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INTRODUCTION

This report satisfies Section 44363 of the California Health and Safety Code which requires the South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) to annually prepare and publish a status and forecast report of their Air Toxics “Hot Spots” Information and Assessment Act (or AB 2588) activities.  The main body of the report presents AB 2588 activities that occurred in calendar year 2002 and describes plans for future activities [Section 44363(a)(1)].  Appendix A lists facilities whose health risk assessments were approved last year [Section 44363(a) (2) and (3)].  Appendix B describes the status of control measures and rules to reduce emissions of toxic air contaminants [Section 44363(a) (4)].  

Background

In 1987, the California legislature adopted the Air Toxics “Hot Spots” Information and Assessment Act (or AB 2588).  AB 2588 requires facilities to submit an air toxics inventory plan (ATIP)
 and an inventory report (ATIR)
.  A facility’s priority score is calculated from information in the ATIR.  A facility with a priority score
 greater than ten (10) must provide a health risk assessment (HRA).  If the risk reported in the HRA exceeds specific thresholds, then the facility is required to provide public notice to the affected community.

In 1992, the California legislature added a risk reduction component, the Facility Air Toxic Contaminant Risk Audit and Reduction Plan (or SB 1731), which required the District to specify a significant risk level, above which risk reduction would be required.  In Rule 1402, the District Board set this significant risk level at a cancer risk of 100 in a million, and a total chronic or acute hazard index of 5.0.  The Board also established its own action risk levels at a cancer burden of 0.5, a cancer risk of 25 in a million, and a hazard index of 3.0. 

Phased Approach

To facilitate implementation, facilities entered the AB 2588 program on three different dates.  Phase I began on July 1, 1988 for facilities that emit more than or equal to 25 tons per year of criteria pollutants or those that belong to an existing toxics list.  Phase II began on July 1, 1989 (a year later) for facilities that emit less than 25 tons per year but more than or equal to 10 tons per year of criteria pollutants.  Phase III began on July 1, 1990 (two years later) for facilities that emit less than 10 tons per year of criteria pollutants.  Table 1 shows the total number of facilities in each of the three phases along with their initial emissions reporting year.

Table 1.  Number of Facilities in Each of the Three Phases

	Phase
	Reporting Year
	Number of Facilities

	I
	1989
	1104

	II
	1990
	827

	III
	1991
	875


Air districts were also permitted to identify Industry-wide categories.  The facilities that qualify for these categories share the same Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) code, by majority are small businesses, would suffer severe economic hardships by individual compliance, and can be easily and generically characterized.  To date, the AQMD has identified seven Industry-wide categories:

· Retail Gasoline Dispensing,

· Perchloroethylene Dry Cleaning,

· Auto Body Shops,

· Fiberglass Molding,

· Printing,

· Metal Plating, and

· Wood Stripping / Refinishing.

The advantage to an Industry-wide category is that compliance may be handled collectively.  The California Air Pollution Control Officers Association’s (CAPCOA) Toxics Committee has been tasked with developing statewide emission inventory and risk assessment guidelines for several of these Industry-wide categories.  Specifically, such guidelines have been completed for auto body shops (CAPCOA, 1996) and gasoline service stations (CAPCOA, 1997).  Guidelines for perchloroethylene dry cleaners (CAPCOA, 2003) are being finalized.  The guidelines provide a cost-effective and uniform method for calculating facility emissions and estimating toxic risks for the approximately 1600 auto body shops, 3600 gasoline service stations and potentially 2100 dry cleaners under the AQMD’s jurisdiction.  In this manner, the AQMD may prepare Industry-wide inventories, risk assessments, and public notices and risk reduction plans if necessary.

ACTIVITIES AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS

In calendar year 2002, the AB 2588 Program accomplished the following:

· Review and approval of 32 HRAs,

· Holding of nine public notification meetings and publishing one set of newspaper notifications for the historical risks of six facilities,

· Approval of two risk reduction plans (RRPs) and overseeing the implementation of the approved RRPs,

· Further expansion of the AB 2588 universe (over 500 facilities asked to provide toxic emission inventory as part of their FY 2000-01 and FY 2001-02 annual emission reports),

· Commenced work on prioritizing these newly identified AB 2588 facilities to be finalized in 2003,

· Continued consolidation of the emission requirements of the AER and AB 2588 programs, and

· Support for ARB projects.

Each of these efforts is further explained below.  

Review and Approval of HRAs and Public Notification

In 2002, 32 HRAs were reviewed and approved, which included 30 Phase II and III HRAs.  The HRA approval backlog has been eliminated.
  This progress satisfies AQMD’s commitment in last year’s annual report .  The HRA approval activity over the years is shown in Figure 1.  Appendix A provides the cancer and non-cancer risk levels for facilities that prepared HRAs and subsequently approved by AQMD.
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Figure 1.  HRAs finalized and public notices held each year.

Nine public notification meetings were held last year in the cities of Burbank, Carson, Industry (twice), La Mirada, Los Angeles (twice), Ontario, and Rancho Cucamonga.  Current practice has been to hold meetings by facilities with AQMD staff present to assist in answering questions.  However, due to a recent experience at an AB 2588 public meeting, the AQMD staff is proposing in the future to conduct these meetings with broader outreach effort to address environmental justice concerns.  The AB 2588 facilities will be present at these meetings to provide their health risk assessments.  In addition, the AQMD has been notifying the public of past exposure to high risks.  As part of these efforts, newspaper notices were published in the Long Beach Press Telegram, the Orange County Register, the San Bernardino Sun, and the San Gabriel Valley Tribune on April 19, 2002.  These newspaper notices included a total of six facilities whose past risks were above notification levels.  Appendix C contains the list of facilities included in the newspaper notice.

Risk Reduction Plan Approval and Implementation

As of January 2003, the AB 2588 staff identified 20 facilities that must reduce risks (see Table 2).  

Table 2.  Status of Risk Reduction Plans

	Fac. ID
	Facility Name
	Submitted?
	Approved?
	Implemented
	Residual Risk

	7427
	Owens-Brockway Glass
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Acute HI: 0.01

	7730
	E.R. Carpenter
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	(a)

	8015
	Anadite Inc.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: 20.6

	8547
	Quemetco
	Due 5/2003
	---
	---
	---

	8570
	Embee Inc.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: 6.6

	14191
	Nicklor Chemical Co.
	Yes
	Yes
	1/2004
	Noncancer HIs: 0

(b)

	15504
	Schlosser Forge Co.
	Yes
	Yes
	4/2003
	Cancer : <1

Chronic HI: <0.1

(c)

	18294
	Northrop-Grumman
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: 7.6

	22410
	Palace Plating
	Due 4/2003
	---
	---
	---

	25012
	Amada Manufacturing

America, Inc.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: <0.1(d)

	41229
	Lubeco, Inc.
	Due 4/2003
	---
	---
	---

	45938
	E.M.E. Inc.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: <0.1

	48323
	Sigma Plating Co.
	Yes
	Not yet(e)
	---
	---

	61160
	GE Engine Services
	Yes
	Not yet(e)
	---
	---

	116459
	GE Engine Services
	Yes
	Not yet(e)
	---
	---

	119127
	PRC DeSoto International
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: <1(f)

	126501
	Vought Aircraft

Industries, Inc.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: 19.7

	134931
	Alcoa Global Fasteners,

Inc.
	Yes
	Yes
	10/2003
	Cancer: 14(c)

	800063
	Grover Products Co.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Cancer: <10

	800196
	American Airlines, Inc.
	Due 6/2003
	---
	---
	---


(a)
Control equipment was installed and is operating.  Preliminary results from an HRA prepared by the facility indicate that the residual chronic HI is less than 3.0.

(b)
Facility plan to leave the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) by 12/31/2003 as a result of a consent decree with the City of Carson.  Therefore, risks are zero.

(c)
Estimated in the risk reduction plan (RRP).  Risks are subject to verification upon implementation of the RRP.

(d)
Facility relinquished their permit for the perchloroethylene degreaser on 12/20/2002.

(e)
The revised RRP for ID 48323 is under review; the RRP for ID 61160 was rejected; and, the RRP for ID 116459 is under review.

(f)
Manufacturing portion of facility has left the Basin.

Sixteen of the facilities have submitted RRPs of which thirteen were subsequently approved by the staff; the RRPs for GE Engine Services (two facilities) and Sigma Plating are being reviewed.  So far, ten of the facilities have fully implemented their RRPs and most of these reduce their risks far below the action levels mandated by Rule 1402.  The rest of the facilities have until the date indicated in Table 2 to implement their plans. 
Expansion of the AB 2588 Universe

In the past, the AB 2588 Program focused on reviewing the historical submittals (i.e., reducing the backlog of unapproved HRAs).  As a result, very few facilities have been added to the program since the early 1990’s.  To address this concern, staff made a concerted effort in the last two fiscal years (i.e., FY 2000-01 and FY 2001-02) to add facilities to the AB 2588 Program when warranted.  This was done by identifying facilities that are not currently tracked by the AB 2588 Program and have reported toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions over the threshold values shown in Table 3 and requesting the preparation of a comprehensive toxics emission inventory as part of the annual emission report. 

Table 3.  Rule 1402 Emissions Reporting Thresholds

	
Toxic Air Contaminant
	Emission Limit (lbs/yr)
	Method

	Beryllium
	1
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	1,3 Butadiene
	5
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Benzene
	25
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Cadmium
	0.2
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Carbon tetrachloride
	20
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Dioxins & Furans
	1
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	1,4 Dioxane
	107
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Ethylene dibromide
	12
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Ethylene dichloride
	38
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Formaldehyde
	150
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Hexavalent chromium
	0.005
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Inorganic arsenic
	1
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Lead
	69
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Methylene chloride
	825
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Trichloroethylene
	413
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Nickel
	3.3
	Table I of Rule 1402

	PAH (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons)
	1
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	Perchloroethylene
	140
	Table I of Rule 1402

	Vinyl chloride
	11
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures

	1,1,1 Trichloroethane
	99,300
	Rule 1401 Risk Assessment Procedures


The emission limits in Table 3 are either obtained from Table I of Rule 1402 or calculated using the risk assessment procedures for Rules 1401 and 212 (AQMD, 2000).  The emission limits are back-calculated from cancer risks of 25 in one million and/or a hazard index of 3.0 (i.e., the Rule 1402 action levels).  In addition, facilities that are not currently in the AB2588 program and emit 10 tons/yr or more of ROG, NOX, SOX, and PM were also asked to prepare a full toxic emission inventory.  As a result over 500 facilities were required to prepare comprehensive toxics emission inventories since June 2001.  One of the tasks for 2003 is to prioritize health risks from these facilities.
Consolidation of AER and AB 2588 Emissions Reporting

Facilities in the AB 2588 Program are required to report their toxic emissions to the District quadrennially (i.e., once very four years).  Up until June 2001, the reporting requirement was implemented through the Hot Spots Program, which was separate from reporting of criteria pollutants under the Annual Emissions Reporting (AER) Program.  Beginning with the FY 2000-01 reporting cycle, toxics emissions reporting for the AB 2588 Program was incorporated into the AQMD’s AER Program.  Consolidation of the reporting of criteria and toxics into one program will have the following benefits:

· Streamlines the reporting process – A facility will address the emission reporting requirements of AB 2588 and AER at the same time.

· Improves toxics emission data quality – The quality control procedures built-in to the software should significantly improve data quality.

· Provides a linkage and consistency between criteria and toxic pollutants – A source’s activity along with pollutant emission factors determines the source’s criteria and toxic emissions.  This will allow the AQMD to more easily track toxic emission reductions resulting from air quality management plans.

Significant staff resources are committed to the consolidation effort.  For example, six half-day workshops were held in the summer to introduce the public to the new reporting procedures required for consolidation.  Also, staff developed a guidance document for the new reporting requirements, which included default toxic emission factors for a wide variety of combustion equipment and fuel types.  Lastly, during the three-month period, July through September, AB 2588 staff participated in the AQMD-sponsored help line and provided “hands-on” assistance upon request.  To date, roughly half of the AB 2588 facilities (i.e., Phase 2 and 3 facilities) have updated their toxic emissions through this consolidated process.  Phase 1A and 1B facilities will provide updated toxic emission inventories by August 2003 and August 2004, respectively.

Support for ARB Projects

Over the last year staff has provided facility toxic emissions and risk data to support the following ARB programs:

· Community Health Air Pollution Information System (or CHAPIS) and the

· Neighborhood Assessment Program (NAP) at Wilmington.

Both of these programs are part of the ARB environmental justice initiatives.  CHAPIS is a web-based tool for displaying and analyzing air emissions and facility risks.  Through CHAPIS, the public will be able to easily determine air pollution sources in their communities.  The NAP is designed to develop guidelines for evaluating strategies for reducing air pollution impacts at the neighborhood scale.  ARB has chosen two communities, Barrio Logan in San Diego and Wilmington in Los Angeles, as test cases for developing neighborhood assessment guidelines.

FUTURE ACTIVITIES

Over the next year, the AB 2588 staff plans to perform the following tasks.

Risk Prioritization of Newly Considered AB 2588 Facilities

As mentioned in an earlier section, over 500 new facilities were introduced into the AB 2588 Program.  An important task for 2003 is to prioritize the risks from these facilities.  A facility with priority score (PS) greater than ten is considered a “high risk” facility and must prepare a HRA; a facility with a PS between one and ten is an “intermediate risk” facility and is required to update its toxic emissions once every four years; and a facility with a PS less than one is a “low risk” facility and is exempt from the AB 2588 Program.  The results of this prioritization will be included in next year’s annual report.

Develop Industry-wide Public Notification Procedures

AB 2588 staff is proposing to develop a risk assessment and public notification process for the following Industry-Wide Survey (IWS) categories:

· Retail gasoline stations and

· Perchloroethylene (perc) dry cleaners.

This activity was scheduled for completion in 2002 according to last year’s Annual Report.  However, due to delays in the passage of proposed amended Rule 1421 (Control of Perchloroethylene from Dry Cleaning Operations), progress on this task has also been delayed.  The Rule 1421 amendments were approved by the Governing Board on December 6, 2002.  With the conclusion of these rulemaking activities, AB 2588 staff is prepared to submit the industry-wide public notification guidance to the Governing Board for their approval.

Stationary Source Diesel Combustion

In 1998, California identified diesel particulate matter (diesel PM) as a toxic air contaminant based on its potential to cause cancer and other adverse health effects.  The Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study showed that diesel PM contributes 70 percent of the inhalation risks to residents in the Basin.  Currently, all the HRA’s prepared to date for the AB 2588 program have not addressed the carcinogenicity of diesel PM.  The OEHHA, ARB, and CAPCOA are currently in the process of developing: (1) guidelines on how to incorporate diesel emissions into the exposure assessment process; (2) stationary source diesel combustion air toxic control measures (ATCMs); and (3) risk assessment procedures.  Various options are being examined to determine how to incorporate diesel PM toxicity into the AB 2588 process subsequent to the adoption of the diesel ATCMs.  In this manner, the public notification and risk reduction effort could be streamlined.  The AQMD will participate in these developments and will incorporate the appropriate procedure in the AB 2588 Program as soon as practical.

Risk Assessment Review

The AB 2588 Program also provides assistance to various other District programs such as, permit review, CEQA review, and special modeling and risk assessment studies.  This support activity is expected to increase as greater emphasis is placed on environmental justice issues.  (e.g., MATES-III and Subregional Analysis, CEQA Localized Analysis.)
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Appendix A

List of Facilities with Approved HRAs in 2002

Table A-1a.  Facilities with current cancer risks greater than the notification threshold of 10 in one million

	
Fac. ID
	
Facility Name
	Cancer Risk
(Per Million)
	
City

	800196
	American Airlines, Inc.
	93.0*
	Los Angeles

	41229
	Lubeco, Inc.
	70.0*
	Long Beach

	116459
	GE Engine Services
	70.0*
	Los Angeles

	15504
	Schlosser Forge Co.
	47.5*
	Rancho Cucamonga

	25012
	Amada Mfg. America, Inc.
	44.0*
	La Mirada

	22410
	Palace Plating
	38.9*
	Los Angeles

	8547
	Quemetco
	33.4*
	Industry

	22229
	Processes By Martin, Inc.
	23.0
	Lynwood

	114927
	Anvil Cases/ a Calzone Company
	19.0
	Industry

	6670
	Tru-Cut, Inc.
	15.9
	Los Angeles


*
See Table 2 for the status of the facility’s risk reduction plan.

Table A-1b.  Facilities with cancer risks less than the notification threshold of 10 in one million

	Fac. ID
	Facility Name
	City

	2613
	US Gov’t, Navy Dept, Naval Weapons Station
	Seal Beach

	9496
	Bender Machine, Inc.
	Vernon

	14191
	Nicklor Chemical Co.
	Carson

	17325
	Ace Clearwater Enteprises
	Paramount

	27701
	Caddock Electronics, Inc.
	Riverside

	34764
	Caddock Electronics, Inc.
	Riverside

	44454
	Structural Composites Industries, Inc.
	Pomona

	45489
	Guidant Corp.
	Temecula

	47056
	Myers Container Corp.
	Huntington Park

	48300
	Precision Tube Bending
	Santa Fe Springs

	61160
	GE Engine Services
	Ontario

	83102
	Light Metals
	Industry

	94872
	Metal Container Corp.
	Mira Loma

	106325
	Harbor Cogeneration Co.
	Wilmington

	111464
	Composite Structures
	Monrovia

	122300
	BASF Corporation
	Colton

	800026
	Ultramar Inc.
	Wilmington

	800183
	Paramount Petroleum Corporation
	Paramount

	800264
	Edgington Oil, Co.
	Long Beach


Appendix A (Cont’d.)

Table A-2a.  Facilities with non-cancer risks greater than the notification threshold of 1.0

	Fac. ID
	Facility Name
	City

	800196*
	American Airlines, Inc.
	Los Angeles

	15504*
	Schlosser Forge, Inc.
	Rancho Cucamonga

	61160*
	GE Engine Services
	Ontario

	14191*
	Nicklor Chemical Co.
	Carson

	22410*
	Palace Plating
	Los Angeles

	83102
	Light Metals
	Industry

	47056
	Myers Container Corp.
	Huntington Park

	45489
	Guidant Corp.
	Temecula


*
See Table 2 for the status of the facility’s risk reduction plan.

Table A-2b.  Facilities with non-cancer risks less than the notification threshold of 1.0

	Fac. ID
	Facility Name
	City

	2613
	US Gov’t, Navy Dept, Naval Weapons Station
	Seal Beach

	6670
	Tru-Cut, Inc.
	Los Angeles

	8547
	Quemetco Inc.
	Industry

	9496
	Bender Machine, Inc.
	Vernon

	17325
	Ace Clearwater Enteprises
	Paramount

	22229
	Processes By Martin, Inc.
	Lynwood

	25012
	Amada Mfg. America, Inc.
	La Mirada

	27701
	Caddock Electronics, Inc.
	Riverside

	34764
	Caddock Electronics, Inc.
	Riverside

	41229
	Lubeco, Inc.
	Long Beach

	44454
	Structural Composite Industries, Inc.
	Pomona

	48300
	Precision Tube Bending
	Santa Fe Springs

	94872
	Metal Container Corp.
	Mira Loma

	106325
	Harbor Cogeneration Co.
	Wilmington

	111464
	Composite Structures
	Monrovia

	114927
	Anvil Cases/ a Calzone Company
	Industry

	116459
	GE Engine Services
	Los Angeles

	122300
	BASF Corporation
	Colton

	800026
	Ultramar Inc.
	Wilmington

	800183
	Paramount Petroleum Corporation
	Paramount

	800264
	Edgington Oil, Co.
	Long Beach


Appendix B

Status of Control Measures (Rules)

Adopted to Reduce Toxic Air Contaminants

	
Rule
	
Title 
	
Adoption Date
	
TAC
	Earliest Implementation Date

	461
	Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing
	4/21/2000
	Benzene, hexane
	2001

	1401
	New Source Review of TACs
	7/10/98
1/8/99
3/12/99
	Cancer Compounds
	1998
1999
1999

	1401
	New Source Review of TACs
	8/13/1999
	Acute Compounds
	1999

	1401
	New Source Review of TACs
	8/18/2000
6/15/2001
5/3/2002
	Chronic Compounds
	2000
2001
2002

	1402
	Control of TACs from Existing Sources
	3/17/2000
	Numerous
	2000

	431.2
	Sulfur Content of Liquid Fuels
	8/18/2000
	Diesel Particulate Matter (PM)
	2005

	1122
	Emission Reductions from Degreasing Operations
	8/17/2001
	Perchloroethylene, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, trichloroethylene, methylene chloride
	2003

	1124
	Aerospace Operations
	9/21/2001
	Perchloroethylene, Hexavalent Chromium, Methylene Chloride, Other Toxics
	2001

	1131
	Food Manufacturing and Processing Operations
	9/15/2000
	Isopropyl Alcohol
	2002

	1162
	Polyester Resin Operations
	11/9/2001
	Styrene
Methyl Methacrylate 
	2002

	1168
	Adhesive and Sealant Applications
	9/15/2000
	Methylene Chloride
	2001

	1173
	Control of Volatile Organic Compound Leaks and Releases from Petroleum Facilities and Chemical Plants
	12/6/2002
	Numerous organic compounds
	2003

	1178
	Further Reductions from Storage Tanks at Petroleum Facilities
	12/21/2001
	Benzene
Others
	2002

	1186.1
	Less-Polluting Sweepers
	8/18/2000
	Diesel PM
	2002

	1191
	Clean On-Road Light-and Medium-Duty Public Fleet Vehicles
	6/16/2000
	Diesel PM
	2001


continued

Appendix B (Cont’d.)

	
Rule
	
Title 
	
Adoption Date
	
TAC
	Earliest Implementation Date

	1192
	Clean On-Road Transit Buses
	6/16/2000
	Diesel PM
	2000

	1193
	Clean On-Road Residential and Commercial Refuse Vehicles
	6/16/2000
	Diesel PM
	2001

	1194
	Commercial Airport Ground Access
	8/18/2000
	Diesel PM
	2001

	1195
	Clean On-Road School Buses
	1/19/2001
	Diesel PM
	2001

	1196
	Clean On-Road Heavy-Duty Public Fleet Vehicles
	10/20/2000
	Diesel PM
	2002

	1421
	Control of Perchloroethylene Emissions from Dry Cleaning Operations
	12/6/2002
	Perchloroethylene
	2003

	1425
	Motion Picture Film Labs
	2/16/2001
	Perchloroethylene 
	2003


Appendix C

List of Facilities Whose Current Risks Are Below Notification While

Historical Risks Exceeded Notification Levels

	Facility ID
	Facility Name
	Newspaper
	Date

	1208
	Microsemi Corporation
	Long Beach Press Telegram
Orange County Register
San Bernardino Sun
San Gabriel Valley Tribune
	4/9/2002

	18990
	Life Paint Company
	Long Beach Press Telegram
Orange County Register
San Bernardino Sun
San Gabriel Valley Tribune
	4/9/2002

	48300
	Precision Tube Bending
	Long Beach Press Telegram
Orange County Register
San Bernardino Sun
San Gabriel Valley Tribune
	4/9/2002

	122300
	BASF Corporation
	Long Beach Press Telegram
Orange County Register
San Bernardino Sun
San Gabriel Valley Tribune
	4/9/2002

	126664
	Vought Aircraft Industries
	Long Beach Press Telegram
Orange County Register
San Bernardino Sun
San Gabriel Valley Tribune
	4/9/2002

	800026
	Ultramar Inc.
	Long Beach Press Telegram
Orange County Register
San Bernardino Sun
San Gabriel Valley Tribune
	4/9/2002
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� ATIP is a plan that outlines the methodologies to be used for calculating emissions.





� ATIR is a report that provides all required emissions data, and documents the emission calculations.





� Priority score is a facility’s position on a scale representing potential health risks.  The priority score is determined by an algorithm that considers the potency, toxicity, quantity, and volume of hazardous material released from the facility; and the proximity of the facility to potential receptors.


� Less than five unapproved Phase II/III HRAs remain and are expected to be completed by mid-2003.
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