.00 $0.00 Install New CNG Infrastructure $150,000.00 No

MS12085 Bear Valley Unified School District 4/25/2013 6/24/2014 $75,000.00 $67,500.00 Maintenance Facility Modifications $7,500.00 No

MS12086 SuperShuttle International, Inc. 3/26/2013 3/25/2019 $225,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 23 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $225,000.00 No

MS12087 Los Angeles County MTA 8/29/2013 11/28/2015 $125,000.00 $0.00 Implement Rideshare Incentives Program $125,000.00 No

MS12088 Orange County Transportation Autho 12/6/2013 3/5/2016 $125,000.00 $0.00 Implement Rideshare Incentives Program $125,000.00 No

MS12089 Riverside County Transportation Co 10/18/2013 9/17/2015 $250,000.00 $0.00 Implement Rideshare Incentives Program $250,000.00 No

MS12Hom Mansfield Gas Equipment Systems $296,000.00 $0.00 Home Refueling Apparatus Incentive Progra $296,000.00 No

64Total:

Pending Execution Contracts

ML12041 City of Anaheim Public Utilities Depa $68,977.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $68,977.00 No

ML12049 City of Rialto Public Works $57,958.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $57,958.00 No

MS12060 City of Santa Monica $500,000.00 $0.00 Transit-Oriented Bicycle Sharing Program $500,000.00 No

MS12061 Orange County Transportation Autho $224,000.00 $0.00 Transit-Oriented Bicycle Sharing Program $224,000.00 No

MS12070 Valley Music Travel/CID Entertainme $99,000.00 $0.00 Implement Shuttle Service to Coachella Mus $99,000.00 No
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MS12083 Brea Olinda Unified School District $59,454.00 $0.00 Install New CNG Infrastructure $59,454.00 No

6Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

ML12038 City of Long Beach Public Works $26,000.00 $0.00 Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure $26,000.00 No

ML12040 City of Duarte Transit $30,000.00 $0.00 One Heavy-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicle $30,000.00 No

ML12044 County of San Bernardino Public Wo $250,000.00 $0.00 Install New CNG Station $250,000.00 No

ML12053 City of Mission Viejo $60,000.00 $0.00 EV Charging Infrastructure $60,000.00 No

MS12007 WestAir Gases & Equipment $100,000.00 $0.00 Construct New Limited-Acess CNG Station $100,000.00 No

MS12030 Complete Landscape Care, Inc. $150,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 6 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $150,000.00 No

6Total:

Closed Contracts

ML12037 Coachella Valley Association of Gov 3/14/2013 3/13/2014 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 Street Sweeping Operations $0.00 Yes

ML12056 City of Cathedral City 3/26/2013 5/25/2014 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 Regional Street Sweeping Program $0.00 Yes

MS12002 Orange County Transportation Autho 9/7/2012 4/30/2013 $342,340.00 $333,185.13 Express Bus Service to Orange County Fair $9,154.87 Yes

MS12003 Orange County Transportation Autho 7/20/2012 2/28/2013 $234,669.00 $167,665.12 Implement Metrolink Service to Angel Stadiu $67,003.88 Yes

MS12005 USA Waste of California, Inc. 10/19/2012 8/18/2013 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 Vehicle Maintenance Facility Modifications $0.00 Yes

MS12006 Waste Management Collection & Re 10/19/2012 8/18/2013 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 Vehicle Maintenance Facility Modifications $0.00 Yes

MS12068 Southern California Regional Rail Au 3/1/2013 9/30/2013 $57,363.00 $47,587.10 Implement Metrolink Service to Autoclub Sp $9,775.90 Yes

MS12069 City of Irvine 8/11/2013 2/28/2014 $45,000.00 $26,649.41 Implement Special Transit Service to Solar $18,350.59 Yes

8Total:

Open/Complete Contracts

ML12055 City of Manhattan Beach 3/1/2013 12/31/2018 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 One Medium-Duty Nat. Gas Vehicle $0.00 Yes

MS12025 Silverado Stages, Inc. 11/2/2012 7/1/2018 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 Purchase Six Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS12028 Dy-Dee Service of Pasadena, Inc. 12/22/2012 1/21/2019 $45,000.00 $40,000.00 Purchase 2 Medium-Duty and 1 Medium-He $5,000.00 Yes

MS12035 Disneyland Resort 1/4/2013 7/3/2019 $25,000.00 $18,900.00 Purchase 1 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicle $6,100.00 Yes

MS12036 Jim & Doug Carter's Automotive/VS 1/4/2013 11/3/2018 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 Purchase 2 Medium-Heavy Duty Vehicles $0.00 Yes

MS12058 Krisda Inc 4/24/2013 1/23/2019 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 Repower One Heavy-Duty Off-Road Vehicle $0.00 Yes

6Total:
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Contracts2012-2014FY

Open Contracts

MS14002 Orange County Transportation Autho 9/6/2013 4/30/2014 $576,833.00 $0.00 Clean Fuel Transit Service to Orange Count $576,833.00 No

MS14003 Orange County Transportation Autho 8/1/2013 4/30/2014 $194,235.00 $0.00 Implement Metrolink Service to Angel Stadiu $194,235.00 No

MS14004 Orange County Transportation Autho 9/24/2013 4/30/2014 $36,800.00 $35,485.23 Implement Express Bus Service to Solar De $1,314.77 No

MS14009 A-Z Bus Sales, Inc. 1/17/2014 12/31/2014 $36,000.00 $0.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $36,000.00 No

4Total:

Pending Execution Contracts

ML14010 City of Cathedral City $140,000.00 $0.00 Medium & H.D. Vehicles, EV Charging, Bike $140,000.00 No

ML14011 City of Palm Springs $40,000.00 $0.00 Install Bicycle Racks $40,000.00 No

ML14012 City of Santa Ana $244,000.00 $0.00 EV Charging and 7 H.D. LPG Vehicles $244,000.00 No

ML14013 City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanit $3,840,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 128 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $3,840,000.00 No

ML14014 City of Torrance $406,000.00 $0.00 EV Charging and Maint. Fac. Modifications $406,000.00 No

ML14015 Coachella Valley Association of Gov $250,000.00 $0.00 Street Sweeping Operations $250,000.00 No

ML14016 City of Anaheim $380,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 2 H.D. Vehicles, Expansion of Exi $380,000.00 No

ML14017 City of Palm Springs $25,000.00 $0.00 Bicycle Outreach & Education $25,000.00 No

ML14018 City of Los Angeles, Department of $810,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 27 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $810,000.00 No

ML14019 City of Corona Public Works $178,263.00 $0.00 EV Charging, Bicycle Racks, Bicycle Locker $178,263.00 No

ML14020 County of Los Angeles Dept of Publi $150,000.00 $0.00 Bicycle Trail Improvements $150,000.00 No

ML14021 Riverside County Regional Park and $250,000.00 $0.00 Bicycle Trail Improvements $250,000.00 No

ML14022 County of Los Angeles Department o $30,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 10 H.D. Nat. Gas Vehicles $30,000.00 No

ML14023 County of Los Angeles Department o $230,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Fac. Modifications-Westcheste $230,000.00 No

ML14024 County of Los Angeles Department o $230,000.00 $0.00 Maintenance Fac. Modifications-Baldwin Par $230,000.00 No

ML14025 County of Los Angeles Dept of Publi $500,000.00 $0.00 Construct New CNG Station in Malibu $500,000.00 No

ML14026 County of Los Angeles Dept of Publi $500,000.00 $0.00 Construct New CNG Station in Castaic $500,000.00 No

ML14027 County of Los Angeles Dept of Publi $500,000.00 $0.00 Construct New CNG Station in Downey $500,000.00 No

ML14028 City of Fullerton $126,950.00 $0.00 Expansion of Exisiting CNG Infrastructure $126,950.00 No

ML14029 City of Irvine $90,500.00 $0.00 Bicycle Trail Improvements $90,500.00 No

ML14030 County of Los Angeles Internal Servi $425,000.00 $0.00 Bicycle Racks, Outreach & Education $425,000.00 No

ML14031 Riverside County Waste Manageme $150,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 5 H.D. CNG Vehicles $150,000.00 No

ML14032 City of Rancho Cucamonga $226,770.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infras., Bicycle L $226,770.00 No

ML14033 City of Irvine $60,000.00 $0.00 Purchase 2 H.D. CNG Vehicles $60,000.00 No

ML14034 City of Lake Elsinore $56,700.00 $0.00 EV Charging Stations $56,700.00 No

ML14049 City of Moreno Valley $105,000.00 $0.00 One HD Nat Gas Vehicle, EV Charging, Bicy $105,000.00 No

ML14050 City of Yucaipa $84,795.00 $0.00 Installation of Bicycle Lanes $84,795.00 No

ML14051 City of Brea $450,000.00 $0.00 Installation of Bicycle Trail $450,000.00 No
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MS14001 Los Angeles County MTA $1,227,450.00 $0.00 Clean Fuel Transit Service to Dodger Stadiu $1,227,450.00 No

MS14005 Transit Systems Unlimited, Inc. $515,200.00 $0.00 Provide Expanded Shuttle Service to Hollyw $515,200.00 No

MS14007 Orange County Transportation Autho $208,520.00 $0.00 Implement Special Metrolink Service to Ang $208,520.00 No

MS14008 Orange County Transportation Autho $601,187.00 $0.00 Implement Clean Fuel Bus Service to Orang $601,187.00 No

MS14035 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maint. Fac. Modifications - Sun Valle $75,000.00 No

MS14036 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maint. Fac. Modifications - La Mirad $75,000.00 No

MS14037 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maint. Fac. Modifications - Carson $75,000.00 No

MS14038 Penske Truck Leasing Co., L.P. $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maint. Fac. Modifications - Fontana $75,000.00 No

MS14039 Waste Management Collection and $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maint. Fac. Modifications - Irvine $75,000.00 No

MS14040 Waste Management Collection and $75,000.00 $0.00 Vehicle Maint. Fac. Modifications - Santa An $75,000.00 No

MS14041 USA Waste of California, Inc. $175,000.00 $0.00 Limited-Access CNG Station, Vehicle Maint. $175,000.00 No

MS14042 Grand Central Recycling & Transfer $150,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $150,000.00 No

MS14044 TIMCO CNG Fund I, LLC $150,000.00 $0.00 New Public-Access CNG Station in Santa A $150,000.00 No

MS14045 TIMCO CNG Fund I, LLC $150,000.00 $0.00 New Public-Access CNG Station in Inglewoo $150,000.00 No

MS14046 Ontario CNG Station Inc. $150,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infrastructure $150,000.00 No

MS14047 Southern California Regional Rail Au $49,203.00 $0.00 Special Metrolink Service to Autoclub Speed $49,203.00 No

MS14048 BusWest $62,000.00 $0.00 Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentive Progr $62,000.00 No

MS14052 Arcadia Unified School District $78,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of an Existing CNG Fueling Statio $78,000.00 No

MS14053 Upland Unified School District $175,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Infrastructure $175,000.00 No

47Total:

Declined/Cancelled Contracts

MS14043 City of Anaheim $175,000.00 $0.00 Expansion of Existing CNG Station $175,000.00 No

1Total:



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  25 
 
PROPOSAL: Receive Public Input on Executive Officer’s Draft Goals and Priority 

Objectives for FY 2014-15 
 
SYNOPSIS: A set of goals and priority objectives for the FY 2014-15 Budget has 

been developed.  The Executive Officer wishes to receive public and 
Board Member input on these goals and priority objectives as they 
serve as the foundation of SCAQMD’s Work Program.  

 
COMMITTEE: Administrative, March 14, 2014; Recommended for Approval 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:   
Set a Public Hearing May 2, 2014 to adopt the FY 2014-15 SCAQMD Budget. 
 
 
 
  Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
  Executive Officer 
MBO 

 
Background 
Each year, as part of the budget process, staff brings forward to the Board and public the 
Executive Officer’s Draft Goals and Priority Objectives for the new budget year.  These 
goals and priority objectives (Attachment 1), which may be modified as a result of public 
input and Board direction, will be used in developing next year’s work program and 
budget request. 
 
Additionally, a status update for FY 2013-14 goals and priority objectives (Attachment 2) 
is provided to demonstrate the positive outcomes being realized through SCAQMD 
efforts on annual goals and priority objectives. 
 
A public workshop to present the SCAQMD’s Budget and Work Program request for FY 
2014-15 has been tentatively planned for April 9, 2014.  The draft Budget and Work 
Program is expected to be available for public review in April. 
 
Attachments 
Executive Officer’s Draft Goals & Priority Objectives for FY 2014-15 (Attachment 1) 
Executive Officer’s Goals & Priority Objectives Status for FY 2013-14 (Attachment 2) 



 

 

ATTACHMENT 1 
 
 

 
 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S 
 

DRAFT GOALS AND PRIORITY OBJECTIVES 
 

FY 2014-2015 
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SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
 

DRAFT GOALS AND PRIORITY OBJECTIVES FOR FY 2014-2015 
 

MISSION STATEMENT 
 

“All residents have a right to live and work in an environment of clean air and we are committed to 
undertaking all necessary steps to protect public health from air pollution with sensitivity to the 

impacts of our actions on the community, public agencies and businesses.” 
 

VALUES 
 

S Sound scientific, technical, and legal basis for actions 

 C Customer service  

 A Air that is healthful to breathe 

 Q Quality programs that are effective and efficient 

 M Multiple partnerships and collaboration with stakeholders 

 D Developing solutions for the future 

GOALS AND PRIORITY OBJECTIVES 
 

The following Goals and Priority Objectives have been identified as being critical to meeting 
SCAQMD’s Mission in Fiscal Year 2014-15.  

GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting 
public health. 

 
Priority Objective/Project Outcome 

1. Implement 2012 AQMP Adopt/implement measures scheduled for 2014. 
2. Initiate development of 2016 AQMP Conduct technical and policy analyses and produce white papers 

in preparation for the 2016 AQMP, while enhancing the AQMP 
development process including early stakeholder input and 
conducting socioeconomic methodology review. 

3. Ensure compliance through a program 
that includes using community-based 
and/or industry specific deployment of 
field personnel. 

Inspect all Major or RECLAIM sources at least annually and 
inspect all chrome plating facilities quarterly.  Conduct a total of 
22,000 site visits for compliance evaluations and perform 
inspections of 3,500 portable equipment and 2,200 Asbestos 
demolition or renovation activities.  Expand targeted evaluation 
program for select industries, including, but not limited to metal 
processing, oil production, and waste processing facilities. 

4. Prioritize prosecution of  high-impact 
enforcement cases to maximize 
deterrence for air pollution violations 

Enhance prosecution of high-impact enforcement cases, such as 
prosecutions of major or serial violators, major toxic releases, 
significant public nuisance cases, or companies having violations 
at several locations.  Achieve satisfactory resolution of these 
cases to reduce health impacts and provide for future 
deterrence. 
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GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting 
public health. (Continued)  

 
Priority Objective/Project Outcome 

5. Ensure compliance through a program 
that includes timely processing of 
permit applications for stationary 
sources 

Process all complete applications for permits, plans and ERCs in 
a timely manner and in compliance with all statutory 
requirements.  Process a total of 8,800 applications, including 
2,200 Permits to Construct (new construction, modification or 
relocations).  Process all Title V Permit Renewals in timely 
manner and meet all statutory requirements. Through 
SCAQMD’s Small Business Assistance program help more local 
businesses understand the permit process, prepare and submit 
permit applications, and expand efforts to educate small 
business owners about the agency and compliance.  Begin 
process of reviewing and updating standard permit conditions 
for specific equipment or industries. 

6. Continue to implement SCAQMD’s 
Environmental Justice (EJ) policies and 
programs, and other initiatives directed 
at equitable treatment for all 
communities and sensitive populations 

Increase awareness of the SCAQMD in EJ communities and work 
with residents and community leaders to remedy their air 
quality concerns.  Formalize internal response team to 
coordinate and streamline agency response to community 
concerns, increased partnerships with health, educational, and 
other organizations in impacted communities.  Representation 
of SCAQMD on community task forces and other organizations 
as appropriate, including business organizations to help mitigate 
current and prevent future air quality impacts. 

7. Enhance community response program Assess current SCAQMD community response program and 
identify measurement techniques and protocols with 
consideration to recurring types of community concerns and 
update the program accordingly to be more informative and 
responsive to impacted communities in a more timely manner.  
Develop an enhanced communication plan to inform the 
community regarding complaints. 

8. Continue to respond expeditiously and 
effectively to community issues that 
require the deployment of air 
monitoring resources 

Enhance monitoring and response capabilities through 
technology improvements, a focus of resources, and efficiency 
improvements to address future community air quality 
concerns.  Evaluate personal monitors for air quality accuracy. 

9. Implementation of AB 8 (Carl Moyer AB 
923 and AB 118 H2 funding.) 
 
 

Develop approaches to maximize deployment of zero and near 
zero-emission vehicles in EJ areas.  Continue Carl Moyer AB 923 
Program with enhancements identified above.  Assist hydrogen 
station rollout in the South Coast region. 

10. Complete implementation of heavy-
duty replacement trucks for small fleets 
under the Proposition 1B-Goods 
Movement Program. 

The program will reduce emissions from older trucks with 2010 
certified trucks, and will help small fleets be in compliance with 
CARB's truck and bus regulation requirements. 

11. Develop and demonstrate advanced 
natural gas engines and zero-emission 
technologies for locomotives. 

Issue RFP for the development of natural gas-powered 
passenger and freight locomotives and start demonstration 
program as appropriate.  Issue RFP for the demonstration of 
zero-emission technologies applicable to locomotives including 
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hybrid systems and battery-tender car concepts. 
 
 
GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting 

public health. (Continued)  
 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome 
12. Continue development and 

demonstration of Zero Emission 
Container Movement Technologies, 
and initiate deployment with strategies 
and policies to enable the market. 

Initiate demonstration of zero emission technology projects and 
continue working with stakeholders to enable the market for 
these technologies through incentives, policies and regulations. 

13. Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study 
(MATES IV) and Risk Assessment 
Methodology Update. 

Complete exposure assessment and risk estimates based on 
regional modeling of air toxics emissions.  Prepare MATES IV 
report.  Implement Rik Assessment Methordology update  
approved by the State of California. 

14. Continue implementation of Clean 
Communities Pilot Study for Boyle 
Heights and San Bernardino. 

Complete remaining projects and programs for both 
communities to address cumulative air quality issues.  Produce 
final program report.  Implement Clean Vehicle Rebate Pilot for 
EJ areas. 

15. Implement the fireplace/woodstove 
exchange voucher incentive program in 
and around Mira Loma. 

Implement a targeted incentive program to improve PM2.5 air 
quality in and around Mira Loma and help the Basin reach 
attainment with federal PM2.5 standards. 

16. Work proactively on drought related air 
quality impacts and needed response. 

Drought response plan with action items to be implemented. 

17. Develop and demonstrate low emission 
energy generation technology as well as 
energy storage options. 

Initiated demonstration projects and continue working with 
stakeholders to facilitate additional power options.  

 
 
GOAL II. Enhance public education and ensure equitable treatment for all communities. 
 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome 
1. Employ the latest communication 

technologies; engage in community 
based programs and outreach events; 
and foster relationships with traditional 
media outlets 

Heighten public awareness of air quality issues that affect public 
health to motivate decision makers and other key stakeholders 
to give higher priority to air quality issues and concerns; 
encourage targeted public members and key stakeholders to 
take personal actions to reduce air pollution; Actively engage the 
public, through town hall and community meetings, as well as 
social media and the SCAQMD webpage, to increase their 
communication with the agency and advocacy for our clean air 
efforts. 

2. Continue timely response to 
community complaints 

Respond to all air quality complaints received by SCAQMD within 
24 hours.   
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GOAL III. Operate efficiently and in a manner sensitive to public agencies, businesses, the 

public and SCAQMD staff. 
 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome 
1.  Maintain a knowledgeable, 

professional and well-trained staff 
Provide training and educational opportunities to ensure up-to-
date expertise and competency in core agency functions.  
Develop leadership development programs to ensure a smooth 
transition of key leadership positions within the agency.   
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GOAL III. Operate efficiently and in a manner sensitive to public agencies, businesses, the 
public and SCAQMD staff. (Continued) 

 
Priority Objective/Project Outcome 

2. Continue to overhaul SCAQMD's 
information technology systems, 
including the use of state of the art 
software, hardware, and 
communications systems to improve 
overall agency effectiveness and 
efficiency. 

Implement and integrate the Legal Division's case and document 
management software system with SCAQMD's current 
permitting, enforcement and imaging databases to efficiently 
track and manage assignments and case documents.  Replace 
the phone switch with a hardware/software system that utilizes 
unified communication technology, integrating all forms of 
communication that are exchanged via a network. Expand 
mapping infrastructure into a GIS portal for many SCAQMD 
mapping functions 

 



 

 

ATTACHMENT 2 
 
 

 
 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S 
 

GOALS AND PRIORITY OBJECTIVES 
 

STATUS 
 

FY 2013-2014 
 
 



 

1 

SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
 

DRAFT GOALS AND PRIORITY OBJECTIVES FOR FY 2013-2014 
 

MISSION STATEMENT 
 

“All residents have a right to live and work in an environment of clean air and we are committed to 
undertaking all necessary steps to protect public health from air pollution with sensitivity to the 

impacts of our actions on the community, public agencies and businesses.” 
 

VALUES 
 

S Sound scientific, technical, and legal basis for actions 

 C Customer service  

 A Air that is healthful to breathe 

 Q Quality programs that are effective and efficient 

 M Multiple partnerships and collaboration with stakeholders 

 D Developing solutions for the future 

GOALS AND PRIORITY OBJECTIVES 
 

The following Goals and Priority Objectives have been identified as being critical to meeting 
SCAQMD’s Mission in Fiscal Year 2013-14.  

GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting 
public health. 

 
Priority Objective/Project Outcome Status 

1. Implement 2012 AQMP Adopted/amended/implemented measures scheduled for 
2013, including Rule 1114 (MSC-01), Rule 444 (BCM-02), 
Rule 445 (BCM-01).  Continued the Technology Assessment 
for under-fired char broilers through on-going testing of 
control devices (BCM-03, Phase I).  Continued the 
Technology Assessment efforts relative to MCS-03.  
Initiated rulemaking on IND-01 (Rule 4001) and CMB-01 
Phase I and II (Regulation XX).   

2. Initiate development of 2015 AQMP  Conducted two AQMP Advisory Group meetings to review 
SIP status and U.S. EPA proposed 2006 ozone 
implementation rule.  The next AQMP schedule is revised 
to 2016. 

3. Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study 
(MATES IV) 

Sampling complete, lab analysis complete, Draft Report to 
be released in Spring of 2014. 
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GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting public health. 
(Continued) 

 
Priority Objective/Project Outcome Status 

4. Enhance community response program  Through the execution of numerous community response and 
special monitoring deployments, technical capabilities have 
been improved, including the development of a remotely-
triggered canister sampler (Allenco), DustTrak PM gradient 
measurement approaches (fire rings), further development of 
automatically triggered canister samplers (Allenco), 
saturation monitoring for black carbon and ultrafine particles 
using portable and handheld devices (MATES IV), and oil well 
activity emissions surveys using handheld PM and H2S 
monitors as well as canister grab samples. All these 
technologies and approaches will enhance the capabilities of 
SCAQMD’s community response program in the future. 

5. Continue implementation of Clean 
Communities Pilot Study for Boyle 
Heights and San Bernardino 

Additional projects conducted under the EPA Targeted Air 
Shed Grant for the two Clean Communities of Boyle Heights 
and San Bernardino.  Auto expo in the two Clean Community 
Pilot areas provided spray painting training, provided 48 auto 
body shops laser guided attachments for spray guns to 
reduce overspray emissions and increase their transfer 
efficiency and provided 27 auto body shops with aqueous 
brake cleaners.  Additional air filtration projects and Super-
Compliant paints were provided for two community 
beautification projects in the City of San Bernardino were also 
funded.  A gas fire log incentive program is also underway.  
Additional work is being performed to complete the final 
program report for 2013/2014. 

6. Demonstrate projects achieving zero 
tailpipe emissions container transport 
and shore power 

 

Secured awards and initiated projects with clear tie-in and 
pathways to achieving regional technologies identified in the 
RTP Goods Movement Plan and “Vision” modeling including 
battery electric, fuel cell, catenary and natural gas class 8 
drayage trucks.  Worked closely with the ports, CARB, EPA, 
technology manufacturers and stakeholders to ensure broad 
support for development and demonstration. 

7. AB 923 and AB 118 reauthorization 
 

Among a diverse coalition of interests, including government, 
environmental groups, business, and non-profits, SCAQMD 
helped educate state senators and assembly members on 
reauthorization bills AB 8 (Perea) and SB 11 (Pavley).  The 
collective effort resulted in the Governor’s signing and 
enactment of AB 8, extending the Carl Moyer Program and AB 
118 funding until January 1, 2024.  

8. Implement AB 1318 Mitigation Program 
in Coachella Valley 

Initiated all contracts and began project implementation. 
Several vehicle replacement projects have been completed. 
Reported back to the Administrative Committee on program 
progress twice. 
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GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting public health. 
(Continued)  
 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome Status 
9. Develop and demonstrate advanced 

natural gas engines for trucks and 
locomotives 

 

RFP was issued and awarded to solicit proposals for next 
generation on-road natural gas engine development, 
demonstration and commercialization to achieve emission 
levels 90% cleaner than current emission standards. 
RFI was issued to assess the feasibility of LNG-powered 
passenger locomotives and the potential for a future project. 

10. Hybrid electric trucks and EV outreach 
 

Secured DOE commitment to continue deployment of VIA 
and Odyne PHEV the bucket and pickup trucks to utilities and 
other participants and commence data collection.  VIA 
debuted their PHEV pickup truck at the 2013 LA Auto Show.  
Conducted enhanced EV outreach efforts with SCAG, local 
governments, and other entities. 

11. Maintain current relationships, and 
cultivate new ones with legislators and 
other stakeholders in Sacramento and 
Washington D.C.  

Fostered productive relationships that broadened awareness 
of SCAQMD issues and concerns through identification of 
state and federal legislators outside our region’s delegations 
whose districts have similar air quality/goods movement 
issues.  Continued to establish legislators’ and their staff 
members’ reliance on SCAQMD as the air quality expert on 
both the state and federal level through various panel 
presentations, briefings, tours, meetings, etc.  Conducted 
outreach to help build a broad-based coalition of support 
with stakeholders, including labor groups, agriculture, 
business chambers, environmentalists, and 
health/environmental justice advocacy advocates while 
pursuing SCAQMD’s legislative agenda in Sacramento. 

12. Continue to implement SCAQMD’s 
Environmental Justice (EJ) policies and 
programs, and other initiatives directed 
at equitable treatment for all 
communities and sensitive populations  

Hosted and/or participated in approximately 46 events, 
including town hall meetings, health or community outreach 
events in environmental justice areas to educate residents 
about air pollution impacts in and around their 
neighborhood.  Supported continued programs in the 
region’s two Clean Communities Plan areas: Boyle Heights 
and San Bernardino, including the logistical planning and 
participation in the Auto Body & Repair Expos held in each 
community.  Staff represented SCAQMD relative to a wide 
variety of community task forces and organizations including 
Neighborhood Councils, Cities and City Councils, Counties and 
Board of Supervisors, Council of Governments, Chambers of 
Commerce, health coalitions, school districts and educational 
entities, environmental and other groups representing 
sensitive populations. 

13. Ensure compliance through a program 
that includes timely processing of 
permit applications for stationary 
sources 

Continued to process applications in a timely manner based 
on the number of applications received.  For the first 5 
months of the FY 2013/14, 4,100 permits were issued, 
including 1,360 Permits to Construct, which is on pace to 
meet or exceed goals. 
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GOAL I. Ensure expeditious progress toward meeting clean air standards and protecting public health. 
(Continued)  

 
Priority Objective/Project Outcome Status 

14. Ensure compliance through a program 
that includes using community-based 
and/or industry specific deployment of 
field personnel  

For the first 5 months of the FY 2013/14, inspected 92% of 
the Major sources, and completed inspections of 52% of all 
the existing RECLAIM sources.  Similarly 42 % of the quarterly 
chrome plating inspections has been conducted and 9,950 
site visits have been completed.  Completed inspections of 
3,520 PERP equipment, 815 Asbestos inspections and 
conducted over 10 Blue Sky inspections, which is on pace to 
meet or exceed goals. 

15. Develop high-impact enforcement 
cases to maximize deterrence for air 
pollution violations 

Reorganized Legal Department and as part of reorganization 
created a new position of Assistant Chief Counsel for Major 
Prosecutions to handle high profile prosecution matters. The 
position has been filled with a former prosecutor from the US 
Attorney’s Office whose caseload included environmental 
prosecutions on behalf of the U.S. EPA. A major prosecution 
has been initiated against a lead recycling facility. The 
Assistant Chief Counsel is handling other high profile matters 
involving toxics and public nuisance. 

 
 
GOAL II. Enhance public education and ensure equitable treatment for all communities. 
 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome Status 
1. Employ the latest communication 

technologies; engage in community 
based programs and outreach events; 
and foster relationships with traditional 
media outlets 

In 2013 SCAQMD released a sleeker, more interactive user-
friendly version of its free smart phone App for the iPhone as 
well as launching a totally new version for Android phones. 
An interactive, digital version of the SCAQMD Advisor also 
was launched. The SCAQMD Take a Tour Day program began 
in 2013 with the last Friday of every month open for tours of 
the SCAQMD headquarters and laboratories, as well as a car 
talk highlighting the agency’s fleet of alternative fuel vehicles. 
LPA, along with other SCAQMD staff, hosted and/or 
participated in approximately 46 events, including the High 
School Conference in Long Beach, bringing in over 7,000 high 
school students from the 4-county region. Students left the 
all-day event empowered and challenged to do their part to 
reduce air pollution. 

2. Provide outreach and training to 
enhance knowledge of air quality and 
regulatory compliance requirements 

For the first 5 months, E&C has conducted 15 Training Classes 
for businesses and the public, and 8 internal training classes 
were held for SCAQMD staff. E&C expects to meet or exceed 
this goal. 

3. Continue timely response to community 
complaints  

E&C staff has been directed and continues to respond to air 
quality complaints in a timely manner. 
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GOAL III. Operate efficiently and in a manner sensitive to public agencies, businesses, the public 
and SCAQMD staff. 
 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome Status 
1. Maintain a knowledgeable, 

professional and well-trained staff  
Continued to provide legally mandated training for 
supervisors and managers in harassment prevention, 
progressive discipline, and employment law updates; and 
employee safety training as required by Cal/OSHA in regards 
to hazardous waste sites, emergency response activities, 
respiratory protection, and the new GHS component of the 
hazard communication standard, and, hazard recognition. 

2. Continue to overhaul SCAQMD’s 
information technology systems, 
including the use of state of the art 
software, hardware, and 
communications systems to improve 
overall agency effectiveness and 
efficiency 

Deployment-ready new website incorporating improved 
navigation and organization of content. New mapping 
infrastructure has been used for displaying 4000 ft. 
exemption zones for Rule 1113 and toxic risk from gas station 
and dry cleaning facilities, with the added capability of spatial 
querying.  The addition of new GIS layers such as school 
locations will add value as a permitting and compliance tool. 
Expanded ZIP code-based look-ups for No-Burn Days to cover 
multiday forecasts. Developed a prototype for web-based 
permit application submittals. 

 



 

AGENDA ITEM #25 

Receive Public Input on Executive Officer’s  

Draft Goals and Priority Objectives for FY 2014-15 

DRAFT 

GOAL III. Operate efficiently and in a manner sensitive to public agencies, businesses, the public 

and SCAQMD staff. 

 

Priority Objective/Project Outcome 

3. Provide excellent customer 

service to the business and 

regulated community, as well as 

other stakeholders. 

 

Ensure that all stakeholders are treated as partners, and that 

regulations, requirements and objectives are made clear early 

in the permitting, rulemaking and planning processes.  Work 

with stakeholders in a cooperative and collaborative manner 

toward air quality goals and related activities in a timely and  

cost-effective manner, always seeking to balance public health 

with business retention, economic growth, and job creation, 

while meeting Federal and State Clean Air Laws. 

 

4. Build and maintain partnerships 

with public agencies, 

stakeholder groups and the 

business community. 

Further enhanced outreach programs to public agencies in 

areas including, but not limited to, rulemaking and rule 

implementation and enforcement, regional air quality impacts 

and attainment strategies, and other issues affecting public 

agencies, especially local government.  Develop partnerships 

with local jurisdictions and regional agencies, and seek 

cooperative strategies for achieving air quality goals and 

objectives while supporting local control and sustainable 

economic growth, and leveraging local efforts to improve the 

health and well-being of residents.  Develop new partnerships 

with the business and regulated communities, as well as 

environmental justice, environmental organizations, and 

community groups through outreach to, and participation in,  

various  activities,  conferences, and other opportunities to 

cultivate early and continuing cooperative relationships. 

 

5. Ensure rulemaking is transparent 

and inclusive. 

Implement early and continuing outreach to affected and 

interested stakeholders, including businesses, local agencies, 

environmental justice and environmental groups, and affected 

communities in the rulemaking process, and provide ample 

opportunity for input and collaboration.   

 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD MEETING DATE:  April 4, 2014 AGENDA NO.  26 
 
PROPOSAL: Amend Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts 
 
SYNOPSIS: The proposed amendment incorporates certain U.S. EPA Control 

Techniques Guidelines recommendations applicable to printing 
operations not included in the current rule that pertain to the overall 
add-on control device efficiency and VOC content requirements for 
fountain solutions.  The proposed amendment further adds prohibition 
of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite, 
removes obsolete rule language, updates definitions for consistency 
with other SCAQMD rules, adds a rule exemption for graphic arts 
materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied, 
and makes minor corrections and clarifications. 

 
COMMITTEE: Stationary Source, February 21, 2014, Reviewed 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 
Adopt the attached resolution: 
1. Certifying the Final Environmental Assessment for Proposed Amended Rule 1130 

- Graphic Arts; and 
2. Amending Rule 1130 - Graphic Arts. 
 
 
 
 Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
 Executive Officer 
 
EC:PF:NB:DO:DH 
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
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Background 
Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts - is a source specific rule that was adopted to limit Volatile 
Organic Compound (VOC) emissions associated with graphic arts operations.  The rule 
applies to any person performing graphic arts or who supplies, sells, markets, offers for 
sale, markets, manufactures, blends, repackages, stores at a worksite, distributes, applies 
or solicits the application of graphic art materials for use in the SCAQMD.  Rule 1130 
was adopted on October 3, 1980 and has been subsequently amended fourteen times; the 
most recent amendment was October 8, 1999. 
 
Staff conducted an internal review of Rule 1130 to determine if the existing rule met all 
the recommendations specified by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (U.S. 
EPA) Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) for Offset Lithographic Printing and 
Letterpress Printing (EPA 453/R-06-002) and Flexible Package Printing (EPA 453/R-06-
003).  As a part of the 2012 AQMP development, staff found inconsistencies between the 
CTG and Rule 1130 and recommends amending Rule 1130 to ensure the level of 
stringency in the applicable CTGs, and further evaluating the applicability of existing 
level of Best Available Control Technology (BACT) and Best Available Retrofit Control 
Technology (BARCT). 
 
Proposal 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 (PAR 1130) would make changes to improve consistency 
with the CTGs applicable to printing operations regulations by amending the overall add-
on control device efficiency requirements and VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  
The proposed amendment further adds prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-
containing materials at a worksite, removes obsolete rule language, updates definitions 
for consistency with other SCAQMD rules, adds an exemption for graphic arts materials 
that have a VOC content of no more than 10 grams per liter (g/L), as applied, and makes 
minor corrections and clarifications.  No emissions reductions are anticipated since local 
facilities are already in compliance with the proposed amendments and are deemed to 
have achieved BARCT and in many categories currently as BACT. 
 
Key Issues 
Staff is proposing to include an exemption from Rule 1130 provisions for graphic arts 
materials with a VOC content of 10 g/L or less.  Comments were made that there are 
greater uncertainties in the methods for determining VOC content at these low levels for 
energy curable materials.  In response, staff added a definition to include the test method 
industry requested for determining VOC content for energy curable materials.  In 
addition, staff proposes to allow for alternative equivalent metrics to determine the VOC 
content.  For instance, for energy curable or other reactive materials, an alternative 
calculation includes a determination of 99% solids content or greater by weight.  It is 
noted that formulation data may be obtained by staff to estimate the VOC content of 
these near-zero VOC products.   
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Public Process 
Over the past four months, staff worked with the Printing Industries of America and other 
interested parties.  A public workshop was held on February 6, 2014 with industry 
representatives and other interested stakeholders.  Staff has incorporated overall feedback 
into the proposed amendment. 
 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the SCAQMD is 
the Lead Agency and prepared a Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) to analyze 
environmental impacts from the proposed project pursuant to its certified regulatory 
program (SCAQMD Rule 110).  The Draft EA included a project description and analysis 
of potential adverse environmental impacts that could be generated from the proposed 
project.  The Draft EA was released for a 30-day public review and comment period 
beginning February 25, 2014, and ending 5 p.m. on March 26, 2014.  The environmental 
analysis in the Draft EA concluded that PAR 1130 would not generate any significant 
adverse impacts. 
 
Since the release of the Draft EA, minor modifications have been made to the document.  
However, none of the modifications alter any conclusions reached in the Draft EA, nor 
provide new information of significance relative to the Draft document.  As a result, these 
minor revisions do not require recirculation of the Draft EA pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines § 15073.5.  Therefore, the Draft EA is now a Final EA and is included as 
Attachment G in the Governing Board Package. 
 
Socioeconomic Analysis 
The proposed amendments codify existing practices at graphic arts operations that are 
subject to Rule 1130.  As such, there will be no additional costs or other socioeconomic 
impacts anticipated.  Therefore, no socioeconomic analysis is required under Health and 
Safety Code Section 40728.5. 
 
AQMP and Legal Matters 
Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 40460 (a), the SCAQMD is required to adopt 
an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) demonstrating compliance with all federal 
regulations and standards.  The SCAQMD is required to adopt rules and regulations that 
carry out the objectives of the AQMP.  The 2012 AQMP, specifically Control Measure 
CM #2012 CTS-02 - Further Emission Reductions from Miscellaneous Coatings, 
Adhesives, Solvents and Lubricants and the Reasonably Available Control Measures 
(RACM) demonstration of Appendix VI, identified source category considerations for 
VOC emission reductions through reduction in certain product VOC content limits.  PAR 
1130 will partially implement CM#2012 CTS-02.  SCAQMD is also required by the 
Clean Air Act to implement reasonably available control technology (RACT) and under 
the CAA RACT is normally at least as stringent as EPA’s Control Technologies 
Guidelines. 
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Implementation and Resource Impact 
Existing SCAQMD resources will be sufficient to implement the proposed amendment 
with minimal impact on the budget. 
 
Attachments 
A. Summary of Proposal 
B. Rule Development Process 
C. Key Contacts List 
D. Resolution 
E. Proposed Amended Rule 1130 Language 
F. Final Staff Report 
G. Final Environmental Assessment 



 

 

Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts 

ATTACHMENT A 
SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Incorporate U.S. EPA Control Techniques Guidelines Recommendations; PAR 1130 (c) 
• Revise control device efficiency standard by replacing overall control efficiency of 75% with 

requirements for 90% capture and 95% control; PAR 1130 (c)(5) 
 

• Revise VOC content standards for fountain solution; PAR 1130 (c)(2) 
 
 
Prohibition of Storage; PAR 1130 (c)(4) 
Prohibit the storage of VOC-containing graphic arts materials at a worksite that exceed the VOC 
content requirements. 
 
 
Update certain definitions; PAR 1130 (b) 
The proposed amendment updates definitions for clarity and for consistency with other SCAQMD 
rules. 
 
 
Incentivize graphic arts materials that have 10 g/L or less VOC content; PAR 1130 (i)(1)(J) 
The proposed amendment adds a rule exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content 
of no more than 10 g/L, as applied. 
 
 
Minor corrections and clarifications 
The proposed amendment makes minor corrections and clarifications. 
 
 
 
 
 



Eight (8) months spent in rule development 

ATTACHMENT B 
RULE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS 

Proposed Amended Rule 1130 –Graphic Arts 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Meeting with Industry 
November 21, 2013 

Set Hearing 
March 7, 2014 

 

Stationary Source Committee Meeting 
February 21, 2014 

Public Hearing 
April 4, 2014 

 

Public Workshop 
February 6, 2014 

Beginning of Rule Development Process 
August 2013 



 

ATTACHMENT C 
KEY CONTACTS LIST 

Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts 
 
 
Printers 
 Quad Graphics 
 International Paper 

 
 
Ink & Fountain Solution Manufacturers 

 Gans Ink & Supply 
 
 
Other Interested Parties 

 Printers Institute of America (PIA/PIASC) 

 California Small Business Alliance 

 Radtech International, North America 

 Paul K. Engel, Environmental Consultant 
 
 



ATTACHMENT D 
RESOLUTION NO. 2014- 

Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts 
 

 A Resolution of the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) Governing Board certifying the Final Environmental Assessment for 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts. 

 A Resolution of the SCAQMD Governing Board amending Rule 1130 – 
Graphic Arts. 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined with 

certainty that Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, is a “project” pursuant to the 
terms of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD has had its regulatory program certified 

pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.5 and has conducted CEQA review 
pursuant to such program (SCAQMD Rule 110); and 

 
 WHEREAS, SCAQMD staff has prepared a Draft Environmental 

Assessment (EA) pursuant to its certified regulatory program and CEQA Guidelines 
section 15252 setting forth the potential environmental consequences of Proposed 
Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD staff has determined in the Draft EA that 
potential adverse environmental impacts were not significant; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Draft EA was circulated for a 30-day public review and 
comment period, no comment letters were received and the Draft EA has been revised 
such that it is now a Final EA; and 

 
 WHEREAS, it is necessary that the adequacy of the Final EA including 
responses to comments must be determined by the SCAQMD Governing Board prior to 
its certification; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD is not required to prepare a Statement of 
Findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, or a Mitigation Monitoring Plan 
because the proposed project is not expected to generate significant adverse 
environmental impacts; and 

 



 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts codifies existing practices at graphic arts 
operations that are subject to Rule 1130 and as such, there are no additional costs or other 
socioeconomic impacts anticipated and no socioeconomic analysis is required under 
Health and Safety Code Section 40728.5; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, will not result in increased costs to 
industry as described in the Socioeconomic Impact Assessment section of the Final Staff 
Report; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that a need 
exists to adopt the Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, to make Rule 1130 
consistent with the suggested control device efficiencies and the recommended VOC 
limits for fountain solutions with United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. 
EPA) Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) for Offset Lithographic Printing and 
Letterpress Printing and Flexible Package Printing; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, does not impose a new emission limit or 
standard more stringent, or impose new or more stringent monitoring, reporting, or 
recordkeeping requirements and therefore a comparative analysis pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code Section 40727.2 is not required; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, does not implement a more restrictive 
Best Available Retrofit Control Technology (BARCT) because the amendment reflects 
existing practices and technology and therefore no incremental cost analysis is required 
under Health and Safety Code Section 40920.6, and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board obtains its authority to adopt 
this Proposed Amended Rule pursuant to sections 40000, 40001 and 40440, of the 
California Health and Safety Code; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, as proposed to be adopted, is written or 
displayed so that its meaning can be easily understood by the persons directly affected by 
it; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, as proposed to be adopted, is in harmony 
with, and not in conflict with or contradictory to, existing federal and state statutes, court 
decisions, or regulations; and 



 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, as proposed to be adopted, does not 
impose the same requirements as any existing state or federal regulation and the proposed 
amended rule is necessary and proper to execute the powers and duties granted to, and 
imposed upon, the District; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, as proposed to be adopted, references the 
following statutes which the SCAQMD hereby implements, interprets or makes specific: 
Health and Safety Code section 40001 and 40440; and 

 
 WHEREAS, a public hearing has been properly noticed in accordance with 
the provisions of Health and Safety Code Section 40725; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has held a public hearing in 
accordance with all provisions of law; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board specifies the manager of 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, as the custodian of the documents or other 
materials which constitute the record of proceedings upon which the adoption of this 
Proposed Amended Rule is based, which are located at the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District, 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, California 91765; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board finds and determines, taking 
into consideration the factors in section (d)(4)(D) of the Governing Board Procedures, 
that the modifications adopted which have been made to Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – 
Graphic Arts, since notice of public hearing was published do not significantly change 
the meaning of the Proposed Amended Rule within the meaning of Health and Safety 
Code section 40726 and would not constitute significant new information requiring 
recirculation of the Draft EA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15073.5; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, should be adopted for the reasons 
contained in the Final Staff Report, and 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SCAQMD 
Governing Board has received and considered the EA and hereby determines that the EA 
is adequate and certifies, pursuant to the authority granted by law, the Final EA for 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, and 

 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that because no significant adverse 
environmental impacts were identified as a result of implementing Proposed Amended 



Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts, findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and a 
Mitigation Monitoring Plan are not required; and 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District Board requests that Proposed Amended Rule 1130 be submitted 
into the State Implementation Plan. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer is hereby 
directed to forward a copy of this Resolution and Proposed Amended Rule 1130 to the 
California Air Resources Board for approval and subsequent submittal to the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency for inclusion into the State Implementation Plan. 

 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SCAQMD Governing Board 
does hereby adopt, pursuant to the authority granted by law, Proposed Amended Rule 
1130 – Graphic Arts, as set forth in the attached and incorporated herein by reference. 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  _________________   _______________________ 
      CLERK OF THE BOARDS 



ATTACHMENT E 
 

PAR1130 - 1 

(Adopted October 3, 1980)(Amended February 1, 1985)(Amended May 5, 1989) 
(Amended February 2, 1990)(Amended March 2, 1990)(Amended April 6, 1990) 

(Amended June 1, 1990)(Amended November 2, 1990)(Amended December 7, 1990) 
(Amended August 2, 1991)(Amended March 6, 1992)(Amended July 9, 1993) 

(Amended September 8, 1995)(Amended March 8, 1996)(Amended October 8, 1999) 
(Proposed Amended Rule 1130 April 2014) 

PROPOSED AMENDED RULE 1130. GRAPHIC ARTS 

(a) Purpose and Applicability 
The purpose of this rule is to reduce emissions of vVolatile oOrganic 
eCompounds (VOC) emissions from graphic arts operations.  The This rule 
applies to any persons performing graphic arts operations or who solicit, specify, 
offer for sale, sell, or distribute supplies, sells, offers for sale, markets, 
manufactures, blends, repackages, stores at a worksite, distributes, applies or 
solicits the application of graphic arts materials for use in the District. 

(b) Definitions 
 For the purpose of this rule, the following definitions shall apply: 

(1) AEROSOL COATING PRODUCT is a pressurized coating product 
containing pigments or resins that dispenses product ingredients by means 
of a propellant, and is packaged in a disposable can for hand-held 
application, or for use in specialized equipment for ground marking and 
traffic/ marking applications. 

(2) ALCOHOL is an organic compound that contains a hydroxyl (OH) group 
and is used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension and 
increase the viscosity of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).  For 
purposes of this rule, alcohol includes, but is not limited to, isopropyl 
alcohol (isopropanol), n-propanol and ethanol. 

(3) ALCOHOL SUBSTITUTE is an additive that contains VOCs but no 
alcohol and is used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension 
and increase the viscosity of water to prevent piling (ink build-up). 

(24) COATING is a layer of material which is applied to a substrate surface in 
order to beautify, protect or provide a barrier to such surface in a relatively 
unbroken film. 

(35) CAPTURE EFFICIENCY, in percent, is the ratio of the weight of the 
VOC in the effluent stream entering the control device to the weight of 
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VOC emitted from graphic arts operations, both measured simultaneously, 
and can be calculated by the following equation: 

 
 Capture Efficiency = [Wc/We] x 100 

 Where: Wc = weight of VOC entering control device 

  We = weight of VOC emitted 

Capture Efficiency = [Wc/We] x 100 

Where: Wc = weight of VOC entering control device 

 We = weight of VOC emitted 

(46) CONTROL DEVICE EFFICIENCY, in percent, is the ratio of the weight 
of the VOC removed by the control device from the effluent stream 
entering the control device to the weight of the VOC in the effluent stream 
entering the control device, both measured simultaneously, and can be 
calculated by the following equation: 

 
 Control Device Efficiency =    100 x W  W-  W cac  

 Where: Wc = Weight of VOC entering control device 

  Wa = Weight of VOC discharged from the control 
 device 

Control Device Efficiency =    100 x W  W-  W cac  
Where: Wc = Weight of VOC entering control device 

 Wa = Weight of VOC discharged from the control device 

(57) END-USER is a person who performs graphic arts operations. 

(8) ENERGY CURABLE COATINGS, INKS AND ADHESIVES are single-
component reactive products that cure upon exposure to visible-light, 
ultra-violet light or to an electron beam.  The VOC content of thin film 
Energy Curable Coatings, Inks And Adhesives may be determined by 
manufacturers using ASTM Test Method 7767-11 “Standard Test Method 
to Measure Volatiles from Radiation Curable Acrylate Monomers, 
Oligomers, and Blends and Thin Coatings Made from Them.” 

(69) EXEMPT COMPOUNDS (See Rule 102-Definition of Terms). 
(710) FACILITY is any permit unit or grouping of permit units or other air-

contaminant-emitting activities which are located on one or more 
contiguous properties within the District, in actual physical contact or 
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separated solely by a public roadway or other public right-of-way, and are 
owned or operated by the same person (or by persons under common 
control).  Such above-described groupings, if non-contiguous, but 
connected only by land carrying a pipeline, shall not be considered one 
facility. 

(811) FLEXOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a printing method utilizing a flexible 
rubber or other elastomeric plate in which the image area is raised relative 
to the nonimage non-image area. 

(912) FLUORESCENT INK is a printing ink that emits electromagnetic 
radiation as a result of the absorption of energy from radiation. 

(1013) FOUNTAIN SOLUTION is the solution used in offset lithographic 
printing which is applied to the image plate to maintain the hydrophilic 
properties of the non-image nonimage areas.  It is primarily water and 
contains at least one of the following materials: etchants such as mineral 
salts; hydrophilic gums; or VOC additives to reduce the surface tension of 
the solution. 

(1114) GRAMS OF VOC PER LITER OF COATING (OR INK OR 
ADHESIVE), LESS WATER AND LESS EXEMPT COMPOUNDS, is 
the weight of VOC per combined volume of VOC and coating (or ink or 
adhesive) solids and can be calculated by the following equation: 

  

eswm

esws

V- V - V
 W-  W-  W  CompoundsExempt  Less and 

 WaterLess Adhesive),or Ink (or  Coating ofLiter per  VOC of Grams


 

 
Where: Ws = weight of volatile compounds in grams 

 Ww = weight of water in grams 

 Wes =   weight of exempt compounds in grams 

 Vm = volume of material in liters 

 Vw = volume of water in liters 

 Ves = volume of exempt compounds in liters 

 For coatings that contain reactive diluents, the grams of VOC per Liter of 
Coating (or ink or adhesive), Less Water and Less Exempt Compounds, 
shall be calculated by the following equation: 

 



Rule 1130 (Cont.) (Proposed Amended April 2014Amended October 8, 1999) 

PAR1130 - 4 

eswm

esws

V- V - V
 W-  W-  W

  CompoundsExempt  Less and 

 WaterLess Adhesive),or Ink (or  Coating ofLiter per  VOC of Grams


 

 
Where: Ws = weight of volatile compounds evolved during curing 

and analysis in grams 

 Ww = weight of water evolved during curing and analysis in 
grams 

 Wes = weight of exempt compounds evolved during curing 
and analysis in grams 

 Vm = volume of material prior to reaction in liters 

 Vw = volume of water evolved during curing and analysis in 
liters 

 Ves = volume of exempt compounds evolved during curing 
and analysis in liters 

(1215) GRAMS OF VOC PER LITER OF MATERIAL is the weight of VOC per 
volume of material and can be calculated by the following equation: 

 

 
m

esws

V
 W-  W- W  Material ofLiter per  VOC of Grams   

 
Where: Ws = weight of volatile compounds in grams 

 Ww = weight of water in grams 

 Wes = weight of exempt compounds in grams 

 Vm = volume of material in liters 

(1316) GRAPHIC ARTS OPERTIONS OPERATIONS are gravure, letterpress, 
flexographic, and offset lithographic printing processes or related coating 
or laminating processes. 

(1417) GRAPHIC ARTS MATERIALS are any inks, coatings, or adhesives, 
including added thinners or retarders, used in printing or related coating or 
laminating processes. 

(1518) GRAVURE PRINTING is an intaglio printing process in which the ink is 
carried in minute etched or engraved wells on a roll or cylinder, excess ink 
being removed from the surface by a doctor blade. 

(1619) HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink used on continuous 
web-feedfed printing presses that are equipped with hot air high velocity 
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dryers or ovens.  The ink dries or sets by heat induced evaporation of the 
ink oils and subsequent chilling of the ink by chill rolls. 

(1720) LAMINATION is a process of composing two or more layers of material 
to form a single, multiple-layer sheet by using an adhesive. 

(1821) LETTERPRESS PRINTING is a printing process in which the image area 
is raised relative to the nonimage non-image area and the ink is transferred 
to the substrate directly from the image surface. 

(19) LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a planographic printing process in which 
the image and nonimage areas are on the same plane and are chemically 
differentiated.  This printing process differs from other printing processes 
where the image is typically printed from a raised or recessed surface. 

(2022) MATTE FINISH INK is a flexographic printing ink which is applied used 
on non-porous substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains 
at least five (5) percent by weight silicon dioxide flattening agent. 

(2123) METALLIC INK is a flexographic printing ink which is applied used on 
non-porous substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains at 
least 28 percent by weight elemental metal particles. 

(2224) NON-HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink that sets and 
dries by absorption into the substrate, and hardens by ambient air 
oxidation that may be accelerated by the use of infrared light sources.  For 
the purposes of this definition ultraviolet and electron-beam energy 
curable inks are examples of non-heatset inks. 

(2325) NON-POROUS SUBSTRATE is a substrate whose surface prevents 
penetration by water, including but not limited to foil, polyethylene, 
polypropylene, cellophane, paper or paperboard coated with a non-porous 
material, metalized polyester, nylon, and mylar. 

(26) OFFSET LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a planographic printing process 
in which the image and non-image areas are on the same plane of a thin 
lithographic plate and are chemically differentiated.  The ink film is 
transferred from the lithographic plate to an intermediary surface, a rubber 
covered cylinder called a blanket, which, in turn, transfers the ink to the 
substrate.  This printing process differs from other printing processes 
where the image is typically printed from a raised or recessed surface. 

(2427) OVERALL CONTROL EFFICIENCY (C.E.), in percent, is the ratio of 
the weight of the VOC removed by the emission control system from the 
effluent stream entering the control device to the total VOC emitted from 
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graphic arts operations, both measured simultaneously, and can be 
calculated by the following equations: 

 
   100 x W W- W  C.E. eac  

    100Efficiency Device Control x Efficiency Capture  C.E.  

Where: Wc   = Weight of VOC entering control device 

 Wa   = Weight of VOC discharged from the control device 

 We  = Weight of VOC emitted 

(2528) PACKAGING GRAVURE is gravure printing on paper, paperboard, foil, 
film or other substrates used to produce containers or packages. 

(2629) POROUS SUBSTRATE is a substrate whose surface does not prevent the 
penetration by water, including but not limited to paper, paperboard, and 
any paper product that is coated with a porous material.  

(2730) POTENTIAL TO EMIT is the maximum capacity of a stationary source to 
emit a regulated air pollutant based on its physical or operational design.  
Any physical or operational limitation on the capacity of the stationary 
source to emit a pollutant, including air pollution control equipment and 
restrictions on hours of operations or on the type of material combusted, 
stored, or processed, shall be treated as part of the design only if the 
limitation is federally enforceable. 

(2831) PRINTING in the graphic arts is any operation that imparts color, design, 
alphabet, or numerals on a substrate. 

(2932) PRINTING INK is a pigmented fluid or viscous material used in printing. 
(3033) PROOF PRESS is a press used only to check the quality of print, color 

reproduction, and editorial content. 
(3134) PUBLICATION GRAVURE is gravure printing on paper subsequently 

formed into books, magazines, catalogues, brochures, directories, 
newspaper supplements or other types of printed materials not classified as 
packaging gravure. 

(3235) REACTIVE DILUENT is a liquid which is a VOC during application and 
one in which, through chemical reaction or physical actions, such as 
adsorption or retention in the substrate, 20 percent or more of the VOC 
becomes an integral part of a finished product. 

(3336) REFRIGERATED CHILLER is a device that continuously maintains and 
supplies fountain solution to a holding tray at a temperature of 55 degrees 
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Fahrenheit or less measured at the supply tank, thereby reducing 
evaporative emissions of VOCs in fountain solutions. 

(3437) SOLVENT CLEANING is the removal of loosely held uncured adhesives, 
uncured inks, uncured coatings, and contaminants including, but not 
limited to, dirt, soil, and grease from parts, products, tools, machinery, 
equipment and general work areasis as defined in Rule 1171 – Solvent 
Cleaning Operations. 

(3538) STERILIZATION INDICATING INKS are inks that change color to 
indicate that sterilization has occurred.  Such inks are used to monitor the 
sterilization of medical instruments, autoclave efficiency, and the thermal 
processing of foods for prevention of spoilage. 

(3639) VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUND (VOC) is as defined in Rule 102 – 
Definition of Terms. 

(3740) WEB-FEEDWEB-FED is an automatic system which supplies substrate 
from a continuous roll, or from an extrusion process. 

(c) Requirements 
(1) VOC Content of Graphic Arts Materials 

No person shall supply, sell, offer for sale, market, manufacture, blend, 
package, repackage, distribute, apply or solicit the application of any 
graphic arts material, including any VOC-containing materials added to 
the original graphic arts materials, for use in the District, which contains a 
total VOC in excess of the VOC content limits specified set-forth in the 
Table of Standards I below: 

 
 
 

GRAPHIC ARTS MATERIAL 

VOC LIMIT 
Grams per Liter of 

Coating (or Ink or Adhesive), 
Less 

Water and Less Exempt 
Compounds  

 (October 8, 1999) 
Effective 
January 1, 

2000 
Lithographic Ink 300 300
Letterpress Ink 300 300

Gravure Ink 300 300
Flexographic Ink Non-Porous 

Substrate 300 300 
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Flexographic Ink Porous 
Substrate 300 225 

Flexographic Fluorescent Ink 300 300 
Coating 300 300 

Adhesive 300 150 

 

TABLE OF STANDARDS I 

VOC CONTENT LIMITS 
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Coating, Ink, and Adhesive, Less 

Water And Less Exempt Compounds 

GRAPHIC ART MATERIAL 
Current Limit 

(g/L) 

Adhesive  150 

Coating  300 

Flexographic Fluorescent Ink  300 

Flexographic Ink: Non‐Porous Substrate  300 

Flexographic Ink: Porous Substrate  225 

Gravure Ink  300 

Letterpress Ink  300 

Offset Lithographic Ink  300 

 
(2) VOC Content of Fountain Solution 

(A) Through December 31, 1999, no No person shall apply any in any 
graphic arts operation any fountain solution, including any VOC-
containing materials added to the original fountain solution, which 
contains a total VOC in excess of 100 grams per liter of material.  
Effective January 1, 2000, the VOC content of fountain solution, 
including any VOC containing material added to the original 
fountain solution as applied, shall be: for use in a graphic arts 
operation within the District unless the VOC content in the 
fountain solution, as applied, complies with the applicable VOC 
limits set-forth in the Table of Standards II below. 

(A) no greater than 80 grams per liter of material, or 

TABLE OF STANDARDS II 
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VOC CONTENT LIMITS 
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Material 

FOUNTAIN SOLUTION 1/1/2000 7/1/2014
g/L g/L 

 Heatset Web-Fed 
 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 16 
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 30 
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50 
 Sheet-Fed  
 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 50 
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 85 
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50 
 Non-Heatset Web-Fed  
 Using Alcohol Substitute without Refrigerated Chiller 

80 50 
 Using Alcohol Substitute with Refrigerated Chiller 

 
(A) no greater than 80 grams per liter of material, or 
(B) no greater than 100 grams per liter of material, if a refrigerated 

chiller is used.The use of alcohol containing fountain solutions is 
prohibited for use in non-heatset web-fed operations. 

(3) Solvent Cleaning Operations; Storage and Disposal of VOC-containing 
Materials. 
Solvent cleaning of application equipment, parts, products, tools, 
machinery, equipment, general work areas, and the storage and disposal of 
VOC-containing materials used in cleaning operations and the storage and 
disposal of VOC-containing materials used in cleaning operations are 
subject to the provisions of shall be carried out pursuant to Rule 1171 - 
Solvent Cleaning Operations. 

(4) Prohibition of Storage 
Effective July 1, 2014, a person shall not store any graphic arts material at 
a worksite for use in the District which contains VOC in the excess of the 
VOC-content limits specified in paragraph (c)(1). 
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(45) Approved Emission Control System 
A person may comply with the provisions of paragraphs (c)(1) or (c)(2) by 
using an emission control system, consisting of a collection and a control 
device, which is approved, in writing, by the Executive Officer for 
reducing emissions of volatile organic compounds. 

(A) Graphic Arts Materials 
The Executive Officer shall approve an emission control system to 
be used in conjunction with graphic arts materials only if its 
overall control efficiency will reduce the VOC emissions from the 
use of non-compliant graphic arts materials to a level equal to or 
lower than that which would have been achieved through 
compliance with the terms of paragraphs (c)(1) or meets the 
applicable limits listed below, whichever results in lower 
emissions. 

Type of Printing Overall Efficiency 
 (October 8, 1999) Effective January 1, 2000 

Flexography 67% 75% 

Publication gravure 75% 85% 

Packaging gravure 67% 75% 

Lithography 67% 75% 

Letterpress 67% 75% 

The required overall efficiency of an emission control system at 
which an equivalent VOC emission will be achieved, compared to 
the emissions achieved through compliance with paragraphs (c)(1), 
shall be calculated by the following equation: 

 

 
  100 x 

DVOC-1
DVOC-1

 x 
VOC

VOC-1  C.E.
cLWc

Maxn,MaxLWn,

MaxLWn,

LWc

























   

 
Where: C.E. =

 
Overall Control Efficiency, percent 

 
VOCLWc
  

= VOC Limit of Rule 1130, less water and less 
exempt compounds, pursuant to paragraphs 
(c)(1). 

VOCLWn,Max = Maximum VOC content of non-compliant 
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  graphic arts materials used in conjunction with 
a control device, less water and exempt 
compounds, g/L. 

Dn,Max  = Density of VOC solvent, reducer, or thinner 
contained in the non-compliant graphic arts 
materials containing the maximum VOC, g/L. 

Dc  = Density of corresponding VOC solvent, 
reducer, or thinner used in the compliant 
graphic arts materials = 880 g/L. 

(B) Fountain Solution 
 Through December 31, 1999, the Executive Officer shall approve 

an emission control system to be used in conjunction with fountain 
solutions only if its overall control efficiency is at least 67%.  
Effective January 1, 2000, the overall control efficiency shall be at 
least 75%. 

A person may comply with the provisions of paragraph (c)(1) or (c)(2) by 
using an emission control system to reduce VOC emissions provided such 
system is first approved in writing by the Executive Officer and meets the 
following requirements: 
(A) The control device reduces VOC emissions from an emissions 

collection system by at least 95 percent, by weight, or the output of 
the air pollution control device is no more than 50 PPM by volume 
calculated as carbon with no dilution; and 

(B) The owner/operator demonstrates that the emission collection 
system collects at least 90 percent, by weight, of the VOC 
emissions generated by the sources of emissions. 

(56) Alternative Emission Control Plan 
A person may comply with the provisions of paragraphs (c)(1) or (c)(2) by 
means of an approved Alternative Emission Control Plan (AECP) 
pursuant to Rule 108 - Alternative Emission Control Plans. 

(d) Prohibition of Specification and Sale 
(1) No person shall solicit from, or require any other person to use in the 

District any graphic arts material which, when applied as supplied or 
thinned or reduced according to the manufacturer's recommendation for 
application, does not meet the applicable VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) 
or subparagraph (i)(11)(C) (i)(4)(C) for the specific application. 
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(2) No person shall supply, offer for sale, sell, market, blend, package, 
repackage, manufacture or distribute, or distribute directly to an end-user 
for use in the District any graphic arts material for use in the District 
which, when applied as supplied or thinned or reduced according to the 
manufacturer's recommendation for application, does not meet the 
applicable VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) or subparagraph (i)(11)(C) 
(i)(4)(C) for the specific application. 

(3) The prohibition of sales and use as specified in paragraphs (d)(1) and 
(d)(2) shall not apply to any manufacturer of graphic arts materials, 
provided that the manufacturer has complied with the labeling 
requirements of Rule 443.1 – Labeling of Materials Containing Organic 
Solvents, and the product is not sold directly to a user located in the 
District, or the product was sold to an independent distributor or a sales 
outlet located in the District that is not a subsidiary of, or under the control 
of the manufacturer, and was informed in writing by the manufacturer 
about the compliance status of the product with Rule 1130. 

(e) Recordkeeping and Reporting Requirements 
Records shall be maintained pursuant to Rule 109.  For emissions reporting 
purposes, the following substrate retention factors shall be applied to the 
lithographic oil content of the inks: 20 percent retention for heatset inks and 95 
percent retention for non-heatset inks. 

(f) Rule 442 Applicability 
Any graphic arts operations subject to this rule which is exemptexempted from all 
or a portion of the VOC limits of this rule shall comply with the provisions of 
Rule 442 – Usage of Solvents. 

(g) Emission Reduction Credits 
The calculations for emission reduction credits issued pursuant to District Rule 
1309 for matte finish and metallic inks shall be based on a maximum VOC limit 
of 300 grams per liter (less water and less exempt compounds) irrespective of the 
VOC limits specified in subparagraph (i)(11)(C).Facilities that use matte finish 
and metallic inks shall not receive emission reduction credit(s) pursuant to 
SCAQMD Rule 1309 above those emission reduction credit(s) that the facility 
would have received if it was operated with coatings having a VOC content of no 
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more than 300 grams per liter, less water and less exempt compounds irrespective 
of the VOC limits specified in paragraph (i)(4)(C). 

(h) Test Methods 
(1) VOC Content of Graphic Arts Materials 

The VOC content of graphic arts materials except publication rotogravure  
inks shall be determined by: 
(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) 

Reference Test Method 24, (Determination of Volatile Matter 
Content, Water Content, Density, Volume Solids, and Weight 
Solids of Surface Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt 
compounds' content shall be determined by District South Coast 
Air Quality Management’s (SCAQMD) Laboratory Test Method 
302 (Distillation of Solvents from Paints, Coatings and Inks) and 
303 (Determination of Exempt Compounds) contained in the 
District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual; or 

(B) SCAQMD District Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile 
Organic Compounds (VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual. 

(2) VOC Content and Density of Publication Rotogravure Ink: 
 The VOC content and density of publication rotogravure inks shall be 

determined by: 
(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) 

Reference Test Method 24A, (Title 40 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 60, Appendix ADetermination of Volatile Matter 
Content and Density of Publication Rotogravure Inks and Related 
Publication Rotogravure Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations 
Title 40, Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt compounds' content 
shall be determined by District SCAQMD’s Laboratory Test 
Method 303 (Determination of Exempt Compounds) contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual; or 
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(B) SCAQMD District Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile 
Organic Compounds (VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual. 

(3) Exempt Perfluorocarbon Compounds 
The following classes of compounds: cyclic, branched, or linear, 
completely fluorinated alkanes; cyclic, branched, or linear, completely 
fluorinated ethers with no unsaturations; cyclic, branched, or linear, 
completely fluorinated tertiary amines with no unsaturations; and sulfur-
containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations and with sulfur bonds 
only to carbon and fluorine, The following classes of compounds:  

Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated alkanes;  
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated ethers with no 
unsaturations;  
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated tertiary amines with 
no unsaturations; and  
Sulfur-containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations and with 
sulfur bonds only to carbon and fluorine,  

will be analyzed as exempt compounds for compliance with subdivision 
(c) and subparagraph (i)(11)(C) (i)(4)(C), only at such time as when 
manufacturers specify which individual compounds are used in the ink and 
coating formulations.   and identify the test methods, which, prior to such 
analysis, have been approved byIn addition, the manufacturers must 
identify the U.S. EPA, CARB, and the District, thatSCAQMD approved 
test methods, which can be used to quantify the amounts of each exempt 
compound. 

(4) Determination of Efficiency of Emission Control Systems 
(A) The capture efficiency of an emission control system as defined 

specified in paragraph (b)(25) shall be determined by a minimum 
of three sampling runs subject to the data quality objective (DQO) 
presented in the by the procedures presented in U.S. EPA technical 
guideline document, "Guidelines for Determining Capture 
Efficiency, January 9, 1995".  Individual capture efficiency test 
runs subject to the USEPA technical guidelines shall be 
determined by:Notwithstanding the test methods specified by the 
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Guidelines, any other method approved by the U.S. EPA, CARB 
and the SCAQMD Executive Officer may be substituted. 
(i) Applicable USEPA Methods 204, 204A, 204B, 204C, 

204E, and/or 204F; or 
(ii) The District "Protocol for Determination of Volatile 

Organic Compounds (VOC) Capture Efficiency"; or 
(iii)  any other method approved by the USEPA, the California 

Air Resources Board, and the District Executive Officer. 

(B) The efficiency of the control device efficiency of an the emission 
control system as defined specified in paragraph (b)(36) and the 
VOC content in the control device exhaust gases, measured and 
calculated as carbon, shall be determined by U.S. EPA Test 
Methods 25, 25A, or District SCAQMD Method 25.1 
(Determination of Total Gaseous Non-Methane Organic Emissions 
as Carbon) or SCAQMD Method 25.3 (Determination of Low 
Concentration Non-Methane Non-Ethane Organic Compound 
Emissions from Clean Fueled Combustion Sources) as applicable.  
U.S. EPA Test Method 18, or CARB Method 422 shall be used to 
determine emissions of exempt compounds. 

(5) Equivalent Test Methods 
 Other test methods determined by the staffs of the Districtto be equivalent 

by the Executive Officer, CARB, and the U.S. EPA, to be equivalent to 
the test methods specified in this rule, and approved in writing by the 
District Executive Officer may also be used.  

(6) Multiple Test Methods 
 When more than one test method or set of test methods are specified for 

any testing, a violation of any requirement of this rule established by any 
one of the specified test methods or set of test methods shall constitute a 
violation of the rule. 

(7) Test Methods Dates 
 All test methods referenced in this section subdivision shall be the most 

recently approved versions .  The Executive Officer may update test 
methods as necessary to reflect the most accurate method available, 
provided the method does not affect the stringency of the ruleby the 
appropriate governmental entities. 
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(i) Exemptions 
 (1) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to: 

(1A) Fountain solutions used on proof presses. 
(2B) Coating operations subject to other rules of Regulation XI. 
(3C) Solar-control window film. 
(4D) Heat-applied transfer decals. 
(5E) Graphic arts on ceramic materials. 
(6F) Circuitry printing. 
(7G) Blanket repair material used in containers of four ounces or less. 
(8H) Sterilization indicating inks. 
(I) Aerosol coating products. 
(J) Graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 

g/L or equivalent, less water and less exempt compounds, as 
applied. 

(92) The prohibition specified in paragraphs (d)(1) or (d)(2) shall not apply to 
persons offering graphic arts materials for sale to, selling graphic arts 
materials to, distributing graphic arts materials to, or requiring the use of 
graphic arts materials from, persons who are operating an approved 
emission control system under paragraph (c)(45), or complying under 
paragraph (c)(56) , or operating pursuant to paragraphs (i)(1), (i)(2), (i)(3), 
(i)(4), (i)(5), or (i)(6), (i)(7), (i)(8), (i)(11)(C), (i)(12), or (i)(13). 

(103) The prohibition specified in subdivision (d) shall not apply to graphic arts 
materials which will be used solely outside of the District. 

(114) The provisions of paragraph (c)(1) shall not apply to metallic and matte 
finish inks provided that: 
(A) The usage of matte finish or metallic inks each as supplied shall 

not exceed two (2) gallons on any one day and 125 gallons per 
calendar year at a facility; and 

(B) The potential to emit and the actual VOC emissions from a facility 
which applies matte finish or metallic inks does not exceed ten 
(10) tons per calendar year from all VOC emission sources; and 

(C) The VOC content of matte finish and metallic inks do not exceed 
535 and 460 grams per liter (less water and less exempt 
compounds) respectively, including any VOC containing materials 
added to the original ink, as applied; and 
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(D) The owner or operator of the facility certifies in writing to the 
Executive Officer that they shall not emit VOCs in excess of ten 
(10) tons per calendar year.  Such a certification shall be 
considered an agreement by the facility to limit the facility's 
potential to emit; and. 

(E) Facilities operating under the provisions of paragraph (i)(11) 
whose actual emissions exceed ten (10) tons in any calendar year 
shall henceforth be subject to the requirements of paragraph (c)(1); 
and 

(F) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (e), facilities shall 
retain records of purchase orders and invoices of VOC-containing 
materials for a minimum of two (2) years. 

(5) Facilities operating under the provisions of paragraph (i)(4) whose actual 
emissions exceed ten (10) tons in any calendar year shall: 
(A) henceforth be subject to the requirements of paragraph (c)(1). 
(B) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (e), facilities shall 

retain records of purchase orders and invoices of VOC-containing 
materials for a minimum of five (5) years. 

(6) The provision of paragraph (c)(4) shall not apply to a worksite that stores 
graphic arts materials provided such graphic arts materials are vented 
exclusively to printing systems equipped with an approved emission 
control system pursuant withto the requirements of paragraph (c)(5). 

(12) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to aerosol coating products. 
(137) The provisions of paragraph (c)(1) shall not apply to postal cancellation 

inks provided the VOC emissions from these inks, at a facility, do not 
exceed 60 pounds per calendar month. 

(8) The provisions of paragraph (c)(2) shall not apply to sheet-fed offset 
presses that have a sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or any 
offset press if the total solution reservoir capacity is one gallon or less, 
provided the VOC content of the fountain solution used contains no more 
than 80 grams per liter of material, as applied, or if using a refrigerated 
chiller, no more than 100 grams per liter of material, as applied. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts - is a source specific rule that was adopted to limit Volatile Organic 
Compound (VOC) emissions associated with graphic arts operations.  The rule applies to any 
person who supplies, sells, markets, offers for sale, distributes, applies or solicits the application 
of graphic art materials for use in any graphic arts operation in the District.  Rule 1130 was 
adopted on October 3, 1980 and has been subsequently amended fourteen times; the most recent 
amendment was October 8, 1999. 
 
Staff conducted an internal review of Rule 1130 to determine if the existing rule met all the 
recommendations specified by the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s (U.S. EPA) 
Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) for Offset Lithographic Printing and Letterpress Printing 
(EPA 453/R-06-002) and Flexible Package Printing (EPA 453/R-06-003).  As a part of the 2012 
AQMP development, staff found inconsistencies between the CTG and Rule 1130 and 
recommends amending Rule 1130 to ensure the level of stringency in the applicable CTGs. 
 
The proposed amendment partially implements the 2012 AQMP, Control Measure CTS-02-
Further Emission Reductions from Miscellaneous Coatings, Adhesives, Solvents and Lubricants 
and the Reasonably Available Control Measures (RACM) Demonstration of Appendix VI.  Since 
local affected operations already comply with the requirements, the proposed amendments are 
not expected to achieve additional VOC reductions.   

PROPOSAL 
The amendment to Rule 1130 proposes making changes to improve consistency with the CTGs 
applicable to printing operations regulations by amending the overall add-on control device 
efficiency requirements and VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed 
amendment further adds prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a 
worksite, removes obsolete rule language, updates definitions for consistency with other District 
rules, adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 
g/L, as applied, and makes minor corrections and clarifications. 

CEQA 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the SCAQMD is the 
Lead Agency and has prepared a Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) to analyze 
environmental impacts from the proposed project pursuant to its certified regulatory program 
(SCAQMD Rule 110).  The Draft EA includes a project description and analysis of potential 
adverse environmental impacts that could be generated from the proposed project.  Comments 
focusing on issues relative to the environmental analysis for the proposed project will be 
accepted during a 30-day public review and comment period beginning February 25, 2014, and 
ending 5 p.m. on March 26, 2014. 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC 
The proposed amendments codify existing practices at graphic arts operations that are subject to 
Rule 1130.  As such, there will no additional costs or other socioeconomic impacts. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts is a source specific rule that was adopted to limit Volatile Organic 
Compound (VOC) emissions associated with graphic arts operations.  The rule applies to any 
person who solicits, specifies, offers for sale, sells, or distributes graphic arts materials for use in 
the District.  This rule amendment is driven by inconsistencies identified between Rule 1130 with 
the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s (U.S. EPA) Control Techniques Guidelines 
(CTG) for Offset Lithographic Printing and Letterpress Printing (EPA 453/R-06-002) and Flexible 
Package Printing (EPA 453/R-06-003). 
 
REGULATORY HISTORY 
Rule 1130 was adopted on October 3, 1980 and has been subsequently amended fourteen times.  
The most recent amendment was on October 8, 1999, which further reduced VOC emissions, 
required higher efficiencies for add-on controls, eliminated the small user exemption, and specified 
retention factors for lithographic inks. 
 
AFFECTED INDUSTRIES 
Rule 1130 is applicable to any person who solicits, specifies, offers for sale, sells, or distributes 
graphic arts materials for use in the District.  Using the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) 
codes, staff conducted a search in the Automated Equipment Inventory Systems (AEIS) database 
to find industries that conduct graphic arts operations.  Table 1 shows the following SIC codes that 
apply to this proposed rule amendment. 

TABLE 1 – SIC CODES USED FOR PAR1130 
PAR1130 - SIC CODES USED 

2399 5112 2731 7336 2711 
2672 2732 3993 2396 2761 
3089 2753 7384 2754 9999 
7011 2771 3569 2741 2759 
2260 3199 2750 2329 2752 
2893 2721 2782 2751  

 
Using the SIC codes in Table 1, staff surveyed the active facilities with active permits in AEIS for 
all graphic arts printing operations and categorized the active permits per county as shown in Table 
2. 

TABLE 2 – PERMITTED EQUIPMENT AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION 

COUNTY NUMBER OF 
PERMITS PERCENTAGE 

Los Angeles county 403 69% 
Orange county 146 25% 
Riverside county 31 4% 
San Bernardino county 15 2% 

SCAQMD Jurisdiction 587 100% 
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However, there are some printing operations with low emissions potential that are exempt from 
permitting based on District Rule 219 – Equipment Not Requiring a Written Permit Pursuant To 
Regulation II but would continue to be subject to Rule 1130. 
 
OFFSET LITHOGRAPHY PROCESS DESCRIPTION 
Offset lithography is a common printing process that is used to produce large volumes of 
brochures, books, magazines, posters and newspapers and is the primary focus of the proposed 
amendment.  Offset lithography is a planographic method of printing which means that the printing 
and non-printing areas are in the same plane on the surface of a thin lithographic plate.  The inked 
image is transferred, or offset, from the plate to a rubber blanket cylinder and from that, to the 
substrate.  The ink that is transferred to the lithographic plate contains the image area, which 
receives the oil based ink, and the non-image area, which is wetted with a water based solution, 
called the fountain solution, that provides a film that repels the ink.  Since oil and water don’t mix, 
the image area is transferred to the printing surface of the substrate whereas the non-image areas 
do not receive ink and thus no ink transfer occurs.  There are two subsets of offset lithography 
printing and they are characterized by the way they are fed into the press, sheet-fed and web-fed 
printing.  Both sheet-fed and web-fed printing inks dry by a combination of absorption and 
oxidation. 

Sheet-Fed Offset Lithographic Printing Process 
Sheet-fed printing refers to feeding individual sheets of paper or other substrate to the press.  
Sheet-fed operations consist of a lithographic plate in which oil-based ink and water based 
fountain solutions are used for the printing operation.  Sheet-fed printing generally consists of 
short-run operations for products such as magazines, brochures, letter heading and other similar 
type printing. 

Web-Fed Offset Lithographic Printing Process 
Web-fed printing refers to feeding rolls of paper or other substrate to the press.  Web-fed printing 
consists of a lithographic plate in which oil-based ink and water based fountain solutions are used 
for the printing process.  Web-fed printing generally consist of large volume run operations that 
can be run at high speeds for products such as magazines, brochures, letter heading and other 
similar type printing.  There are two subsets for web-fed offset lithographic printing presses, 
heatset and coldset.   

Heatset Offset Web Presses 
Heatset offset web presses are used for both coated and non-coated substrates such as magazines, 
catalogs, inserts and other medium-to-high volume production runs where the inks dry by 
evaporation due to the application of heat.  The typical process uses a coated web that is fed into 
the press, ink is applied to the substrate and the ink dries by the heat applied by a dryer.  The 
heated substrate is then cooled down by chilled rollers which are used to set the ink. 
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Coldset (non-heatset) Offset Web Presses 
Coldset offset web presses, also known as non-heatset web presses, are typically used for uncoated 
substrates such as newspaper where the ink dries by absorption into the paper and by evaporation.  
However, some coldset presses may use ultraviolet or electron beam inks that cure by ultraviolet or 
electron beam polymerization for generally higher quality printing products.  In some cases, a 
coldset press may be fitted with heat dryers that have the capability to print color pages heatset and 
also print white pages coldset.  For the purposes of Rule 1130, ultraviolet and electron beam 
curable inks are examples of non-heatset inks and can be used on heatset web,and non-heatset web, 
and sheet-fed  presses. 

Flexographic Printing 
Flexographic printing is direct rotary printing using a rubber or polymer printing plate with raised 
images.  The ink is applied to the plate by an anilox roller consisting of minute etched cells, which 
hold ink and transfer ink to the flexible printing plate.  A doctor blade that swipes excess ink from 
the roller, controls ink deposition.  Most flexographic presses are web-fed and capable of printing 
four-color work on a continuous stream of substrate. 

Letterpress Printing 
Letterpress is high-speed quality printing and the a method of printing is the same as flexographic 
printing.  That is, where the image areas are raised above the printing plate although the raised 
images are metal, rather than elastomeric non-image areas. 

Gravure Printing 
Gravure or rotogravure printing is a method of printing that uses Aan engraved negative 
cylinderaccomplishes gravure printing.  The roller has tiny cells and dots of various sizes and 
depths.  Ink is applied by another roller or bath and a flexible metal doctor blade screeds scrapes 
excess ink leaving only the cells or dots with coverage. Paper is fed between the inked printing 
cylinder and an impression roller coated with a resilient blanket.  This method of printing produces 
high quality.  Both sheet-fed and web-fed configurations are used. 

Offset Lithographic Inks 
Offset Lithographic printing inks are paste inks and contain pigments, vehicles, binders and other 
additives.  The pigments contain the desired color, the vehicle is the solvent that carries the 
pigment and binder, the binders fix the pigment to the substrate and the additives contain waxes, 
lubricants and driers.  The inks are generally composed of also contain petroleum and vegetable 
oils.  Some printing operations may use varnishes, essentially an ink without pigmentation.  
Heatset inks may contain up to 45% VOCs.  In heatset web lithographic printing, 20% of the 
petroleum ink oils and essentially all of the vegetable ink oils are retained in the substrate and dry 
ink film.  The remaining 80% of the petroleum ink oil is volatilized in and then exhausted from the 
dryer.  Since the vegetable ink oil does not volatilize in the dryer, the amount of vegetable ink oil 
that can be used in heatset web offset lithographic inks is very limited.  If there is too much 
vegetable oil in a heatset web offset lithographic ink, the ink will not dry properly.  Coldset inks 
typically contain below 35% VOC and sheet-fed inks contain below 25% VOC.  In sheet-fed and 
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coldset web offset printing, 95% of the petroleum ink oils and essentially all of the vegetable oils 
are absorbed into the substrate and dried ink film.  The remaining 5% of the petroleum ink oil is 
volatilized and emitted to atmosphere.  Ultraviolet and electron beam energy cured inks are 
normally lower VOC-containing inks.  In the South Coast AQMD jurisdiction, the coatings are 
predominately water based or energy cured materials having low VOC emissions. 
 
SCAQMD guideline for calculating emissions for annual reporting pursuant to Rule 304 – Fees 
“VOC Emission Calculation Methodology for Lithographic Printing Operations – December 
2011” (see Appendix A) outlines the use of the aforementioned parameters, as well as additional 
considerations for annual emission reporting purposes. 

Fountain Solution 
Fountain solutions are used in the offset lithographic printing process and are primarily composed 
of water with certain additives to moisten the non-image area of the lithographic plate in order to 
keep ink from depositing (and thus printing) in areas where the ink is not wanted.  Since offset 
lithographic inks are oil based and the fountain solution water based, the fountain solution renders 
the non-image areas unreceptive to ink and thus the ink is not transferred.  The fountain solution 
contains a small amount of gum Arabic or synthetic resins, acids, and buffer salts to maintain the 
pH of the solution.  Alcohols, including isopropanol, n-propanol and ethanol, are typically added 
to the water to lower the surface tension and increase the viscosity of the fountain solution.  The 
alcohol substitute based fountain solutions are formulated using no alcohol and are typically glycol 
ethers or ethylene glycol ethers for lower VOC emissions but still provide the same purpose 
function as the alcohol containing fountain solutions.  Fountain solutions are packaged as either a 
“one-step” or “two-step” product.  Fountain solutions consist of a concentrate of chemicals that are 
mixed with a large volume of water, typically 2 to 6 ounces of concentrate to one gallon of water, 
and alcohol or alcohol substitute, generally requiring two steps to make a press-ready solution.  
Historically, the alcohol was added in amounts of up to 25% of the solution to provide wetting to 
the dampening rollers and the non-image areas of the printing plates and, due to the amount of 
alcohol used, could not be packaged with the concentrate.  With lower alcohol or alcohol substitute 
requirements, combining the concentrate with the wetting agent as a single or one-step formulation 
became available. 
 
On larger presses, Tthe “press-ready”fountain solution is stored in a reservoir which is a collection 
tank that serves to hold the fountain solution while it is continuously recirculated from the 
reservoir to the fountain trays used at the printing working area.  Smaller presses do not use a 
recirculation system, but dispense the fountain solution from small containers that are affixed to 
the press.  The fountain tray simply holds a small amount of fountain solution and by constant 
recirculation; the fountain solution not only provides a film for non ink retention but also serves to 
cool the lithographic plate printing unit.  The fountain solution reservoir typically is equipped with 
cooling coils for refrigeration of the fountain solution.  The reservoir volume does not include the 
volume of the trays or any other additional containers such as mixing units. 
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Clean-up materials 
Printing operations use clean-up materials to remove printing inks, oils and residual paper 
filaments from the press equipment during and after operations.  Clean-up materials are generally 
organic, however due to the VOC requirements of Rule 1171 – Solvent Cleaning Operations, many 
new cleaning materials are now manufactured from low-VOC materials such as aqueous and soy 
based materials. 

Emissions Control Systems 
Emission control systems are used in some graphic arts operations to reduce VOC emissions.  The 
emission control system is another major strategy in the reduction of VOCs from offset 
lithographic printing operations.  The capture system consists of equipment capable of collecting 
the emissions generated from the printing process and transferring the emissions to a control 
device.  The control device is generally a thermal oxidizer or catalytic oxidizer and is used to 
destroy the emissions.   
 
The CTG recommended 90% control efficiency in the 1993 draft CTG and 95% control efficiency 
for a control device for equipment that was installed after the date of the current CTG, September 
2006.  The current version of Rule 1130 requires overall efficiency for flexography, packaging 
gravure, lithography and letterpress printing to be 75% or greater overall control efficiency 
(publication gravure requires 85% control device efficiency).   
 
Staff identified 29 active permitted air pollution control devices in the AEIS records, all of which 
meet the recommended CTG levels. 
 
The CTG does not recommend capture and control of VOC emissions from sheet-fed or coldset 
web inks because the VOC emissions from these operations are already low, are not amenable to 
add-on control and inks can meet the lower VOC content limits.  Fountain solutions containing 
VOCs alcohol can be controlled by refrigerated cooling coils in the fountain reservoir where the 
temperature is of the fountain solution is maintained at 55 degrees Fahrenheit or less to control 
volatilization.   
 
In lieu of requiring a source test to determine the collection efficiency, the SCAQMD allows 
companies to use a collection (capture) efficiency default value of 99.5 percent for heat-set 
lithographic printing, provided the operator can demonstrate that there is always sufficient air flow 
into the dryer through all the dryer’s openings (excluding the exhaust stack) to prevent emissions 
from escaping the dryer during normal operations.  This approach reflects the CTG determination 
that heatset lithographic printing inks, which are paste-like in nature with an initial high boiling 
point, volatilize only in the dryer.  Lacking any physical evidence to the contrary (such as visible 
emissions emanating from the dryer), an operator can make this demonstration by showing that the 
pressure inside the dryer is always negative (lower) relative to the static pressure of the press room 
by either of the methods specified in the SCAQMD’s “Compliance Advisory – Determining 
Collection Efficiencies for Air Pollution Control Systems Serving Heat-Set Lithographic Printing 
Presses, 1997.”  Appendix B includes a copy of this advisory. 
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OVERVIEW: PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO RULE 1130 
The proposed amendment incorporates certain CTG recommendations applicable to printing 
operations not included in the current rule that pertain to the overall add-on control device 
efficiency and VOC content requirements for fountain solutions.  The proposed amendment 
further adds prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite, 
removes obsolete rule language, updates definitions for consistency with other District rules, 
adds a rule exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, 
as applied, and makes minor corrections and clarifications, including associated section 
renumbering. 
 
Subdivision (a) Purpose and Applicability 
Staff proposes the following revisions to subdivision (a) to further clarify the purpose and 
applicability: 

“The purpose of this rule is to reduce emissions of vVolatile oOrganic cCompounds (VOC) 
emissions from graphic arts operations.  The This rule applies to any persons performing graphic 

arts operations or who solicit, specify, offer for sale, sell, or distribute supplies, sells, offers for sale, 

markets, manufactures, blends, repackages, stores at a worksite, distributes, applies or solicits the 

application of graphic arts materials for use in the District.” 
 
Subdivision (b) Definitions 
Staff proposes the following revision to the definition “Aerosol Coating Product” to make it 
consistent with the “Aerosol Coating Product” definition in other Regulation XI rules. 

“(1) AEROSOL COATING PRODUCT is a pressurized coating product containing 
pigments or resins that dispenses product ingredients by means of a propellant, and 
is packaged in a disposable can for hand-held application, or for use in specialized 
equipment for ground marking and traffic- marking applications.” 

 
Staff proposes to add new definitions to the rule to define “Alcohol” and “Alcohol Substitute”: 

“(2) ALCOHOL is an organic compound that contains a hydroxyl (OH) group and is 
used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension and increase the viscosity 
of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).  For purposes of this rule, alcohol 
includes, but is not limited to, isopropyl alcohol (isopropanol), n-propanol and 
ethanol.” 

 
“(3) ALCOHOL SUBSTITUTE is an additive that contains VOCs but no alcohol and is 

used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension and increase the viscosity 
of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).” 

 
Staff proposes the following revision to the definition “Coating” to make it consistent with the 
“Coating” definition in other Regulation XI rules. 
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“(24) COATING is a layer of material which is applied to a substrate surface in order to 
beautify, protect, or provide a barrier to such surface in a relatively unbroken 
film.“ 

 
Staff proposes to add a new definition to the rule to define “Energy Curable Coatings, Inks and 
Adhesives” to provide clarity to energy curable graphic arts materials, and replace references to 
UV and EB materials with the definition thoughout the rule.  

“(8) ENERGY CURABLE COATINGS, INKS and ADHESIVES are single-component 
reactive products that cure upon exposure to visible-light, ultra-violet light or to an 
electron beam.  The VOC content of thin film Energy Curable COATINGS, INKS 
and ADHESIVES may be determined by manufacturers using ASTM Test Method 
7767-11 “Standard Test Method to Measure Volatiles from Radiation Curable 
Acrylate Monomers, Oligomers, and Blends and Thin Coatings Made from Them.” 

 
Staff proposes the following correction to the definition “Flexographic Printing”, “Fountain 
Solution” and “Letterpress Printing” by hypenating the word “nonimage” to “non-image.” 

“(11) FLEXOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a printing method utilizing a flexible rubber or 
other elastomeric plate in which the image area is raised relative to the nonimage 
non-image area.” 

 
“(1013) FOUNTAIN SOLUTION is the solution used in offset lithographic printing which is 

applied to the image plate to maintain the hydrophilic properties of the nonimage 
non-image areas.  It is primarily water and contains at least one of the following 
materials: etchants such as mineral salts; hydrophilic gums; or VOC additives to 
reduce the surface tension of the solution.” 

 
“(1821) LETTERPRESS PRINTING is a printing process in which the image area is raised 

relative to the nonimage non-image area and the ink is transferred to the substrate 
directly from the image surface.” 

 
Staff proposes to correct a spelling error in the definition “Graphic Arts Operations.”  The 
misspelled word is shown as “Opertions” and will be changed to “Operations”, then the word 
“offset” will be added to lithographic printing processes. 

“(1316) GRAPHIC ARTS OPERTIONS OPERATIONS are gravure, letterpress, 
flexographic, and offset lithographic printing processes or related coating or 
laminating processes.” 

 
Staff proposes the following revisions to the definition “Heatset Ink” to clarify the type of ink 
and to properly refer to the equipment as web-fed, not web-feed and revise the description of 
dryers as hot air high velocity dryers. 
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“(1619) HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink used on continuous web-
feedfed printing presses that are equipped with hot air high velocity dryers.  The ink 
dries or sets by heat induced evaporation of the ink oils and subsequent chilling of 
the ink by chill rolls.” 

 

Staff proposes to revise the “Lithographic Printing” definition by adding “Offset” to be 
consistent with the CTG, hypenate non-image, remove metal lithographic plate since the plates 
can be made of many non-metal materials and incorporate additional rule language to enhance 
the current definition, and update all similar references to lithographic printing throughout the 
rule. 

“(2526) OFFSET LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a planographic printing process in which 
the image and areas are on the same plane of a thin lithographic plate and are 
chemically differentiated.  The ink film is transferred from the lithographic plate to 
an intermediary surface, a rubber covered cylinder called a blanket, which, in turn, 
transfers the ink to the substrate.  This printing process differs from other printing 
processes where the image is typically printed from a raised or recessed surface.” 

 
“(2224) NON-HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink that sets and dries by 

absorption into the substrate, and hardens by ambient air oxidation that may be 
accelerated by the use of infrared light sources.  For the purposes of this definition 
ultraviolet and electron-beam energy curable inks are examples of non-heatset 
inks.” 

 
Staff proposes the following revisions to the definition “Matte Finish Ink” and “Metallic Ink” to 
clarify the type of printing ink and then change the word “applied” to the word “used”, to be 
consistent with the applicability purposes of this rule. 

“(2022) MATTE FINISH INK is a flexographic printing ink which is applied used on non-
porous substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains at least five (5) 
percent by weight silicon dioxide flattening agent.” 

 
 “(2123) METALLIC INK is a flexographic printing ink which is applied used on non-porous 

substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains at least 28 percent by 
weight elemental metal particles.” 

 
Staff proposes the following revision to the definition “Solvent Cleaning” to make it consistent 
with the “Solvent Cleaning” definition in other Regulation XI rules. 

“(3437) SOLVENT CLEANING is the removal of loosely held uncured adhesives, uncured 
inks, uncured coatings, and contaminants including, but not limited to, dirt, soil, and 
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grease from parts, products, tools, machinery, equipment and general work areasis 
as defined in Rule 1171 – Solvent Cleaning Operations.” 

 
Staff proposes to add the title of the referenced rule (Rule 102) to the current definition. 

“(3639) VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUND (VOC) is as defined in Rule 102 - Definition 
of Terms.” 

 
Staff proposes to correct the term “Web-Feed” to “Web-Fed.”  The current version of Rule 1130 
specifies “WEB-FEED” but the term is actually “WEB-FED.” 

“(3740) WEB-FEED WEB-FED is an automatic system which supplies substrate from a 
continuous roll, or from an extrusion process.” 

 
Subdivision (c) Requirements 
Paragraph (c)(1) – VOC Content of Graphic Arts Materials 
Staff is proposing to enhance the clarity of the current rule language by detailing the actions 
prohibited under this provision.  In addition, the required VOC content limits are displayed in a 
table, to be consistent with the formatting used in other SCAQMD rules.  The revision is shown 
below. 

“No person shall supply, sell, offer for sale, market, manufacture, blend, package, repackage, 
distribute, apply or solicit the application of any graphic arts material, including any VOC-
containing materials added to the original graphic arts materials, for use in the District, which 
contains a total VOC in excess of the VOC content limits specified set-forth in the Table of 
Standards I below:” 

TABLE 3 – PROPOSED TABLE OF STANDARDS I 

TABLE OF STANDARDS I 

VOC CONTENT LIMITS 
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Coating, Ink or Adhesive, Less Water 

And Less Exempt Compounds 

GRAPHIC ART MATERIAL 
Current Limit 

(g/L) 

Adhesive  150 

Coating  300 

Flexographic Fluorescent Ink  300 

Flexographic Ink: Non‐Porous Substrate  300 

Flexographic Ink: Porous Substrate  225 

Gravure Ink  300 

Letterpress Ink  300 

Offset Lithographic Ink  300 
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Paragraph (c)(2) – VOC Content of Fountain Solutions 
Staff proposes to delete obsolete rule language from Paragraph (c)(2), make revisions to the 
existing rule language to enhance clarity and introduce a new Table of Standards II, to combine 
the VOC limits of the fountain solutions that are used for the various types of printing methods 
in offset lithographic printing operations.   
 
The current version of Rule 1130 limits fountain solution to 100 grams per liter of VOC provided 
the fountain solution is refrigerated and maintained at 55 degrees Fahrenheit or less, or if used at 
room temperature(ambient), to 80 grams per liter of VOC.   
 
The CTG recommends a percentage of alcohol or alcohol substitute when calculating the VOCs 
for either room temperature or refrigerated fountain solutions and type of printing method.  Staff 
converted the CTG recommended mass percentage limits to a gram per liter limit, consistent 
with SCAQMD VOC content terminology. 
 
Table-4 shows the recommended weight percent values and equivalent VOC content in grams 
per liter, based on standard unit conversion and product material densities. 

 TABLE 4 - CONVERSION OF PERCENTAGE OF VOC VALUES TO 
MASS/VOLUME VOC VALUES – BASED ON CTG RECOMMENDATIONS 

FOUNTAIN SOLUTION 
CTG 

RECOMMENDATION 
(weight percent) 

EQUIVALENT 
(g/L) 

Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
At Room Temperature 

1.6% 16 

Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
Using Refrigerated Chiller 

3.0% 30 

Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
Using Alcohol Substitute 

5.0% 50 

Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic 
At Room Temperature 

5.0% 50 

Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic 
Using Refrigerated Chiller 

8.5% 85 

Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic 
Using Alcohol Substitute 

5.0% 50 

Non-Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
Using Alcohol Substitute 

5.0% 50 

 
Table-5 shows the updated VOC content requirements in the proposed amendment.  Staff 
reviewed commercially available fountain solutions and found 90% of the fountain solution 
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concentrate products already meet the most restrictive 16 g/L limit when mixed with water per 
the products technical data sheet recommendations.  The VOC content of the fountain solution 
concentrate can substantially be affected by the amount of dilution water added; the typical 
dosage identified was 4 to 6 fluid ounces of fountain solution concentrate per gallon of water.  
With the exception of just three products, the fountain solutions that calculated in the excess of 
16 g/L VOC could be used at lower concentration.  In fact, staff determined that when using the 
lowest concentrate limit proposed by the product manufacturer, 98% of the products were 
calculated to be under 16 g/L of VOC.  Two of the three fountain solutions that could not meet 
the 16 g/L VOC limit for a heatset press using fountain solution at room temperature could meet 
the limit for a heatset press using refrigerated fountain solutions.  The one product which 
calculated at 41 g/L VOC could still be used for the other categories shown in Table 5.  Some 
printing operations may also require additives, defoamers, bactericides and other components 
that may also contain VOC.  Since the rule for VOC content is “as applied” the operator may 
have to adjust the mixture to keep the fountain solution within the rules specified VOC content 
limits.  Staff believes that the CTG recommended fountain solution limits reflect existing 
operational practices. 
 
Staff proposes to eliminate the current language in subparagraph (c)(2)(A), in lieu of the Table of 
Standards II, and add new language to subparagraph (c)(2)(B) to provide clarification that 
alcohol containing fountain solutions would be prohibited for use in non-heatset web-fed 
operations.  Table 5 shows the VOC limits for the fountain solutions, and the new VOC limits 
that will become effective on July 1, 2014.  The VOC limits are “as applied” on-press: 

“(A) Through December 31, 1999, no No person shall apply any in any graphic arts 
operation any fountain solution, including any VOC-containing materials added to 
the original fountain solution, which contains a total VOC in excess of 100 grams 
per liter of material fountain solution, including any VOC-containing materials 
added to the original fountain solution as applied, shall be: for use in a graphic 
arts operation within the District unless the VOC content in the fountain solution, 
as applied, complies with the applicable VOC limits set-forth in the Table of 
Standards II below.” 
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TABLE 5 – PROPOSED TABLE OF STANDARDS II 

TABLE OF STANDARDS II 

VOC CONTENT LIMITS 
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Material 

FOUNTAIN SOLUTION 1/1/2000 7/1/2014
(g/L) (g/L) 

 Heatset Web-Fed 
 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 16 
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 30 
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50 
 Sheet-Fed  
 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 50 
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 85 
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50 
 Non-Heatset Web-Fed  
 Using Alcohol Substitute without Refrigerated Chiller 

80 50 
 Using Alcohol Substitute with Refrigerated Chiller 

 
 (A) no greater than 80 grams per liter of material, or 

(B) no greater than 100 grams per liter of material, if a refrigerated chiller is used.The 
use of alcohol containing fountain solutions is prohibited for use in non-heatset 
web-fed operations. 

 
“Paragraph(c)(3) – Solvent Cleaning Operations; Storage and Disposal of VOC containing 
Materials 
Staff is proposing the following revision to enhance the clarity of paragraph (c)(3) to make it 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(3) Solvent Cleaning Operations; Storage and Disposal of VOC-containing Materials. 
Solvent cleaning of application equipment, parts, products, tools, machinery, 
equipment, general work areas, and the storage and disposal of VOC-containing 
materials used in cleaning operations and the storage and disposal of VOC-
containing materials used in cleaning operations are subject to the provisions of 
shall be carried out pursuant to Rule 1171 - Solvent Cleaning Operations.” 

 
Paragraph(c)(4) – Prohibition of Storage 
Staff proposes to add additional rule language to address the storage of graphic arts material that 
have VOC content limits in excess of the specified VOC content limits pursuant to paragraph 
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(c)(1).  Although staff believes facilities currently meet the VOC content requirements of 
paragraph (c)(1) an effective date of July 1, 2014 is proposed to allow time for internal worksite 
review of existing storage and inventory areas for compliance assurance purposes. 
 

“(4) Effective July 1, 2014, a person shall not store any graphic arts material at a 
worksite for use in the District which contains VOC in the excess of the VOC-
content limits specified in paragraph (c)(1).” 

 
Paragraph(c)(5) – Approved Emission Control System 
Staff proposes to update the Approved Emission Control System requirements to align the CTG 
to reflect the same control efficiency requirement as in other Regulation XI rules.  The proposed 
revised rule language is as follows: 

Approved Emission Control System 
“(5) A person may comply with the provisions of paragraph (c)(1) and (c)(2) by using an 

emission control system to reduce VOC emissions provided such system is first 
approved in writing by the Executive Officer and meet the following requirements: 

(A) The control device reduces VOC emissions from an emissions collection system 
by at least 95 percent, by weight, or the output of the air pollution control 
device is no more than 50 PPM by volume calculated as carbon with no 
dilution; and 

(B) The owner/operator demonstrates that the emission collection system collects at 
least 90 percent, by weight, of the VOC emissions generated by the sources 
emissions.” 

Paragraph (c)(5) – Alternative Emission Control Plan 
Staff proposes to revise paragraph (c)(5) to clarify rule language as follows:  

“(5) Alternative Emission Control Plan” 
A person may comply with the provisions of paragraphs (c)(1) or (c)(2) by means of 
an approved Alternative Emission Control Plan (AECP) pursuant to Rule 108 - 
Alternative Emission Control Plans.” 

 
Subdivision (d) Prohibition of Specification and Sale 

Paragraph (d)(2) 
Staff is proposing the following revisions to paragraph (d)(2) to clarify the actions a person may 
not partake in during a graphic arts operation and correct the reference of the applicable 
subparagraph. 

“(2) No person shall supply, offer for sale, sell, market, blend, package, repackage, 
manufacture or distribute, ordistribute directly to an end-user for use in the District 
any graphic arts material for use in the District which, when applied as supplied or 
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thinned or reduced according to the manufacturer's recommendation for 
application, does not meet the applicable VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) or 
subparagraph (i)(11)(C) (i)(4)(C) for the specific application.” 

 
Paragraph (d)(3) 
Staff is proposing to add a new paragraph to clarify a manufacturer’s responsibility to the 
labeling requirements with Rule 443.1 and to clarify the “prohibition of sales” provision in the 
District. 

“(3) The prohibition of sales and use as specified in paragraphs (d)(1) and (d)(2) shall 
not apply to any manufacturer of graphic arts materials, provided that the 
manufacturer has complied with the labeling requirements of Rule 443.1 – Labeling 
of Materials Containing Organic Solvents, and the product is not sold directly to a 
user located in the District, or the product was sold to an independent distributor or 
a sales outlet located in the District that is not a subsidiary of, or under the control 
of the manufacturer, and was informed in writing by the manufacturer about the 
compliance status of the product with Rule 1130.” 

 
Subdivision (f) – Rule 442 Applicability 
Staff is proposing the following revision to enhance the clarity of this subdivision. 

“Any graphic arts operations subject to this rule which is exempt exempted from all 
or a portion of the VOC limits of this rule shall comply with the provisions of Rule 
442.” 

 
Subdivision (g) – Emission Reduction Credits 
The rule language for Emission Reduction Credits should be updated to be consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules.  Staff is proposing to delete the current rule language and replace it with the 
following revised rule language. 

“(g) Emission Reduction Credits 
Facilities that use matte finish and metallic inks shall not receive emission 
reduction credit(s) pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 1309 above those emission 
reduction credit(s) that the facility would have received if it was operated with 
coatings having a VOC content of no more than 300 grams per liter, less water and 
less exempt compounds irrespective of the VOC limits specified in paragraph 
(i)(4)(C).” 

 
Subdivision (h) - Test Methods 
Subparagraph (h)(1)(A) 
Staff is proposing the following revisions to refine the rule language in subparagraphs (h)(1)(A) 
and (h)(1)(B) and subparagraphs (h)(2)(A) and (h)(2)(B), to make the rule language consistent 
with other Regulation XI rules. 
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“(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U. S. EPA) Reference Test Method 
24, (Determination of Volatile Matter Content, Water Content, Density, Volume 
Solids, and Weight Solids of Surface Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations, Title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt compounds' 
content shall be determined by District South Coast Air Quality Management’s 
(SCAQMD) Laboratory Test Method 302 (Distillation of Solvents from Paints, 
Coatings and Inks) and 303 (Determination of Exempt Compounds) contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for Enforcement 
Samples" manual; or ” 

Subparagraph (h)(1)(B) 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language by including the title name of the test method and 
make the rule language consistent with other Regulation XI rules, as follows. 

“(B) SCAQMD District Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile Organic 
Compounds (VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in the District SCAQMD’s 
"Laboratory Methods of Analysis for Enforcement Samples" manual.” 

Subparagraph (h)(2)(A) 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language by including the title name of the test methods and 
make the rule language consistent with other Regulation XI rules, as follows. 

“(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) Reference Test Method 
24A, (Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations Part 60, Appendix ADetermination of 
Volatile Matter Content and Density of Publication Rotogravure Inks and Related 
Publication Rotogravure Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations Title 40, Part 60, 
Appendix A).  The exempt compounds' content shall be determined by District 
SCAQMD’s Laboratory Test Method 303 (Determination of Exempt Compounds) 
contained in the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual; or” 

Subparagraph (h)(1)(B) 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language by making the rule language consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules, as follows. 

“(B) SCAQMD District Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile Organic 
Compounds (VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in the District SCAQMD’s 
"Laboratory Methods of Analysis for Enforcement Samples" manual.” 

Paragraph (h)(3) – Exempt Perfluorocarbon Compounds 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language by making the rule language consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules.  First, the list of classes of compounds has been formatted to a semi-bulleted 
list for easier reading.  Then staff incorporated minor revisions to provide enhanced clarity of the 
rule language. 
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“The following classes of compounds:  
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated alkanes;  
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated ethers with no unsaturations;  
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated tertiary amines with no 
unsaturations; and  
Sulfur-containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations and with sulfur bonds only to 
carbon and fluorine, 

will be analyzed as exempt compounds for compliance with subdivision (c) and subparagraph 
(i)(11)(C) (i)(4)(C), only at such time as when manufacturers specify which individual 
compounds are used in the ink and coating formulations.  and identify the test methods, which, 
prior to such analysis, have been approved byIn addition, the manufacturers must identify with 
the U.S. EPA, CARB, and the District that SCAQMD approved test methods, which can be 
used to quantify the amounts of each exempt compound.” 

Paragraph (h)(4) - Determination of Efficiency of Emission Control Systems 
Subparagraph (h)(4)(A) 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language in paragraph (h)(4) by making the rule language 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules.  This will include the elimination of clauses (i), (ii), 
and (iii). 

“(A) The capture efficiency of an emission control system as defined specified in 
paragraph (b)(25) shall be determined by a minimum of three sampling runs 
subject to the data quality objective (DQO) presented in the by the procedures 
presented in U.S. EPA technical guideline document, "Guidelines for Determining 
Capture Efficiency, January 9, 1995".  Individual capture efficiency test runs 
subject to the USEPA technical guidelines shall be determined by:Notwithstanding 
the test methods specified by the Guidelines, any other method approved by the U.S. 
EPA, CARB and the SCAQMD Executive Officer may be substituted. 

Subparagraph (h)(4)(B) 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language in subparagraph (h)(4)(B) by making the rule language 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(B) The efficiency of the control device efficiency of an the emission control system as 
defined specified in paragraph (b)(36) and the VOC content in the control device 
exhaust gases, measured and calculated as carbon, shall be determined by U.S. 
EPA Test Methods 25, 25A, or District SCAQMD Method 25.1 (Determination of 
Total Gaseous Non-Methane Organic Emissions as Carbon) or SCAQMD Method 
25.3 (Determination of Low Concentration Non-Methane Non-Ethane Organic 
Compound Emissions from Clean Fueled Combustion Sources) as applicable.  U.S. 
EPA Test Method 18, or CARB Method 422 shall be used to determine emissions of 
exempt compounds.” 
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Paragraph (h)(5) – Equivalent Test Methods 
Staff proposes to refine the rule language in paragraph (h)(5) by making the rule language 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(5) Equaivalent Test Methods 
Other test methods determined by the staffs of the Districtto be equivalent by the 
Executive Officer, CARB, and the U. S. EPA, to be equivalent to the test methods 
specified in this rule, and approved in writing by the District Executive Officer may 
also be used.” 

Paragraph (h)(7) – Test Methods Dates 
Staff proposes to revise the rule language in paragraph (h)(7) to be consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules. 

“(7) Test Methods Dates 
 All test methods referenced in this section subdivision shall be the most recently 

approved versions.  The Executive Officer may update test methods as necessary to 
reflect the most accurate method available, provided the method does not affect the 
stringency of the ruleby the appropriate governmental entities.” 

 
Subdivision (i) Exemptions 
Staff proposes to reformat subdivision (i) to update section numbering and to move the 
exemption for Aerosol Coating Products and adding a new exemption for graphic arts materials 
that have 10 g/L of VOC or less.  Graphic arts materials do not include materials used in 
cleaning operations. 

“(i) Exemptions 
(1) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to: […] 

(I) Aerosol coating products 
(J) Graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L or 

equivalent, less water and less exempt compounds, as applied.” 
 
Staff is proposing to include an exemption from Rule 1130 provisions for graphic arts materials 
with a VOC content of 10 g/L or less.  Given the uncertainties in the methods for determining 
VOC content at these low levels for some materials, staff proposes to allow for alternative 
equivalent metrics to determine the VOC content.  For instance, for reactive coatings, an 
alternative calculation includes a determination of 99% solids content or greater by weight.  It is 
noted that formulation data may be obtained by staff to estimate the VOC content of these near-
zero VOC products. 
 
Staff is then proposing to relocate the emissions threshold and associated record keeping for 
metalic and matte finish inks of paragraph (i)(11) to a new paragraph (i)(5) and change the 
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records retention requirement from two years to five years.  The revised rule language is shown 
below. 

“(5) Facilities operating under the provisions of paragraph (i)(4) whose actual 
emissions exceed ten (10) tons in any calendar year shall: 

(A) henceforth be subject to the requirements of paragraph (c)(1). 
(B) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (e), facilities shall retain 

records of purchase orders and invoices of VOC-containing materials for 
a minimum of five (5) years.” 

 
Staff is proposing to add new rule language to provide an exemption for storage of graphic arts 
materials that exceed the VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) provided the VOCs from those graphic 
arts materials are collected and controlled by an emissions control system, consistent with 
SCAQMD VOC rules. 

“(6) The provision of paragraph (c)(1) shall not apply to a worksite that stores graphic 
arts materials provided such graphic arts materials are vented exclusively to 
printing systems equipped with an approved emission control system pursuant to 
the requirements of paragraph (c)(5).” 

 
Finally, staff proposes to add new language to provide rule relief for sheet-fed presses that have a 
sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or if the total fountain solution reservoir 
capacity is one gallon or less as recommended by the CTG.  However, this exemption can only 
be met if the sheet-fed presses, having a sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or if the 
total fountain solution reservoir capacity is one gallon or less, uses a fountain solution with a 
VOC content of no more than 80 grams per liter of material, as applied, or if using a refrigerated 
chiller, no more than 100 grams per liter of material, as applied.  The new language will appear 
in paragraph (i)(8) as follows. 

“(8) The provisions of paragraph (c)(2) shall not apply to sheet-fed offset presses that 
have a sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or any offset press if the 
total solution reservoir capacity is one gallon or less, provided the VOC content of 
the fountain solution used contains no more than 80 grams per liter of material, as 
applied, or if using a refrigerated chiller, no more than 100 grams per liter of 
material, as applied.” 
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EMISSION IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
The proposed amendment is not expected to result in emission reductions. 
 
COST ANALYSIS 
The proposed amendments to Rule 1130 is not expected to have a net cost impact since industry will 
be able to continue business as usual and operate their equipment subject to Proposed Amended Rule 
1130 in a similar manner to the current rule.   
 
CONTROL DEVICE EFFICIENCY 
The proposed amendment seeks to change the add-on control device efficiency requirement from 75% 
overall to the CTG recommended 95% control and 90% capture efficiency.  Staff has analyzed the data 
for the 29 control units in the South Coast AQMD jurisdiction and found that all of them will meet the 
new revised limit.  The typical overall control device efficiency for the control units operating in the 
District is 96.2%.  Therefore, staff believes there will be no cost impact on industry for this revision. 
 
FOUNTAIN SOLUTIONS 
The proposed amendment seeks to align the VOC requirements in Rule 1130 with the recommended 
VOC requirements in the U.S. EPA Control Techniques Guidelines for fountain solutions.  Staff 
believes there would be a no cost impact to industry for the EPA recommended VOC limit changes.  
Staff conducted a survey of fountain solutions on the internet and found that out of 169 fountain 
solutions, 152 met the most restrictive VOC limit, the heatset web-fed without a refrigerated chiller (16 
grams per liter).  Typically, the technical data sheets for manufacturers of fountain solutions 
recommend anywhere from 2 to 4 ounces of the fountain solution to be mixed with one gallon of 
water.  Staff used the highest dosages to calculate the VOC content of the fountain solutions and even 
at the maximum dosage for fountain solution staff still found 152 fountain solutions will meet the most 
restrictive VOC limit.  This data shows that industry has been using products that already comply with 
the new adjusted VOC limits and should not pose a cost impact to industry.   
 
STORAGE OF CERTAIN NON-COMPLIANT VOC-CONTAINING MATERIALS 
The proposed amendment prohibits storage of VOC-containing materials at a worksite that do not meet 
the VOC limits specified in the Table of Standards I [Rule 1130 paragraph (c)(1)].  The rule proposal 
includes an exemption to this prohibition provided that the graphic arts materials are vented 
exclusively to an approved emissions control system.  Staff believes there would be no cost impact to 
this change because a facility conducting graphic arts operations has no operational need for non-
compliant VOC containing materials at their worksite and because the proposed amendment does not 
change the VOC content requirement for any currently stored graphic arts materials.  This proposed 
rule language has been added to make the rule consistent with other VOC regulating rules.   
 
The remaining changes in this proposed amendment are to remove obsolete rule language, update 
definitions for consistency with other District rules, add two new definitions and make minor 
corrections and clarifications will have no cost or emissions impact. 
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INCREMENTAL COST-EFFECTIVENESS 
Under Health and Safety Code § 40920.6, the SCAQMD is required to perform an incremental cost 
analysis when adopting a Best Available Retrofit Control Technology (BARCT) rule or feasible 
measure required by the California Clean Air Act.  To perform this analysis, the SCAQMD must (1) 
identify one or more control options achieving the emission reduction objectives for the proposed rule, 
(2) determine the cost effectiveness for each option, and (3) calculate the incremental cost 
effectiveness for each option.  To determine incremental costs, the SCAQMD must “calculate the 
difference in the dollar costs divided by the difference in the emission reduction potentials between 
each progressively more stringent potential control option as compared to the next less expensive 
control option.”  TheStaff reviewed the 2006 CTG along with other current standards throughout the 
state and determined that PAR1130 represents BARCT for graphic arts operations because there are no 
other more stringent limits available.  PAR1130 does not implement a more restrictive BARCT 
because the amendment reflects existing practices and technology and therefore does not achieve 
additional emission reductions.  Because the proposed amendments to Rule 1130 dodoes not 
implement a more restrictive BARCT or feasible control measure, and therefore § 40920.6 is 
inapplicable. 
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the SCAQMD is the Lead 
Agency and has prepared a Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) to analyze environmental impacts 
from the proposed project pursuant to its certified regulatory program (SCAQMD Rule 110).  The 
Draft EA includes a project description and analysis of potential adverse environmental impacts that 
could be generated from the proposed project.  Comments focusing on issues relative to the 
environmental analysis for the proposed project will be accepted duringThe Draft EA was circulated 
for a 30-day public review and comment period beginning February 25, 2014, and ending 5 p.m. on 
March 26, 2014.  Responses to any comments on the Draft EA received during the public review and 
comment period will be prepared and incorporated into the Final EA. 
 
SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
The proposed amendments codify existing practices at graphic arts operations that are subject to Rule 
1130.  As such, there are no additional costs or other socioeconomic impacts anticipated and no 
socioeconomic analysis is required under Health and Safety Code Section 40728.5. 
 
DRAFT FINDINGS UNDER CALIFORNIA HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 40727 
The draft findings include necessity, authority, clarity, consistency, non-duplication and reference, as 
defined in Health and Safety Code Section §40727.  The draft findings are as follows: 
 
Necessity - The SCAQMD Governing Board finds and determines that Proposed Amended Rule 1130, 
Graphic Arts, is necessary to make Rule 1130 consistent with the suggested control device efficiencies 
and the recommended VOC limits for fountain solutions with United States Environmental Protection 
Agency’s (U.S. EPA) Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) for Offset Lithographic Printing and 
Letterpress Printing (EPA 453/R-06-002) and Flexible Package Printing (EPA 453/R-06-003). 
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Authority - The SCAQMD Governing Board obtains its authority to adopt, amend or repeal rules and 
regulations from Health and Safety Code §§ 40000, 40001, and 40440. 
 
Clarity - The SCAQMD Governing Board finds and determines that Proposed Amended Rule 1130 is 
written and displayed so that the meaning can be easily understood by persons directly affected by it. 
 
Consistency – The SCAQMD Governing Board finds and determines that Proposed Amended Rule 
1130 is in harmony with, and not in conflict with or contradictory to, existing statutes, court decisions, 
or federal or state regulations. 
 
Non-Duplication – The SCAQMD Governing Board has determined that Proposed Amended Rule 
1130 does not impose the same requirement as any existing state or federal regulation, and the 
proposed amendment is necessary and proper to execute the powers and duties granted to, and imposed 
upon, the SCAQMD. 
 
Reference - In adopting this proposed amendment, the SCAQMD Governing Board references the 
following statutes which SCAQMD hereby implements, interprets or makes specific: Health and 
Safety Code Sections 40001 and 40440. 
 
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS 
California Health and Safety Code Section 40727.2 requires the comparative analysis with any federal 
or other SCAQMD rules that apply to the same equipment or source type as the proposed amendments.  
The proposed amendments codify existing practices at graphic arts operations that are subject to Rule 
1130.  As such, the proposed amended rule does not impose a new emission limit or standard, make an 
existing emission limit or standard more stringent, or impose new or more stringent monitoring, 
reporting, or recordkeeping requirements and therefore a comparative analysis pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code Section 40727.2 is not required 
 
DRAFT CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
Staff recommends that Certifying the Final Environmental Assessment (EA) for Proposed Amended 
Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts and Amending Rule 1130 - Graphic Arts to update Rule 1130 with the 
control measures recommended by the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s (U.S. EPA) 
Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) for Offset Lithographic Printing and Letterpress Printing (EPA 
453/R-06-002) and Flexible Package Printing (EPA 453/R-06-003). 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
Staff held the public workshop for Proposed Amended Rule 1130 on Thursday, February 6, 2014.  The 
following comments were made at the public workshop and staff responses to those comments are 
shown below. 
 
Stakeholder Comment #1:  
Prohibition of Material – how does it apply to fountain solutions? 



Chapter 3: Impact Assessment of Proposed Amended Rule 1130 Final Staff Report 

Proposed Amended Rule 1130 3-4 April 2014 

Staff response: 
The intent of the provision is to apply to graphic arts material as recommended for use.  Fountain solutions are 

not part of the graphic arts materials definition.  Additionally, the provision applies to the VOC content of the 

graphic arts materials as applied, or “press-ready”. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #2:  
Lithographic plates can be made of paper or polymer in addition to metal. 

Staff response: 
Staff revised the staff report by removing the word “metal” to reflect the intent of your comment. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #3:  
Sheet fed and Web-fed are subsets of offset lithographic printing, not types of offset lithographic printing. 

Staff response: 
Staff has revised the staff report to address the intent of your comment by replacing the word “types” with 

“subset.” 

 
Stakeholder Comment #4:  
Fountain solutions come in one step and two step formulations.  The PDSR describes the one step formulation 
and should address the two step formulations.  Some lithographic printing on plastic has faced challenges with 
lower VOC content fountain solutions, but the PIA believes the CTG limits are achievable. 

Staff response: 
Staff agrees and has revised the staff report by adding additional language describing the one-step and two-step 

fountain solutions.  

 
Stakeholder Comment #5:  
The description of the alternative emission control system should differentiate between heat-set and non-heat-set 
inks.  Also, heat-set letterpress printing may need to be specifically included as identified by the CTG. 

Staff response: 
The Alternative Emission Control System is based on the collection system and the control device and reference 

to the SCAQMD compliance advisory and treatment for heatset lithographic printing has been included as an 

appendix to the report.  Staff added additional language to describe flexographic, letterpress and gravure 

printing processes in the draft staff report.  Letterpress printing is defined in the rule and Table of Standards I 

also specifies the VOC content limit for inks used in letterpress operations.  The rule also accommodates a 

person using the Heatset letter printing process with inks that exceed the VOC content limits in the Table of 

Standards I provided all the graphic arts materials are vented exclusively to an approved emission control 

system or if operating under an approved Alternative Emission Control Plan. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #6:  
We need to have the SCAQMD 1997 Compliance Advisory related to heatset lithography and control device 
capture efficiency directly addressed as part of this rule amendment. 
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Staff response: 
Staff agrees and has included the 1997 Compliance Advisory in Appendix B of the Draft Staff Report. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #7:  
The control device control efficiencies noted in the PDSR seem low.   

Staff response: 
Staff obtained the control device efficiencies from engineering applications for the initial permits a given facility 

applied for.  The control device efficiencies are based on source test results.  Some of the source tests are dated 

and the older equipment may not perform as efficiently as the newer equipment that is available today.   Even at 

an average of 96.6% efficiency, the lowest being 92.1% efficient, all control efficiencies combined with a 

capture efficiency default of 99.5% are well with the required 86% overall control efficiency limit, based on 

SCAQMD records. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #8:  
The term “non-compliant” with respect to prohibited storage should either be defined or replaced with cross-
referencing citations for clarification. 

Staff response: 
The comment refers to the phrase “Storage of Certain Non-Compliant VOC-Containing Materials” shown in 

chapter 3, page 3-1 of the Preliminary Draft Staff Report.  The PDSR stated that the proposed amendment 

would prohibit storage of certain non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite.  To provide clarity, 

staff revised the language to read that the prohibition of certain VOC-containing materials at a worksite that do 

not meet the VOC limits specified in the Table of Standards I [Rule 1130 paragraph (c)(1)].   Staff also added 

an additional sentence to indicate that graphic arts materials that are “not compliant” but used exclusively in 

conjunction with an approved emissions control system are not subject to the prohibition. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #9:  
Staff uses “radiation curable” in both the Proposed Amended Rule and the Preliminary Draft Staff Report.  The 
industry term is actually “energy curable”.  Please update the proposed amend rule and the draft staff report 

Staff Response: 
Staff has made the requested change in the Preliminary Draft Staff Report by changing “radiation cured” to 

“energy cured” throughout the draft staff report.  In addition, staff has added a new definition to Proposed 

Amended Rule 1130 for “ENERGY CURABLE COATINGS, INKS AND ADHESIVES.”   

 
Stakeholder Comment #10:  
Industry would like to raise the low-VOC content material exemption from 10 g/L to 20 g/L to account for 
errors and conservative reporting of VOC-content for energy curable graphic arts materials.  

Staff Response: 
The 10 g/L VOC content limit is consistent with other VOC rules and programs pertaining to the near-zero VOC 

technology, and represents the current super-compliant VOC content level.  In addition, the definition for 

energy curable includes reference to ASTM Test Method 7767-11 “Standard Test Method to Measure Volatiles 
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from Radiation Curable Acrylate Monomers, Oligomers, and Blends and Thin Coatings Made from Them” 

which staff believes should address the concerns raised by this comment.  Staff is proposing to include an 

exemption from Rule 1130 provisions for graphic arts materials with a VOC content of 10 g/L or less.  Given the 

uncertainties in the methods for determining VOC content at these low levels for some materials, staff proposes 

to allow for alternative equivalent metrics to determine the VOC content.  For instance, for reactive coatings, an 

alternative calculation includes a determination of 99% solids content or greater by weight.  It is noted that 

formulation data may be obtained by staff to estimate the VOC content of these near-zero VOC products. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #11:  
We request a delay in the effective date for storage of non-compliant materials, possibly 3 months. 

Staff Response: 
Staff agrees and has provided the requested three month delay in the rule for prohibited storage of “non-

compliant” materials and for fountain solutions.  The new VOC limits shown in the Table of Standards II will 

become effective on July 1, 2014, in order to provide a short transition period for the new standard. 

 
The following were received after the close of comment period. 
 
Stakeholder Comment #12:  
Section (c)(4) Acceptable formula for calculating overall efficiency is proposed to be removed.  Concern that 
this will give individual permit engineers and inspectors the freedom to decide how efficiency is calculated and 
the ability to cite the facility arbitrary. 

Staff Response: 
The proposed amended rule includes a reformatting of the language pertaining control efficiency.  The formula 

remains the same. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #13:  
Section (c)(4) VOC emissions reduction system must be approved in writing by the Executive Officer.  Need 
clarification – does a permit constitute written approval or is does (sic) the Executive Officer need to provide an 
approval letter?  See SCAQMD Rule 102, definitions: Executive Officer means the Executive Officer or 
designee of the South Coast Air Quality Management District. 

Staff Response: 
Issuance of a permit for the emission reduction system is considered written approval by the Executive Officer. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #14:  
Section (c)(4)(B) The owner/operator demonstrates that the emissions collection systems collects at least 90 
percent, by weight, of the VOC emissions generated by the source emission.  What methods of demonstration of 
the emission system are acceptable in order to achieve 90% by weight reduction of VOC emissions –- will 
showing negative dryer pressure suffice?  The reduction in emissions generated note “by the source emissions”.  
Does this pertain to only the select VOC reduction from either (c)(1) and (c)(2) or does the proposed standard 
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include all VOC emissions generated at the source including ink, fountain solution, and auxiliary operations 
such as cleaning and adhesive application? 

Staff Response: 
The collection efficiency is determined in accordance with the test methods outlined in paragraph (h)(4) of the 

proposed amended rule for complying with paragraph (c)(1) or (c)(2) for those materials that exceed the VOC 

content limits as applicable.  Paragraph (h)(5) allows use of equivalent methods provided they have been 

approved by SCAQMD, CARB and the U.S. EPA.  Finally, for heatset lithographic inks, the approach described 

in Appendix B of this staff report can be used as an acceptable equivalent method for capture efficiency, which 

includes a demonstration of negative air pressure.  Cleaning operations are subject to Rule 1171 – Solvent 

Cleaning Operations. 

 
Stakeholder Comment #15:  
Section (c)(4) No mention is made allowing 70% capture and 30% fugitive per CTG.  Recommend adoption of 
CTG Part VIII.C.  Carryover of VOC from Automatic Blanket Wash and Fountain Solution to Offset 
Lithographic Heatset Dryers.  We recommend using a 40 percent VOC carryover (capture) factor for automatic 
blanket washing when the VOC composite vapor pressure of the cleaning material is less than 10 mm Hg at 20 
C.  We recommend using a 70 percent VOC carryover (capture) factor for alcohol substitutes in fountain 
solution.  No mention of manual blanket wash retention allowances in CTG.  Recommended adoption of CTG 
Part VIII.B.  Retention of Low VOC Composite Vapor Pressure Cleaning Materials in Shop Towels.  We 
recommend using a 50 percent VOC retention factor for low VOC composite vapor pressure cleaning materials 
in shop towels where (1) VOC composite vapor pressure of the cleaning material is less than 10 mm Hg at 20 
C, and (2) cleaning materials and used shop towels are kept in closed containers. 

Staff Response: 
All clean-up operations are deferred to SCAQMD Rule 1171 – Solvent Cleaning Operations.  Rule 1171 

requires any cleaning solution for press clean-up to have no more than 25 g/L of VOC as applied.  Rule 1171 

also requires all solvent/VOC-containing cleaning solution hand towels to be kept in sealed containers when not 

being used.  The emission calculations, including use of retention factors, have previously been incorporated 

into the annual emissions reporting guidelines, included as Appendix A – VOC Emission Calculation 

Methodology for Lithographic Printing Operations of this staff report, for emission reporting purposes. 
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PREFACE 

This document constitutes the Final Environmental Assessment (EA) for Proposed Amended 
Rule 1130 – Graphic Arts.  The Draft EA was released for a 30-day public review and comment 
period from February 25, 2014 to March 26, 2014.  No comment letters were received from the 
public relative to the Draft EA.  The environmental analysis in the Draft EA concluded that 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130 would not generate any significant adverse environmental 
impacts. 
  
Minor modifications were made to the proposed amended rule subsequent to release of the Draft 
EA for public review.  To facilitate identifying modifications to the document, added and/or 
modified text is underlined.  Staff has reviewed these minor modifications and concluded that 
they do not make any impacts substantially worse or change any conclusions reached in the Draft 
EA.  As a result, these minor revisions do not require recirculation of the document pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines §15088.5.  Therefore, this document now constitutes the Final EA for 
Proposed Amended Rule 1130. 
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INTRODUCTION
The California Legislature created the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) in 19771 as the agency responsible for developing and enforcing air pollution 
control rules and regulations in the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) and portions of the Salton Sea 
Air Basin and Mojave Desert Air Basin referred to herein as the District.  By statute, the 
SCAQMD is required to adopt an air quality management plan (AQMP) demonstrating 
compliance with all federal and state ambient air quality standards for the district.2  Furthermore, 
the SCAQMD must adopt rules and regulations that carry out the AQMP.3  The 2012 AQMP 
concluded that major reductions in emissions of particulate matter (PM), oxides of sulfur (SOx) 
and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) are necessary to attain the state and national ambient air quality 
standards for ozone, particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 microns or less 
(PM10) and particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 microns or less (PM2.5).  
More emphasis is placed on NOx and SOx emission reductions because they provide greater 
ozone and PM emission reduction benefits than volatile organic compound (VOC) emission 
reductions.  VOC emission reductions, along with NOx emission reductions, continue to be 
necessary, because emission reductions of both of these ozone precursors are necessary to meet 
the ozone standards.  VOC emission reductions also contribute to achieving the PM2.5 ambient 
air quality standards.  Proposed Amended Rule (PAR) 1130 – Graphic Arts, would partially 
implement 2012 AQMP Control Measure CTS-02- Further Emission Reductions from 
Miscellaneous Coatings, Adhesives, Solvents and Lubricants and the Reasonably Available 
Control Measures (RACM) Demonstration (Appendix VI of 2012 AQMP) as explained in more 
detail below. 

Ozone, a criteria pollutant that is formed when NOx and VOCs react in the atmosphere, has been 
shown to adversely affect human health.  The federal one-hour4 and eight-hour ozone standards 
were exceeded in the district in 2010.  The Central San Bernardino Mountain area recorded the 
greatest number of exceedences of the one-hour state standard (52 days), eight-hour state 
standard (101 days), and eight-hour federal standard (74 days).  However, none of the four 
counties had health advisory days in 2010.  Altogether, in 2010, the South Coast Air Basin 
exceeded the federal eight-hour ozone standard on 102 days, the state one-hour ozone standard 
on 79 days, and the state eight-hour ozone standard on 131 days.5 

Although health-based standards have not been established for VOCs, health effects can occur 
from exposures to high concentrations of VOCs because of interference with oxygen uptake.  In 
general, ambient VOC concentrations in the atmosphere are suspected to cause coughing, 
sneezing, headaches, weakness, laryngitis, and bronchitis, even at low concentrations.  Some 
hydrocarbon components classified as VOC emissions are thought or known to be toxic air 
contaminants (TACs).  With stationary and mobile sources being the major producers of VOCs, 
which contribute to ozone formation, reducing the quantity of VOCs in the district has been an 
on-going effort by the SCAQMD. 
                                                 
1 The Lewis-Presley Air Quality Management Act, 1976 Cal. Stats., ch 324 (codified at Health and Safety Code, §§40400-

40540). 
2 Health and Safety Code, §40460 (a).
3 Health and Safety Code, §40440 (a). 
4 The federal one-hour ozone standard was replaced by the federal eight-hour ozone standard, effective June 15, 2005, but 

SCAQMD must still attain this standard, based on a 2011 court decision. 
5 2010 Air Quality Historical Data, South Coast Air Quality Management District, 

http://www.aqmd.gov/smog/historical/AQ10card.pdf.
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The California Clean Air Act (CCAA) requires districts to achieve and maintain state standards 
by the earliest practicable date and for extreme non-attainment areas, to include all feasible 
measures pursuant to Health and Safety Code §§40913, 40914, and 40920.5.  The term 
“feasible” is defined in the Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, §15364, as a measure 
“capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, 
taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological factors.” 

AFFECTED FACILITIES 
PAR 1130 incorporates certain EPA Control Technology Guidelines (CTG) recommendations 
applicable to printing operations not included in the current rule that pertain to the overall add-on 
control device efficiency and VOC content requirements for fountain solutions.  The proposed 
amendment further adds prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a 
worksite, removes obsolete rule language, revises definitions, adds a rule exemption for graphic 
arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied, and makes minor 
corrections and clarifications, including associated section renumbering. 
 
Rule 1130 is currently applicable to persons performing graphic arts operations and to any 
person who solicits, specifies, offers for sale, sells, or distributes graphic arts materials for use in 
the District.  Using the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes, SCAQMD staff conducted 
a search in the Automated Equipment Inventory Systems (AEIS) database to find industries that 
conduct graphic arts operations.  Table 1-1 shows the following SIC codes that apply to this 
proposed rule amendment. 

TABLE 1-1 
SIC CODES USED FOR PAR 1130 

PAR1130 - SIC CODES USED 
2399 5112 2731 7336 2711 
2672 2732 3993 2396 2761 
3089 2753 7384 2754 9999 
7011 2771 3569 2741 2759 
2260 3199 2750 2329 2752 
2893 2721 2782 2751  

 
Using the SIC codes in Table 1-1, SCAQMD staff surveyed the active facilities with active 
permits in AEIS for all graphic arts printing operations and categorized the active permits per 
county as shown in Table 1-2. 
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TABLE 1-2 
PERMITTED EQUIPMENT AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION 

COUNTY NUMBER OF
PERMITS PERCENTAGE

Los Angeles County 403 69% 
Orange County 146 25% 
Riverside County 31 4% 
San Bernardino County 15 2% 
SCAQMD Jurisdiction 587 100%

 
However, there are some printing operations with low emissions potential that are exempt from 
permitting based on SCAQMD Rule 219 – Equipment Not Requiring a Written Permit Pursuant 
To Regulation II but would continue to be subject to Rule 1130. 
 
The 2012 AQMP Control Measure CTS-02 seeks to reduce VOC emissions from miscellaneous 
coating, adhesive, solvent and lubricant categories by further limiting the allowable VOC content 
in formulations, including fountain solutions.  Since local affected operations already comply 
with the proposed requirements, the proposed amendments are not expected to achieve additional 
VOC reductions. 
 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
Proposed Amended Rule (PAR) 1130 is a discretionary action by a public agency, which has 
potential for resulting in direct or indirect changes to the environment and, therefore, is 
considered a “project” as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  
SCAQMD is the lead agency for the proposed project and has prepared this draft environmental 
assessment (EA) with no significant adverse impacts pursuant to its Certified Regulatory 
Program and SCAQMD Rule 110.  California Public Resources Code §21080.5 allows public 
agencies with regulatory programs to prepare a plan or other written document in lieu of an 
environmental impact report or negative declaration once the Secretary of the Resources Agency 
has certified the regulatory program.  SCAQMD's regulatory program was certified by the 
Secretary of the Resources Agency on March 1, 1989, and is codified as SCAQMD Rule 110.   
 
CEQA and Rule 110 require that potential adverse environmental impacts of proposed projects 
be evaluated and that feasible methods to reduce or avoid significant adverse environmental 
impacts of these projects be identified.  To fulfill the purpose and intent of CEQA, the SCAQMD 
has prepared this draft EA to address the potential adverse environmental impacts associated 
with the proposed project.  The draft EA is a public disclosure document intended to:  (a) provide 
the lead agency, responsible agencies, decision makers and the general public with information 
on the environmental effects of the proposed project; and, (b) be used as a tool by decision 
makers to facilitate decision making on the proposed project.   
 
SCAQMD’s review of the proposed project shows that the proposed project would not have a 
significant adverse effect on the environment.  Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15252 
and 15126.6(f), no alternatives are proposed to avoid or reduce any significant effects because 
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there are no significant adverse impacts, and pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15126.4(a)(3), 
mitigation measures are not required for effects not found to be significant.  The analysis in the 
form of the environmental checklist in Chapter 2 supports the conclusion of no significant 
adverse environmental impacts.   
 
No comments were received on the Draft EA during the public comment period for the proposed 
project. 
 
PROJECT LOCATION 
The known affected facilities are located throughout the SCAQMD jurisdiction.  The SCAQMD 
has jurisdiction over an area of approximately 10,743 square miles, consisting of the four-county 
South Coast Air Basin (Basin) (Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, 
Riverside and San Bernardino counties), and the Riverside County portions of the Salton Sea Air 
Basin (SSAB) and Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB).  The Basin, which is a subarea of the 
SCAQMD’s jurisdiction, is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San 
Bernardino, and San Jacinto mountains to the north and east.  It includes all of Orange County 
and the nondesert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties.  The 
Riverside County portion of the SSAB is bounded by the San Jacinto Mountains in the west and 
spans eastward up to the Palo Verde Valley.  The federal nonattainment area (known as the 
Coachella Valley Planning Area) is a subregion of Riverside County and the SSAB that is 
bounded by the San Jacinto Mountains to the west and the eastern boundary of the Coachella 
Valley to the east (Figure 1-1). 
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Boundaries of the South Coast Air Quality Management District
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PROJECT OBJECTIVE 
The objectives of PAR 1130 are to: 

Incorporate certain CTG recommendations applicable to printing operations regulations; 
Increase the overall add-on control device efficiency requirements; 
Lower VOC content requirements for fountain solutions; 
Add prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite; 
Remove obsolete rule language; 
Update definitions for consistency with other SCAQMD rules; 
Add a rule exemption for graphic arts materials that have a low VOC content to 
encourage their use; 
Make minor corrections and clarifications, including associated section numbering. 
 

PROJECT BACKGROUND / TECHNOLOGY OVERVIEW 
Rule 1130 was adopted on October 3, 1980 and has been subsequently amended fourteen times.  
The most recent amendment was on October 8, 1999, which further reduced VOC emissions, 
required higher efficiencies for add-on controls, eliminated the small user exemption, and 
specified retention factors for lithographic inks.  As noted earlier, Rule 1130 is applicable to 
persons performing graphic arts operations and to any person who solicits, specifies, offers for 
sale, sells, or distributes graphic arts materials for use in SCAQMD’s jurisdiction.   
 
Offset Lithography 
Offset lithography is a common printing process that is used to produce large volumes of 
brochures, books, magazines, posters and newspapers and is the primary focus of the proposed 
amendment.  Offset lithography is a planographic method of printing which means that the 
printing and non-printing areas are in the same plane on the surface of a thin lithographic plate.  
The inked image is transferred, or offset, from the plate to a rubber blanket cylinder and from 
that, to the substrate.  The ink that is transferred to the lithographic plate contains the image area, 
which receives the oil based ink, and the non-image area, which is wetted with a water based 
solution, called the fountain solution, that provides a film that repels the ink.  Since oil and water 
don’t mix, the image area is transferred to the printing surface of the substrate whereas the non-
image areas do not receive ink and thus no ink transfer occurs.  There are two subsets of offset 
lithography printing and they are characterized by the way they are fed into the press: sheet-fed 
and web-fed printing.  Both sheet-fed and web-fed printing inks dry by a combination of 
adsorption and oxidation. 
 
Inks 
Offset lithographic printing inks are paste inks and contain pigments, vehicles, binders and other 
additives.  The pigments contain the desired color, the vehicle is the solvent that carries the 
pigment and binder, the binders fix the pigment to the substrate and the additives contain waxes, 
lubricants and driers.  The inks are generally composed of petroleum and vegetable oils.  Some 
printing operations may use varnishes, essentially an ink without pigmentation.  Heatset inks 
may contain up to 45 percent VOCs.  In heatset web lithographic printing, 20 percent of the 
petroleum ink oils and essentially all of the vegetable ink oils are retained in the substrate and 
dry ink film.  The remaining 80 percent of the petroleum ink oil is volatilized in and then 
exhausted from the dryer.  Since the vegetable ink oil does not volatilize in the dryer, the amount 
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of vegetable ink oil that can be used in heatset web offset lithographic inks is very limited.  If 
there is too much vegetable oil in a heatset web offset lithographic ink, the ink will not dry 
properly.  Coldset inks typically contain below 35 percent VOC and sheet-fed inks contain below 
25 percent VOC.  In sheet-fed and coldset web offset printing, 95 percent of the petroleum ink 
oils and essentially all of the vegetable oils are absorbed into the substrate and dried ink film.  
The remaining 5 percent of the petroleum ink oil is volatilized and emitted to atmosphere.  
Ultraviolet (UV) and electron beam (EB) energy cured inks are normally lower VOC-containing 
inks.  In the SCAQMD jurisdiction, the coatings are predominately water based or energy cured 
materials having low VOC emissions. 
 
SCAQMD guideline for calculating emissions for annual reporting pursuant to Rule 304 – Fees 
“VOC Emission Calculation Methodology for Lithographic Printing Operations – December 
2011” (see Appendix A of PAR 1130 Draft Staff Report) outlines the use of the aforementioned 
parameters, as well as additional considerations for annual emission reporting purposes. UV and 
EB inks are normally lower VOC-containing inks. 
 
Fountain Solution 
Fountain solutions are used in the offset lithographic printing process and are primarily 
composed of water with certain additives to moisten the non-image area of the lithographic plate 
in order to keep ink from depositing (and thus printing) in areas where the ink is not wanted.  
Since offset lithographic inks are oil based and the fountain solution water based, the fountain 
solution renders the non-image areas unreceptive to ink and thus the ink is not transferred.  The 
fountain solution contains a small amount of gum Arabic or synthetic resins, acids, and buffer 
salts to maintain the pH of the solution.  Alcohols, including isopropanol, n-propanol and 
ethanol, are typically added to the water to lower the surface tension and increase the viscosity of 
the fountain solution.  The alcohol substitute fountain solutions are formulated using no alcohol 
and are typically glycol ethers or ethylene glycol for lower VOC emissions but still provide the 
same purpose as the alcohol containing fountain solutions.  Fountain solutions are packaged as 
either a “one-step” or “two-step” product.  Fountain solutions consist of a concentrate of 
chemicals that are mixed with a large volume of water, typically two to six ounces of concentrate 
to one gallon of water, and alcohol or alcohol substitute, generally requiring two steps to make a 
press-ready solution.  Historically, the alcohol was added in amounts of up to 25 percent of the 
solution to provide wetting to the dampening rollers and the non-image areas of the printing 
plates and, due to the amount of alcohol used, could not be packaged with the concentrate.  With 
lower alcohol or alcohol substitute requirements, combining the concentrate with the wetting 
agent as a single or one-step formulation became available. 
 
The fountain solution is stored in a reservoir which is a collection tank that serves to hold the 
fountain solution while it is continuously recirculated from the reservoir to the fountain trays 
used at the printing working area.  The fountain tray simply holds a small amount of fountain 
solution and by constant recirculation; the fountain solution not only provides a film for non-ink 
retention, but also serves to cool the lithographic plate.  The fountain solution reservoir typically 
is equipped with cooling coils for refrigeration of the fountain solution.  The reservoir volume 
does not include the volume of the trays or any other additional containers such as mixing units. 
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Emissions Control Systems 
Emission control systems are used in graphic arts operations to reduce VOC emissions.  The 
emission control system is another major strategy in the reduction of VOCs from offset 
lithographic printing operations.  The capture system consists of equipment capable of collecting 
the emissions generated from the printing process and transferring the emissions to a control 
device.  The control device is generally a thermal oxidizer or catalytic oxidizer and is used to 
destroy the emissions.   
 
The CTG recommended 90 percent control efficiency in the 1993 draft CTG and 95 percent 
control efficiency for a control device for equipment that was installed after the date of the 
current CTG, September 2006.  The current version of Rule 1130 requires overall efficiency for 
flexography, packaging gravure, lithography and letterpress printing to be 75 percent or greater 
overall control efficiency (publication gravure requires 85 percent control device efficiency).   
 
SCAQMD staff identified 29 active permitted air pollution control devices in the AEIS records, 
all of which currently meet the recommended CTG levels.  The facilities that utilize these air 
pollution control devices typically have higher production rates than the rest of the facilities 
identified and utilize heatset inks which typically contain a higher VOC content.  Therefore, it 
was necessary for these facilities to install air pollution control devices to lower their VOC 
emissions. 
 
The CTG does not recommend capture and control of VOC emissions from sheet-fed or coldset 
web inks because the VOC emissions from these operations are already low, are not amenable to 
add-on control, and inks can meet the lower VOC content limits.  Fountain solution VOCs can be 
controlled by refrigerated cooling coils in the fountain reservoir where the temperature of the 
fountain solution is maintained at 55 degrees Fahrenheit or less to control volatilization. 
 
In lieu of requiring a source test to determine the collection efficiency, the SCAQMD allows 
companies to use a collection (capture) efficiency default value of 99.5 percent for heat-set 
lithographic printing, provided the operator can demonstrate that there is always sufficient air 
flow into the dryer through all the dryer’s openings (excluding the exhaust stack) to prevent 
emissions from escaping the dryer during normal operations.  Lacking any physical evidence to 
the contrary (such as visible emissions emanating from the dryer), an operator can make this 
demonstration by showing that the pressure inside the dryer is always negative (lower) relative to 
the static pressure of the press room by either of the methods specified in the SCAQMD’s 
“Compliance Advisory – Determining Collection Efficiencies for Air Pollution Control Systems 
Serving Heat-Set Lithographic Printing Presses, 1997.”  Appendix B of the Draft Staff Report 
for PAR 1130 includes a copy of this advisory. 
 
Since all of the affected facilities/operations already comply with the proposed requirements, the 
proposed amendments are not expected to achieve additional VOC reductions. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The following summarizes the proposed amendments to Rule 1130.  A copy of PAR 1130 is 
included in Appendix A.  
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Subdivision (a) Purpose and Applicability 
PAR 1130 would incorporate the following revisions to subdivision (a) to further clarify the 
purpose and applicability: 
 
“The purpose of this rule is to reduce Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) emissions from 
graphic arts operations. This rule applies to any persons performing graphic arts operations or 

who supplies, sells, offers for sale, markets, manufactures, blends, repackages, stores at a worksite, 

distributes, applies or solicits the application of graphic arts materials for use in the District.”
 
Subdivision (b) Definitions 
PAR 1130 proposes the following revision to the definition “Aerosol Coating Product” to make 
it consistent with the “Aerosol Coating Product” definition in other Regulation XI rules. 

“(1) AEROSOL COATING PRODUCT is a pressurized coating product containing 
pigments or resins that dispenses product ingredients by means of a propellant, and 
is packaged in a disposable can for hand-held application, or for use in specialized 
equipment for ground marking and traffic-marking applications.” 

 
PAR 1130 adds new definitions to the rule to define “Alcohol” and “Alcohol Substitute”: 

“(2) ALCOHOL is an organic compound that contains a hydroxyl (OH) group and is 
used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension and increase the viscosity 
of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).  For purposes of this rule, alcohol 
includes, but is not limited to, isopropyl alcohol (isopropanol), n-propanol and 
ethanol.” 

 
“(3) ALCOHOL SUBSTITUTE is an additive that contains VOCs but no alcohol and is 

used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension and increase the viscosity 
of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).”

 
PAR 1130 proposes the following revision to the definition “Coating” to make it consistent with 
the “Coating” definition in other Regulation XI rules. 

“(4) COATING is a material which is applied to a surface in order to beautify, protect, 
or provide a barrier to such surface in a relatively unbroken film.“ 

 
PAR 1130 proposes to add a new definition to the rule to define “Energy Curable Coatings, Inks 
and Adhesives” to provide clarity to energy curable graphic arts materials, and replace references 
to UV and EB materials with the definition thoughout the rule.  

“(8) ENERGY CURABLE COATINGS, INKS and ADHESIVES are single-component 
reactive products that cure upon exposure to visible-light, ultra-violet light or to an 
electron beam.  The VOC content of thin film Energy Curable COATINGS, INKS 
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and ADHESIVES may be determined by manufacturers using ASTM Test Method 
7767-11 “Standard Test Method to Measure Volatiles from Radiation Curable 
Acrylate Monomers, Oligomers, and Blends and Thin Coatings Made from Them.” 

 
PAR 1130 proposes the following correction to the definition “Flexographic Printing”, 
“Fountain Solution” and “Letterpress Printing” by hypenating the word “nonimage” to “non-
image.” 

“(11) FLEXOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a printing method utilizing a flexible rubber or 
other elastomeric plate in which the image area is raised relative to the non-image 
area.”

 
“(13) FOUNTAIN SOLUTION is the solution used in offset lithographic printing which is 

applied to the image plate to maintain the hydrophilic properties of the non-image 
areas.  It is primarily water and contains at least one of the following materials: 
etchants such as mineral salts; hydrophilic gums; or VOC additives to reduce the 
surface tension of the solution.” 

 
“(21) LETTERPRESS PRINTING is a printing process in which the image area is raised 

relative to the non-image area and the ink is transferred to the substrate directly 
from the image surface.” 

 
PAR 1130 proposes to correct a spelling error in the definition “Graphic Arts Operations.”  The 
misspelled word is shown as “Opertions” and will be changed to “Operations”, then the word 
“offset” will be added to lithographic printing processes. 

“(16) GRAPHIC ARTS OPERATIONS are gravure, letterpress, flexographic, and offset 
lithographic printing processes or related coating or laminating processes.” 

 
PAR 1130 proposes the following revisions to the definition “Heatset Ink” to clarify the type of 
ink and to properly refer to the equipment as web-fed, not web-feed and revise the description of 
dryers as hot air high velocity dryers. 

“(19) HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink used on continuous web-fed 
printing presses that are equipped with hot air high velocity dryers.  The ink dries 
or sets by heat induced evaporation of the ink oils and subsequent chilling of the ink 
by chill rolls.” 

PAR 1130 proposes to revise the “Lithographic Printing” definition by adding “Offset” to be 
consistent with the CTG, hypenate non-image, remove metal lithographic plate since the plates 
can be made of many non-metal materials and incorporate additional rule language to enhance 
the current definition, and update all similar references to lithographic printing throughout the 
rule. 
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“(26) OFFSET LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a planographic printing process in which 
the image and areas are on the same plane of a thin lithographic plate and are 
chemically differentiated.  The ink film is transferred from the lithographic plate to 
an intermediary surface, a rubber covered cylinder called a blanket, which, in turn, 
transfers the ink to the substrate.  This printing process differs from other printing 
processes where the image is typically printed from a raised or recessed surface.” 

 
“(24) NON-HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink that sets and dries by 

absorption into the substrate, and hardens by ambient air oxidation that may be 
accelerated by the use of infrared light sources.  For the purposes of this definition 
energy curable inks are examples of non-heatset inks.” 

 
PAR 1130 proposes the following revisions to the definition “Matte Finish Ink” and “Metallic 
Ink” to clarify the type of printing ink and then change the word “applied” to the word “used”, to 
be consistent with the applicability purposes of this rule. 

“(22) MATTE FINISH INK is a flexographic printing ink which is used on non-porous 
substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains at least five (5) percent 
by weight silicon dioxide flattening agent.” 

 
 “(23) METALLIC INK is a flexographic printing ink which is used on non-porous 

substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains at least 28 percent by 
weight elemental metal particles.” 

 
PAR 1130 proposes the following revision to the definition “Solvent Cleaning” to make it 
consistent with the “Solvent Cleaning” definition in other Regulation XI rules. 

“(37) SOLVENT CLEANING is as defined in Rule 1171 – Solvent Cleaning Operations.” 
 
PAR 1130 proposes to add the title of the referenced rule (Rule 102) to the current definition. 

“(39) VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUND (VOC) is as defined in Rule 102 - Definition 
of Terms.” 

 
PAR 1130 proposes to correct the term “Web-Feed” to “Web-Fed.”  The current version of Rule 
1130 specifies “WEB-FEED” but the term is actually “WEB-FED.” 

“(40)  WEB-FED is an automatic system which supplies substrate from a continuous roll, 
or from an extrusion process.” 
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Subdivision (c) Requirements 
Paragraph (c)(1) – VOC Content of Graphic Arts Materials 
PAR 1130 would update the current rule language to enhance clarity by detailing the actions 
subject to this provision.  In addition, the VOC content limits are updated in the proposed 
amendment, consistent with the formatting used in other SCAQMD rules, as shown below. 

“No person shall supply, sell, offer for sale, market, manufacture, blend, package, repackage, 
store at a worksite, distribute, apply or solicit the application of any graphic arts material, 
including any VOC-containing materials added to the original graphic arts materials, for use in 
the District, which contains VOC in excess of the VOC content limits set-forth in the Table of 
Standards I below:” 

TABLE 1-3 
PROPOSED TABLE OF STANDARDS I 

TABLE OF STANDARDS I 

VOC CONTENT LIMITS 
Grams Of VOC Per Liter Of Coating Or Ink Or Adhesive, Less 

Water And Less Exempt Compounds

GRAPHIC ART MATERIAL Current Limit 
(g/L) 

Adhesive 150 
Coating 300 
Flexographic Fluorescent Ink 300 
Flexographic Ink: Non-Porous Substrate 300 
Flexographic Ink: Porous Substrate 225 
Gravure Ink 300 
Letterpress Ink 300 
Offset Lithographic Ink 300 

 
Paragraph (c)(2) – VOC Content of Fountain Solutions 
PAR 1130 would delete obsolete rule language from Paragraph (c)(2), make revisions to the 
existing rule language to enhance clarity and introduce a new Table of Standards II, to combine 
the VOC limits for the fountain solutions that are used for the various types of printing methods 
in offset lithographic printing operations.   
 
The current version of Rule 1130 limits fountain solution to 100 grams per liter of VOC provided 
the fountain solution is refrigerated and maintained at 55 degrees Fahrenheit or less, or to 80 
grams per liter of VOC at room temperature.   
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The CTG recommends a percentage of alcohol or alcohol substitute when calculating the VOCs 
for either room temperature (ambient) or refrigerated fountain solutions and type of printing 
method.  SCAQMD staff converted the CTG recommended mass percentage limits to a gram per 
liter limit, consistent with SCAQMD VOC content terminology. 
 
Table 1-4 shows the recommended weight percent values and equivalent VOC content in grams 
per liter, based on standard unit conversion and product material densities. 
 
 

TABLE 1-4 
CONVERSION OF PERCENTAGE OF VOC VALUES TO MASS/VOLUME VOC 

VALUES – BASED ON CTG RECOMMENDATIONS 

FOUNTAIN SOLUTION 
CTG RECOMMENDATION 

(weight percent) 
EQUIVALENT (g/L) 

Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
At Room Temperature 

1.6% 16 

Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
Using Refrigerated Chiller 

3.0% 30 

Heatset Web Offset Lithographic 
Using Alcohol Substitute 

5.0% 50 

Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic At 
Room Temperature 

5.0% 50 

Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic 
Using Refrigerated Chiller 

8.5% 85 

Sheet-fed Offset Lithographic 
Using Alcohol Substitute 

5.0% 50 

Non-Heatset Web Offset 
Lithographic Using Alcohol 

Substitute 
5.0% 50 

 
Table 1-5 shows the updated VOC content requirements in the proposed amendment.  SCAQMD 
staff reviewed commercially available fountain solutions and found 90 percent of the fountain 
solution products meet the most restrictive 16 g/L limit.  The VOC content of the fountain 
solution can substantially be affected by the amount of dilution water added; the typical dosage 
identified was 4 to 6 fluid ounces of fountain solution concentrate per gallon of water.  With the 
exception of just three products, the fountain solutions that calculated in the excess of 16 g/L 
VOC could be used at lower concentration.  In fact, SCAQMD staff determined that when using 
the lowest concentrate limit proposed by the product manufacturer, 98 percent of the products 
were calculated to be under 16 g/L of VOC.  Two of the three fountain solutions that could not 
meet the 16 g/L VOC limit for a heatset press using fountain solution at room temperature could 
meet the limit for a heatset press using refrigerated fountain solutions.  The one product which 
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calculated at 41 g/L VOC could still be used for the other categories shown in Table 1-5.  
Therefore, SCAQMD staff believes that the CTG recommended fountain solution limits reflect 
existing operational practices. 
 
PAR 1130 would eliminate the current language in subparagraph (c)(2)(A), in lieu of the Table 
of Standards II, and add new language to subparagraph (c)(2)(B), to provide clarification that 
alcohol containing fountain solutions would be prohibited for use in non-heatset web-fed 
operations.  Table 1-5 shows the VOC limits for the fountain solutions, as applied on-press: 
 

“(A) No person shall apply any fountain solution, including any VOC-containing materials 
added to the original fountain solution for use in a graphic arts operation within the 
District unless the VOC content in the fountain solution, as applied, complies with the 
applicable VOC limits set-forth in the Table of Standards II below.” 

TABLE 1-5 
PROPOSED TABLE OF STANDARDS II 

TABLE OF STANDARDS II

VOC CONTENT LIMITS 
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Material

FOUNTAIN SOLUTION 1/1/2000 (Date of
Adoption)

(g/L) (g/L)
 Heatset Web-Fed

 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 16 
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 30 
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50 
 Sheet-Fed 

 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 50 
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 85 
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50 
 Non-Heatset Web-Fed 

 Using Alcohol Substitute without Refrigerated Chiller 
80 50 

 Using Alcohol Substitute with Refrigerated Chiller 
 

 (B) The use of alcohol containing fountain solutions is prohibited for use in non-heatset 
web-fed operations. 
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“Paragraph(c)(3) – Solvent Cleaning Operations; Storage and Disposal of VOC containing 
Materials 
PAR 1130 would incorporate the following revision to enhance the clarity of paragraph (c)(3) to 
make it consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(3) Solvent Cleaning Operations; Storage and Disposal of VOC-containing Materials.
Solvent cleaning operations and the storage and disposal of VOC-containing 
materials used in cleaning operations are subject to the provisions of Rule 1171 - 
Solvent Cleaning Operations.” 

 
Paragraph(c)(4) – Approved Emission Control System 
PAR 1130 would update the Approved Emission Control System requirements to align the CTG 
to reflect the same control efficiency requirement as in other Regulation XI rules.  The proposed 
revised rule language is as follows: 

Approved Emission Control System 
“(4) A person may comply with the provisions of paragraph (c)(1) and (c)(2) by using an 

emission control system to reduce VOC emissions provided such system is first 
approved in writing by the Executive Officer and meet the following requirements: 

(A) The control device reduces VOC emissions from an emissions collection system 
by at least 95 percent, by weight, or the output of the air pollution control 
device is no more than 50 PPM by volume calculated as carbon with no 
dilution; and 

(B) The owner/operator demonstrates that the emission collection system collects at 
least 90 percent, by weight, of the VOC emissions generated by the sources 
emissions.” 

Paragraph (c)(5) – Alternative Emission Control Plan 
PAR 1130 would revise paragraph (c)(5) to clarify rule language as follows:  

“(5) Alternative Emission Control Plan” 
A person may comply with the provisions of paragraphs (c)(1) or (c)(2) by means of 
an approved Alternative Emission Control Plan pursuant to Rule 108 - Alternative 
Emission Control Plans.” 

 
Subdivision (d) Prohibition of Specification and Sale 
Paragraph (d)(2) 
PAR 1130 would incorporate the following revisions to paragraph (d)(2) to clarify the actions a 
person may not partake in during a graphic arts operation and correct the reference of the 
applicable subparagraph. 
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“(2) No person shall supply, offer for sale, sell, market, blend, package, repackage, 
manufacture or distribute, to an end-user any graphic arts material for use in the 
District which, when applied as supplied or thinned or reduced according to the 
manufacturer's recommendation for application, does not meet the applicable VOC 
limits in paragraph (c)(1) or subparagraph(i)(4)(C) for the specific application.” 

 
Paragraph (d)(3) 
PAR 1130 would add a new paragraph to clarify a manufacturer’s responsibility to the labeling 
requirements with Rule 443.1 and to clarify the “prohibition of sales” provision in the District. 

“(3) The prohibition of sales and use as specified in paragraphs (d)(1) and (d)(2) shall 
not apply to any manufacturer of graphic arts materials, provided that the 
manufacturer has complied with the labeling requirements of Rule 443.1 – Labeling 
of Materials Containing Organic Solvents, and the product is not sold directly to a 
user located in the District, or the product was sold to an independent distributor or 
a sales outlet located in the District that is not a subsidiary of, or under the control 
of the manufacturer, and was informed in writing by the manufacturer about the 
compliance status of the product with Rule 1130.” 

 
Subdivision (f) – Rule 442 Applicability 
PAR 1130 would incorporate the following revision to enhance the clarity of this subdivision. 

“Any graphic arts operations exempted from all or a portion of the VOC limits of 
this rule shall comply with the provisions of Rule 442.” 

 
Subdivision (g) – Emission Reduction Credits 
PAR 1130 would update the rule language for Emission Reduction Credits to be consistent with 
other Regulation XI rules.  PAR 1130 would delete the current rule language and replace it with 
the following revised rule language. 

“(g) Emission Reduction Credits 
Facilities that use matte finish and metallic inks shall not receive emission 
reduction credit(s) pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 1309 above those emission 
reduction credit(s) that the facility would have received if it was operated with 
coatings having a VOC content of no more than 300 grams per liter, less water and 
less exempt compounds irrespective of the VOC limits specified in paragraph 
(i)(4)(C).” 
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Subdivision (h) - Test Methods 
Subparagraph (h)(1)(A) 
PAR 1130 would incorporate the following revisions to refine the rule language in 
subparagraphs (h)(1)(A) and (h)(1)(B) and subparagraphs (h)(2)(A) and (h)(2)(B), to make the 
rule language consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U. S. EPA) Reference Test Method 
24, (Determination of Volatile Matter Content, Water Content, Density, Volume 
Solids, and Weight Solids of Surface Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations, Title 
40, Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt compounds' content shall be determined by 
South Coast Air Quality Management’s (SCAQMD) Laboratory Test Method 302 
(Distillation of Solvents from Paints, Coatings and Inks) and 303 (Determination of 
Exempt Compounds) contained in SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual; or ” 

Subparagraph (h)(1)(B) 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language by including the title name of the test method and 
make the rule language consistent with other Regulation XI rules, as follows. 

“(B) SCAQMD Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile Organic Compounds 
(VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in SCAQMD’s “Laboratory Methods of 
Analysis for Enforcement Samples” manual.” 

Subparagraph (h)(2)(A) 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language by including the title name of the test methods and 
make the rule language consistent with other Regulation XI rules, as follows. 

“(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) Reference Test Method 
24A, Determination of Volatile Matter Content and Density of Publication 
Rotogravure Inks and Related Publication Rotogravure Coatings, Code of Federal 
Regulations Title 40, Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt compounds' content shall 
be determined by District SCAQMD’s Laboratory Test Method 303 (Determination 
of Exempt Compounds) contained in SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis 
for Enforcement Samples" manual; or” 

Subparagraph (h)(2)(B) 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language by making the rule language consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules, as follows. 

“(B) SCAQMD Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile Organic Compounds 
(VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of 
Analysis for Enforcement Samples" manual.” 
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Paragraph (h)(3) – Exempt Perfluorocarbon Compounds 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language by making the rule language consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules.  First, the list of classes of compounds has been formatted to a semi-bulleted 
list for easier reading.  Then SCAQMD staff incorporated minor revisions to provide enhanced 
clarity of the rule language. 

“The following classes of compounds:
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated alkanes;
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated ethers with no 

unsaturations;
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated tertiary amines with no 

unsaturations; and
Sulfur-containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations and with sulfur bonds
only to carbon and fluorine will be analyzed as exempt compounds for 
compliance with subdivision (c) and subparagraph (i)(4)(C), only when 
manufacturers specify which individual compounds are used in the ink and 
coating formulations.  In addition, the manufacturers must identify U.S. EPA, 
CARB, and SCAQMD approved test methods, which can be used to quantify the 
amounts of each exempt compound.” 

Paragraph (h)(4) - Determination of Efficiency of Emission Control Systems 
Subparagraph (h)(4)(A) 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language in paragraph (h)(4) by making the rule language 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules.  This will include the elimination of clauses (i), (ii), 
and (iii). 

“(A) The capture efficiency of an emission control system as specified in paragraph 
(b)(5) shall be determined by the procedures presented in U.S. EPA technical 
guideline document, "Guidelines for Determining Capture Efficiency, January 9, 
1995".  Notwithstanding the test methods specified by the Guidelines, any other 
method approved by the U.S. EPA, CARB and the SCAQMD Executive Officer may 
be substituted. 

Subparagraph (h)(4)(B) 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language in subparagraph (h)(4)(B) by making the rule language 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(B) The efficiency of the control device of the emission control system as specified in 
paragraph (b)(6) and the VOC content in the control device exhaust gases, 
measured and calculated as carbon, shall be determined by U.S. EPA Test Methods 
25, 25A, SCAQMD Method 25.1 (Determination of Total Gaseous Non-Methane 
Organic Emissions as Carbon) or SCAQMD Method 25.3 (Determination of Low 
Concentration Non-Methane Non-Ethane Organic Compound Emissions from 
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Clean Fueled Combustion Sources) as applicable.  U.S. EPA Test Method 18, or 
CARB Method 422 shall be used to determine emissions of exempt compounds.” 

Paragraph (h)(5) – Equivalent Test Methods 
PAR 1130 would refine the rule language in paragraph (h)(5) by making the rule language 
consistent with other Regulation XI rules. 

“(5) Equaivalent Test Methods 
Other test methods determined to be equivalent by the Executive Officer, CARB, 
and the U. S. EPA,and approved in writing by the District Executive Officer may 
also be used.” 

Paragraph (h)(7) – Test Methods Dates 
PAR 1130 would revise the rule language in paragraph (h)(7) to be consistent with other 
Regulation XI rules. 

“(7) Test Methods Dates 
 All test methods referenced in this subdivision shall be the most recently approved 

version by the appropriate governmental entities.” 
 
Subdivision (i) Exemptions 
PAR 1130 would reformat subdivision (i) to update section numbering, move the exemption for 
Aerosol Coating Products and add a new exemption for graphic arts materials that have 10 g/L of 
VOC or less.  Graphic arts materials do not include materials used in cleaning operations. 

“(i) Exemptions 
(1) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to: […] 

(I) Aerosol coating products 
(J) Graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, 

less water and less exempt compounds, as applied.” 
 
PAR 1130 would also relocate the emissions threshold and associated record keeping for 
metallic and matte finish inks of paragraph (i)(11) to a new paragraph (i)(5) and change the 
records retention requirement from two years to five years.  The revised rule language is shown 
below. 

“(5) Facilities operating under the provisions of paragraph (i)(4) whose actual 
emissions exceed ten (10) tons in any calendar year shall: 

(A) henceforth be subject to the requirements of paragraph (c)(1). 
(B) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (e), facilities shall retain 

records of purchase orders and invoices of VOC-containing materials for 
a minimum of five (5) years.” 
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PAR 1130 would add new rule language to provide an exemption for storage of graphic arts 
materials that exceed the VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) provided the VOCs from those graphic 
arts materials are collected and controlled by an emissions control system, consistent with 
SCAQMD VOC rules. 

“(6) The provision of paragraph (c)(1) shall not apply to the storage at a worksite of 
graphic arts materials that are intended for use in an emission control system 
pursuant with the requirements of paragraph (c)(4).” 

 
Finally, PAR 1130 would add new language to provide rule relief for sheet-fed presses that have 
a sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or if the total fountain solution reservoir 
capacity is one gallon or less as recommended by the CTG.  However, this exemption can only 
be met if the sheet-fed presses, having a sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or if the 
total fountain solution reservoir capacity is one gallon or less, uses a fountain solution with a 
VOC content of no more than 80 grams per liter of material, as applied, or if using a refrigerated 
chiller, no more than 100 grams per liter of material, as applied.  The new language will appear 
in paragraph (i)(8) as follows. 

“(8) The provisions of paragraph (c)(2) shall not apply to sheet-fed presses that have a 
sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or if the total solution reservoir 
capacity is one gallon or less, provided the VOC content of the fountain solution 
used contains no more than 80 grams per liter of material, as applied, or if using a 
refrigerated chiller, no more than 100 grams per liter of material, as applied.” 
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INTRODUCTION
The environmental checklist provides a standard evaluation tool to identify a project's potential 
adverse environmental impacts.  This checklist identifies and evaluates potential adverse 
environmental impacts that may be created by the proposed project.  
 
GENERAL INFORMATION 

Project Title: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for Proposed 
Amended Rule (PAR) 1130 – Graphic Arts 

Lead Agency Name: South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Lead Agency Address: 21865 Copley Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA  91765 

CEQA Contact Person: Mr. Jeff Inabinet  (909) 396-2453 

PAR 1130 Contact Person Mr. Don Hopps (909) 396-2334 

Project Sponsor's Name: South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Project Sponsor's Address: 21865 Copley Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA  91765 

General Plan Designation: Not applicable 

Zoning: Not applicable 

Description of Project: PAR 1130 would partially implement Control Measure CTS-
02- Further Emission Reductions from Miscellaneous 
Coatings, Adhesives, Solvents and Lubricants and the 
Reasonably Available Control Measures (RACM) 
Demonstration of Appendix VI, of the 2012 Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP).  PAR 1130 would improve 
consistency with the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency’s (U.S. EPA) Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) 
for Offset Lithographic Printing and Letterpress Printing 
(EPA 453/R-06-002) and Flexible Package Printing (EPA 
453/R-06-003) applicable to printing operations regulations 
by amending the overall add-on control device efficiency 
requirements and VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  
The proposed amendment further adds prohibition of storage 
of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite, 
removes obsolete rule language, revises definitions, adds an 
exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content 
of no more than 10 g/L, as applied, and makes minor 
corrections and clarifications. 

Surrounding Land Uses and 
Setting: 

Not applicable 

Other Public Agencies Whose 
Approval is Required: 

Not applicable 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
The following environmental impact areas have been assessed to determine their potential to be 
affected by the proposed project.  As indicated by the checklist on the following pages, 
environmental topics marked with an " " may be adversely affected by the proposed project.  
An explanation relative to the determination of impacts can be found following the checklist for 
each area. 
 

 Aesthetics  Geology and Soils  Population and 
Housing 

 Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources  Hazards and 

Hazardous Materials  Public Services 

 
Air Quality and 
Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

 Hydrology and Water 
Quality  Recreation 

 Biological Resources  Land Use and 
Planning  Solid/Hazardous Waste 

 Cultural Resources  Mineral Resources  Transportation/Traffic 

 Energy  Noise  Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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DETERMINATION 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

 I find the proposed project, in accordance with those findings made pursuant to 
CEQA Guideline §15252, COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and that an ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT with no 
significant impacts has been prepared. 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will NOT be significant effects in this case because revisions 
in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent.  An 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT with no significant impacts will be 
prepared. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the 
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT will be prepared. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" on 
the environment, but at least one effect 1)has been adequately analyzed in an 
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been 
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on 
attached sheets.  An ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT is required, but it 
must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.  

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that 
earlier ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT, including revisions or mitigation 
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is 
required. 

 

Date:    February 21, 2014   Signature:        
   Michael Krause  
   Program Supervisor 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION 
As discussed in Chapter 1, the main focus of PAR 1130 is to reduce VOC emissions associated 
with graphic arts operations.  The objectives of PAR 1130 are to: 

Improve consistency with the CTGs applicable to printing operations regulations; 
Increase the overall add-on control device efficiency requirements; 
Lower VOC content limits for fountain solutions; 
Add prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite; 
Remove obsolete rule language; 
Update definitions for consistency with other SCAQMD rules; 
Add an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a low VOC content to incentivize 
their use; 
Make minor corrections and clarifications. 

 
The analysis conducted in this draft environmental assessment identified three main 
components/objectives of the proposed project where potential environmental impacts may 
potentially occur.  Therefore, in order to ensure that any potential significant adverse 
environmental impacts are identified and evaluated and that feasible methods to reduce or avoid 
any potential significant adverse environmental impacts associated with the proposed project are 
identified and evaluated, the environmental analysis for PAR 1130 focuses on the following 
three main components/objectives of the proposed project: 

Increase Efficiency of Control Equipment
The proposed project would revise the efficiency of control equipment by replacing the current 
requirement of 75 percent overall control efficiency with requirements for 95 percent control and 
90 percent capture.  SCAQMD staff identified 29 active permitted air pollution control devices 
located within the District in the AEIS records.  All 29 air pollution control devices identified 
currently meet the recommended CTG levels of 95 percent control and 90 percent capture.  The 
typical overall control device efficiency for the control units operating in the District is 96.3 
percent (see Appendix B).  Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to result in the 
replacement of any currently existing control devices or the addition of new control devices at 
any of the currently existing facilities.  No significant adverse environmental impacts are 
expected as a result of this portion of the proposed project. 
 
Lower VOC Content of Fountain Solutions 
The proposed project would align the VOC requirements in Rule 1130 with the recommended 
VOC requirements in the U.S. EPA CTGs for fountain solutions.  SCAQMD staff conducted a 
survey of fountain solutions used by the graphic arts industry and found that out of 169 fountain 
solutions, 152 met the most restrictive proposed VOC limit of 16 grams per liter from the heatset 
web-fed without a refrigerated chiller.  Typically, the technical data sheets for manufacturers of 
fountain solutions recommend two to four ounces of the fountain solution to be mixed with one 
gallon of water.  SCAQMD staff used the highest dosages to calculate the maximum VOC 
content of the fountain solutions, and even at the maximum dosage for fountain solution, 
SCAQMD staff still found that 152 fountain solutions will meet the most restrictive VOC limit.  
The 17 remaining fountain solutions would still be available for use in the other printing 
categories that have a higher VOC limit or would be able to be used at a higher dilution rate.  
This data shows that the affected industry has been using products that already comply with the 
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new adjusted VOC limits.  Therefore, the proposed project would not require the reformulation 
of any fountain solution products or any changes to the current usage of fountain solutions at the 
existing affected facilities.  No significant adverse environmental impacts are expected as a result 
of this portion of the proposed project. 

 
Exemption for Materials with VOC Content less than 10g/L
The proposed project adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no 
more than 10 g/L, as applied.  This exemption is intended to promote the use of 
“supercompliant” products in order to achieve additional VOC emission reductions.  Although 
the “supercompliant” products may be formulated with different technologies, products that meet 
this VOC content requirement are typically utilized in ultraviolet (UV) and electron beam (EB) 
curing applications, collectively referred to as “energy curable.”  UV and EB curing refers to a 
process in which coatings, inks, adhesives, composites and other materials may be cured or 
dried, rather than using traditional methods (natural gas-fueled) which typically use more energy 
and generate greater emissions.  The UV light spectrum in a UV lamp and the focused electrons 
in an EB interact with specially formulated chemistries to cure materials, typically more quickly, 
using less energy than traditional dryers (see Appendix D).  UV & EB is considered 
environmentally responsible since most of the solvents in traditional processes may be 
eliminated due to the unique capabilities of the UV and EB curing process.6  Additionally, 
facilities that choose to use materials with a VOC content of less than 16 g/L would likely be 
replacing currently used materials that have a higher VOC content, therefore, providing an air 
quality benefit.  The UV/EB equipment is typically manufactured offsite and is installed on 
existing paved foundations.  Therefore, no significant adverse environmental impacts are 
expected as a result of this portion of the proposed project. 
 
The remaining components of the proposed project were considered to be administrative in 
nature and therefore were not considered to have the potential to create any potential significant 
adverse environmental impacts.  
 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

I. AESTHETICS.  Would the project: 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 

scenic vista? 
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including, but not limited to, trees, 
rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic 
highway? 

c) Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings? 

                                                 
6 http://www.radtech.org
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

d) Create a new source of substantial 
light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

Significance Criteria 
The proposed project impacts on aesthetics will be considered significant if: 
- The project will block views from a scenic highway or corridor. 
- The project will adversely affect the visual continuity of the surrounding area. 
- The impacts on light and glare will be considered significant if the project adds lighting 

which would add glare to residential areas or sensitive receptors. 

Discussion 
I. a), b), c) & d)  Adoption of PAR 1130 would improve consistency with the CTGs applicable 
to printing operations regulations by amending the overall add-on control device efficiency 
requirements and VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed project further adds 
prohibition of the storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite and adds an 
exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied.  
The proposed project is expected to affect facilities at existing locations.  The proposed project 
does not require construction of new buildings or potential equipment replacement (e.g., UV/EB 
process is expected to be installed within the existing facility space, so no change in aesthetics).  
Therefore, adoption of PAR 1130 would not require the construction of new buildings or other 
structures that would obstruct scenic resources or degrade the existing visual character of a site, 
including but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings.  Further, PAR 1130 
would not involve the demolition of any existing buildings or facilities, require any subsurface 
activities, require the acquisition of any new land or the surrendering of existing land, or the 
modification of any existing land use designations or zoning ordinances.  Thus, the proposed 
project is not expected to degrade the visual character of any site where a facility is located or its 
surroundings, affect any scenic vista or damage scenic resources.  Since the proposed project 
does not require existing facilities to operate at night, it is not expected to create any new source 
of substantial light or glare. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse aesthetics impacts are not anticipated and 
will not be further analyzed in this Draft EA.  Since no significant adverse aesthetics impacts 
were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 
RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to non- agricultural use? 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract?   

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code 
§12220(g)), timberland (as defined by 
Public Resources Code §4526), or 
timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government 
Code §51104 (g))? 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 

Significance Criteria 
Project-related impacts on agriculture and forestry resources will be considered significant if any 
of the following conditions are met: 
- The proposed project conflicts with existing zoning or agricultural use or Williamson Act 

contracts. 
- The proposed project will convert prime farmland, unique farmland or farmland of statewide 

importance as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the farmland mapping and monitoring 
program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use. 

- The proposed project conflicts with existing zoning for, or causes rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code §12220(g)), timberland (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 
§ 51104 (g)). 

- The proposed project would involve changes in the existing environment, which due to their 
location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. 
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Discussion 
II. a), b), c) & d)  The existing industrial or commercial businesses that may be affected by the 
adoption of PAR 1130 are primarily located within urbanized areas that are typically designated 
as industrial or commercial.  The proposed project would not result in any new construction of 
buildings or other structures that would convert farmland to non-agricultural use or conflict with 
zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract.  The proposed project would not 
require converting farmland to non-agricultural uses because the affected printing operations are 
expected to occur completely within the confines of existing affected commercial and industrial 
facilities.  For the same reasons, PAR 1130 would not result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse agricultural and forestry resource impacts 
are not anticipated and will not be further analyzed in this Draft EA.  Since no significant 
agriculture and forestry resource impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary 
or required. 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY AND 
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.  
Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air quality plan? 

b) Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions that 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

f) Diminish an existing air quality rule or 
future compliance requirement resulting 
in a significant increase in air 
pollutant(s)?  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

g) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

h) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

Air Quality Significance Criteria 
To determine whether or not air quality impacts from adopting and implementing PAR 1130 are 
significant, impacts will be evaluated and compared to the criteria in Table 2-1.  The project will 
be considered to have significant adverse air quality impacts if any one of the thresholds in Table 
2-1 are equaled or exceeded. 
 
To determine whether or not greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed project may be 
significant, impacts will be evaluated and compared to the 10,000 MT CO2/year threshold for 
industrial sources. 
 

TABLE 2-1 
SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds 

Mass Daily Thresholds a 

Pollutant Construction b Operation c 
NOx 100 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

VOC 75 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

PM10 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

PM2.5 55 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

SOx 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

CO 550 lbs/day 550 lbs/day 

Lead 3 lbs/day 3 lbs/day 

Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs), Odor, and GHG Thresholds 
TACs 

(including carcinogens and non-carcinogens) 
Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk  10 in 1 million 

Cancer Burden > 0.5 excess cancer cases (in areas  1 in 1 million) 
Chronic & Acute Hazard Index  1.0 (project increment) 

Odor Project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 402 
GHG 10,000 MT/yr CO2eq for industrial facilities 
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TABLE 2-1 
SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds (concluded) 

Ambient Air Quality Standards for Criteria Pollutants d

NO2 
 

1-hour average 
annual arithmetic mean 

SCAQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or 
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards: 

0.18 ppm (state) 
0.03 ppm (state) and 0.0534 ppm (federal) 

PM10 
24-hour average 
annual average 

 
10.4 g/m3 (construction)e & 2.5 g/m3  (operation) 

1.0 g/m3 
PM2.5

24-hour average 
 

10.4 g/m3 (construction)e & 2.5 g/m3  (operation) 
SO2

1-hour average 
24-hour average 

 
0.25 ppm (state) & 0.075 ppm (federal – 99th percentile) 

0.04 ppm (state) 
Sulfate 

24-hour average 
 

25 g/m3 (state) 
CO 

 
1-hour average 
8-hour average 

SCAQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or 
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards: 

20 ppm (state) and 35 ppm (federal) 
9.0 ppm (state/federal) 

Lead 
30-day Average 

Rolling 3-month average 
Quarterly average 

 
1.5 g/m3 (state) 

0.15 g/m3 (federal) 
1.5 g/m3 (federal) 

a Source: SCAQMD CEQA Handbook (SCAQMD, 1993) 
b  Construction thresholds apply to both the South Coast Air Basin and Coachella Valley (Salton Sea and Mojave Desert Air Basins).  
c For Coachella Valley, the mass daily thresholds for operation are the same as the construction thresholds. 
d Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollutants based on SCAQMD Rule 1303, Table A-2 unless otherwise stated. 
e Ambient air quality threshold based on SCAQMD Rule 403.  

KEY: lbs/day = pounds per day ppm = parts per million g/m3 = microgram per cubic meter   = greater than or equal to
 MT/yr  CO2eq = metric tons per year of CO2 equivalents > = greater than 
 
III. a)  The 2012 AQMP Control Measure CTS-02 – Further Emission Reductions from 
Miscellaneous Coatings, Adhesives, Solvents and Lubricants and the Reasonably Available 
Control Measures (RACM) Demonstration (Appendix VI of 2012 AQMP), contains unspecified 
emission reduction goals for VOCs that apply to a variety of emission sources.  This control 
measure seeks to reduce VOC emissions from miscellaneous coating, adhesive, solvent and 
lubricant categories by further limiting the allowable VOC content in formulations.  Examples of 
the miscellaneous categories to be considered include, but are not limited to, coatings used in 
aerospace and marine applications; adhesives used in a variety of sealing applications; fountain 
solutions; solvents for graffiti abatement activities; and lubricants used as metalworking fluids to 
reduce heat and friction to prolong the life of the tool, improve product quality, and carry away 
debris.  Based on the general emission reduction goals in the 2012 AQMP, PAR 1130 would 
partially implement Control Measure CTS-02.  PAR 1130 would affect graphic printing 
operations.  Since affected facilities/operations are anticipated to already comply with the 
proposed requirements, the proposed amendments are not expected to achieve additional VOC 
reductions to be credited toward CTS-02.   
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Implementing PAR 1130 is not expected to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality control plan because the 2012 AQMP demonstrates that the effects of all 
existing rules, in combination with implementing all AQMP control measures (including “black 
box” measures not specifically described in the 2012 AQMP) would bring the District into 
attainment with all applicable national and state ambient air quality standards.  Further, PAR 
1130 is not expected to significantly conflict or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 
quality plan, but instead, would contribute to attaining and maintaining the ozone and PM 
standards by achieving VOC reductions. 

For these reasons, implementation of all other SCAQMD VOC rules along with AQMP control 
measures, when considered together, is expected to reduce VOC emissions throughout the region 
overall by 2023.  Therefore, implementing the proposed project will not conflict or obstruct 
implementation of the 2012 AQMP.  Accordingly, this impact issue will not be further analyzed. 

III. b) For a discussion of these items, refer to the following analysis: 
 
Rule Objective and Facility Applicability 
The objectives of PAR 1130 are generally to improve consistency with the CTGs applicable to 
printing operations regulations by amending the overall add-on control device efficiency 
requirements and VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed project further adds 
prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite, removes 
obsolete rule language, revises definitions, and adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that 
have a low VOC content. 
 
Approximately 587 existing graphic arts printing operations or facilities would be affected by the 
requirements of PAR 1130.  Based on the determination that these affected facilities are already 
in compliance with the proposed amendments, no emission reduction is assumed.  Additionally, 
29 existing control units would be affected by the proposed change to the add-on control device 
efficiency requirement from 75 percent overall to the CTG recommended 95 percent control and 
90 percent capture efficiency.  However, SCAQMD staff has analyzed the data for the 29 control 
units in the SCAQMD jurisdiction and found that all of them currently meet the new revised 
control requirements based on existing permitting requirements (see Appendix B). 

Construction Impacts 
PAR 1130 amends the overall add-on control device efficiency requirements from 75 percent 
overall to the CTG recommended 95 percent control and 90 percent capture efficiency.  
SCAQMD staff has analyzed the data for the 29 control units in the SCAQMD jurisdiction and 
found that all of them meet the new revised control requirements based on existing permitting 
requirements (see Appendix B).  Therefore, no existing facilities are expected to be required to 
install a new emission control device. 
 
PAR 1130 also aligns the VOC content limits for fountain solutions with the recommended VOC 
requirements in the U.S. EPA CTGs for fountain solutions.  SCAQMD staff conducted a survey 
of fountain solutions (see Appendix C) and found that the affected industry has been using 
products that already comply with the new adjusted VOC limits.  Therefore, the proposed project 
would not require any construction activities associated with the reformulation of any fountain 
solution products or any changes to the current usage of fountain solutions at the existing 
affected facilities. 
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PAR 1130 also adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more 
than 10 g/L, as applied, to encourage the usage of low VOC products.  Although the 
“supercompliant” products may be formulated with different technologies, products that meet 
this VOC content requirement are typically utilized in UV and EB curing applications.  UV and 
EB curing refers to a process in which coatings, inks, adhesives, composites and other materials 
may be cured or dried, rather than using traditional methods which typically use more energy and 
generate greater emissions (see Appendix D).  The use of these “supercompliant” materials 
would not likely require any major physical changes or modifications to install a UV/EB system.  
Further, there would be no additional emissions from the UV/EB coating process or additional 
vehicle trips. 
 
As a result, according to the above analysis of potential construction impacts, there would be no 
significant adverse construction air quality impacts resulting from the proposed project for 
criteria pollutants.   
 
Operational Impacts- Criteria Pollutants 
PAR 1130 is expected to have a direct and beneficial reduction of VOC emissions.  No other 
criteria pollutants are expected to be directly affected by PAR 1130 because of the narrow 
regulatory focus of Rule 1130.  Based on SCAQMD staff research, the affected printing facilities 
already use materials that are compliant with the proposed amendments.  Therefore, there would 
be no change in operational emissions from the existing affected facilities.  The increase in 
control efficiency and the usage of lower VOC content fountain solutions and “supercompliant” 
materials (less than 10g/L) is not expected to result in any significant adverse operational air 
quality impacts from the existing affected facilities.  
 
Operational Impacts- Toxic Air Contaminants 
In assessing potential impacts from the adoption of proposed rule and amendments, SCAQMD 
staff not only evaluates the potential air quality benefits, but also determines potential health 
risks associated with implementation of the proposed amendments. 
 
As stated previously, the objectives of PAR 1130 are generally to improve consistency with the 
CTGs applicable to printing operations regulations by amending the overall add-on control 
device efficiency requirements and lowering the VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The 
proposed project further adds prohibition of storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials 
at a worksite, removes obsolete rule language, revises definitions, and adds an exemption for 
graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied. 
 
The increase of control efficiency and the use of UV/EB systems do not generate toxic 
emissions.  Based on SCAQMD staff research, no changes are necessary in the current fountain 
solution formulations.  Therefore, no changes in toxicity are expected.  As a result, there will be 
no increase in toxic air contaminant emissions from the affected facilities due to the proposed 
rule amendments. 
 
III. c) The preceding analysis concluded that there would be no significant adverse construction 
or operational emissions impacts, thus, no incremental effect to other projects causing related 
impacts.  Since PAR 1130 is not expected to be significant for any air quality adverse impact, it 



Final Environmental Assessment: Chapter 2 
 

PAR 1130 2-13 March 2014 

is not expected to be cumulatively considerable and, therefore, is not expected to create 
significant adverse cumulative air quality impacts (CEQA Guidelines §15130(a)). 
 
III. d)  Affected facilities are also not expected to increase exposure by sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations from the implementation of PAR 1130 for the following 
reasons:  1) the affected facilities are existing facilities located primarily in commercial/industrial 
areas; 2) no construction and operational emission increases are associated with the proposed 
project.  Therefore, no significant adverse air quality impacts to sensitive receptors are expected 
from implementing PR 1130.

III. e) Odor problems depend on individual circumstances, materials involved, and individual 
odor sensitivities.  For example, individuals can differ quite markedly from the population 
average in their sensitivity to odor due to any variety of innate, chronic or acute physiological 
conditions.  This includes olfactory adaptation or smell fatigue (i.e., continuing exposure to an 
odor usually results in a gradual diminution or even disappearance of the smell sensation).   
 
As already noted, the proposed project does not result in the use of construction equipment.  As a 
result, no odor impacts associated with diesel exhaust from either on-road or off-road mobile 
sources are expected to occur.  No change in fountain solutions currently utilized at the affected 
facilities is expected to occur and the use of UV/EB is not known to generate adverse odor 
impacts.  Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to create new significant adverse 
objectionable odors. 
 
III. f)  The affected facilities would continue to be required to comply with all applicable 
SCAQMD, CARB, and USEPA rules and regulations.  The proposed project is not in conflict or 
expected to diminish an existing air quality rule or future compliance requirements.  Further, 
adopting and implementing the proposed project enhances existing air pollution control rules that 
are expected to assist the SCAQMD in its efforts to attain and maintain with a margin of safety 
the state and federal ambient air quality standards for ozone and PM2.5 because VOCs are 
considered to be precursor pollutants that contribute to the formation of ozone and PM2.5.  
Accordingly the proposed project would not diminish any air quality rules or regulations. 

III. g) & h) Changes in global climate patterns have been associated with global warming, an 
average increase in the temperature of the atmosphere near the Earth’s surface, recently 
attributed to accumulation of GHG emissions in the atmosphere.  GHGs trap heat in the 
atmosphere, which in turn heats the surface of the Earth.  Some GHGs occur naturally and are 
emitted to the atmosphere through natural processes, while others are created and emitted solely 
through human activities.  The emission of GHGs through the combustion of fossil fuels (i.e., 
fuels containing carbon) in conjunction with other human activities, appears to be closely 
associated with global warming.7  State law defines GHG to include the following:  carbon 
dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), 
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) (HSC §38505(g)).  The most common 
GHG that results from human activity is CO2, followed by CH4 and N2O. 

                                                 
7 Solomon, S., D. Qin, M. Manning, Z. Chen, M. Marquis, K.B. Averyt, M. Tignor and H.L. Miller (eds.).  2007.  

Contribution of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change, 2007. Cambridge University Press.  
http://www.ipcc.ch/publications_and_data/ar4/wg1/en/contents.html  
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GHGs and other global warming pollutants are perceived as solely global in their impacts and 
that increasing emissions anywhere in the world contributes to climate change anywhere in the 
world.  A study conducted on the health impacts of CO2 “domes” that form over urban areas 
cause increases in local temperatures and local criteria pollutants, which have adverse health 
effects.8 

The analysis of GHGs is a much different analysis than the analysis of criteria pollutants for the 
following reasons.  For criteria pollutants, the significance thresholds are based on daily 
emissions because attainment or non-attainment is primarily based on daily exceedances of 
applicable ambient air quality standards.  Further, several ambient air quality standards are based 
on relatively short-term exposure effects on human health (e.g., one-hour and eight-hour 
standards).  Since the half-life of CO2 is approximately 100 years, for example, the effects of 
GHGs occur over a longer term which means they affect the global climate over a relatively long 
time frame.  As a result, the SCAQMD’s current position is to evaluate the effects of GHGs over 
a longer timeframe than a single day (e.g., annual emissions).  GHG emissions are typically 
considered to be cumulative impacts because they contribute to global climate effects. 

On December 5, 2008, the SCAQMD adopted an interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold 
for projects where SCAQMD is the lead agency (SCAQMD, 2008).  This interim threshold is set 
at 10,000 metric tons of CO2 equivalent emissions (MTCO2eq) per year.  Projects with 
incremental increases below this threshold will not be cumulatively considerable. 

The Program EIR for the 2012 AQMP concluded that implementing the control measures in the 
2012 AQMP would provide a comprehensive ongoing regulatory program that would reduce 
overall GHGs emissions in the District.  Specifically, PAR 1130 increases efficiency of control 
devices and lowers VOC content limits of certain products, albeit no new reformulation is 
anticipated to be necessary.  Thus, the proposed project does not introduce the need to emit GHG 
emissions.  Therefore, PAR 1130 is not expected to create significant cumulative adverse GHG 
emission impacts or conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose 
of reducing the emissions of GHGs.    
 
Conclusion
Based on the preceding evaluation of potential air quality impacts from PAR 1130, SCAQMD 
staff has concluded that PAR 1130 does not have the potential to generate significant adverse air 
quality impacts.  Since no significant adverse air quality and greenhouse gases impacts were 
identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
8 Jacobsen, Mark Z. “Enhancement of Local Air Pollution by Urban CO2 Domes,”  Environmental Science and 

Technology, as describe in Stanford University press release on March 16, 2010 available at:  
http://news.stanford.edu/news/2010/march/urban-carbon-domes-031610.html.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  
Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, 
either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, 
or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local 
or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as 
defined by §404 of the Clean Water 
Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

    

 
d) Interfere substantially with the 

movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife 
nursery sites? 

    

e) Conflicting with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance?  

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation plan, 
Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional, 
or state habitat conservation plan?  
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Significance Criteria 
Impacts on biological resources will be considered significant if any of the following criteria 
apply: 
- The project results in a loss of plant communities or animal habitat considered to be rare, 

threatened or endangered by federal, state or local agencies. 
- The project interferes substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory wildlife 

species. 
- The project adversely affects aquatic communities through construction or operation of the 

project. 

Discussion 
IV. a), b), c), & d)  PAR 1130 would not require any new development or require major 
modifications to buildings or other structures to comply with the new requirements for printing 
operations.  The installation of UV/EB systems is expected to be located at existing facilities that 
are already paved.  As a result, PAR 1130 would not directly or indirectly affect any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive or special status species, riparian habitat, federally protected 
wetlands, or migratory corridors.  For this same reason, PAR 1130 is not expected to adversely 
affect special status plants, animals, or natural communities. 
 
IV. e) & f)  PAR 1130 would not conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources or local, regional, or state conservation plans because it would not cause new 
development.  Additionally, PAR 1130 would not conflict with any Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or any other relevant habitat conservation plan for the 
same reason identified in Item IV. a), b), c), and d) above.  Likewise, the proposed project would 
not in any way impact wildlife or wildlife habitat. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse biological resources impacts are not 
anticipated and will not be further analyzed in this Draft EA.  Since no significant adverse 
biological resources impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would 
the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in §15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource as defined in §15064.5? 
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c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource, site, or 
feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside formal 
cemeteries? 

Significance Criteria 
Impacts to cultural resources will be considered significant if: 
- The project results in the disturbance of a significant prehistoric or historic archaeological 

site or a property of historic or cultural significance to a community or ethnic or social group. 
- Unique paleontological resources are present that could be disturbed by construction of the 

proposed project. 
- The project would disturb human remains. 
 
Discussion 
V. a), b), c), & d) PAR 1130 does not require construction of new facilities, increasing the 
floor space of existing facilities, or any other construction activities that would require disturbing 
soil that may contain cultural resources.  The installation of UV/EB systems is expected to be 
located at existing facilities that are already paved.  Since no construction-related activities 
requiring soil disturbance would be associated with the implementation of PAR 1130, no impacts 
to historical or cultural resources are anticipated to occur.  Further, PAR 1130 is not expected to 
require any physical changes to the environment, which may disturb paleontological or 
archaeological resources or disturb human remains interred outside of formal cemeteries.   
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse cultural resources impacts are not expected 
from implementing PAR 1130 and will not be further assessed in this Draft EA.  Since no 
significant cultural resources impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or 
required. 
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VI. ENERGY.  Would the project: 
a) Conflict with adopted energy 

conservation plans?  
b) Result in the need for new or 

substantially altered power or natural 
gas utility systems?  

c) Create any significant effects on local 
or regional energy supplies and on 
requirements for additional energy?  

d) Create any significant effects on peak 
and base period demands for 
electricity and other forms of energy?  

e) Comply with existing energy 
standards?  

Significance Criteria 
Impacts to energy and mineral resources will be considered significant if any of the following 
criteria are met: 
- The project conflicts with adopted energy conservation plans or standards. 
- The project results in substantial depletion of existing energy resource supplies. 
- An increase in demand for utilities impacts the current capacities of the electric and natural 

gas utilities. 
- The project uses non-renewable resources in a wasteful and/or inefficient manner. 

Discussion 
VI. a) & e) Adoption of PAR 1130 would improve consistency with the CTGs applicable to 
printing operations regulations by amending the overall add-on control device efficiency 
requirements and VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed project further adds 
prohibition of the storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite and adds an 
exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied. 
UV/EB applications typically cure materials more quickly, using less energy than traditional 
dryers.  The proposed rule amendments are not expected to create any additional demand for 
energy at any of the affected facilities.  Since it is unlikely that the affected facilities would 
require new equipment or modifications, it is unlikely that energy demand requirements would 
change.  As a result, PAR 1130 would not conflict with energy conservation plans, use non-
renewable resources in a wasteful manner, or result in the need for new or substantially altered 
power or natural gas systems.  Since PAR 1130 would affect primarily existing facilities, it will 
not conflict with adopted energy conservation plans because existing facilities would be expected 
to continue implementing any existing energy conservation plans.  Additionally, operators of 
affected facilities are expected to implement existing energy conservation plans or comply with 
energy standards to minimize operating costs.  Accordingly these impact issues will not be 
further analyzed in the draft EA. 



Final Environmental Assessment: Chapter 2 
 

PAR 1130 2-19 March 2014 

 
VI. b), c) & d)  The proposed amendments are not expected to increase any electricity or natural 
gas demand in any way and would not create any significant effects on peak and base period 
demands for electricity and other forms of energy.  PAR 1130 provides an exemption for graphic 
arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 g/L, as applied.  Supercompliant 
materials (eg., UV and EB cured materials) typically dry/cure more quickly, using less energy 
than conventional drying methods which typically use natural gas as a fuel source (see Appendix 
D). 
 
PAR 1130 is not expected to generate significant adverse energy resources impacts and will not 
be discussed further in this Draft EA.  Since no significant energy impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would 
the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or 
based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? 
Strong seismic ground shaking? 
Seismic–related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the 
Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal 
systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

Significance Criteria 
Impacts on the geological environment will be considered significant if any of the following 
criteria apply: 
- Topographic alterations would result in significant changes, disruptions, displacement, 

excavation, compaction or over covering of large amounts of soil. 
- Unique geological resources (paleontological resources or unique outcrops) are present that 

could be disturbed by the construction of the proposed project. 
- Exposure of people or structures to major geologic hazards such as earthquake surface 

rupture, ground shaking, liquefaction or landslides. 
- Secondary seismic effects could occur which could damage facility structures, e.g., 

liquefaction. 
- Other geological hazards exist which could adversely affect the facility, e.g., landslides, 

mudslides. 

Discussion 
VII. a)  Southern California is an area of known seismic activity.  Structures must be designed to 
comply with the Uniform Building Code Zone 4 requirements if they are located in a seismically 
active area.  The local city or county is responsible for assuring that a proposed project complies 
with the Uniform Building Code as part of the issuance of the building permits and can conduct 
inspections to ensure compliance.  The Uniform Building Code is considered to be a standard 
safeguard against major structural failures and loss of life.  The goal of the code is to provide 
structures that will:  1) resist minor earthquakes without damage; 2) resist moderate earthquakes 
without structural damage but with some non-structural damage; and 3) resist major earthquakes 
without collapse but with some structural and non-structural damage. 
 
The Uniform Building Code bases seismic design on minimum lateral seismic forces (“ground 
shaking”).  The Uniform Building Code requirements operate on the principle that providing 
appropriate foundations, among other aspects, helps to protect buildings from failure during 
earthquakes.  The basic formulas used for the Uniform Building Code seismic design require 
determination of the seismic zone and site coefficient, which represent the foundation conditions 
at the site.  Accordingly, buildings and equipment at existing affected facilities are likely to 
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conform with the Uniform Building Code and all other applicable state codes in effect at the time 
they were constructed. 
 
No new buildings or structures are expected to be constructed in response to the proposed 
project, so no change in geological existing setting is expected.  Additionally, no modification to 
existing equipment would be necessary.  Therefore, PAR 1130 is not expected to affect a 
facility’s ability to continue to comply with any applicable Uniform Building Code requirements.  
Consequently, PAR 1130 is not expected to expose persons or property to geological hazards 
such as earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or other natural hazards.  As a result, 
substantial exposure of people or structure to the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-
related activities is not anticipated and will not be further analyzed in this draft EA. 

VII. b), c), d) & e)  Since PAR 1130 would affect primarily existing facilities, it is expected that 
the soil types present at the affected facilities that are susceptible to expansion or liquefaction 
would be considered part of the existing setting.  New subsidence impacts are not anticipated 
since no excavation, grading, or fill activities will occur at affected facilities.  Further, the 
proposed project does not involve drilling or removal of underground products (e.g., water, crude 
oil, et cetera) that could produce new, or make worse existing subsidence effects.  Additionally, 
the affected areas are not envisioned to be prone to new risks from landslides or have unique 
geologic features, since the affected facilities are located in industrial or commercial areas where 
such features have already been altered or removed.  Finally, since adoption of PAR 1130 would 
be expected to affect operations at primarily existing facilities, the proposed project is not 
expected to alter or make worse any existing potential for subsidence, liquefaction, etc. 

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project is not expected to have an adverse impact on 
geology or soils.  Since no significant adverse impacts are anticipated, this environmental topic will 
not be further analyzed in the draft EA.  No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
 
 
 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS.  Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, and disposal of 
hazardous materials? 

b) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset 
conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the 
environment? 
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c) Emit hazardous emissions, or handle 

hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

d) Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code §65962.5 and, as a result, would 
create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of 
a public use airport or a private 
airstrip, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

f) Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

g) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences 
are intermixed with wildlands? 

    

h) Significantly increased fire hazard in 
areas with flammable materials? 

Significance Criteria 
Impacts associated with hazards will be considered significant if any of the following occur: 
- Non-compliance with any applicable design code or regulation. 
- Non-conformance to National Fire Protection Association standards. 
- Non-conformance to regulations or generally accepted industry practices related to operating 

policy and procedures concerning the design, construction, security, leak detection, spill 
containment or fire protection. 

- Exposure to hazardous chemicals in concentrations equal to or greater than the Emergency 
Response Planning Guideline (ERPG) 2 levels. 
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Discussion 
VIII. a, b) & c)  The proposed project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials, due to the 
fact that the proposed amendments do not require the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous 
materials.  Based on the fact that the proposed rules do not require the transport, use and disposal 
of hazardous materials, PAR 1130 will not create a significant hazard to the public or 
environment through a reasonably foreseeable release of these materials into the environment.   
 
Based on the facts, there is no additional formulation required, thus little likelihood that affected 
facilities will emit new hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school as a result of implementing the 
proposed project.  The affected facilities are typically located in light industrial or commercial 
areas, but the proposed project does not introduce any hazardous materials, so the existing setting 
does not change.  Further, PAR 1130 is intended to ensure the reduction of overall VOC 
emissions in the District.  It is expected that the proposed amendments would improve air 
quality, visibility and reduce odors surrounding existing facilities and, would do likewise for any 
existing or proposed schools within one-quarter mile of affected facilities. 
 
VIII. d)  Government Code §65962.5 typically refers to a list of facilities that may be subject to 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) permits.  For any facilities affected by the 
proposed project that are on the Government Code §65962.5 list, it is anticipated that they would 
continue to manage any and all hazardous materials and hazardous waste, in accordance with 
federal, state and local regulations. 
 
VIII. e)  Since PAR 1130 would incorporate new requirements for printing operations, 
implementation of PAR 1130 is not expected to increase or create any new hazardous emissions 
in general, which could adversely affect public/private airports located in close proximity to the 
affected sites.  Implementation of PAR 1130 is not expected to create any additional safety 
hazards for people residing or working in the project area.  
 
VIII. f)  The proposed project will not impair implementation of, or physically interfere with any 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.  Any existing commercial or 
light industrial facilities affected by the proposed project will typically have their own 
emergency response plans.  Any new facilities will be required to prepare emergency response 
and evacuation plans as part of the land use permit review and approval process conducted by 
local jurisdictions for new development. Emergency response plans are typically prepared in 
coordination with the local city or county emergency plans to ensure the safety of not only the 
public (surrounding local communities), but the facility employees as well.  Since the proposed 
project does not involve the change in current uses of any hazardous materials, or generate any 
new hazardous waste, no changes to emergency response plans are anticipated. 
 
Health and Safety Code §25506 specifically requires all businesses handling hazardous materials 
to submit a business emergency response plan to assist local administering agencies in the 
emergency release or threatened release of a hazardous material.  Business emergency response 
plans generally require the following:  
 
1. Identification of individuals who are responsible for various actions, including reporting, 

assisting emergency response personnel and establishing an emergency response team;  
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2. Procedures to notify the administering agency, the appropriate local emergency rescue 
personnel, and the California Office of Emergency Services;  

3. Procedures to mitigate a release or threatened release to minimize any potential harm or 
damage to persons, property or the environment;  

4. Procedures to notify the necessary persons who can respond to an emergency within the 
facility;  

5. Details of evacuation plans and procedures;  

6. Descriptions of the emergency equipment available in the facility;  

7. Identification of local emergency medical assistance; and 

8. Training (initial and refresher) programs for employees in: 

a. The safe handling of hazardous materials used by the business; 

b. Methods of working with the local public emergency response agencies; 

c. The use of emergency response resources under control of the handler; and 

d. Other procedures and resources that will increase public safety and prevent or 
mitigate a release of hazardous materials. 

 
In general, every county or city and all facilities using a minimum amount of hazardous materials 
are required to formulate detailed contingency plans to eliminate, or at least minimize, the 
possibility and effect of fires, explosion, or spills.  In conjunction with the California Office of 
Emergency Services, local jurisdictions have enacted ordinances that set standards for area and 
business emergency response plans.  These requirements include immediate notification, 
mitigation of an actual or threatened release of a hazardous material, and evacuation of the 
emergency area.  Adopting PAR 1130 is not expected to hinder in any way with the above 
business emergency response plan requirements. 

VIII. g)  Since the affected facilities are primarily located in industrial or commercial areas 
where wildlands are typically not prevalent, risk of loss or injury associated with wildland fires is 
not expected as a result of implementing PAR 1130.  
 
VIII. h)  Affected printing facilities must comply with all local and county requirements for fire 
prevention and safety.  The proposed project does not require any activities which would be in 
conflict with fire prevention and safety requirements, and thus would not create or increase fire 
hazards at these existing facilities.  
 
PAR 1130 is intended to ensure the reduction of VOC emissions at printing facilities.  Typically, 
these facilities use and store flammable materials.  Pursuant to local and county fire prevention 
and safety requirements, facilities are required to maintain appropriate site management practices 
to prevent fire hazards.  PAR 1130 will not interfere with fire prevention practices. 
 
In conclusion, potentially significant adverse hazard or hazardous material impacts resulting 
from adopting and implementing PAR 1130 are not expected and will not be considered further.  
No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER 

QUALITY.  Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards, 

waste discharge requirements, exceed 
wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, or otherwise 
substantially degrade water quality? 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level (e.g. the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby 
wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses 
or planned uses for which permits 
have been granted)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or 
substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner 
that would result in substantial erosion 
or siltation on- or off-site or flooding 
on- or off-site? 
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d) Create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned storm water 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

 

e) Place housing or other structures 
within a 100-year flood hazard area as 
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate 
Map or other flood hazard delineation 
map, which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

f) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, including flooding 
as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam, or inundation by seiche, tsunami, 
or mudflow? 

g) Require or result in the construction of 
new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or new storm water drainage 
facilities, or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

h) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project from 
existing entitlements and resources, or 
are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

i) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition 
to the provider’s existing 
commitments? 
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Significance Criteria 
Potential impacts on water resources will be considered significant if any of the following 
criteria apply: 

Water Demand: 
- The existing water supply does not have the capacity to meet the increased demands of the 

project, or the project would use more than 262,820 gallons per day of potable water. 
- The project increases demand for total water by more than five million gallons per day. 
 
Water Quality: 
- The project will cause degradation or depletion of ground water resources substantially 

affecting current or future uses. 
- The project will cause the degradation of surface water substantially affecting current or 

future uses. 
- The project will result in a violation of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

(NPDES) permit requirements. 
- The capacities of existing or proposed wastewater treatment facilities and the sanitary sewer 

system are not sufficient to meet the needs of the project. 
- The project results in substantial increases in the area of impervious surfaces, such that 

interference with groundwater recharge efforts occurs. 
- The project results in alterations to the course or flow of floodwaters. 
 
Discussion 
IX. a), b), c), d) & g)  Adoption of PAR 1130 would improve consistency with the CTGs 
applicable to printing operations regulations by increasing the overall add-on control device 
efficiency requirements and lower VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed 
project further adds prohibition of the storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a 
worksite and adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more 
than 10 g/L, as applied.  Increasing efficiency and potential operation of UV/EB systems would 
not result in increased water usage because no new reformulations are anticipated to comply with 
the lower VOC content limit for fountain solutions.  Additional water usage will not result from 
the proposed project.   
 
No additional wastewater generation is expected to result from the proposed project.  Further, 
PAR 1130 has no provision that would require the construction of additional water resource 
facilities, increase the need for new or expanded water entitlements, or alter existing drainage 
patterns.  The proposed project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge.  PAR 1130 would not create or contribute runoff water 
that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff.  Further, the adoption of PAR 1130 would not 
create a change in the current volume of existing wastewater streams from the affected facilities.  
In addition, the proposed amended rule is not expected to require additional wastewater disposal 
capacity, violate any water quality standard or wastewater discharge requirements, or otherwise 
substantially degrade water quality. 
 
Adoption of PAR 1130 could affect future operations at existing facilities that are typically 
located in industrial or commercial areas that are already paved and have drainage infrastructures 
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in place.  No new major construction is anticipated.  Based on the current printing facility 
inventory in the District, implementation of PAR 1130 is not expected to involve major 
construction activities including site preparation, grading, etc., so no changes to storm water 
runoff, drainage patterns, groundwater characteristics, or flow are expected.  Therefore, these 
impact areas are not expected to be affected by PAR 1130. 
 
PAR 1130 is not expected to have significant adverse water demand or water quality impacts for 
the following reasons: 
 

The proposed project does not increase demand for water by more than 5,000,000 
gallons per day. 

The proposed project does not require construction of new water conveyance 
infrastructure. 

The proposed project does not create a substantial increase in mass inflow of 
effluents to public wastewater treatment facilities. 

The proposed project does not result in a substantial degradation of surface water 
or groundwater quality. 

The proposed project does not result in substantial increases in the area of 
impervious surfaces, such that interference with groundwater recharge efforts 
occurs. 

The proposed project does not result in alterations to the course or flow of 
floodwaters. 

 
IX. i)  The proposed project is not expected to change existing operations at affected facilities, 
nor would it result in the generation of increased volumes of wastewater, because no increased 
water usage is expected due to the proposed project.  As a result, there are no potential changes 
in wastewater volume expected from facilities as a result of the adoption of PAR 1130.  It is 
expected that facilities and operations will continue to handle wastewater generated in a similar 
manner and with the same equipment as the wastewater that is currently generated.  Further, 
PAR 1130 is not expected to cause affected facilities to violate any water quality standard or 
wastewater discharge requirements since there would be no additional wastewater volumes 
generated as a result of adopting PAR 1130. 
 
IX. e), f) & h)  The proposed project would incorporate new requirements for printing facilities.  
As a result, PAR 1130 would not require construction of new housing, contribute to the 
construction of new building structures, or require major modifications or changes to existing 
structures.  Further, PAR 1130 is not expected to require additional workers at affected facilities 
because the proposed project does not affect how equipment is operated.  Therefore, PAR 1130 
is not expected to generate construction of any new structures in 100-year flood areas as mapped 
on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood delineation 
map.  As a result, PAR 1130 is not expected to expose people or structures to significant new 
flooding risks, or make worse any existing flooding risks.  Because PAR 1130 would not require 
construction of new structures or the addition of new employees, the proposed project will not 
affect in any way any potential flood hazards inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mud flow that 
may already exist relative to existing facilities or create new hazards at existing facilities.  
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Additionally, since PAR 1130 does not require additional water usage or demand, sufficient 
water supplies are expected to be available to serve the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, and no new or expanded entitlements would be needed. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant hydrology and water quality impacts are not 
expected from the adoption of PAR 1130 and will not be further analyzed in this draft EA.  Since 
no significant hydrology and water quality impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are 
necessary or required. 
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING.  
Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established 
community?  

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to 
the general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect?  

 
Significance Criteria 
Land use and planning impacts will be considered significant if the project conflicts with the 
land use and zoning designations established by local jurisdictions. 
 
Discussion 
X. a)  PAR 1130 would not require any new development or require major modifications to 
buildings or other structures to comply with the new requirements for printing operations at any 
of the currently existing facilities.  Therefore, PAR 1130 does not include any components that 
would require physically dividing an established community. 
 
X. b)  There are no provisions in PAR 1130 that would affect land use plans, policies, or 
regulations.  Land use and other planning considerations are determined by local governments 
and no land use or planning requirements would be altered by the new requirements for printing 
operations.  Therefore, as already noted in the discussion under “Biological Resources,” PAR 
1130 would not affect in any habitat conservation or natural community conservation plans, 
agricultural resources or operations, and would not create divisions in any existing communities.  
Present or planned land uses in the region would not be significantly adversely affected as a 
result of implementing the proposed amended rule. 
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Based upon these considerations, significant adverse land use and planning impacts are not 
expected from the implementation of PAR 1130 and will not be further analyzed in this Draft 
EA.  Since no significant land use and planning impacts were identified, no mitigation measures 
are necessary or required. 
 
 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would 
the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be 
of value to the region and the residents 
of the state?  

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally-important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan?  

 
Significance Criteria 
Project-related impacts on mineral resources will be considered significant if any of the 
following conditions are met: 
- The project would result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be 

of value to the region and the residents of the state.   
- The proposed project results in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource 

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan.   
 
Discussion 
XI. a) & b) There are no provisions in PAR 1130 that would result in the loss of availability 
of a known mineral resource of value to the region and the residents of the state, or of a 
locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan.  Some examples of mineral resources are gravel, asphalt, bauxite, and 
gypsum, which are commonly used for construction activities or industrial processes.  Since the 
proposed project is likely only to affect currently existing printing operations, PAR 1130 does 
not require and would not have any effects on the use of important minerals, such as those 
described above.  Therefore, no new demand for mineral resources is expected to occur and 
significant adverse mineral resources impacts from implementing PAR 1130 are not anticipated. 
 
Based upon these aforementioned considerations, significant mineral resources impacts are not 
expected from the implementation of PAR 1130.  Since no significant mineral resources impacts 
were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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XII. NOISE.  Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation 

of permanent noise levels in excess of 
standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation 
of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels?  

c) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

d) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of 
a public use airport or private airstrip, 
would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

 
Significance Criteria 
Noise impact will be considered significant if: 
- Construction noise levels exceed the local noise ordinances or, if the noise threshold is 

currently exceeded, project noise sources increase ambient noise levels by more than three 
decibels (dBA) at the site boundary.  Construction noise levels will be considered significant 
if they exceed federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) noise 
standards for workers. 

- The proposed project operational noise levels exceed any of the local noise ordinances at the 
site boundary or, if the noise threshold is currently exceeded, project noise sources increase 
ambient noise levels by more than three dBA at the site boundary. 

 
Discussion 
XII. a)  PAR 1130 would incorporate new efficiency and VOC content requirements for printing 
operations that do not generate noise.  PAR 1130 would not require any new development or 
require major modifications to buildings or other structures to comply with the proposed 
amended rule at any of the currently existing facilities.  Any new UV/EB equipment installed 
would not be expected to generate noise above the existing setting.  All of the affected activities 
occur within existing facilities.  Compliance with the new requirements for printing operations 
are not expected to adversely affect operations at affected facilities because the existing facilities 
meet the currently proposed requirements.  Thus, the proposed project is not expected to expose 
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persons to the generation of excessive noise levels above current facility levels because no 
change in current operations is expected to occur as a result of the proposed project.  It is 
expected that any facility affected by PAR 1130 would continue complying with all existing 
local noise control laws or ordinances.   
 
In commercial environments, Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and 
California-OSHA have established noise standards to protect worker health.  It is expected that 
operators at affected facilities will continue complying with applicable OSHA or Cal/OSHA 
noise standards, which would limit noise impacts to workers, patrons and neighbors.   
 
XII. b) PAR 1130 is not anticipated to expose people to, or generate excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels since complying with PAR 1130 is not expected to alter 
operations at affected facilities.  Therefore, any existing noise or vibration levels at affected 
facilities are not expected to change as a result of implementing PAR 1130.  Since existing 
operations are not expected to generate excessive groundborne vibration or noise levels, and 
PAR 1130 is not expected to alter physical operations, no groundborne vibrations or noise levels 
are expected from the proposed amended rule. 
 
XII. c) No increase in periodic or temporary ambient noise levels in the vicinity of affected 
facilities above levels existing prior to implementing PAR 1130 is anticipated because the 
proposed project would not require heavy-duty diesel-fueled construction-related activities nor 
would it change the existing activities currently performed by printing operations.  See also the 
response to items XII.a) and XII.b). 
 
XII. d)  Even if an affected facility is located near a public/private airport, there are no new noise 
impacts expected from any of the existing facilities as a result of complying with the proposed 
project.  Similarly, any existing noise levels at affected facilities are not expected to increase 
appreciably.  Thus, PAR 1130 is not expected to expose people residing or working in the 
vicinities of public airports to excessive noise levels.   
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse noise impacts are not expected from the 
implementation of PAR 1130 and are not further evaluated in this Draft EA.  Since no significant 
noise impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING.  
Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial growth in an area 
either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (e.g. through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
people or existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere?  

Significance Criteria 
Impacts of the proposed project on population and housing will be considered significant if the 
following criteria are exceeded: 
- The demand for temporary or permanent housing exceeds the existing supply. 
- The proposed project produces additional population, housing or employment inconsistent 

with adopted plans either in terms of overall amount or location. 
 
Discussion 
XIII. a)  The proposed project is not anticipated to generate any significant adverse effects, 
either direct or indirect, on the district's population or population distribution as no additional 
workers are anticipated to be required for affected facilities to comply with the proposed 
amendments.  Human population within the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD is anticipated to grow 
regardless of implementing PAR 1130.  As such, PAR 1130 would not result in changes in 
population densities or induce significant growth in population.   
 
XIII. b)  Because the proposed project affects printing facilities but does not require additional 
employees, PAR 1130 is not expected to result in the creation of any new industry that would 
affect population growth, directly or indirectly, induce the construction of single- or multiple-
family units, or require the displacement of people elsewhere.  Installation and operation of any 
new UV/EB systems is anticipated to be operated by the existing labor pool in southern 
California and would not warrant any new housing. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse population and housing impacts are not 
expected from the implementation of PAR 1130 and are not further evaluated in this Draft EA.  
Since no significant population and housing impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are 
necessary or required. 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the 
proposal result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new 
or physically altered government 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response 
times or other performance objectives 
for any of the following public 
services: 

 a) Fire protection?
 b) Police protection?
 c) Schools?
 d) Parks?
 e) Other public facilities?

Significance Criteria 
Impacts on public services will be considered significant if the project results in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, or the need for new or physically altered government facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response time or other performance objectives. 
 
Discussion 
XIV. a) & b)  PAR 1130 would implement new efficiency and VOC content requirements for 
printing operations that would have no effect on public services.  UV/EB systems are not 
flammable, so any additional systems will not require additional public services to the existing 
services.  The proposed project does not require any action which would alter and, thereby, 
adversely affect existing public services, or require an increase in governmental facilities or 
services to support the affected existing facilities.  Current fire, police and emergency services 
are adequate to serve existing facilities, and the proposed project will not result in the need for 
new or physically altered government facilities in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times, or other performance objectives because no change in operations is expected to 
occur at affected facilities.   
 
Because the proposed project does not require or involve the use of new hazardous materials or 
generate new hazardous waste, it will not generate an emergency situation that would require 
additional fire or police protection, or impact acceptable service ratios or response times.   
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XIV. c) & d)  As indicated in discussion under item XIII. Population and Housing, 
implementing PAR 1130 would not induce population growth or dispersion because no 
additional workers are expected to be needed at the existing affected facilities.  Therefore, with 
no increase in local population anticipated as a result of adopting and implementing PAR 1130, 
additional demand for new or expanded schools or parks is also not anticipated.  As a result, no 
significant adverse impacts are expected to local schools or parks. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse public services impacts are not expected 
from the implementation of PAR 1130 and are not further evaluated in this Draft EA.  Since no 
significant public services impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or 
required. 
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XV. RECREATION.     
a) Would the project increase the use of 

existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities that 
might have an adverse physical effect 
on the environment or recreational 
services? 

Significance Criteria 
Impacts to recreation will be considered significant if: 
- The project results in an increased demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other 

recreational facilities. 
- The project adversely affects existing recreational opportunities. 
 
Discussion 
XV. a) & b) As discussed under “Land Use and Planning” above, there are no provisions in 
PAR 1130 that would affect land use plans, policies, or regulations.  Land use and other planning 
considerations are determined by local governments.  No land use or planning requirements 
would be altered by the adoption of PAR 1130, which only affect printing operations.  Further, 
PAR 1130 would not affect in any way affect district population growth or distribution (see 
Section XIII), in ways that could increase the demand for or use of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational facilities or require the construction of new or expansion of 
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existing recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment 
because it would not directly or indirectly increase or redistribute population. 
 
Based upon these considerations, significant recreation impacts are not expected from the 
implementation of PAR 1130.  Since no significant recreation impacts were identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary or required. 
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XVI. SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE.  
Would the project: 

a) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate 
the project’s solid waste disposal 
needs? 

b) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
and hazardous waste? 

Significance Criteria 
The proposed project impacts on solid/hazardous waste will be considered significant if the 
following occurs: 
- The generation and disposal of hazardous and non-hazardous waste exceeds the capacity of 

designated landfills. 
 
Discussion 
XVI. a) & b) Adoption of PAR 1130 would improve consistency with the CTGs applicable to 
printing operations regulations by increasing the overall add-on control device efficiency 
requirements and lowering VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed project 
further adds prohibition of the storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite 
and adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 
g/L, as applied. 
 
PAR 1130 is not expected to require the replacement of manufacturing equipment at affected 
facilities and any new UV/EB systems do not generate substantial waste; therefore, no new solid 
or hazardous waste impacts specifically associated with PAR 1130 are expected.  The affected 
facilities are currently in compliance with the proposed amendments, and as a result, no 
substantial change in the amount of solid or hazardous waste streams is expected to occur.  The 
character of solid or hazardous waste streams are not expected to occur as a result of the 
adoption of PAR 1130.  PAR 1130 is not expected to increase the volume of solid or hazardous 
wastes from affected facilities, require additional waste disposal capacity, or generate waste that 
does not meet applicable local, state, or federal regulations.  With regard to potential wastewater 
impacts, please see the discussion under item IX., “Hydrology and Water Quality.” 
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Based upon these considerations, PAR 1130 is not expected to increase the volume of solid or 
hazardous wastes that cannot be handled by existing municipal or hazardous waste disposal 
facilities, or require additional waste disposal capacity.  Further, adopting PAR 1130 is not 
expected to interfere with any affected facility’s ability to comply with applicable local, state, or 
federal waste disposal regulations.  Since no solid/hazardous waste impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. 
  Would the project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, 
taking into account all modes of 
transportation including mass transit 
and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit? 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including but 
not limited to level of service 
standards and travel demand measures, 
or other standards established by the 
county congestion management 
agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic 
patterns, including either an increase 
in traffic levels or a change in location 
that results in substantial safety risks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a 
design feature (e.g. sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g. farm 
equipment)? 

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 
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f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

    

 
Significance Criteria 
Impacts on transportation/traffic will be considered significant if any of the following criteria 
apply: 
- Peak period levels on major arterials are disrupted to a point where level of service (LOS) is 

reduced to D, E or F for more than one month. 
- An intersection’s volume to capacity ratio increase by 0.02 (two percent) or more when the 

LOS is already D, E or F. 
- A major roadway is closed to all through traffic, and no alternate route is available. 
- The project conflicts with applicable policies, plans or programs establishing measures of 

effectiveness, thereby decreasing the performance or safety of any mode of transportation. 
- There is an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and 

capacity of the street system. 
- The demand for parking facilities is substantially increased. 
- Water borne, rail car or air traffic is substantially altered. 
- Traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or pedestrians are substantially increased. 
- The need for more than 350 employees 
- An increase in heavy-duty transport truck traffic to and/or from the facility by more than 350 

truck round trips per day 
- Increase customer traffic by more than 700 visits per day. 

Discussion 
XVII. a) & b)  Adopting PAR 1130 would improve consistency with the CTGs applicable to 
printing operations regulations by increasing the overall add-on control device efficiency 
requirements and lowering VOC content limits for fountain solutions.  The proposed project 
further adds prohibition of the storage of non-compliant VOC-containing materials at a worksite 
and adds an exemption for graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 
g/L, as applied. The adoption of PAR 1130 would not change or cause additional transportation 
demands or services because no change in operations at affected facilities is expected to occur.  
Therefore, the proposed project would not increase traffic or adversely impact the existing traffic 
load and capacity of the street system, as the amount of product to be delivered is not anticipated 
to change nor generate additional services to affect transportation demand.  Because the current 
existing printing facilities are in compliance with the proposed amendments, no increase in 
material delivery trips is expected as a result of the proposed project. 
 
Since no construction-related trips and no additional operational-related trips per facility are 
anticipated, the adoption of PAR 1130 is not expected to significantly adversely affect 
circulation patterns on local roadways or the level of service at intersections near affected 
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facilities.  Since no construction is required, no significant construction traffic impacts are 
anticipated.   
 
XVII. c)  PAR 1130 will not require operators of existing facilities to construct buildings or 
other structures or change the height and appearance of the existing structures, such that they 
could interfere with flight patterns.  Therefore, adoption of PAR 1130 is not expected to 
adversely affect air traffic patterns.  Further, PAR 1130 will not affect in any way air traffic in 
the region because it will not require transport of any PAR 1130 materials by air.   
 
XVII. d)  No physical modifications are expected to occur by adopting PAR 1130 at the affected 
facilities.  Additionally, no offsite modifications to roadways are anticipated for the proposed 
project that would result in an additional design hazard or incompatible uses. 
 
XVII. e)  Equipment replacements or retrofits associated with adopting PAR 1130 are not 
expected to occur at the potentially affected existing facilities. Therefore, no changes to 
emergency access at or in the vicinity of the affected facilities would be expected.  As a result, 
PAR 1130 is not expected to adversely impact emergency access. 
 
XVII. f)  No changes to the parking capacity at or in the vicinity of the affected facilities are 
expected with adopting PAR 1130.  Adoption of PAR 1130 does not change existing operations, 
so no new workers at affected facilities or area sources are expected.  Since adoption of PAR 
1130 is not expected to require additional workers, no traffic impacts are expected to occur and 
additional parking capacity will not be required.  Therefore, PAR 1130 is not expected to 
adversely impact on- or off-site parking capacity.  PAR 1130 has no provisions that would 
conflict with alternative transportation, such as bus turnouts, bicycle racks, et cetera. 
 
Based upon these considerations, PAR 1130 is not expected to generate significant adverse project-
specific or cumulative transportation/traffic impacts and, therefore, this topic will not be considered 
further.  Since no significant transportation/traffic impacts were identified, no mitigation measures 
are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

With
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No Impact 

XVIII.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
             SIGNIFICANCE. 
a) Does the project have the potential to 

degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to 
drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

 
b) Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects) 

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects that will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly?

 
XVIII. a)  As discussed in the “Biological Resources” section, PAR 1130 is not expected to 
significantly adversely affect plant or animal species or the habitat on which they rely because 
PAR 1130 implements new requirements for printing operations, which will primarily be 
conducted at existing affected facilities.  New UV/EB systems installed to qualify for the 
exemption are anticipated to be installed on existing paved foundations.  All of the currently 
affected facilities are located at sites that have already been greatly disturbed and that currently 
do not support such habitats.  PAR 1130 is not expected to induce construction of any new land 
use projects that could affect biological resources.   
 
XVIII. b)  Based on the foregoing analyses, cumulative impacts in conjunction with other 
projects that may occur concurrently with or subsequent to the proposed project are not expected 
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to adversely impact any environmental topic.  Related projects to the currently proposed project 
include existing and proposed amended rules and regulations, as well as AQMP control 
measures, which produce emission reductions from most industrial and commercial sectors.  
Furthermore, because PAR 1130 does not generate project-specific impacts, cumulative impacts 
are not considered to be "cumulatively considerable” as defined by CEQA guidelines 
§15065(a)(3).  For example, the environmental topics checked ‘No Impact’ (e.g., aesthetics, 
agriculture resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources energy, geology and 
soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, 
mineral resources, noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, solid/hazardous 
waste and transportation and traffic) would not be expected to make any contribution to potential 
cumulative impacts whatsoever.  Also, in the case of air quality impacts, the net effect of 
implementing the proposed project with other proposed amended rules and regulations, and 
AQMP control measures is an overall reduction in District-wide emissions, thus, contributing to 
the attainment of state and national ambient air quality standards.  Therefore, it is concluded that 
PAR 1130 has no potential for significant cumulative or cumulatively considerable impacts in 
any environmental areas. 
 
XVIII. c)  Based on the foregoing analyses, PAR 1130 is not expected to cause significant 
adverse effects to human beings.  Significant adverse air quality impacts are not expected from 
the implementation of PAR 1130.  Based on the preceding analyses, no significant adverse 
impacts to aesthetics, agriculture resources, biological resources, cultural resources, energy, 
geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and 
planning, mineral resources, noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, 
solid/hazardous waste and transportation and traffic are expected as a result of the 
implementation of PAR 1130.   
 
As discussed in items I through XVIII above, the proposed project would have no potential to 
cause significant adverse environmental effects. 
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(Amended February 2, 1990)(Amended March 2, 1990)(Amended April 6, 1990) 

(Amended June 1, 1990)(Amended November 2, 1990)(Amended December 7, 1990) 
(Amended August 2, 1991)(Amended March 6, 1992)(Amended July 9, 1993) 

(Amended September 8, 1995)(Amended March 8, 1996)(Amended October 8, 1999) 
(Proposed Amended Rule 1130 April 2014)

(PostPublicWorkshop-1)

PROPOSED AMENDED RULE 1130. GRAPHIC ARTS 

(a) Purpose and Applicability 
The purpose of this rule is to reduce emissions of vVolatile oOrganic 
eCompounds (VOC) emissions from graphic arts operations.  The This rule 
applies to any persons performing graphic arts operations or who solicit, specify, 
offer for sale, sell, or distribute supplies, sells, offers for sale, markets, 
manufactures, blends, repackages, stores at a worksite, distributes, applies or 
solicits the application of graphic arts materials for use in the District. 

(b) Definitions 
 For the purpose of this rule, the following definitions shall apply: 

(1) AEROSOL COATING PRODUCT is a pressurized coating product 
containing pigments or resins that dispenses product ingredients by means 
of a propellant, and is packaged in a disposable can for hand-held 
application, or for use in specialized equipment for ground marking and
traffic/ marking applications.

(2) ALCOHOL is an organic compound that contains a hydroxyl (OH) group 
and is used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension and 
increase the viscosity of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).  For 
purposes of this rule, alcohol includes, but is not limited to, isopropyl 
alcohol (isopropanol), n-propanol and ethanol.

(3) ALCOHOL SUBSTITUTE is an additive that contains VOCs but no 
alcohol and is used in the fountain solution to reduce the surface tension 
and increase the viscosity of water to prevent piling (ink build-up).

(24) COATING is a layer of material which is applied to a substrate surface in 
order to beautify, protect or provide a barrier to such surface in a relatively 
unbroken film. 

(35) CAPTURE EFFICIENCY, in percent, is the ratio of the weight of the 
VOC in the effluent stream entering the control device to the weight of 
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VOC emitted from graphic arts operations, both measured simultaneously, 
and can be calculated by the following equation: 

Capture Efficiency = [Wc/We] x 100

Where: Wc = weight of VOC entering control device

We = weight of VOC emitted

Capture Efficiency = [Wc/We] x 100

Where: Wc = weight of VOC entering control device

We = weight of VOC emitted

(46) CONTROL DEVICE EFFICIENCY, in percent, is the ratio of the weight 
of the VOC removed by the control device from the effluent stream 
entering the control device to the weight of the VOC in the effluent stream 
entering the control device, both measured simultaneously, and can be 
calculated by the following equation: 

Control Device Efficiency = 

Where: Wc = Weight of VOC entering control device

Wa = Weight of VOC discharged from the control
device

Control Device Efficiency = 100 x W  W-W cac

Where: Wc = Weight of VOC entering control device

Wa = Weight of VOC discharged from the control device

(57) END-USER is a person who performs graphic arts operations.

(8) ENERGY CURABLE COATINGS, INKS AND ADHESIVES are single-
component reactive products that cure upon exposure to visible-light, 
ultra-violet light or to an electron beam.  The VOC content of thin film 
Energy Curable Coatings, Inks And Adhesives may be determined by 
manufacturers using ASTM Test Method 7767-11 “Standard Test Method 
to Measure Volatiles from Radiation Curable Acrylate Monomers, 
Oligomers, and Blends and Thin Coatings Made from Them.”

(69) EXEMPT COMPOUNDS (See Rule 102-Definition of Terms). 
(710) FACILITY is any permit unit or grouping of permit units or other air-

contaminant-emitting activities which are located on one or more 
contiguous properties within the District, in actual physical contact or 



Rule 1130 (Cont.) (Proposed Amended April 2014Amended October 8, 1999)

PAR1130 - 3 

separated solely by a public roadway or other public right-of-way, and are 
owned or operated by the same person (or by persons under common 
control).  Such above-described groupings, if non-contiguous, but 
connected only by land carrying a pipeline, shall not be considered one 
facility. 

(811) FLEXOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a printing method utilizing a flexible 
rubber or other elastomeric plate in which the image area is raised relative 
to the nonimage non-image area. 

(912) FLUORESCENT INK is a printing ink that emits electromagnetic 
radiation as a result of the absorption of energy from radiation. 

(1013) FOUNTAIN SOLUTION is the solution used in offset lithographic
printing which is applied to the image plate to maintain the hydrophilic 
properties of the non-image nonimage areas.  It is primarily water and 
contains at least one of the following materials: etchants such as mineral 
salts; hydrophilic gums; or VOC additives to reduce the surface tension of 
the solution. 

(1114) GRAMS OF VOC PER LITER OF COATING (OR INK OR 
ADHESIVE), LESS WATER AND LESS EXEMPT COMPOUNDS, is 
the weight of VOC per combined volume of VOC and coating (or ink or 
adhesive) solids and can be calculated by the following equation: 

eswm

esws

V-V-V
 W- W-WCompoundsExemptLessand

 WaterLessAdhesive),orInk(orCoatingofLiterperVOCofGrams

Where: Ws = weight of volatile compounds in grams 

 Ww = weight of water in grams 

 Wes = weight of exempt compounds in grams 

 Vm = volume of material in liters 

 Vw = volume of water in liters 

 Ves = volume of exempt compounds in liters 

 For coatings that contain reactive diluents, the grams of VOC per Liter of 
Coating (or ink or adhesive), Less Water and Less Exempt Compounds, 
shall be calculated by the following equation: 
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eswm

esws

V-V-V
 W- W-W

CompoundsExemptLessand

 WaterLessAdhesive),orInk(orCoatingofLiterperVOCofGrams

Where: Ws = weight of volatile compounds evolved during curing 
and analysis in grams 

 Ww = weight of water evolved during curing and analysis in 
grams 

 Wes = weight of exempt compounds evolved during curing 
and analysis in grams 

 Vm = volume of material prior to reaction in liters 

 Vw = volume of water evolved during curing and analysis in 
liters 

 Ves = volume of exempt compounds evolved during curing 
and analysis in liters 

(1215) GRAMS OF VOC PER LITER OF MATERIAL is the weight of VOC per 
volume of material and can be calculated by the following equation: 

m

esws

V
 W- W-WMaterialofLiterperVOCofGrams

Where: Ws = weight of volatile compounds in grams 

 Ww = weight of water in grams 

 Wes = weight of exempt compounds in grams 

 Vm = volume of material in liters 

(1316) GRAPHIC ARTS OPERTIONS OPERATIONS are gravure, letterpress, 
flexographic, and offset lithographic printing processes or related coating 
or laminating processes. 

(1417) GRAPHIC ARTS MATERIALS are any inks, coatings, or adhesives, 
including added thinners or retarders, used in printing or related coating or 
laminating processes. 

(1518) GRAVURE PRINTING is an intaglio printing process in which the ink is 
carried in minute etched or engraved wells on a roll or cylinder, excess ink 
being removed from the surface by a doctor blade. 

(1619) HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink used on continuous 
web-feedfed printing presses that are equipped with hot air high velocity 
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dryers or ovens.  The ink dries or sets by heat induced evaporation of the 
ink oils and subsequent chilling of the ink by chill rolls. 

(1720) LAMINATION is a process of composing two or more layers of material 
to form a single, multiple-layer sheet by using an adhesive. 

(1821) LETTERPRESS PRINTING is a printing process in which the image area 
is raised relative to the nonimage non-image area and the ink is transferred 
to the substrate directly from the image surface. 

(19) LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a planographic printing process in which 
the image and nonimage areas are on the same plane and are chemically 
differentiated.  This printing process differs from other printing processes 
where the image is typically printed from a raised or recessed surface.

(2022) MATTE FINISH INK is a flexographic printing ink which is applied used
on non-porous substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains 
at least five (5) percent by weight silicon dioxide flattening agent. 

(2123) METALLIC INK is a flexographic printing ink which is applied used on 
non-porous substrates in flexographic printing operations and contains at 
least 28 percent by weight elemental metal particles. 

(2224) NON-HEATSET INK is an offset lithographic printing ink that sets and 
dries by absorption into the substrate, and hardens by ambient air 
oxidation that may be accelerated by the use of infrared light sources.  For 
the purposes of this definition ultraviolet and electron-beam energy
curable inks are examples of non-heatset inks. 

(2325) NON-POROUS SUBSTRATE is a substrate whose surface prevents 
penetration by water, including but not limited to foil, polyethylene, 
polypropylene, cellophane, paper or paperboard coated with a non-porous 
material, metalized polyester, nylon, and mylar.

(26) OFFSET LITHOGRAPHIC PRINTING is a planographic printing process 
in which the image and non-image areas are on the same plane of a thin 
lithographic plate and are chemically differentiated.  The ink film is 
transferred from the lithographic plate to an intermediary surface, a rubber 
covered cylinder called a blanket, which, in turn, transfers the ink to the 
substrate.  This printing process differs from other printing processes 
where the image is typically printed from a raised or recessed surface.

(2427) OVERALL CONTROL EFFICIENCY (C.E.), in percent, is the ratio of 
the weight of the VOC removed by the emission control system from the 
effluent stream entering the control device to the total VOC emitted from 
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graphic arts operations, both measured simultaneously, and can be 
calculated by the following equations: 

100 x W W-WC.E. eac

100EfficiencyDeviceControl x EfficiencyCaptureC.E.

Where: Wc   = Weight of VOC entering control device 

 Wa   = Weight of VOC discharged from the control device 

 We  = Weight of VOC emitted 

(2528) PACKAGING GRAVURE is gravure printing on paper, paperboard, foil, 
film or other substrates used to produce containers or packages. 

(2629) POROUS SUBSTRATE is a substrate whose surface does not prevent the 
penetration by water, including but not limited to paper, paperboard, and 
any paper product that is coated with a porous material.

(2730) POTENTIAL TO EMIT is the maximum capacity of a stationary source to 
emit a regulated air pollutant based on its physical or operational design.  
Any physical or operational limitation on the capacity of the stationary 
source to emit a pollutant, including air pollution control equipment and 
restrictions on hours of operations or on the type of material combusted, 
stored, or processed, shall be treated as part of the design only if the 
limitation is federally enforceable. 

(2831) PRINTING in the graphic arts is any operation that imparts color, design, 
alphabet, or numerals on a substrate. 

(2932) PRINTING INK is a pigmented fluid or viscous material used in printing. 
(3033) PROOF PRESS is a press used only to check the quality of print, color 

reproduction, and editorial content. 
(3134) PUBLICATION GRAVURE is gravure printing on paper subsequently 

formed into books, magazines, catalogues, brochures, directories, 
newspaper supplements or other types of printed materials not classified as 
packaging gravure. 

(3235) REACTIVE DILUENT is a liquid which is a VOC during application and 
one in which, through chemical reaction or physical actions, such as 
adsorption or retention in the substrate, 20 percent or more of the VOC 
becomes an integral part of a finished product. 

(3336) REFRIGERATED CHILLER is a device that continuously maintains and 
supplies fountain solution to a holding tray at a temperature of 55 degrees 
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Fahrenheit or less measured at the supply tank, thereby reducing 
evaporative emissions of VOCs in fountain solutions. 

(3437) SOLVENT CLEANING is the removal of loosely held uncured adhesives, 
uncured inks, uncured coatings, and contaminants including, but not
limited to, dirt, soil, and grease from parts, products, tools, machinery, 
equipment and general work areasis as defined in Rule 1171 – Solvent 
Cleaning Operations.

(3538) STERILIZATION INDICATING INKS are inks that change color to 
indicate that sterilization has occurred.  Such inks are used to monitor the 
sterilization of medical instruments, autoclave efficiency, and the thermal 
processing of foods for prevention of spoilage. 

(3639) VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUND (VOC) is as defined in Rule 102 –
Definition of Terms.

(3740) WEB-FEEDWEB-FED is an automatic system which supplies substrate 
from a continuous roll, or from an extrusion process. 

(c) Requirements 
(1) VOC Content of Graphic Arts Materials 

No person shall supply, sell, offer for sale, market, manufacture, blend, 
package, repackage, distribute, apply or solicit the application of any
graphic arts material, including any VOC-containing materials added to 
the original graphic arts materials, for use in the District, which contains a
total VOC in excess of the VOC content limits specified set-forth in the 
Table of Standards I below:

GRAPHIC ARTS MATERIAL

VOC LIMIT
Grams per Liter of

Coating (or Ink or Adhesive), 
Less

Water and Less Exempt 
Compounds

(October 8, 1999)
Effective
January 1, 

2000
Lithographic Ink 300 300
Letterpress Ink 300 300

Gravure Ink 300 300
Flexographic Ink Non-Porous

Substrate 300 300
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Flexographic Ink Porous 
Substrate 300 225

Flexographic Fluorescent Ink 300 300
Coating 300 300

Adhesive 300 150

TABLE OF STANDARDS I

VOC CONTENT LIMITS
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Coating, Ink, and Adhesive, Less 

Water And Less Exempt Compounds

(2) VOC Content of Fountain Solution 
(A) Through December 31, 1999, no No person shall apply any in any 

graphic arts operation any fountain solution, including any VOC-
containing materials added to the original fountain solution, which
contains a total VOC in excess of 100 grams per liter of material.  
Effective January 1, 2000, the VOC content of fountain solution, 
including any VOC containing material added to the original 
fountain solution as applied, shall be: for use in a graphic arts 
operation within the District unless the VOC content in the 
fountain solution, as applied, complies with the applicable VOC 
limits set-forth in the Table of Standards II below.

(A) no greater than 80 grams per liter of material, or

TABLE OF STANDARDS II
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VOC CONTENT LIMITS
Grams of VOC Per Liter of Material

FOUNTAIN SOLUTION 1/1/2000 7/1/2014
g/L g/L

 Heatset Web-Fed
 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 16
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 30
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50

Sheet-Fed
 Using Alcohol without Refrigerated Chiller 80 50
 Using Alcohol with Refrigerated Chiller 100 85
 Using Alcohol Substitute 80 50

Non-Heatset Web-Fed
 Using Alcohol Substitute without Refrigerated Chiller

80 50
 Using Alcohol Substitute with Refrigerated Chiller

(A) no greater than 80 grams per liter of material, or
(B) no greater than 100 grams per liter of material, if a refrigerated 

chiller is used.The use of alcohol containing fountain solutions is 
prohibited for use in non-heatset web-fed operations.

(3) Solvent Cleaning Operations; Storage and Disposal of VOC-containing 
Materials.
Solvent cleaning of application equipment, parts, products, tools, 
machinery, equipment, general work areas, and the storage and disposal of 
VOC-containing materials used in cleaning operations and the storage and 
disposal of VOC-containing materials used in cleaning operations are
subject to the provisions of shall be carried out pursuant to Rule 1171 - 
Solvent Cleaning Operations.

(4) Prohibition of Storage
Effective July 1, 2014, a person shall not store any graphic arts material at 
a worksite for use in the District which contains VOC in the excess of the 
VOC-content limits specified in paragraph (c)(1).
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(45) Approved Emission Control System 
A person may comply with the provisions of paragraphs (c)(1) or (c)(2) by 
using an emission control system, consisting of a collection and a control 
device, which is approved, in writing, by the Executive Officer for 
reducing emissions of volatile organic compounds.

(A) Graphic Arts Materials
The Executive Officer shall approve an emission control system to 
be used in conjunction with graphic arts materials only if its 
overall control efficiency will reduce the VOC emissions from the 
use of non-compliant graphic arts materials to a level equal to or 
lower than that which would have been achieved through 
compliance with the terms of paragraphs (c)(1) or meets the 
applicable limits listed below, whichever results in lower 
emissions.

Type of Printing Overall Efficiency
(October 8, 1999) Effective January 1, 2000

Flexography 67% 75%

Publication gravure 75% 85%

Packaging gravure 67% 75%

Lithography 67% 75%

Letterpress 67% 75%

The required overall efficiency of an emission control system at 
which an equivalent VOC emission will be achieved, compared to 
the emissions achieved through compliance with paragraphs (c)(1), 
shall be calculated by the following equation:

100 x 
DVOC-1
DVOC-1

 x 
VOC

VOC-1C.E.
cLWc

Maxn,MaxLWn,

MaxLWn,

LWc

Where: C.E. = Overall Control Efficiency, percent

VOCLWc = VOC Limit of Rule 1130, less water and less 
exempt compounds, pursuant to paragraphs 
(c)(1).

VOCLWn,Max = Maximum VOC content of non-compliant 
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graphic arts materials used in conjunction with 
a control device, less water and exempt 
compounds, g/L.

Dn,Max = Density of VOC solvent, reducer, or thinner 
contained in the non-compliant graphic arts 
materials containing the maximum VOC, g/L.

Dc = Density of corresponding VOC solvent, 
reducer, or thinner used in the compliant 
graphic arts materials = 880 g/L.

(B) Fountain Solution
Through December 31, 1999, the Executive Officer shall approve 
an emission control system to be used in conjunction with fountain 
solutions only if its overall control efficiency is at least 67%.  
Effective January 1, 2000, the overall control efficiency shall be at 
least 75%.

A person may comply with the provisions of paragraph (c)(1) or (c)(2) by 
using an emission control system to reduce VOC emissions provided such 
system is first approved in writing by the Executive Officer and meets the 
following requirements:
(A) The control device reduces VOC emissions from an emissions 

collection system by at least 95 percent, by weight, or the output of 
the air pollution control device is no more than 50 PPM by volume 
calculated as carbon with no dilution; and

(B) The owner/operator demonstrates that the emission collection 
system collects at least 90 percent, by weight, of the VOC 
emissions generated by the sources emissions.

(56) Alternative Emission Control Plan 
A person may comply with the provisions of paragraphs (c)(1) or (c)(2) by 
means of an approved Alternative Emission Control Plan (AECP) 
pursuant to Rule 108 - Alternative Emission Control Plans.

(d) Prohibition of Specification and Sale 
(1) No person shall solicit from, or require any other person to use in the 

District any graphic arts material which, when applied as supplied or 
thinned or reduced according to the manufacturer's recommendation for 
application, does not meet the applicable VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) 
or subparagraph (i)(11)(C) (i)(4)(C) for the specific application. 
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(2) No person shall supply, offer for sale, sell, market, blend, package,
repackage, manufacture or distribute, or distribute directly to an end-user 
for use in the District any graphic arts material for use in the District 
which, when applied as supplied or thinned or reduced according to the 
manufacturer's recommendation for application, does not meet the 
applicable VOC limits in paragraph (c)(1) or subparagraph (i)(11)(C)
(i)(4)(C) for the specific application.

(3) The prohibition of sales and use as specified in paragraphs (d)(1) and 
(d)(2) shall not apply to any manufacturer of graphic arts materials, 
provided that the manufacturer has complied with the labeling 
requirements of Rule 443.1 – Labeling of Materials Containing Organic 
Solvents, and the product is not sold directly to a user located in the 
District, or the product was sold to an independent distributor or a sales 
outlet located in the District that is not a subsidiary of, or under the control 
of the manufacturer, and was informed in writing by the manufacturer 
about the compliance status of the product with Rule 1130.

(e) Recordkeeping and Reporting Requirements 
Records shall be maintained pursuant to Rule 109.  For emissions reporting 
purposes, the following substrate retention factors shall be applied to the 
lithographic oil content of the inks: 20 percent retention for heatset inks and 95 
percent retention for non-heatset inks. 

(f) Rule 442 Applicability 
Any graphic arts operations subject to this rule which is exemptexempted from all 
or a portion of the VOC limits of this rule shall comply with the provisions of 
Rule 442 – Usage of Solvents.

(g) Emission Reduction Credits 
The calculations for emission reduction credits issued pursuant to District Rule
1309 for matte finish and metallic inks shall be based on a maximum VOC limit 
of 300 grams per liter (less water and less exempt compounds) irrespective of the 
VOC limits specified in subparagraph (i)(11)(C).Facilities that use matte finish 
and metallic inks shall not receive emission reduction credit(s) pursuant to 
SCAQMD Rule 1309 above those emission reduction credit(s) that the facility
would have received if it was operated with coatings having a VOC content of no
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more than 300 grams per liter, less water and less exempt compounds irrespective 
of the VOC limits specified in paragraph (i)(4)(C).

(h) Test Methods 
(1) VOC Content of Graphic Arts Materials 

The VOC content of graphic arts materials except publication rotogravure
inks shall be determined by: 
(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) 

Reference Test Method 24, (Determination of Volatile Matter 
Content, Water Content, Density, Volume Solids, and Weight 
Solids of Surface Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt 
compounds' content shall be determined by District South Coast 
Air Quality Management’s (SCAQMD) Laboratory Test Method
302 (Distillation of Solvents from Paints, Coatings and Inks) and
303 (Determination of Exempt Compounds) contained in the 
District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual; or 

(B) SCAQMD District Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile 
Organic Compounds (VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual. 

(2) VOC Content and Density of Publication Rotogravure Ink: 
 The VOC content and density of publication rotogravure inks shall be 

determined by: 
(A) United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)

Reference Test Method 24A, (Title 40 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 60, Appendix ADetermination of Volatile Matter 
Content and Density of Publication Rotogravure Inks and Related 
Publication Rotogravure Coatings, Code of Federal Regulations 
Title 40, Part 60, Appendix A).  The exempt compounds' content 
shall be determined by District SCAQMD’s Laboratory Test 
Method 303 (Determination of Exempt Compounds) contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual; or 



Rule 1130 (Cont.) (Proposed Amended April 2014Amended October 8, 1999)

PAR1130 - 14 

(B) SCAQMD District Test Method 304 [Determination of Volatile 
Organic Compounds (VOCs) in Various Materials] contained in 
the District SCAQMD’s "Laboratory Methods of Analysis for 
Enforcement Samples" manual. 

(3) Exempt Perfluorocarbon Compounds 
The following classes of compounds: cyclic, branched, or linear, 
completely fluorinated alkanes; cyclic, branched, or linear, completely 
fluorinated ethers with no unsaturations; cyclic, branched, or linear, 
completely fluorinated tertiary amines with no unsaturations; and sulfur-
containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations and with sulfur bonds 
only to carbon and fluorine, The following classes of compounds: 

Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated alkanes; 
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated ethers with no 
unsaturations;
Cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated tertiary amines with 
no unsaturations; and 
Sulfur-containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations and with 
sulfur bonds only to carbon and fluorine, 

will be analyzed as exempt compounds for compliance with subdivision 
(c) and subparagraph (i)(11)(C) (i)(4)(C), only at such time as when
manufacturers specify which individual compounds are used in the ink and 
coating formulations. and identify the test methods, which, prior to such 
analysis, have been approved byIn addition, the manufacturers must 
identify the U.S. EPA, CARB, and the District, thatSCAQMD approved 
test methods, which can be used to quantify the amounts of each exempt 
compound.

(4) Determination of Efficiency of Emission Control Systems 
(A) The capture efficiency of an emission control system as defined

specified in paragraph (b)(25) shall be determined by a minimum 
of three sampling runs subject to the data quality objective (DQO) 
presented in the by the procedures presented in U.S. EPA technical 
guideline document, "Guidelines for Determining Capture 
Efficiency, January 9, 1995".  Individual capture efficiency test 
runs subject to the USEPA technical guidelines shall be 
determined by:Notwithstanding the test methods specified by the 
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Guidelines, any other method approved by the U.S. EPA, CARB 
and the SCAQMD Executive Officer may be substituted.
(i) Applicable USEPA Methods 204, 204A, 204B, 204C, 

204E, and/or 204F; or
(ii) The District "Protocol for Determination of Volatile 

Organic Compounds (VOC) Capture Efficiency"; or
(iii) any other method approved by the USEPA, the California 

Air Resources Board, and the District Executive Officer.

(B) The efficiency of the control device efficiency of an the emission 
control system as defined specified in paragraph (b)(36) and the 
VOC content in the control device exhaust gases, measured and 
calculated as carbon, shall be determined by U.S. EPA Test 
Methods 25, 25A, or District SCAQMD Method 25.1 
(Determination of Total Gaseous Non-Methane Organic Emissions 
as Carbon) or SCAQMD Method 25.3 (Determination of Low 
Concentration Non-Methane Non-Ethane Organic Compound 
Emissions from Clean Fueled Combustion Sources) as applicable.  
U.S. EPA Test Method 18, or CARB Method 422 shall be used to 
determine emissions of exempt compounds. 

(5) Equivalent Test Methods 
 Other test methods determined by the staffs of the Districtto be equivalent 

by the Executive Officer, CARB, and the U.S. EPA, to be equivalent to 
the test methods specified in this rule, and approved in writing by the 
District Executive Officer may also be used.  

(6) Multiple Test Methods 
 When more than one test method or set of test methods are specified for 

any testing, a violation of any requirement of this rule established by any 
one of the specified test methods or set of test methods shall constitute a 
violation of the rule. 

(7) Test Methods Dates 
 All test methods referenced in this section subdivision shall be the most 

recently approved versions .  The Executive Officer may update test
methods as necessary to reflect the most accurate method available, 
provided the method does not affect the stringency of the ruleby the 
appropriate governmental entities.
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(i) Exemptions 
 (1) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to:

(1A) Fountain solutions used on proof presses. 
(2B) Coating operations subject to other rules of Regulation XI. 
(3C) Solar-control window film. 
(4D) Heat-applied transfer decals. 
(5E) Graphic arts on ceramic materials. 
(6F) Circuitry printing. 
(7G) Blanket repair material used in containers of four ounces or less. 
(8H) Sterilization indicating inks.
(I) Aerosol coating products.
(J) Graphic arts materials that have a VOC content of no more than 10 

g/L, less water and less exempt compounds, as applied.

(92) The prohibition specified in paragraphs (d)(1) or (d)(2) shall not apply to 
persons offering graphic arts materials for sale to, selling graphic arts 
materials to, distributing graphic arts materials to, or requiring the use of 
graphic arts materials from, persons who are operating an approved 
emission control system under paragraph (c)(45), or complying under 
paragraph (c)(56) , or operating pursuant to paragraphs (i)(1), (i)(2), (i)(3), 
(i)(4), (i)(5), or (i)(6), (i)(7), (i)(8), (i)(11)(C), (i)(12), or (i)(13).

(103) The prohibition specified in subdivision (d) shall not apply to graphic arts 
materials which will be used solely outside of the District. 

(114) The provisions of paragraph (c)(1) shall not apply to metallic and matte 
finish inks provided that: 
(A) The usage of matte finish or metallic inks each as supplied shall 

not exceed two (2) gallons on any one day and 125 gallons per 
calendar year at a facility; and 

(B) The potential to emit and the actual VOC emissions from a facility 
which applies matte finish or metallic inks does not exceed ten 
(10) tons per calendar year from all VOC emission sources; and 

(C) The VOC content of matte finish and metallic inks do not exceed 
535 and 460 grams per liter (less water and less exempt 
compounds) respectively, including any VOC containing materials 
added to the original ink, as applied; and 
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(D) The owner or operator of the facility certifies in writing to the 
Executive Officer that they shall not emit VOCs in excess of ten 
(10) tons per calendar year.  Such a certification shall be 
considered an agreement by the facility to limit the facility's 
potential to emit; and.

(E) Facilities operating under the provisions of paragraph (i)(11)
whose actual emissions exceed ten (10) tons in any calendar year
shall henceforth be subject to the requirements of paragraph (c)(1);
and

(F) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (e), facilities shall
retain records of purchase orders and invoices of VOC-containing
materials for a minimum of two (2) years.

(5) Facilities operating under the provisions of paragraph (i)(4) whose actual 
emissions exceed ten (10) tons in any calendar year shall:
(A) henceforth be subject to the requirements of paragraph (c)(1).
(B) In addition to the requirements of subdivision (e), facilities shall 

retain records of purchase orders and invoices of VOC-containing 
materials for a minimum of five (5) years.

(6) The provision of paragraph (c)(4) shall not apply to a worksite that stores 
graphic arts materials provided such graphic arts materials are vented 
exclusively to printing systems equipped with an approved emission 
control system pursuant withto the requirements of paragraph (c)(5).

(12) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to aerosol coating products.
(137) The provisions of paragraph (c)(1) shall not apply to postal cancellation 

inks provided the VOC emissions from these inks, at a facility, do not 
exceed 60 pounds per calendar month. 

(8) The provisions of paragraph (c)(2) shall not apply to sheet-fed offset 
presses that have a sheet size no larger than 11 inches by 17 inches, or any 
offset press if the total solution reservoir capacity is one gallon or less,
provided the VOC content of the fountain solution used contains no more 
than 80 grams per liter of material, as applied, or if using a refrigerated 
chiller, no more than 100 grams per liter of material, as applied.
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Consumers and suppliers of

consumer products are taking

an increasingly active interest

in environmental issues and

“sustainable development.” A number

of RadTech members have been

approached by their customers with

requests to provide information

on the contributions that their

products can make to the sustainability

initiative. In some cases, sustainability

may be considered as a criterion in

purchasing decisions.

Sustainability Advantages
of Ultraviolet and Electron
Beam Curing

Ultraviolet (UV) and electron

beam (EB) curing offer several

significant “sustainability” features

By Ronald Golden

Sustainability Advantages
of Ultraviolet and Electron
Beam Curing

compared to conventional thermal

curing processes:

• Reduced use of solvents, lower VOC

and HAPS.

• Reduced energy usage.

• Reduced fossil fuel usage.

• Lower greenhouse gas emissions.

• Reduced or eliminated “end-of-pipe”

pollution controls.

• Reduced transportation requirements.

• UV and EB inks, coatings and

adhesives do not dry out by

evaporation…

— That makes it easier to recover

and recycle printing and

coating  materials.

— That means they require less

solvent to clean up.

• UV and EB printed/coated

packaging materials are recyclable

and repulpable.

• UV/EB curing materials have very low

vapor pressures (reduced worker

exposure).

These features have been confirmed

by studies that consistently demonstrated

that UV and EB curing enable reduced

energy usage and greenhouse gas

emissions, primarily because of their

very high applied solids, and because

UV or EB energy is used instead of heat

for curing. Thermal curing must heat

large volumes of air and/or generate

radiant infrared energy to:

• Maintain the thermal curing oven at

temperature;

• Evaporate and remove water

and/or solvent;

 Table 1
Pressure-sensitive adhesive application parameters

Units UV-Cured Solvent WB
acResin Dispersion

Coating Weight g/m2 20 20 20

Coating Solids % 99 47 55

Line Speed m/min 200 167 100

Web Width m/min 0.8 0.8 0.8

Production Rate m2/hr 9,600 8,016 4,800

Annual hr/yr 8,000 8,000 8,000
Production Time

Annual Production m2/yr 76,800,000 64,128,000 38,400,000

Technology
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• Stay below the lower explosive limit

when solvents are present;

• Heat the substrate to the curing

temperature; and

• Cure the ink and/or coating.

Moreover, any volatile organic

solvent emissions from thermal curing

ovens require “end-of-pipe” controls

(incineration or solvent capture). Both

processes require additional energy

input and generate corresponding

greenhouse gases.

In contrast, with UV or EB curing

processes, reactive monomers

replace all or most of the diluting

medium and become part of the cured

polymer so little if any added volatile

solvent or water is needed in the

formulation, and effective applied

solids can approach 100 percent.

Curing is initiated by UV or EB

radiation and is almost instantaneous,

the substrate remains cool, and air

circulation is mainly for equipment and

substrate cooling, and evacuation of

any volatiles.

Previous analyses comparing

UV/EB processes to competitive

solvent and waterborne technologies

have also shown substantial reductions

in pollution and hazardous waste

associated with spent solvent-borne

materials and cleanup, as well as

significant improvements in product

performance and productivity, often at

an overall lower net cost.1

RadTech Sustainability
Task Force

RadTech International North

America has formed a Sustainability

Task Force—comprising a group of raw

material suppliers; ink, coatings and

adhesives formulators; equipment

manufacturers; end-use converters;

and packaging manufacturers—to

study and quantify these sustainability

characteristics. Specifically, the

RadTech Sustainability Task Force has

established the following goals:

• Develop comprehensive life

cycle analyses for all applicable

technology options.

• Develop quantitative comparisons

of energy, emissions and resource

use of UV/EB processes versus

conventional thermal curing

alternatives.

• Develop a model to help decision-

makers to quantify sustainability

factors when evaluating technology

options.

Pressure-Sensitive Adhesive
Case Study

The most complete published

quantitative analysis comparing

ultraviolet and waterborne technologies

was a 1997 study of the conversion to

UV curing from thermal curing of

waterborne inks and coatings for

exterior aluminum can decoration and

coating at Coors Brewing Company.2 A

previous RadTech Report article3

reported how the conversion resulted

in a reduction of up to 80 percent in

total energy usage in Btu, including

electrical power and natural gas.

Greenhouse gas emissions showed a

corresponding reduction of up to 67

percent. Moreover, these benefits were

achieved at a lower net cost for the

finished product.

The RadTech Sustainability Task

Force was seeking a more recent study

to develop a similar comparison using

current energy and emissions factors.

BASF Corporation generously provided

RadTech with the raw data from their

ecoefficiency evaluation of water-

borne, solvent and UV web-applied

pressure sensitive adhesives4 as the

 Table 2
Electrical energy consumption for web coating
pressure-sensitive adhesive

Technology

Units UV-Cured Solvent W/B
acResin Dispersion

Electricity
Consumption

Adhesive kWh/m2 0.008 0.008
Preparation
Coating kWh/m2 0.009 0.011
Application
Curing kWh/m2 0.028 0.013
Finishing kWh/m2 0.006 0.001
Solvent kWh/m2 0 0.01
Incineration

Electricity Subtotal kWh/m2 0.051 0.04 0.14

Annual Electricity kWh 3,916,800 2,757,504 5,376,000
Consumption

Average Cost of
Electricity to $/kWh 0.062 0.062 0.062
Industrial Users5

Annual Electricity 242,842 170,965 333,312
Cost

Normalized             $/million m2  3,162 2,666 8,680
Electricity Cost
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basis for the following quantitative

analysis. Table 1 shows the application

parameters. Tables 2, 3 and 4 show a

comparison of the energy demand

components for each coating technology.

The higher solids of the UV coating

also means reduced energy required

to transport the coating from the

formulator to the application site.

Table 4 shows the transportation

energy required to deliver enough of

each type of coating to cover

76,800,000 square meters at an applied

coat weight of 20 g/m2.

Table 5 shows a comparison of the

total energy requirements of each of

the three technologies, normalized to

Btu/square meter of coated surface.

Conversion of electrical energy MWh to

Btu is based on an average heat rate of

9.713 million Btu/MWh; conversion of

natural gas usage to Btu is based on

1,031 Btu per cubic foot.

On a normalized basis (Btu per

square meter of coated substrate) the

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Both generation of electrical energy

and combustion of natural gas generate

corresponding greenhouse gas

emissions (Table 6).

Factors for conversion of electrical

MWh and combustion of various fuels

to greenhouse gas emissions are based

on data published by the U.S. Energy

Information Administration and the

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(EPA).9 On a normalized basis (MT

CO2 per million square meters of

coated substrate), the UV-cured resin

generates up to 87 percent less carbon

dioxide, compared to thermal curing

solvent and waterborne systems.

UV-Cured Products Are
Recyclable

Trials at Beloit Corporation

confirmed that UV/EB inks and

coatings repulp easily.10 Mill scale

trials show that UV/EB-coated waste

can be incorporated into standard

furnish with no detrimental effects on

product quality. The study concluded

that UV- and EB-printed and coated

 Table 4
Transportation energy requirements on an equal
coverage basis

Technology

Units UV-Cured Solvent W/B
acResin Dispersion

Normalized
Annual Coating
Solids MT 1,538 1,538 1,538
Liquid Annual
Coating
Volume MT 1,553 3,272 2,796
Net Truckload MT 20 20 20
Truckloads/Year 76 160 137
Diesel Fuel gal/yr   6,781 14,365 12,275
Usage*
Energy Million Btu/yr 943 1,997 1,706
Consumption**

*Based on an average 500-mile delivery trip and fuel mileage of 5.7 mpg7

**Based on 139,000 Btu per gallon of diesel fuel8

UV-cured resin requires up to 89

percent less energy, compared to

solvent and waterborne systems.

 Table 3
Natural gas consumption for web coating
pressure-sensitive adhesive

Technology

                            Units UV-Cured Solvent W/B
acResin Dispersion

Natural Gas 1000 ft3/m2 0 0.0033 0.003
Subtotal

Curing 1000 ft3/yr 0 147,494 115,200

Solvent 1000 ft3/yr 0 64,128 0
Incineration

Annual Natural 1000 ft3 0 211,622 115,200
Gas Demand

Normalized 1000 ft3/
Natural Gas million m2

Consumption 0   3,300 3,000

Natural Gas
Price to $/1000 ft3 N/A 8.00 8.00
Industrial
Users6

Annual Natural 0 1,693,000 922,000
Gas Cost
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paper can be recycled into tissue and/

or fine paper grades using commer-

cially available equipment.

Moreover, the high gloss and

abrasion resistance of UV- and EB-

cured coatings in some cases, can

enable replacement of laminated

structures with printed inks and

coatings. Laminated paper and

plastics are difficult to recycle due to

problems with separating two

incompatible types of materials.

UV/EB printed inks and coatings

break down under recycling process

conditions, permitting effective

recycling of both paper and plastic

structures that formerly were

intractable in laminated form.

Summary
In summary, UV and EB curing

have numerous “sustainability”

characteristics:

• Substantial reductions in

energy demand.

• Substantial reductions in fossil

fuel usage.

• Substantial reductions in greenhouse

gas emissions.

 Table 5
Overall energy requirements on an equal
coverage basis

Technology

                            Units UV-Cured Solvent W/B
acResin Dispersion

Electricity MWh/yr  3,917 2,758 5,376
Consumption

Natural kft3/yr 0 147,494 115,200
Gas-Curing

Natural kft3/yr 0 64,128
Gas-VOC
Incineration

Transportation Million 943 1,997 1,706
Btu/yr

Total Energy Million 38,986 246,963 172,695
Demand Btu/yr

Normalized Total Btu/m2/yr 508 3,851 4,497
Annual Energy
Demand

• Reduced transportation costs

and emissions.

• Safer workplace.

• Recyclable inks, coatings and

product wastes.

• Positive performance advantages

and economic returns.

Where Do We Go From Here?
The RadTech Sustainability Task

Force has already developed “cradle-

to-grave-to-cradle” life cycle analyses

for the various coating and printing

technologies, including energy usage,

carbon footprint, transportation,

emissions controls, waste, recyclability

and more at each stage of production

of raw materials and finished products,

as well as the end use of the products

and their disposal and recycling.

Current plans include working with

industry, academic and government

partners on demonstration projects to

develop additional data and practical

insights. The resulting data will be

used to develop additional quantitative

analyses, as well as a working model

for technology comparison, including

economic factors. ◗

 Table 6
Greenhouse gas (CO2) emissions

Technology

                            Units UV-Cured Solvent W/B
acResin Dispersion

Transportation MT/yr 70 146 125

Electricity MT/yr 2,389 1,682 3,279
Consumption

Natural Gas MT/yr - 11,600 6,315

Total MT/yr 2,459 13,429 9,719

Normalized MT CO2/ 32 209 253
Greenhouse million m2

Emissions
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