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Plllsbury Winthrop Shaw Pitrman LLP
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MAILING ADDRESS: P.O.Box 7880 | San Francisco, CA 84120 7880

John T, Hansen
tel 415.983,1380
john.hansen@pillsburylaw.com

September 23, 2009

Ms. Mary Nichols, Chairperson and
Members of the Air Resources Board
c/o Clerk of the Board

Air Resources Board

1001 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Title 17. California Air Resources Board

Notice of Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of a Proposed AB 32
Cost of Implementation Fee Regulation and Proposed Amendment to

the Existing Regulatzon for the Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse
Gas Emissions

Date: September 25, 2009
“Time: 8:30 am.

Dear Ms, Nichols and Membeis:

‘S‘ummarv of the Issues

This office represents the California Business Properties Association, Celifornia
Chamber of Commerce, California Independent Qil Marketers Association, California
League of Food Processors, California Manufacturers & Technology Association,
California Sinall Business Alliance, California Taxpayers’ Association, Howard
Jarvis Taxpayers Association, National Federation of Independeni Business -
California, California Black Chamber of Commerce, and Western States Petroleum

Association (collectively, the “Associations”). The Associations submitted requests
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for public records under the California Public Records Act, Govt. Code § 6250 et seq.
(PRA Requests), dated February 13, 2009 and May 28, 2009, and this led to litigation
in the Sacramento County Superior Court entitled California Business Properties
Association, et al. v. California Air Resources Board, Case No. 34-2009-80000232.
Our office has submitted to you, under separate cover, an Index of Legal Documents,

including the Court’s Order filed September 18, 2009, from that proceeding.

This Board faces a very signiﬁcant policy issue, as well as a number of substantial
issues under the California Administrative Procedure Act (APA) and AB 32 and
incorporated statutes, as outlined below, due to the lack of transparency and lack of
production of facts, financial information, and proposed and actual budgets relating to
the amount of the proposed fee and nexus with the regula’éory programs encompassed
within AB 32. | '

Since May 7, 2009, CARB staff has been asserting that it can withhold facts, financial
information, numbers, and estimates (defined as “rough or approximate calculations™)
because its “facts were so closely iﬁte?ﬂwined with material reflecting staff’s
deliberative process that each was not severable from the other” (emphasis added).
CARB has asserted the deliberative exemption as to even routine summaries of staff

hours (PYs), outside contracfs, and budget information. CARB is withholding 100%

- of the supporting documentation on the staff hours (PYs) and large numbers of

documents on contracts, budget items, actual expenditures, etc., totaling over 80% of
the claimed direct fee, and appréximately 48,728 pages or 84% of its total file. This
is detailed in (1} 2 comment letter from Tony Francois of KP Public Affairs providing
additional comments on behalf of the Association (“Francois Letter”), and (2)a

Report from Stonebridge Associates analyzing the supporting documentation on the
Proposed AB 32 fee.
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In particular, CARB has withheld all supporting documentatiog on the claimed staff

hours and pefson years (PY's) for the following amiounts (totaling $27.8 Million of the
$54.6 Million claimed by CARB for FY 2007-2008 and 2008-2009):

AB 32-Related Costs FY 2007-2008

Table 3a Cost Category | Staff Report Numbers Unsupported Amount
Staff PYs 125.44

Direct Staff Costs $10,611,546 $10,611,546

Staff Overhead $3,724,635 $3,724,635

AB 32-Related Costs FY 2008-2069.

Table 3a Cost Category | Staff Report Numbers Unsupported Amount
Staff PYs 181,23

Direct Staff Costs .1 $16,086,806 1810,193,676

Staff Overhead $5,636,817 $3,301,864

We estimate that approximately $27.8 Million is claimed by CARB for staff hours
and staff overhead (PY's) for fiscal years 2007-2008 and 2008-2009, of the

$54.6 Miilion being retroactively claimed for those years. It is to be emphasized that
the Legislature made the policy determination on greenhouse gases in 2006 and a -
decision to assess a fee was made by CARB in 2068. At this point CARB is primarily
calculating total staff time, overhead, and other costs for its fee calculation. CARB is
~ subject to the burden of showing that these are direct costs attributable to the AB 32

program and that the totals submitted are correct.

CARB has admitted (Declaration of Daniel Whitney in the Public Records Act
litigation, p. 7:23-28) that CARB staff did not keep records [“ARB did not keep -
hourly records of AB 32 implementation in administration work for fiscal years 2007-
2008 or 2008-2009. Accordingly the time spent on such work by CARB employees’
was estiﬁzafed by CARB division chiefs for the Initial Statement of Reasons prepared
for the [AB 32] Regulation” (emphasis added)], E-mails from Edie Chang dated
April 30 and May 1, 2009, to approximately 28 CARB employees, requested
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estimates of staff hours and provided forms of “@réadsheetéwone for fiscal year
2007/2008 and one for fiscal year 2008/2009” to be filled in with percentages of staff
time allocable to claimant programs and the programs on which they work. The
spreadsheets included “drop-down menus” and included instructions on certain
specific programs. At least 100 pages of spreadsheets and reports were issued in
response to this request, but CARB refuses fo disclose any of these supporting
documents to the Associations or the public. Nor has CARRB disclosed the
methodology for the estimates, or provided any means by which the estimates can be
veriﬁed,. reviewed for accuracy, or even identified or traced to the p‘ersons who

prepared the material.

It seems to 156 CARB’s position that the public is ﬂo‘s entitled to see how staff
calculated past-year costs, but only the final total. This position is contrary to the
Legislative intent of the AB 32, the statutory requirement to which the proposed AB
32 fee regulation is subject, and the Public Records Act.

The timing of the requeét on staff hours also bears scratiny. On April 30, 2009 and |
May 1, 2009, when Edie Chang requested division chiefs to produce estimates of staff
hours since no hourly records existed according to Mr. Whitney, CARB staff had
been issuing figures for several months. Edie Chaﬁg’s request was Issued
approximately one week before the final ISOR was issued to the public. It is not clear
how there could have been adequate time for accurate estimates to have been

prepared and incorporated into the ISOR in such a short peﬁod of time.

CARB admits that the withheld material contains facts, financial information,
numbers, and estimates, yet continues to assert that the factual data-and information is -
privilegéd. The withholding of this information has resulted in sigzﬁﬁcant ‘data gaps’
of over 80% of the fee proposed by CARB, and is prejudicing the Associations’
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ability to “check the math”. CARB’s refusal to disclose documents related to direct
costs severely frustrates Petitioners’ right to know how costs are being allocated and
the actual costs for regulatory activities performed By CARE, and has prejudiced their

ability to provide meaningful public comment on the proposed fee regulation.

Relevant Provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act

The requested documents at issue in this case relate to CARB’s proposed AB 32 fee
regulation of $54.6 Million in the first. year and $36.2 Million in the second year, with

continuing amounts in subsequent years.

Under Govt. Code § 11346(a), there are “basic minimum procedural requirements”.
applicable to this proposed regulation. Under Govt. Code § 11346.5(b), CARB “shall
make available to the public upon request the...reports, documentation, and other

materials, related to the proposed action”.
Under Govt. Code § 11347.3(a) and (b), CARB: -

shall maintain a file.. .available to the public...[which] shall include:
(7) All data and other factual information, technical, theoretical,
and empirical studies or reports, if any, on which the agency is
relying... - ‘

(11) Any other information, statement, report, or data that the agency
is required by law to consider...

(12) An index or table of contents that identifies each item contained
in the rulemaking file...

(ci) The rulemaking file shall be made available by the agency to the
public, and to the courts... (emphasis added)
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The Associations have not received all data, financial information, reports,
documentation, etc., nor or an index, CARB is withholding, e.g., the reports and

documentation estimating staff time, as well as documents relating to the proposa&

~ fee, all as specified in the Francois Letter. Under the APA, CARB is reﬁuired to

disclose the facts, financial information, numbers, estimates, and nexus information

sought under the Associations” PRA Requests, and has not yet done so.

AB 32 Specifically Requires CARB to Implement a
Specific Fee Accountability Program that Requires
Disclosure of Detailed Descriptions and Financial Information

At the time AB 32 was enacted, the Speaker of the Assembly placed the following
statement in the Administrative Record: “Itis my intent that and funds provided by
Health and Safety Code Section 38597 are to be used solely fo# the direct costs in
administering this division” (emphasis added). Govt. Code § 38597 sets forth a
procedure for CARB to adopt “a schedule of fees to be paid by the sources of
gi’eenhouse admissions. . .consistent with [H&S] Section 57001...” (emphasis added),
Sections 57001(b) and (c), as incorporated through § 38597, require a “fee
accountébility program” of CARB “designed to encourage more efficient and cost-
effective operation of the programs for which the fees are assessed” and provide that
“the amount of each fee is not more than is reasonably necessary to fund the
efficient operation of the activities or programs fc_)r which the fee is assessed”. H&S
Code § 57001(a) (emphasis added); H&S Code § 38597. The requirements include
“the manner in Whi(':h the fee is assessed”, the “management and workload standards
of the program”, and inclusion of elements of H&S Code § 25206.1. Section 25206.1
defines “direct costs” as the cost of processing and services “hat cén be specifically
attributed to a particular cost objective”. CARB is required [“shall comply™] with
H&S Code § 25206.2(a) and (b) and provide an estimate that includes a detailed

description of the work, estimated billing rates for all classes of employees working
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on the project, all expected charges to be billed, billing rate and indirect cost rate
schedules by employes job classification, standardized work task descriptions, and
inclusion of sufficient detail so that the requestor can relate the items to the benefits
received. CARB is to provide “access to time records and other materials” and
there is to be a review “for accuracy and apprep¥iateness by a member of the
department staff who has direct knowledge of the work or service performed”. The
;'ﬁclusion of the fee accbuntability provision into AB 32 demonstrates the
Legislature’s intent.that the collection of fees under Alé 32 be subject to a heightened

standard of public accountability and tranéparency.

CARB’s withholding of the estimates, Ispreadsheets, and documentation on the staff

time (PY) and data gaps is in conflict with these statutory obligations.

The AB 32 Fee Regulation was Enacted by the Legislature as a Fee, which
Constitutionally Requires that a Fee not Exceed the Reasonable Cost for
Providing the Regulatory Activity for which this Fee is Charged

While a tax requires approval of a two-thirds vote of the Legislature, California
Constitution XIIT A, Section 4, requires that fees be for a “specific purpose‘ rather than
for general governmental purposes™. Sinclair Paint Company v. State Board of
Equalization (1997) 15 Cal.4th 866, 873. California Constitution Article XIIIA,
Section 4 provides authorization for a “fee which does not exceed the reasonable opsf
for providiﬁg the service or regulatory activity for which the fee is charged. In order
to support a regulatory fee, the government bears the burden of demonstrating “(1) the
estimated cost of the service or regulatory activity; and (2) the basis for determining
the manner in which costs are apportioned.” 15 Cal. 4th at 878. AB 32 was not
enacted as general purpose legislation by a two-thirds vote of the Legislature, and is
restricted to analysis as a fee-based program. Sinclair, 15 Cal.4th at 869. Among

other requirements, the amount of the fee is not to exceed “the reasonable cost of
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providing” the services for which the fees are charged. Sinclair, 15 Cal.4th at 881,
The fact that CARB is required to demonstrate this direct cost-basis under Sinclair

only increases the public interest in disclosure of these records.

CARB's refusal to provide the information required by the APA, by AB 32, and by
Sinclair with respect to the calculation of the fee is preventing the Associations from

reviewing whether the charges are limited to direct costs and are reasonable.

CARB is in Breach of its Representation that it
Would Produce the Supporting Documentation

CARB’s correspondence represented the following: .

Letter of CARB Dated March 9, 2009:

...ARB staff will continue to make all responsive materials, not
exempt from disclosure under the PRA, available to you as we
complete our collection and review of materials.

Letter of CARB Dated March 27, 2009:

...we endeavor to be as complete as possible and are gathering every
document that might arguably fall within the scope of your request.
Since staff is currently writing the ISOR. and is in the process of
generating the very type of information covered by your '
request...Once the ISOR [disclosed on May 8, 2009] is oompleted the
rafionale and supporting documentation will be released to the public.
(emphasis added)

CARB staff has yet to comply thh its s’tatement that “supportmg documentation wzH
be released” after May.8, 2009.

CARB is Required to Reveal All Factual
Suppori Under the Court Order Filed September 18, 2009

A heaﬂﬁg was held in the Public Records Act litigation pending in Sacramento
Co*unfy Superior Court on September 18, 2009. CARB’s counsel made the following

-statements on the record: -
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Mr. Goldman (counsel for CARRBY:

Any question that Mr. Francois has in his declaration, he can
ask the staff of ARB during this pending rule making proceeding just
beginning, and as a matter of law under the Government Code, as this
Court’s tentative cites, the staff have to respond. And if they don't,
they do so at their peril, as this Court recognizes because then the
regulations, if adopted, without the proper substantive responses to
public comments is going to be right back in this court.

And so as a matter of the law, there’s a clear remedy for any
confusion that the petitioners may be under. ... as a matter law, the
ARB staff has to respond substantively and help [Mr. Francois,
representing the Associations) understand what’s going on...

Andnot only that, in the contextof this proceeding, this Court
recognizes that there's a pending separate independent APA rule
making process, which as a matter of law under other provisions of the
Government Code, require staff to respond to any and all public
comments. '

So as a matter of law in the context of this case and in light of
the freestanding PRA. and the freestanding APA that any and all
confusion under which Mr. Francois is laboring must as a matter of
law be rectified by ARB staff, and if they don’t do so at their peril.

(Transcript of hearing, P 24:12-26:5)

The Courts Minute Order filed September 18, 2009 includes the following 'ruiingsé

...Respondent Board is thus already under a legal obligation to make
public, through the rule-making proceeding itself, all of the facts that
support its action, '

... Viewing this matter in its proper context in relation to a pending
rule-making proceeding, in which respondent Board is already
under the legal obligation to reveal the factual support for its
proposed action ... the Court finds that an in camera review of the
withheld records, or any portion thereof, is not necessary to the
resolution of the issues before the Court. (Order, pp. 5 and 7,
emphasis added.) -
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CARB is collaterally estopped from withholding all factual support for the proposed

fee calculation.

Conclusion

'fhe Associations urge %:he Board to uphold its responsibility to make publicly
availablg all factual materials and documentation that support and substantiate the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. The Associations request the Board to adopt a
resolution directing staff to produce all documents that contain spreadsheets,
information on staff hours (PYs), and facts, financial information, numbers, and
estimates related to ﬂle'proposed fee regulation, and the nexus between the proposed
éctidn and regulated activity. The public and the Board members should be provided
this information before the comment period on the prop‘osed-AB 32 Fee Regulation is

closed and this matter is considered and voted on by the Board.

'Very truly yours,

Qf'-ew_,__

T. Hansen

cc:  Erika Frank, General Counsel, California Chamber of Commerce
: Michele Pielsticker, Vice President and General Counsel, Cahfomza
Taxpayers’ Association
Tony Francois, KP Public Affairs _
California Business Properties Association
California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors
California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Small Business Alliance
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
National Federation of Independent Business — California
The California Black Chamber of Commerce
Western States Petroleum Association
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Clerk of the Board

Air Resources Board
1001 1 Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Title 17. California Air Resources Board

Agenda Item No. 09-6-5: Notice of Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of a
Proposed AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee Regulation and Proposed
Amendment to the Existing Regulation for the Mandatory Reporting of
Greenhouse (Gas Emissions

Date: September 25, 2009
Time: 8:30 a.m.

Dear Clerk of the Board:

On behalf of the trade associations (“Associations™) listed below, we respectfully submit
the following comments on the California Air Resources Board’s (“CARB") Proposed AB 32
Cost of Implementation Fee Regulation (“proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation™). The Associations
are: .

California Business Properties Association
California Chamber of Commerce

California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors

California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Small Business Alliance ’
California Taxpayers’ Association

Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association

National Federation of Independent Business-California
The California Black Chamber of Commerce
Western States Petroleum Association

I. INTRODUCTION

As the Associations have made clear in their previous comments to the Board regarding
the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, they are committed to ensuring that public agencies adopt
regulations, such as the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, in a fair, open, and transparent process.
This is especially important where, as here, the subject Regulation will have a wide—ranginglg_d___,
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dramatic impact on the California economy. The Legislature has made clear that any fees
collected pursuant to Health & Safety Code § 38597—the source of CARB’s authority here—
must be assessed “on sources of greenhouse gas emissions” and “solely for the direct costs
incurred” for administration of AB 32. See Health & Safety Code § 38597, see also letter from
Fabian Nunez to the Assembly Daily Journal, August 31, 2006 (appended hereto as Attachment
A).

As discussed below, CARB staff has failed—in the public records that it has thus far
provided to the Associations, in the records that it has made public on the CARB website, and in
the materials it has presented in its public workshops—to establish that the fee compelled by the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation will actually be collected “solely for the direct costs incurred”
for AB 32 administration. CARB staff has also failed, in the public records provided thus far, to
establish that the CARB will impose the proposed fees only on “sources of greenhouse gas
emissions”~with respect to various sources of greenhouse emissions regulated by CARB under
AB 32 but which are not charged fees under the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. Finally,
CARB is required to develop a fee regulation based upon a proper nexus between the fees
collected, the fee payers, and the regulatory activity funded by the fee, and to fairly allocate the
fee among fee payers. CARB has failed, in the public records provided thus far, to establish a
proper nexus and a fair allocation of the proposed fees. The refusal by CARB staff to make
public supporting documentation related to the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation has seriously
impaired the Associations’ ability to provide informed comments on the proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation.

The Associations have done their best to analyze the records and materials made
available to the public and to submit comments based upon this analysis. These comments were
previously set forth in the June 24 comment letter to you on behalf of the Associations.

One of the principal things the Associations have learned, as a result of analysis of public
records as well as recent litigation over records that CARB has insisted on keeping secret, is that
there does not appear to be any simple, straightforward way to query CARB’s financial records
to determine CARB’s actual expenses related to AB 32 implementation over the two most
recently completed fiscal years. Instead, the only way that the CARB staff has been able to
provide any information on this subject is to engage in what amounts to a wide ranging internal
debate, the outcome of which seems to depend on judgment calls (not accounting practices) and
the contents of which are meant to be kept secret from the public. This is not an auspicious
beginning to what should be a fairly straightforward process of calculating CARB’s AB 32
administrative costs and allocating those costs fairly across the various regulated sources of
greenhouse gas emissions.

IL APA REQUIREMENTS AND CARB’S CONSIDERATION OF THE PROPOSED
AB 32 FEE REGULATION

Under the California Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”)(Government Code, section
11340 et seq.) there are “basic minimum procedural requirements” applicable to adoption of
regulations. See Govt. Code § 11346(a). Among the requirements are the maintenance of an
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administrative file of the rulemaking that is available to the public, which includes: “all data and
other factual information, technical, theoretical, and empirical studies or reports, if any, on which
the agency 1s relying,” “any other information, statement, report, or data that the agency is
required by law to consider,” and “an index or table of contents that identifies each item
contained in the rulemaking file.” Govt. Code § 11347.3(a)~(b). The APA also requires
agencies to “make available to the public upon request... reports, documentation, and other
materials, related to the proposed action.” § 11346.5(b).

To date, CARB staff has failed to comply with the requirements of the APA. The

- Associations have not received all data, financial information, reports, or documentation relating
to the proposed AB 32 Fee regulation, despite repeated requests for such information, and
attempts to gain access to these records through California Public Records Act (“CPRA™)
requests and litigation. CARB staff is withholding, by its own admission, documents containing
factual data related to staff hours, equipment costs, and contract costs relied upon by CARB staff
in drafting the regulation. The withholding of these types of records from the public is in direct
conflict with the APA requirements cited above.

Actions by CARB staff also raise the possibility that the Office of Administrative Law
(“OAL”) will disapprove the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, due to the lack of support in the
administrative record. The OAL reviews agency regulations to verify whether an agency’s
rulemaking is legally valid, supported by an adequate record, and easy to understand. This
means that OAL will disapprove the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation if it finds that CARB has
violated aspects of the APA (by maintaining an incomplete rulemaking file), or has otherwise
failed to satisfy the “Necessity,” “Clarity,” “Consistency,” “Reference.” and “Nonduphcatlon
standards required under Govt. Code § 11349.1.

III. THE ASSOCIATIONS’ PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUESTS

On February 13, 2009, the Associations submitted a CPRA request to CARB, seeking 16
categories of documents that would substantiate the basis for, and the amount of, the fees to be
coliected under the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, as well as substantiate the nexus between
the fees to be paid, the fee payers, and the regulatory activity to be funded with the fees.
Initially, CARB staff failed to comply with the February 13 CPRA request, and raised objections
based on asserted deliberative process, attorney-client, and attorney work product privileges.
Eventually, in response to the February 13, 2009 CPRA request, between March 9, 2009 and
April 30, 2009—after prodding from the Associations and in four separate productions—CARB
staff provided 3,227 pages, but withheld 11,981 pages of CARB’s records. Upon review, the
Associations concluded that the released records fell well short of substantiating the basis for the
amount of fees CARB plans to collect through the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. Almost
nothing in these records provided information on CARB’s actual costs to implement AB 32 in
the past or future. On May 28, 2009, the Associations submitted to CARB a second and third
CPRA request, covering the period through the release of the May 8, 2009 Staff Report for the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation ("May 8 Staff Report™) and beyond, and covering the same
categories of documents as the February 13 request.
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On June 19, 2009, less than a week before the originally scheduled date to adopt the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, CARB staff produced approximately 5,500 pages of records in
its initial response to the Associations’ second and third CPRA requests, covering the period
from February 13, 2009, through May 28, 2009. On August 11, 2009, CARB staff released an
additional 569 pages of records in response to the third CPRA request, and revealed that CARB
staff had withheld 36,272 pages of records from the second and third CPRA requests. CARB has
to date only released 9,463 pages of records in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests, and
has withheld a total of 48,728 pages of records. The vast majority of records released to the
Associations by CARB were inconsequential materials not directly related to the calculation of
past year costs of AB 32 implementation or to the nexus between the proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation and AB 32 program activities.

Because CARB staff has withheld the majority of the administrative file relating to the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, the Associations are at a distinct disadvantage in making
meaningful comments on aspects of the proposed Regulation. Accordingly, the Associations are
basing their comments solely on the review of those limited and incomplete public records that
have been provided to them, and that provide very little insight into actual past year expenditures
related to AB 32 program activities. Therefore, the Associations emphasize that their comments
are not exhaustive of the deficiencies in the record relating to the proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation, but merely indicative of the types of deficiencies the Associations have ideatified.

In reviewing the limited and incomplete records that CARB has provided them, the Associations
have identified significant “data gaps” between the information that CARB has provided to them
and the figures presented in the May 8 Staff Report. The “data gaps” (discussed in Section V,
below) are representative of the types of diserepancies and lack of support for AB 32 expenses
that the Associations have observed in the records available to them.

IV.  THE CPRA LITIGATION IN SACRAMENTO SUPERIOR COURT

As a result of CARB staff refusing to relcase a large portion of responsive records to the
Associations’ CPRA requests, the Associations’ were forced 1o resort to legal action to gain the
release of those records. An action was filed on May 7, 2009 to obtain access to the documents
withheld by CARB relating to the basis for the amount of the proposed fee and the nexus with
the regulatory activity to be funded by the proposed fee under Health & Safety Code § 38597.
The CPRA authorizes injunctive and declarative relief, and a writ of mandate, to enforce the
public’s right to inspect or receive a copy of public records, with an expedited procedure for the
court to issue a decision “at the earliest possible time.”

The Associations sought an alternate writ of mandate requiring CARB to show cause
why the 48,728 pages of materials withheld from the disclosures pursuant to the February 13 and
May 28 CPRA requests were not subject to disclosure. The Superior Court issued the alternative
writ on July 17, 2009, and set a hearing for in camera review of the records on September 18,
2009. Through the meet-and-confer process, the Associations agreed to eliminate certain
categories of requests and to eliminate duplicative materials from their requests, and yet CARB
still withheld over 48,000 pages of documents that are responsive to the Associations’ requests.
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Throughout the meet-and-confer process, the position of CARB staff never shifted from its
insistence on withholding records that it admits contain “internal ARB cost estimates and related
analysis of numbers.” CARB’s Brief in Support of Opposition to Disclosure of Privileged
Documents at 11, California Business Property Association, et al., v. California Air Resources
Board, No. 34-2009-80000232, Sacramento Superior Court, Aug. 26, 2009.

At the September 18 hearing, the court ruled that CARB was not required to release the
records it was withholding, despite the existence of ““data gaps” related to the proposed AB 32
Fee regulation. The court stated that it was significant that the materials at issue related to a
rulemaking process, where CARB was “already required by law to prepare [a] Statement of
Reasons and an administrative record in support of the proposed (and final) regulation that
contains the factual information on which the regulation is based.” Minute Order, California
Business Property Association, et al., v. California Air Resources Board, No. 34-2009-
80000232, Sacramento Superior Court, Sept. 18, 2009. The court went on to state that
“respondent Board is already under the legal obligation to reveal the factual support for its
proposed action,” and that “any failure by the Board to provide facts in the rule-making record to
support its action presumably would make the regulation vulnerable to legal challenge.” Id. At
the September 18 hearing, Matthew Goldman, attorney for CARB, represented to the
Associations, and assured the court, that any questions that the Associations have relating to
substantiation of the actual costs of AB 32 implementation, or any other issues, would be
answered by CARB staff in the rulemaking process.

Based on the ruling of the September 18, 2009 hearing, and the commitments of CARB’s
attorney Matthew Goldman at that hearing, it is the Board’s legal duty to assure that the
rulemaking record contains all the supporting factual documentation, data, and information
relating to the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, and that CARB staff make public the financial
and factual information used by CARB staff to determine the purported “actual costs” of AB 32
implementation they present in the May 8 Staff Report. Following the public release of such
information, the Board should continue the 45-day comment period, as requested in Section VI
below, in order to allow informed comments from the public.

V. THE ASSOCIATIONS’ COMMENTS

As discussed above, CARB has a legal duty to make available to the public, through the
rulemaking file, all “data and other factual information, technical, theoretical, and empirical
studies or reports, if any, on which the agency is relying” in adopting a regulation. Govt. Code §
11346(a). Additionally, a regulation must be legally valid, and the rulemaking record must be
supported by adequate evidence. See Govt. Code § 11349.1. The Associations’ have closely
scrutinized all records released by CARB staff in response to the CPRA requests. In addition,
the Associations have reviewed all records made public by CARB staff at public workshops for
the proposed AB 32 Fee regulation, and all records posted to CARB’s website relating to the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. The Associations can not identify the supporting
documentation for the past year, current year, or future year expenditures for AB 32
implementation on which CARB staff is basing the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. This
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indicates that there is not an adequate record documenting the actual “direct costs” of AB 32
implementation to support the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, and that adoption of the
proposed regulation would violate both the express legislative intent of AB 32 and the provisions
of the APA.

The Associations strongly urge the Board not to adopt the proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation at this time, or until the past year and current year accounting for the actual costs of
AB 32 implementation is made public, and CARB staff provides documentation for all
expenditures from fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09, and for all anticipated 2009-10
expenditures, related to AB 32 implementation in reasonable detail. Based on the records
released by CARB in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests, CARB has failed to

‘substantiate the cost-basis for claimed expenditures from fiscal years 2007-2008 and 2009-2008.
It would be an abuse of the Board’s discretion to proceed with adoption of the proposed fee
regulation when the actual costs of implementation of AB 32 are not publicly accounted for, and
when they seem based only on secret internal agency debates.

The Associations submitted their CPRA requests on CARB in an attempt to obtain the
documentation for the costs of AB 32 implementation that CARB staff claims for fiscal years
2007-08 and 2008-09. These costs from past years will be collected from regulated parties
retroactively over a period of four years, according to the May 8 Staff Report. See May 2009
Staff Report, at p. 106-107. CARB staff has presented summaries of the estimated expenses for
these past years on pages 109-11 of the May 8 Staff Report in Table 3a, titled “AB 32 Position
Information and Program Costs for Program Summary, FY 2007-08" (updated 6/11/09 on the
CARB website), and Table 4a, titled “AB 32 Position Information and Program Costs for
Program Summary, FY 2008-09” (updated 5/27/09 on the CARB website). These tables purport
to show the estimated expenses for implementation of AB 32 in fiscal year 2007-08 and fiscal
year 2008-09. However, CARB staff has failed to release records to the Associations that will
substantiate these estimated expenses. CARB staff’s disclosures have not explained the many
discrepancies between the information presented in the May 8 Staff Report and the records
* provided in response to the Associations” CPRA requests. The withholding of supporting
documentation for the AB 32 implementation has resulted in considerable “data gaps” between
the total amounts that CARB staff is claiming serve as the cost-basis for the fee, and what can be
ascertained from records CARB staff has made public. The refusal of CARB staff to release
records that substantiate past year expenditures and directly address the “data gaps” has severely
prejudiced the Associations’ ability to make meaningful comments and participate in the public -
comment period.

Further, the records CARB staff has released related to direct staff expenses raise serious
questions about CARB staff’s accounting practices. The questionable accounting for past year
expenses related to AB 32, in addition to the lack of substantiation of actual expenditures for
fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09, calls into question the basis for any estimated future year
budgets for AB 32 administration. This means that the very basis for fee collection under the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, the Total Required Revenue (“TRR™), is deeply flawed. Such a
critical flaw in the calculation of the AB 32 fee formula calls into question whether the
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methodology for collection of fees in the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation is supported by
. substantial evidence.

In addition, CARB staff posted spreadsheets to the CARB website on June 1, 2009 that
‘report an allocation of direct staff expenditures among various AR 32 program elements and
specific AB 32 regulations. Copies of these staffing resources spreadsheets are posted at
http://www arb.ca.gov/ce/adminfee/spreadsheets.htm. These spreadsheets indicate that a
significant percentage of CARB’s direct staff expenses for implementation of AB 32 are not
related to regulation of the four fuels and two process emission categories on which the proposed
AB 32 fee would be imposed. The inclusion of these activities raises questions as to whether
CARB staff has established a sufficient nexus between the regulated activities and the proposed
AB 32 fee, if these types of activities are included as costs to be recovered under the proposed
AB 32 Fee Regulation.

According to the May 8 Staff Report, all expenses the fee will recapture for past and
future years will be based on Budget Change Proposals (“BCPs”) submitted to the Department of
Finance by CARB and other agencies that are eligible for reimbursement through the proposed
AB 32 fee. Inresponding to the Associations’ CPRA requests, CARB staff has provided many
copies of BCPs for CARB and the other agencies that the proposed fee will reimburse or fund
(including CalVEPA, California Energy Commission, Integrated Waste Management Board,
Department of Food and Agriculture, and General Services). State agencies use BCPs to request
additional funding for staffing and other funding changes each year. They do not reflect actual
expenditures by state agencies, and do not in fact reflect the actual level of funding received by
agencies from the state each year. Therefore, basing the level of funding each agency may be
entitled to on BCPs is an inaccurate and improper method of cost recovery.

The response from CARB staff to the Associations” CPRA requests and the method for
internal collection of cost-related information for the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation calls into
question CARB staff’s approach to calculating the actual costs of AB 32 implementation related
to the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. Mr. John Rozsa of Stonebridge Associates, Inc., an
expert on accounting practices of public agencies, has prepared a report that he has submitted to
the Board analyzing records made public by CARB staff relating to costs of AB 32
implementation. See John Rozsa, Analysis of Public Records Submitted in Support of Proposed
AB 32 Greenhouse Gas Regulation Fee, Sept. 22, 2009 (hereinafter, the “Rozsa Report”).
According to the Rozsa Report, the only reliable means of validating all costs incurred for the
implementation and administration of AB 32 is the California State Accounting and Reporting
System (“CALSTARS system). “CALSTARS provides state agencies with an automated
organization and program cost accounting system for systematically accounting for all revenue,
expenditures, receipts, disbursements, and property of the state.” Rozsa Report at p. 6.
According to Mr. Rozsa, the CALSTARS system is capable of validating all CARB expenditures
related to AB 32 activity over the past two fiscal years, and is the only reliable method of doing
so. Why CARB staff would rely on estimates of expenses such as staff salaries, contracts, and
equipment, therefore, is highly questionable.
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The foot dragging and delayed response from CARB staff also calls into question the
level of seriousness with which CARB staff has treated the Associations’ request for public
records relating to the calculation of the cost basis for the proposed fee. As previously noted, up
through April 30, 2009, CARB did not release any records that would substantiate any actual
costs to implement AB 32 in prior, present, or future fiscal years. On that date, after the
Associations had been requesting cost data for three months, and CARB had been advising the
Associations and others that its implementation costs for the prior two fiscal years had been $57
million and the future implementation costs would range from $36 to $55 million, CARB’s
Office of Climate Change finally requested that each of CARB’s division chiefs provide
information to substantiate CARB’s staffing resources for the preparation of a staff report that
would be released five working days later (“April 30, 2009 e-mail”). A copy of the April 30,
2009 e-mail is attached as Attachment B. CARB staff claims it relied on responses from its
division chiefs (and perhaps others) to the April 30, 2009 e-mail to create Tables 3a and 4a, and
the staffing resources spreadsheets. However, the records released to the Associations by CARB
in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests do not support many of the estimated numbers
appearing in Tables 3a and 4a, or the numbers in the staffing resources spreadsheets. In papers
filed by CARB in the above referenced litigation, CARB staff has admitted that it is withholding
responses to the April 30, 2009 email containing estimates of staff time under the deliberative
process privilege. See Whitney Declaration in Support of CARB’s Opposition to Disclosure of
Privileged Documents at § 13, California Business Property Association, et al., v. California Air
Resources Board, No. 34-2009-80000232 (Sacramento Superior Court, Aug. 26, 2009).

CARRB staff’s insistence on withholding all records that “reflect the development of
estimated ARB costs (e.g., staff resources, vendor contracts)” has resulted in a situation where
the public has no access to information that would document or support the dactual costs of AB 32
implementation. Further, the last minute scramble on April 30, 2009, just prior to release of the
May 8 Staff Report, to gather estimates for staff time and other costs related to AB 32
implementation suggests that CARB staff may have failed to approach the calculation of past
year costs with the level of efficiency and accountability required under California law.

Data Gaps in CARB’s Estimated Expenditures Related to AB 32 for Fiscal Years 2007-08
and 2008-09

As a direct consequence of CARB staff’s withholding of supporting documentation for
past year costs, there remain significant “data gaps” between the costs claimed by CARB staff in
Tables 3a and Table 4a of the May 8 Staff Report and the actual expenditures by CARB that can
be calculated from records either previously made public or released 1o the Associations through
their CPRA requests. For example, Table 3a of the May 8 Staff Report includes an estimated
subtotal of 125.44 PY's (person years), purportedly covering CARB staff working on AB 32
programs for FY 2007-08, and Table 4a includes an estimated subtotal of 181.23 PYs,
purportedly covering CARB staff working on AB 32 programs for FY 2008-09. As stated
above, on April 30, 2009, CARB staff requested each of its divisions to provide spreadsheet
information for each employee and percentage of time working on specific AB 32 programs,
However, charts and spreadsheets provided to the Associations with reported PYs and
percentages of time spent on AB 32 programs from individual divisions account for only 57.44
PYs in fiscal year 2007-08, and only 65.32 PYs in fiscal year 2008-09. Copies of the CARB
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records containing these PY estimates are attached as Attachment C. Even the estimated
numbers of PYs from these records are not validation that these PY's were actually involved in
AB 32-related activities, as some of these records do not identify a division, and some do not
identify the author of the document. This “data gap”~—related to the estimated number of staff
working on AB 32 programs, and the specific work done in implementing AB 32—and all other
“data gaps” related to the actual cost of AB 32 implementation, seriously impacts the
implementation of CARB’s Fee Accountability Program, and the ongoing calculation of the
TRR, as described in the Fee Calculation Methodology section of the May 8 Staff Report. See
May 8 Staff Report at p. 21.

CARB has also failed to release records that would substantiate salary expenses for
CARB staff working on AB 32 implementation activities from fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09. .
Table 3a and Table 4a of the May 8 Staff Report include expense categories for “Actual Annual
Salaries,” which list CARB staff salaries by job classification. Table 3a includes a subtotal of
$10,611,546 for “Actual Annual Salaries” for fiscal year 2007-08, while Table 4a includes a
subtotal of $16,086,806 for “Actual Annual Salaries” for fiscal year 2008-09. CARB has not
released records in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests that support the calculation of
these subtotals for “Actual Annual Salaries™ for fiscal years 2007-08 or 2008-09, because CARB
has not released records that show how staff time was estimated by separate divisions, how
salaries were assigned to AB 32-related categories, or other evidence of “Actual Annual
Salaries” totals for fiscal years 2007-08 or 2008-09. CARB staff has released a CALSTARS
report that contains evidence of expenditures for certain divisions for the first seven months of
fiscal year 2008-09, including expenditures for personnel salaries. A copy of the CALSTARS
Report is attached as Attachment D. However, the CALSTARS report fails to indicate whether
any salary costs are related to AB 32 implementation. As the Rozsa report confirms, CARB staff
has not released or made public any records that validate CARB’s total claimed costs of $
26,698,352 in “Actual Annual Salary” related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal years 2007 08
and 2008-09. See Rozsa Report atp. 12-13.

CARB staff “Benefits” is an expense category on Table 3a and Table 4a that is related to
the cost category of “Actual Annual Salaries.” According to the May 8 Staff Report, CARB staff
calculated total “Benefits” by multiplying the total “Annual Actual Salary” by 35.04%. The
“Benefits” category in Table 3a of the May 8 Staff Report includes a subtotal of $3,724,653 for
fiscal year 2007-08, while the “Benefits” category in Table 4a of the May 8 Staff Report includes
a subtotal of $5,366,817 for fiscal year 2008-09. Because CARB staff has failed to substantiate
the total expenses for “Annual Actual Salary” related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal years
2007-08 and 2008-09, the total expenses for CARB staff “Benefits” are also not substantiated. .
Accordingly, CARB has not made public any records or information that can validate the total
claimed expenditures of $9,091,470 for “Benefits” related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal
years 2007-08 and 2008-09. The Rozsa Report confirms the Associations’ findings that there is
no support for “Benefits” costs included in the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. See Rozsa
Report at p. 12-13.

Another area of significant “data gaps™ is CARB staff’s accounting for past fiscal year
expenses related to the categories of “Operating Costs™ included in Tables 3a and 4a of the May
8 Staff Report. According to Tables 3a and 4a, CARB expended $4,161,096 in “Operating
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Expenses” related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal year 2007-08, and $7,474,650 in

- “Operating Expenses” related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal year 2008-09. CARB staff has
divided “Operating Costs” into several sub-categories, including “General Expense,” “Printing,”
“Communications,” “Postage,” “Training,” “Travel-In-State,” and “Facilities.” Records released
by CARB in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests contain no substantiation of costs in
any sub-category of “Operating Costs” for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09. The CALSTARS
report, discussed above, does not substantiate any of these expensé categories, as there is no
indication in the CALSTARS report that these expenses relate to AB 32 implementation. The
Rozsa Report notes that these costs are dependent on the numbers of PY's used to calculate the
expense, as CARB staff has determined a “Standard Average per Position Cost™ for all Operating
Costs. See Rozsa Report at p. 10. The Rozsa Report also questions the “especially troublesome
General Expense rate of $20,454 per person” claimed for fiscal year 2008-09, given that the
category does not even include expenses for facilities or administrative overhead. Id. at 10. The
Rozsa Report concludes that these costs are not validated by any records made public by CARB,
and that the total claimed expenditures of $11,635,746 for “Operating Costs” related to AB 32
implementation for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09 are not substantiated by any evidence. Id.
atp. 9.

The final category of expenses listed in Table 3a and Table 4a of the May 8 Staff Report
is “Other Costs,” which includes the sub-categories “Contracts,” “Equipment,” and
“Administrative Overhead.” Table 3a includes a subtotal of $4,652,429 for “Contracts™ related
to AB 32 implementation for fiscal year 2007-08, and Table 4a includes a subtotal of $5,900,000
for “Contracts™ related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal 2008-09. CARB has not released any
records that substantiate the actual expenses related to Contracts for fiscal years 2007-08 and
2008-09. While the CALSTARS report released by CARB to the Associations does contain
some evidence of Contract expenditures, for the reasons discussed above, the CALSTARS report
does not substantiate that any of these expenses relate to AB 32 implementation. Other records
released by CARB which relate to AB 32 contracts consist mainly of spreadsheets that list
various contracts, the subject of the contract, and the amount of the contract. These records do
not make clear which contract amounts are included in the amounts reported in Tables 3a and 4a
of the May 8 Staff Report, and provide no information as to amounts actually disbursed by fiscal
year. As the Rozsa Report found, “no two of these lists arrive at the same contracts total, nor
does a single one of them show the total listed on [Table] 3a.” See Rozsa Reportatp. 9. In
addition, CARB staff provided no records to the Associations that substantiate that these
contracts were actually filled, as no receipts or other documentation confirming contract
expenses were included in CARB releases of records. The contracts themselves were not
produced. CARB has not produced any records that validate the total claimed expenditures of
$10,552,429 for “Contracts” related to AB 32 implementation for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-
09.

Another sub-category of “Other Costs” listed in Tables 3a and 4a of the May 8 Staff
Report is “Equipment” expenses related to AB 32 implementation. Table 3a includes a subtotal
of $45,180 in “Equipment” expenses for fiscal year 2007-08, and Table 4a includes a subtotal of
$1,830,564 in “Equipment” expenses for fiscal year 2008-09. However, CARB has not released
any record to the Associations confaining support for equipment expenses in fiscal years 2007-08
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and 2008-09. While the CALSTARS report released by CARB to the Associations does contain
some evidence of equipment expenditures, for the reasons discussed above, the CALSTARS

~ report does not substantiate that any of these expenses relate to AB 32 implementation. The

Rozsa Report confirms the Association’s findings, by stating that there is no validation for

CARB’s total claimed expenditures of $1,875,744 for “Equipment” related to AB 32

implementation for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09. See Rozsa Report at p. 10-11.

Another area of costs where CARB staff has not released any information to the
Associations that substantiates the agency’s claimed expenses is “Administrative Overhead.”
According to the May 8 Staff Report, these expenses include executive oversight, as well as
administrative and computer support for AB 32 programs. See May 8 Staff Report at p. 107.
CARB calculated this amount by attributing 13% of all agency “Administrative Overhead” costs
to AB 32-related activities. See May 8 Staff Report at 107. Table 3a includes a subtotal of
$1,998,872 in “Administrative Costs” for fiscal year 2007-08, and Table 4a includes a subtotal of
$1,961,069 in “Administrative Costs™ for fiscal year 2008-09. CARB staff has not provided the
. Associations with any records supporting a determination that 13-percent of all CARB activities
are climate change-related, nor has CARB staff released any records that support attributing 13-
percent of administrative services to climate change based on such a conclusion. This proposed
approach of attributing costs to AB 32 implementation is objectionable based on the lack of any
substantial evidence that any of these administrative activities relate to AB 32 activities. In
addition, the Rozsa Report raises that possibility that “the Administrative Overhead has been
inflated through double counting.” See Rozsa Report at p. 10. In total, CARB staff has failed to
substantiate the total claimed expenditures $3,959,941 in “Administrative Costs” related to AB
32 implementation for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09.

As detailed above, the information that CARB has released to the Associations does not
explain how they calculafed the total cost-basis for AB 32-related work in fiscal years 2007-08
* and 2008-09, which has resulted in significant “data gaps” in the records released to date. For
past fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09, CARB has estimated that its costs totaled $64,083,681.
However, CARB has failed to substantiate any of its past year expenditures related to AB 32
implementation in the records released in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests, in
records released by CARB at public workshops, and in records and information made public on
CARB’s website. Based on the Associations’ review of all these records and information, there
1s a complete Iack of support for past year expenditures, and also a lack of substantial evidence
supporting the accounting of expenses relating to AB 32 implementation in fiscal year 2007-08
and 2008-09.

Deficiencies in the Calculation of the Total Required Revenue for the Proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation

The May 8 Staff Report states that the under the proposed Fee Calculation Methodology,
“each year ARB will determine the annual revenue requirement,” and that the Total Required
Revenue will be the sum of legislatively approved AB 32 program expenditures, in addition to
the amounts required to pay back loans for AB 32 implementation from past years. CARB, May
8 Staff Report at 21. The May 8 Staff Report contains a description and definition of the term
Total Required Revenue, as it relates to the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. See May 8 Staff
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Report at p. 21. According to the May 8 Staff Report, the Total Required Revenue calculation is
“the total amount of money that ARB will collect on an annual basis . . . the regulated public will
be able to accurately compute the cost of the efforts of state agencies implementing AB 32 As
described in detail in the above paragraphs, the records made public by CARB staff to date do
not allow an accurate computation of the costs of the efforts of state agencies implementing AB

32. Analysis of these records reveals significant “data gaps” between the records and Tables 3a
and 4a in the May 8 Staff Report, relating to.expenditures for fiscal years 2007-2008 and 2008-
2009.

The May 8 Staff Report also includes tables which report expected expenditures for
CARB and other agencies related to implementation of AB 32 for fiscal year 2009-2010. See
May 8 Staff Report at p. 126-30. Table 8 summarizes these figures, and Tables 9-14 reports the
anticipated staff, contracts, and equipment costs for CARB, the California Integrated Waste
Management Board, the Energy Commission, the California EPA, the Department of General
Services, and the Department of Food and Agriculture respectively. Table 8 reports a total of
$36.2 million in anticipated costs for the six entities for fiscal year 2009-2010. The May 8 Staff
Report also describes criteria to be used by CARB in determining which of its own expenses and
which expenses of other agencies would be recovered through the proposed AB 32 fee for the
current and future fiscal years. See May 8 Staff Report at p. 125,

However, the Associations review of records released by CARB in response to the CPRA
requests, and of records made public by CARB, reveals no records that allow the regulated
public to accurately compute the anticipated actual cost of the efforts of state agencies
implementing AB 32 in fiscal year 2009-2010, which costs the proposed AB 32 fee will be
recover. The only records related to this subject at all are the various Budget Change Proposals
related to the six agencies indicated. The total amount of each of these proposals appears to
differ from the amounts shown for each agency in Tables 9-14 of the May 8 Staff Report. There
are no records, among those released by CARB in response to the Associations’ CPRA requests,
that provide substantial information on how CARB computed the figures appearing in Tables 9-
14 of the May 8 Staff Report, or how those figures relate to those in the budget change proposals.

Other than the various budget change proposals discussed above, there are no records
released by CARB in response to the Associations” CPRA requests that allow the regulated
. public to accurately compute the budgeted cost of the efforts of state agencies implementing AB
32 in fiscal year 2009-2010, the same costs the proposed AB 32 fee would recover. In addition,
CARB has not released or made public any records that relate to the PYs, staff salaries,
equipment costs, contract costs, or other costs of other state agencies that are to be reimbursed
through the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation for fiscal year 2009-10 and onward. CARB staff
has also failed to release any records or information that explain how CARB determines or
proposes to determine, for fiscal years 2009-2010 and onward, what the actual number will be
for Total Required Revenue or that identify ‘the amount approved in the California Budget Act’
as the ‘cost of implementing AB 32.” This amounts to a huge “data gap” that impacts directly
upon the very basis for fee collection under the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. Because
CARB staff has not released the information described above, the proposed method of
determining the Total Required Revenue does not appear to be based on the “actual costs" of
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implementation of AB 32. Such a critical flaw in the calculation of the AB 32 fee formula calls
into question whether substantial evidence supports the methodology for collection of fees in the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation.

Lack of Support for Nexus between the Regulated Activities and the Proposed AB 32 Fee

The Associations have previously commented to CARB relating to the lack of support for
the nexus between the regulated activities under AB 32, and the proposed collection of fees from
six sources of green house gas emissions. Our position on this issue has not changed, and CARB
staff has not released any records or information that would address the issues identified in our
previous letter. Attached for the Board’s convenience as Attachment E is a copy of the
Associations’ June 24, 2009 comment letter on the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation.
Additionally, on May 26, 2009, the Associations submitted a series of comments in the form of
questions to CARB’s legal staff relating mainly to nexus issues and the proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation. Because CARB staff has not treated this submission as a formal comment létter, we
are re-submitting the original May 26, 2009 comment letter for the CARB’s formal consideration
and response. A copy of the May 26, 2009 comment letter is aftached as Attachment F.

# * * * #

As stated above, a major hurdle preventing the Associations from making meaningful
comments on the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation has been the ongoing foot dragging by CARB
staff and its refusal to timely provide them with public records that would support and
substantiate major components of the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. CARB has a legal duty
under the Health and Safety Code and the APA to assure the public that fees collected under the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation will be assessed “solely for the direct costs incutred” by AB 32,
and that the public shall have access to “data and other factual information, technical, theoretical,
and empirical studies or reports” on which CARB relied in drafting the proposed regulation. As
a result of the Cowrt’s ruling in California Business Properties Association v. California Air
Resources Board, discussed above, CARB has a “legal obligation to reveal the factual support
for its proposed action,” and CARB’s attorney committed the agency to answering all questions,
and responding to all comments, from the Associations relating to substantiation of the actual
costs for AB 32 implementation and other data gaps the Associations have identified.

In the interest of open government and full transparency, as well as CARB’s legal duties
in regards to adoption of the proposed Regulation, CARB staff must publicly disclose all
supporting documentation for the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation prior to any action the Board
may take, and thereby allow the public to have a full and fair opportunity to comment on the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation.

VI. REQUEST FOR CONTINUATION OF THE 45-DAY COMMENT PERIOD

The Associations respectfully request the Board to defer final action on adoption of the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation until CARB staff, as required by law, have released all
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supporting documentation related to (a) the actual costs of AB 32 implementation for past and
current fiscal years, and (b) supporting data and information relating to the nexus between the
activities to be funded and the $ix sources of greenhouse gas emissions on which fees will be
imposed. As noted above, there are substantial questions conceming the accuracy and
vetification of calculations affecting all costs invelved in the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation.
The Associations and the general public are unfairly prejudiced by lack of access to the withheld
information, and the Board should exercise its discretion to allow additional time for the public
to gain access to this information and prepare their comments accordingly.

* Ed *® # L

Thank you for allowing me to submit these comments. If you have any questions you can
contact me at (916) 498-7722.

Very truly yours,

f"’—”‘w_ Ny
[Phrres t >

Tony Francois

cc: James Goldstene, ARB
Kevin Kennedy, ARB
Edie Chang, ARB
Jon Constantino, ARB
Robert Jenne, ARB
Ellen Peter, Chief Counsel, ARB
Cindy Tuck, Cal/EPA
Erika Frank, General Counsel, California Chamber of Commerce
Michele Pielsticker, Vice President and General Counsel, California
Taxpayers’ Association
Tony Francois, KP Public Affairs
California Business Properties Association
California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors
California Manufacturers & Technology Assomaﬁon
California Small Business Alliance
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
National Federation of Independent Business ~ California
The California Black Chamber of Commerce
Western States Petroleum Association
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LETTER TO THE JOURNAL

U PREESCPEEE  amnd it

August 31, 2008

Mr. E. Dotson Wison
Chisf Clerk of the Assgmbly
State Capiiol, Room 3196
Bacraments, CA 05814

Dear Mr. Wilson;

. 1 am submitting this !etter tothe Assembfy Daity Joumal regard!ng AB 32 the
: Global Wanning Solitions Act af 20(}5

" AB 82 authorizes the Califoiria Aif Resuurces Bnard o adop’: a sc:heduie offoes
" fo payfor the dirécf nosts of admintstering the reporting and emission tedugtion |
ahd nampﬂanca programs established pursusnt fo the bill's provisions,

1 ie toy intsnt that dny funds providad by Haalth and Safety Code Section 38597_
are 1o he ussd sofely for the direct costs Incwred In sdminlstering this division,
This intent is further demonsirated by the fat thet Seclion 38507 is contaned
within Pari 7 of the bl which relates to the California Alr Resoumas Board's
admmx&"tmﬁve funciions.

Shnearely, - - o
f el Nk Koy
AN NUREZ % - |
spaakerof ihe Assembly T _ -

; ’
:ms.opne.t S L S ARITRL nou:ms WS BT HID r.ns.mm PAUNF 0 A 2086 :uuﬂmm bl
g Drsthic orFices B20W .mumam R (05T « 1ALV YA GO0 « BUGRECZTNTAIASAS | LAXIT D P03
&
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Qﬁréy, Richard@ARB

Frt')'m.: - Chang, Edie@ARB .
Senf: . Thursday, Aprl 30, 2009 7:18 PM ‘ : -
To: : Murchison, Linda@ARB; Fletcher; Bob@ARB; Ryden, JIm@ARB; Croes, Bart@ARS Corey.

thhard@ARB Losoutoff, Bs!E@ARE Cross, Bob@ARB; Hebert, Annette@ARB

a Cet ' Brooks, Sheryi@ARB ‘Costantino, Jon'; Lewis, Judy@ARB; Preston, Terone@ARB; Stroud

Ken@ARB; Castronove, Cindy@ARB; mstephan@arb ca.gov;, Singh, Matthew@ARB; Peter
" Ellen M. @ARB; Goldstene, James@ARB; - Terry, Lynn'; Stout, Helly@ARB; Scheible,
Mike@ARB; Whithey, Daniel; Blackburn, Bilf; Farr, Mary; Blakeslee, Jeanme@RB
‘Kennedy, Kevin'; Bode, Rachard@ARB ‘Chang‘ Edig'

Subject: . Instructions for documenting climaite change resources.

Attachments' FY 07-08 AB 32 hires updated 4:30-09.xls; FY BCP 08-09 AB 32 hires.xls; ARB CcC Stafﬁng
Resources FY07-08 for asssgnment.xis ARB CC-Staffing Resources FYUS—OQ for
ass;gnmeni X . _ .

.Dwisaon Chiefs: Thank you for aseistance with this pro]eot on such a tight turnaround, This g-mail documents the

instructions we, discussed at our meeting this afternoon, Please e-mait your spréadsheet io Edie and Jon by
Friday COB. Qur work and home g-mail addresses (since the building power will be-down this weekend) and
echang(@arbics dov, MM icssin'@arb.ca.cov: (NG

| have attached two spreadsheets one for ﬁsca! year 200712008 and one for fiscal year 2008/2009. When you '
save them, please put your division name in the title. Please review and update these spreadsheeis to reflect the
percent of time each staff person in your division worked on ARB's climate program in the appropriate #iscal yea}'

Candto ;dentafy the programis in which they worked. The spreadsheets include a few examp!es atthe beginmng

Please review and update the columns with fu rqumw headmgs

¢ The spreadsheet should include all staff wor}cmg on climate change mmgatton activities, Enc{uding those’
- working 5% or fess time on the program, Please check fo ensure that the spreadsheet includes alt staff in
your division that it should {we didn't get ail of the- last round of updates ), and that' it doesn’t mcfude staff
who didn‘t wcri( on chmate programs

® _Program aréas are included in drop-down menus on the spreadsheets.. Wxa have provided space to fitl in 3
programs for each staff person. If you have staff who worked on more than three progranms during one..
fiscal year, please note that in the Nofes column. if you: need fo add a program area that is not on. the list,

- please do thatin the Nofes colurnn,

o. Do not inciude staff time for drayage tmcks or increased antt-idlmg programs For measires that -
are primarily. pursued for diesal or other reductions (e.g. shote power), ihclude only the tlme for
"climate change-related work.

o Support for/participation in advisory comimittess shoutd be- mciucied wi’ih the appropriate measure

. {e.g. the forest working group would be considered part of the forest accounting program) support
“for ETAAC and EJAC should be included in the Scoping Plan prograrm.

o ‘Support for/participation in the Ciimats Action Team subgroups should be included wath the

appropriate measure, support for the broader CAT should be mctuded inthe State Agency
Coordination program

o Plesse call Edle or Jon if you have questnons about other specific aa’awtaes

. = Provide your best estlmate of start and end dates. We have attached hiring status, repor’c for 2007/2008

and 2008/2008 which should help with estimates forstaff.hired fo fill budgeted vacancies, ASD is :
producing a report for all personnel transactions in 2007/2008 and 2008/2008 which we will send along a8
soon as we get if,

o. if an empldyes starled after the S of the mofith (e g. July 2) please use the 150 of the folfowsng
month as their start date.. .

5/1/2009 . oo o S ARB Response to ng?&, 2009-PRA R'eciugst's 000040 -
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Page 2 of 2

o Ifan employee transferred from your division to another division to work on climate, and they
. ftransferred before the endof the month (e g. July 29), please assume this employea was in your-

division for the entn’e montfy,

& {fyou know that an employes was out of the office for more thain a morith during the ﬁscal' yeat, please .-_
note that (and the reason vacation matermty ieave, efe.) in the Notes coiumn L

& A8 you revisw and update the spreadshest, piease be consatvative in your assumptsons Don't round
We'l round at the end’ 80 It’s done cons:stentty . :

If you have queshons piease call Edue at (816) 7’64»6953 {ceil phone} or Jon at {(916) 837~8184 (ce!l phone)

Lo ST " ARB Response.to May 28, 2Q09'PRARequésts:‘". 000041 - |
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Revised % of Revised % of
: Time FY 2007 o [Time FY 2008 )
NAME . 2008 Product FY 2007-2008 | . 2009 = | ProductFY 2008-2008.
: 1Pauiey Anaiysis, o . Pavley Analysis; '
10% GHG Modef Development | - 10%_ {GHG Model Development
C EMFAC Methane Em:ssmn e . IEMFAC Methane
30% Rates S . 8% - |Emission Rates .
4% Paviey Analysis 0%
.- : : - 1low Carban Fuel
tow Carbon Fuel Standard; Standard; CNG Analysis;
CNG Anaiys:s Energy. - |Energy Calculations;
' Caleulations; EMFAC co2 . EMFAC CO2 Emassmn
20% Emission Rates ) : 25% Rétes -
Responding to Industry and Responding to 1ndustry
Consuliant Requests; and Consultant Requests;
: EMFAC CO2 Emlssmn . EMFAC CO2 Emzsszcn
5% -|Rates - - 5% = ' |Raies Py
S ' , 1 [Managing UC-Riverside
. 0% . : - 10% - GHG Confract e
. Vehicle Fleet Mixand  § .7 ~ " TVehicle Fleet Mix and-
25% Paviey Analysis 1 0 0% Paviéy Analysis
‘ ] EMFAC N20 Emission EMEAC N2O Emissicn
30% Rates. =~ . 5% . IRafles
E Sartways Rule ~ T Smartways Rule
- 20% pevelopment- T, 20% Development -’
i Analysis of GHG Emission |Analysis of GHG Emission]
Rates for Ofi-Road Engines Rates for Off-Road
in ARB Gertification . : Engines in ARB
28%. . iDatabase - : 30% Certification Database
B Reconciliation of . ’ - j
:  |OFFROAD ahd Fuel Based -t
5% - |GHG Inveniories , 0%
Updating GHG Emsssson - Updatmg GHG Emission
) Rates for Pleasure Craft | - 'Rates for Pleasure Craft
10% Inventory ) 10% Inventory -
Ocean-Going Vessel and - Ocean-Going Vessel and
. Goods Movement GHG _ ~ |Goods Movement GHG
-10% Assessments ) 10% Assessments

" ARB Regponse io May 28, 2009 PRA quueéts 200061 -



GHG Model Development

o GHG Mode! Development . )
C28%  Hlink and Grid) ] 20% (Link and Grid)
- |Managing UC-Riverside -
. l@BHG Contract: GHG Model, o
© 30% . IDevelopment {Prototype) |* 6% ' '
Truck Maodel GHG i I Truck Modal GHG
15% |Assessment 10% Assessment-
10% NG Analysis 10% CNG Analysis
: g Freight Model
Development for GHG
Assessment; Supporting -
. Measure § (Goods |
Goods Movement . |movement GHG) in
15% - Efficiency Analysls _80% - {Scoping Plan .
I Tanagement of Staff GHG ~IManagemeant of Staff GHG|
10% - |Related Projects ] 10% Related Projects |
' GHG Model Development | - §
(Link and Grid); MOVES .~ ' .
- Assessment; EMFAC - 1MOVES Assessment;
" 50% Update . 20% EMFAC Update

.. ARB Response to May 28, 2009 PRA Requests 000002



2007-0BFY ~

nloyee

Em

% timeonGCC -

Total Pys B

700
100
100

- 100 .
100 -
100

- 100

100
100
100
100
100

75 .
100

75

2008-09 FY

Total Pys dedicated

ARB Response to May 28, 2009 PRA Requests . 000016



'Respondent

-~ For each eiigiblé progrart, provide the fotlowing information for technical staff: '

Oﬁ‘7 R006Y

- Work Product; CMISS/0a Ly mi«,m e na&a{m,ﬂ f’g,;,\) ,{,47 p& |
' ) : . / : PM‘J]’O‘:"’J L)éyg/e‘f)m”‘/'!w

" Budgeted Full-Time staff: |7 for r?M/‘f-&i:&mLm{)ﬂth stamng _,,;um&g 7?05‘"7 :

" Budgeted Part-Time staff. . for - months startmg

Other Fullk-Time 'staff: ':5 - for &ﬂaﬂ.#months star’ung T - 2 20 7

. Other Part-Time staff: __for’ L months starting -
Notes: | . | .
: Work Produet: ,-2{3(1‘77 - v:QC)CSZ L FDMD(“ T‘?’tsﬂﬁ!‘ = J T
' Budgeted FullJﬁme staff ( 2 for .- monthé 'sta‘rting
: Budgeted Part»Ttme stafff fdr - months startsng! :
- Other Fu!l-Tlme staff: o 2‘ 2 for Q2 g:{emp[m{)nfhs startmg J’ gﬁg, . ao 7.
' Other Par‘t~Ttme staff. . for . months s{a_rtmg .
Notes ' '

Zon7- o | R
Work Product: L & nd M/Q.e/ {* aed ) f’gw [3 B
Budgeted FullmTfme staff @ for : moijths-' s‘térﬁng '
Budgeted Part~"f.“1me staff.. ' ‘for -__months starting
 Other Fuii:Time staff: 2 for ﬁg,:ma,%mﬁmomhs stas‘t'ing Jf.if_} 2 QEE?'
- Other Part—Tame staff C for months startmg

,\-.
'Noies = !(Cx&u sles /L&é Ored Lan  Aputs C’/C 6’ : p,‘_,p’f <SB38 7o
. . L,3 vt b l«..aaaf I af,efm r\f:&,w} /),,,._gwfcue«hq@,t;\c/) . -

' (s p
7‘5}%&1) 59607 62 gl}w} }03/5 gad&wf‘*‘?’

of - ARB@FSp?@e/éﬂay 28 ﬁg@ m&@%ﬁ%zz |

Page ~



Respondent: P’rg ) “ f:“*/ 9 5 Q? - 09

WorkProduct D_C)b? 59 f_}vizs'szor\ Jaﬂumﬁ@tﬁ) Mfm’.é” oA

IZCOU/L AR ""6 / Jj)/‘-»t) :/‘“b ol @@ Ma'{/bjOi"“"i—? -—I&._)d—
BUdQEted FUH'Time Staﬁ _&_._ for [QLWM  esmonths starﬁng T LJLS , 9 oa?

Budgsted Part—”ﬁme staff: for _months startmg

Other Full-Time staff: - 5 for }f),w@ c;s_«n}onths starting J Loyl C,a 7
_ Other Partﬂ'nme staff: for . months starting .

Notes

. . ) C ' . ' : P ' :__ ‘ . : 4‘.‘:-; — ) 06“’%‘#%"& .
~ WorkProduct: . 2006 7~ ch FQM}—- "(ZM,{-)",N"? 4///”1 c‘ 2/ B

Budgéted Full~Timé staff: {: 2 for . months starting

Budgeted Part-‘i'sme staff: for - months stamng

Other Full-"ﬁrne staff: '. 22 for 2EATIE Pt Arhonths starting Tk 007
e . E f* . g ____3.....
Other Part-Time staff: ;. or _months startmg _

Notes: | N

- Work Product; QovR -9 Kendlone . O of [Mm/.:, /0;;,»—7‘&* —

Bﬁdgeteciv Full-Time staff: for AR _months starting”

‘Budgeted Part-Time staﬁ:’ . for - months starting

. Other FU!_I-‘I“.-ime staff: * . " 2 for ge/mw months starting _‘J’ZLL»! Jébz?

Othei*Pari‘—Time staff:. B L for months starting

Notes: [:j(&&_ﬁ(’,w J&&A&Mc‘,oo 2 [LQM@“/{ MS& 37‘5
L/[, e //\,,wa&.f s rb}wfﬁ&/f' aéwww{ﬂ _

e penier 29 a0y, @MSM_
. ‘ Pagel of .
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Ochoa, Patrtcia@ARB

From: ‘Peterson Terﬂ@ARB

Sent:  Thursday, April 02, 2009 5:46 PM

To: Chang, Edie@ARB; Costentino, Jon@ARB -
Ce: Welly, BII@ARE; Smalley, Sue@ARB Peterson Terfi@ARB

) Subject: HE QISCC Posntlons
Attachments: OIS - Climate Change Staﬁ" ng Resources 4-2~09 rewsed Xls

Hi Edie and Jon

Aftached is the final version of the OIS Climate Change staffing resources spreadsheet Please de!ete the
previous version sent to you, this afternoon Sbrry for the confusmn

-Tem Peterson

QI8

From- Peterson, Teri@ARB
- Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2008 2: 05 PM
To: Chang, Edic@ARB - ‘
Cc: Costantino, Jon@ARB; Welly, BsiE@ARB Smaliey, Sue@ARB
Subject: OIS CC Positions .

Hi Edie,

Attached is the OIS Climate Change PY spreadsheet Thank you (and Jon) foryour ass:stance if you "
have any questions, p!ease let us know. T .

Thanks, : . L
Teri Peterson . L RN

' . ARB Response to May 28, 2009 PRA Re ues’}s 000398
6/11/2009 - _ | e
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ATTORNEY-CL!ENT CONFEDENTIAL WORK PRODUCT

Alir Resources Board

Citméte Change Staffmg Resources

Eileen Milier

6/11/2008

2007-08 FY -
Employee Name :
Division {Last, First) % of Time
- Office of Information Setvices )
Bill Welty 16%
Terri P'eterson 14%
Ofﬁce Systems Management Section
 Ed Przepiorski 15%
s - -Vida Gasion - 25%
o : Ken Couser 26%
’ - Lori Hayes 8% -
Glenda Muschetio 20%
Cindy Esparza - 20%
-Diana Doolin - 7%
Susan Paul _ 15%
Pat Borrowman Sledge T 25%
David Darnell - 13%
Suzanne Fallon 3%

7%

2008-09 FY (Year-to-ﬁate)

Employee Name

Eileen Miller

{Last, First) % of Time
21%
16%
Ed Przepiorski . 18%
- ~Vida Gaston - 30% .
" Ken Couser . 28%.
-~Lori Hayes . 10%
Glenda Muschetto 25%
Cindy Esparza 25% - -
‘Diana Doofin 10%
Susan Paul 18% -
Pat Borrowman Sledge 30%
SuSesso. . 15%
Suzanne Fallon 15%
20%

. Page 10f4;



Division

] AT?'ORNEY—CLIENT com-FibENTiAL WORK PRODUCT

~ Air Resources Board

Climate Change Staffing Resources .

200?-08 o

Employee Name
(Last, First)

2008-09 FY (Year—to—Date)

Employee Name

Office of !nforma_t_ﬁ:‘n Services

Network Computing Services Section

6/11/2008

. Susan Smalley
Judy Butz -

Vince Hale .
Mark Walkins.

- Saif Ali )
" Hoang Nguyen

Cheo Codda -
Tony -Nardella
John Cristodore
Jon Heibeck
Doan Villanueva
Harvey Hayes

" % of Time

15%
18%
20%.
20%
20%
50%
50% -
. 25%
25%
18%.
35% _
50%

Nate Black =

(Last, First) % of Time
..~ Susan Smalley 18%

- Judy Butz- 22%

~ Vince Hale . 22%

.~ Mark Watkins ' 15%

" SaifAli - , 25%
~Hoang Nguyen .~ 65% .-
Cheo Codda 60%

Tony Nardella ©.25%
-John Cristodore . 25%
Jon Heibeck . 20%
Don Villanueva . 35%

- Harvey Hayes 65%
Matt Curran . 25%
Ken Dean - 8%

8%

Page2of4 -

ARB Respaonse to May 28, 2009-PRA Requests 000460
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ATTORNEY-CLIENT CONFIDENTIAL WORK PRODUCT .

Air Resources Board ,
Climate Change Staffing Resources

~ 2007-08 FY
Employee Name :
Division {Last, First) - % of Time

Office of Information Services

Mobile Source & Air Quality Systems Development
Shiuh-Lin Lee R 10%
Mark Urquhart-Webb 25%

Sfationary: Source & Em iss'ioaq Inventory System_s- Dévelopment

2. Harry Ng : - . 15% aid
-+ Steven Kuns 1% - -
Steve Magee ' 15% '
Larry Hoang o 18%.
Glenn Kuhn o 18%
Ray Ding _ 20%

-Internet Systems Management

Bill Fell : T 18%
Darrell Leu _ - 20% .

B/11/2009

' 2008-09 FY (Y ear-to-Date)

Employee Name

(Last, First)

Shiuh-Lin Lee
Mark Urquhart-Webb -

~.a. ‘Harry Ng
+Steven Kuns

Steve Magee

- Darreli Leu.

Larry Hoang
Glenn Kuhn

Bilt Fell

Ray Ding | _
Theresa Clark-Sjaaheim

5%

5%

% of Time

- 10% .
25%

17%

7%
" 18%

18%
18%

- 20%

15%

Page 3 of 4




ATTORNEY-CLIENT CONFIDENTIAL WORK PRODUCT

Air Resources Board
Climate Change Staffing Resources

2007-08 FY. ' - 2008-09 FY (Year-to-Date)

6/1 1/2009.

- ' Employee Name - : - ' Employee Name - - .
Division {Last First) - - . . %ofTime (Last, First) % of Time -
Office of Information Services . -

7ss% . 89T%

Page 4 of 4
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C AL SsTARES
5,4 , . j )
) ¥ ¥ ¥ 1 ¥ 1 LA 3 4
FRRaAde SOprA ) 4(AGYORI) L{FUND ) FURD(ALL ) GL{ALL )
. ) © .- STATE AIR RESOURCES BOARD,

. EXPENDITURES BY PROGRAM AND OBJECT

- . R . " AS OF 01/31/09 . : ) e N
**********ﬁ'***ﬁ#?‘ﬂ'**'ﬁﬂﬁf:***i‘*********fl*ﬂ‘%‘.'i"**ﬂ:****‘ﬁ'*‘k_*********ﬁ‘#*f.’ff****‘-ﬁﬂ'k***ﬁ’#********ﬁ****ﬁ**ﬁ#***#*‘k*ﬂ#**ﬁ"**t**ﬁ****ﬁ* PAGE 271
FEY: . - .08 . o ) : : I : . ) - .
. FUND: 0044 . MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANSPORTATION .FUND)
FUND SOURCE: T ' TRANSPORTATION FUNRS )

PROGREM ~ 72 DIVISTON COSTS. i - . . ' o o : - .
ELEMENT: 32 R RE TSION - (RD) . - - . g - . ‘
EHERERREH TS A RS AL b Ed L hd Rt S ddd 'i'ﬁﬁ****-k*ﬂ'*‘k*t#-ﬁ-*ﬁ******f***ti*&**#ﬁﬁ**************H*#ﬁ****************#***##**#}\‘**

~ 1CSTARQI4 3900 (DEST: AL ARLZ) P, 0 EERERREEEAE ﬁun:ozflsfoe TIME:05.00 .

FISCAL MONTH: (7 JANUARY

—~——PROGRAM~—~
tMP TSK PCA .
= OBIECT - o "E.XPENDITURES ENCUMBRANCES / AVAILABLE PCNT
C OB DET AGY DESCREPTION BUDGET PLAN CURRENT MONTH YEAR-TO-DATE ALLOC ENC/OBLG .~ BALANCE - EXP
010 000 72310 RD - MANAGEMENT/LIYBRARY ) - Lo : .
1 01 003 60 CIvii SERVICE-PERM (.00 10,856.00 75,992.60 000 . 75,992.00- 0
1 01 083 10 BOARD & COMMITTEE ME 0.60 - 500.00 500.00 0.00 500.00~ 0
1 03 103 00 oasbx 0.060° ' 660.88 2,981.34 0.60 . 2,581.34- O
103 105 00 HEALTH/WELFARE INS 000 - 8,25 28.13 Q.00 28,13~ 0
103 106 00 RETIREMENT 0.00 1,799.27 12,584.90 - 8.00 12,594 .90~ 0
1 03 .125 00. WORKERS' COMPENSATIO 0.00 30.9 o 30,94 -0.00 30,94 .0
1 03 134. 00 - OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS - .00 850.01 6,088.75 0.00 6,088.75- .0
103 134 10 R.T. SUBSIDY . 0.00 4,368.70 13,1980.0%° 0.00 . 13,190.09- .0
. 103 135 00 LIFE INSURANCE 0.00 8.35 _ . 8.00 58.45- 0
1 03 137 00 MEDICARE TAXATION 0.00 158,91 1,090.93 0.00 . 1,090.93- .0
O*TOTAL CAT 1 0.00 18,277.31 112,555.53 0.00 1i2,555.53- 0
-3 205 00 " DUES & MEMBERSHIPS ¢.00 200.00 200.00 0.00 200006~ )
3 11 206 Q0 #MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES .00 6,011.38 6,011,338 970,00 6,5981.38- 0
3 11 217 Q0 MTG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHG 0.00 375.00 12,409.00 G. 12,409.00~ 0
3 11 223 00 LIBRARY PURCH/SUBSCR 4.00 22,186.64 27,718.22 1z2,835.09 4¢,553.31- .0
3 11 227 i0 OFEFICE EQUIPMENT, REN 0.G0 N - 0.00 17 - 17.47- Ko
3 11 238 00 NOC-GOODS~GEN EXP 0.00 1,105.98 6,241,133 612.23 6,853, 36— 0
3 11 239 00 NOC-SERV/RENT~GEN EX 0.00 162.78 . 475,97 Q.0 475.97- .0
3 11 239 20 GENERAL EXPENSE - OT 0:00 .00 _ 1,584.00 701.00 2,285.00~ )
3 12 242 Q0 PAMPHLT/LEAFLT/BROCH 0.00 - 45.00 45,00 0. 45.60< .0
3:12 244 20 OFFICE COPIER EXPENS 0.00 0.00 208.46. 597.54 804.00- .0
3 13 252 00 CELL PHONES, PDA, PAGE - 0.00 1,262.35 6,477.65 .00 6,477.65- .0
3 17 292700 PER DIEM-I/S . G.00. 1,151.50 2,218.Q0 Q.00 2,218,.00= 0
2717 283 00 VEHICLE, GS-I/S .00 0,00 3,340,.98 4.60 32,340, 98~ N¢
2 17 294 D0 <COMMERCIAL AIR-I/S 0.00 233.00 7,275.00 ¢.00 7,275,400~ 0
3 17 295 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-IS 3.00 885 .80 3,112.01 2.00. 3,112,001~ .0
3 18 312 OD PER DIEM-O/S 0.00 564.9% 564.91 0:00 564,91~ .0
3 I8 314 Q0 COMMERCIAL AIR-0/S 0.00 " 0.00 2,006.52 .00 2,006.52- 0
3 18 315 (00 OTHER TRANSPORT-0/S 0.00 i01.70 1100, 70 0.08 1681.70- .0
3-21 332 00 TULTN/REGISTRATN FEE Q.00 1,288.00 L 1,322.74. 5 . B5.00 - ©1,322.74- 0
3 23 343 DO RENT-BLDG/GRND(NON S G.00. ¢0. 00 100,483 .10. 177,528.83 - 278,011.93~ il
3 23'343-10 RENT - PARKING 3,00 *0.00 3,796.38 . 0.60 3,796.38~ -0
3 23 345 00 SECURITY : ¢.00 71.09 252.81 . 34.35 287.16~ 0
3 23 358 .NOGC-SERVICES-FAC OPS5. g.00 0.00 8,799.75 8,789.75- .0

- ARB Respanse to May 28, 2009 PRA Reqitests 003572




1CSTARQ14 3900 (DEST. Al ARLZ) PM %
FISCAL MONTH:" BANUARY ****** S(PCA ) 4(AG?OB3) 1(FUND h] FUNO(ALL 3. GL(ALL }

STATE AIR RESOURCES BOUARD
EXPENDITURES BY PRUGRAM AND "OBIECT
AS OF 01731709

*****ﬁ*:ﬁ*w*#***%***‘*%#**ﬂ#**"é**t#*****#*#‘**t**ﬂ*****#**t****#w&i********‘*###%*ﬁ'ﬁ*****#******ﬂk*ﬂﬂ»&ftk*******ﬁ-****##*ﬂ**kkﬁ* . FAGE 272
FFY: ) . .
FUND: - 0044 - MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TanﬁspoaTaxzon FUND}
FUND SOURCE: T TRANSPORTATION FUNDS
PROGRAM: 72 . DIVISION COSTS' _— .. L. . ] . -
ELEMENT: 3z - RESEARCH DIVISION {RD) Lo . oo . -
*ﬁ‘k*ﬁ'ﬁ**t*&*****#ﬁ****-A"k'lra—ﬁ-****ﬂ-**'k*t*******éﬁ'**.< PR EL LR e R L e ua.nnn%k LA R R RAERT AT E R hddr dfe iR R T ENITNA ﬂ;#*#**ﬁr#*##*****ﬁ*:&**‘k**
~—~-PROGRAM--~ : . :
CMP TSK PCA
-——ORJECT——~ . T . EXP E NDI TURES ENCUMBRANCES / AVATLABLE PCNT
C OB DET AGY -  DESCRIPTION BUDGET- PLAN © CURRENT MONTH YEAR-TO-DATE - ALLOC ENC/OBLG BALANCE EXP
3 23 358 10 MONTHLY BUILDING EXP 0.00. 137.23% . . .137.23. . 127 .91 : 265,14~ O
3 25 388 00 OTHER-INTERDEPT 0.00 .- 0.60 - 0.00 6,458,00° 6,458.00~" 0
3 26 418 20 OTHER EXT CONTRACTS . 0.00 . T 0.00 . . 0.00 149 544,50 149,544, 50 .0
3 20 445 00. SOFTWARE~IT PURCH,LY | o 0,00 - 0.00 4,524.77 169.61 . 4,694 ,38- .0
3 29 446 00 -HARDWARE-TT PURCH,LE . .0.00 . - 16.67 . 1 ,051.24 201..31. 1,252.55- 0
3 337545 D0 INTEREST PENALTIES i 0.00 . g.21 ' 2.06- £6.00 - ) 2.06~ N
O*TOTAL CAT 3 : 0.00 © 36,189.24 : 191 558 28 . 353 597 59 } 550 155 85-_ il
. 4 46 616 00 BO OF CONTROL CLAIMS - .00 : 0.00 131.80 0.00 < . -0
O*TGTAL CAT 4 ’ . . - 8,086 - - 0.00 11.80 8 00 . 11 90- .
-~ 9 81 912 00 INTERNAL COST RECOVE - 0.00 55 466 55— 304,128.6%9~ 358,597.59- 662,723.28 .
OFTOTAL CAT 9 : 0,00 ' 55 466,55~ 304y, '125.68- . 358 597.59- : 662, ?23 28 .
O%TOTAL PCA 72310 - 0.00 . . . ¢.00 . 0.00 -
O*TOTAL COMP_ 010 .00 ’ 0.00 ' g.00 - . 0.00 - 0 OG .
0020 000 72320 RD - RESRCH & ECON STUDIES- SECTIONS ' L - T . :
1 §1 003 00 CIVIL SERVICE~PERM’ 0.00 10,335.00 T 72,368.00 S 0.00 - . *72,388:00- - .
) .1 01 033 00 CIVIL SERVICE-TEMP © 0.00 L 8.00 301.30 T-0,00 . 301,30~ .
1 03 i03 00 ©OASDIL . 0.00 631.17 .7 3,185.50 . © .00 . 3,165.50- .
102 105 00 HEALTH/WELFARE INS . .00 5.22 : 35.59 0.00 35,59~ .
1 03 106 60 RETVIREMENT .40 : 1,713.58 11,4984.29 0.006 11,994.29~ .
"1 03 134 00 OTHER-STAFF. BENEFITS 0.00 1,134.68 . 7,763.7% - : 0.00 7 763 79~ .
. I 03 135 00- LIFE INSURANCE 0.00 " - 8.35 ... 58.45 .00 . 58.45- .
1 03 137 00 MEDICARE. TAXATION . 0.0 - 147.61 1,038.02 . 0.00 1,038,062~ .
OFTOTAL €AT 1 . - : : 0.00 - 13,979.63 96,724.94 : Q.00 86,724.94~ .
-~ 311 238 00 NOC-GOODS~GEN EXP . 0.90 . g.00 . . 1es.80 .- g 0.6o o 165,00~ :
8.00 o 11.88 P78.59 423,41 < 500.00- - .

3 11 239 20 GENERAL EXPENSE - OT

0.5,4 paEEnkrRns gUNI02/13/09 TIME:0G.00

mhbhbooDonbos SOGOO
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1CSTAKQ14 3900 [DEST: ALl ARL2)..PM, ,0,5.4 i o ' . wRiEARTEESE gUNL0OZ/13/09 TIME:06.00

-FISCAL MONTH: 07 JANUARY . whirkehs 5€PCA ) 4{AGYGBD) l{FUND 9 FunND(ALL ) G6L{ALL ) - - .

. . STATE ATR RESOURCES BOARD )
. EKPE&DITURES BY PROGRAM AND OBJECT

- - ‘OF 01731709

*******li%*#'kﬂ'**##w##**-k*******#*&%**ﬁ-w***w#-ﬁ-*-ﬁ-#*k*#********iﬂ-*-ﬁ*i—***-ﬂ*-##-kﬁﬁ-*****#‘k\ts!-e.-&**-ﬁc*****#w******ﬁ**ﬁ%******#!\:***** PAGE 273

EFY: : 08 - : : .

FuNB: - + 0044 MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANSPORTATION ?umn}

FUND SOURCE: T . . TRANSPORTATION FUNDS . .

PROGRAM 72 DIVISTON COSTS - ) - .

" ELEMENT® 32 - RESEARCH DIVISION (RD) : : - o s -

" *:&\‘:i;'r&**'&fr*ﬂ'**-k-k1?.-**'ﬁr‘k3\'-k**-A—**-‘-*-ki"a-ﬂhﬁir*11-1'«1\"{.-'k*'ﬁ'ﬁ-1‘:ﬂ"#‘i:-ﬁ-ﬁ'11-*#*s‘:**‘k*#**i****i****#ﬁﬁ*’k****1‘.‘1‘:**'Jr_#!;t'k*:\'*'-‘.‘*'k*****&**i—*s‘:15‘%:*****ﬁﬁw#***ﬁ**********

- PROGRAM—~~ :

CMP TSK PCA . ) }
~--DBIECT--- . N ' . EXPENDITURES ENCUMBRANCEsI AVATLABLE PCNT
C OB DET AGY DESCRIPTION . BUDGET’PLAN ) CURRENT MONTH YEAR-TO-DATE . ALLOC ENC/OBLG BALANCE . EXP
3 13 252 00 CELL PHONES,PDA,PAGE | ' . 0;00_,-' i2.88. | - A50.86 G,00 150.86~ .0
3 17 294 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-TI/S - 0,00 : 8,00 204,00 : . 0.00 204.,00- Q0
3 17 285 O0' OTHER TRANSPORT-IS ©0.00 . 0.00° 20.50 "0.00 20.50- .0
3 24 262 OO ELECTRICITY . 0.08 .- 55.58 - 419,96 G.00 ’ © 419,96 .0
3 25 398-00 OTHER-INTERGEPT .00 “b.00 - . 0,00 348,200.15 346,200.15%- . .0
3 26 418 20 OTHER EXT CONTRACTS .00 - 0. 00 - 0.00 249,978.00 249; 1978.00- <D
3 33 524 00 VEHICLE OPERATIONS .00 0.00 - 220.00 - .00 - - 220.00-

O*TQTAL CAT 3 ) .. : : 0.00 . 80.54 1,258.91 596,599.56 . 597,85B.47- .0

- - 6§ 61 702 02 -ICAT . . . 0.00 - 0,00 0.00 - 52,599.00 52.599.00- .

0*TOTAL CAT 6 . . Q.06 : To. 400 0.00 52,589.00 - 52,599,00~ .

- -9 91 912 00 INTERNAL COST HRECOVE 0.00 . 14,080.17 97 983,85~ ) 649 198.56~ 747, 11B2.41 .

0*TOTAL CAT 9 i - 0.00 i4, 960 17~ T, 97,883, 85— 649 198.56~ 747,182, 41

- Q*TOTAL PCA 72320° T : : 0.00 . 0.00° . : .00 . .

O*TOTAL COMP 020 0.00 - . . 0,00 g. 00 o © 0.00 . 0. GO

0030 000 72330 — HEALTH & EXPOSURE ASSESS BRANCH . . ' - .
3 11 205 00 uuss & MEMBRERSHIPS 0.00 4,999.00- .4 999 00 . 0.00 4 949,00~ .
3 11 217 00 MTG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO . g.ca - 9.00 - 5,285.00 : (.00 .. 5,285.00~ .
3 11 238 00 NOC~GQODS~GEN EXP - 0.00 : 4,999.99 - 10, 028 02' : 0.00 IU 028 D2~
3 11 239 0D NOC~-SERV/RENT-GEN EX- | T ¢.00 - '_2,443.00 o _2, 5.00 - 2;445.00 . &, 890.00- .
3 312 244 20 OFFICE COPIER EXPENS ’ 0.60 : L0 . 712 88 . 2,527.02 . "3.240.00~ .
313 252 00 CELL PHONES,PDA,PAGE '~ - T 0.00 43,95 262.71 L 0.00 26271~ .
3 17 294 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-I/S ) 0.00 0.00 . - 1B2.00 . 8.00 182,00~ .
3-17 235 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-IS . . 0.00 . ‘ 5.00 i . 21,90, ) 0,00 . 21.90- .
3 25 388 00 OTHER-INTERDEPT . 0.00 : 8.00 o 6.00 . 333,501.00 . '333,50%1.00- .

O¥TOTAL CAT 3 . . g.gg 12,487.84 23,936.61 338,473.02 362,409.63- .

< 9 91 912 00 INTERNAL COST RECOVE 12,487.94~ . . 23,036.61- . 338,473.02- 362,409.63 .

ARB Response 1o May 28, 2008 PRA Requests 003574
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— 1CST.QRQ3.4 3900 CDEST. Al ARLZ) PM, ,ﬂ 5 . whEaswhrks RUN:02/13/08 TIME:06.00. -
FISCAL MONTH: 07 JANUARY kel S(PCA p 4[AGY033} 1(FUND )—FUND(ALL d GL(ALL ) - . : _
S STATE ATR RESOURCES BOARD :
EXPENDITURES BY PROGRAM AND OBJIECT -
" AS OF 01/31/709

'k:hl-ﬂ':'rkts’f*'k‘kﬁ*'&'**#’*@#*i******ﬂ'*ﬁ&******ﬁ'**%’ﬁ***'ﬁ*-.'r-“-ln\'**Hﬂ*'ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁ#*ﬁ'******ﬁ**1‘.'**1‘:***Q"k*'.’l****'#*******#*ﬁ*#&**ﬁ***‘k****#***s’r* "RPAGE 274.
FFY: - 08 - ’ )

FUND?, ‘ o044 . M@Toa VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANSPORTATION FUND) : . ' ’ - . '
FUND SOURCE: . T “TRANSPORTATION FUNDS . . - ] : .
TPROGRAM: | 72 - DIVISION. COSTS o . . .o : .
ELEMENT: 32 . RESEARCH DIVISION (RD} - v C ) - . -
P FARRRRARETNES "*w*w-kfrf:t*ﬁ-**#*kﬁ‘k***‘k*#**ﬁ*i‘1‘:*1‘;*****s‘r********’.‘:w':."k'kwi&#*****###**#*ﬁ-**#*******1&#*£_r~k_*'k*'}-k-k*s'eﬂ-**ﬁ*i***:\&**;&*#&*#**-&###:‘c*#**
- PROGRAM-- - : .
CMP TSK PCA ' . .
~ e OBIECT =~ " e ) ’ E XPENDTI TUR E 5 ENCUMBRANCES/ . . AVATILABLE .PCNT
< o8 BET AGY DESCRIPTION BUDGET PLAN " CURRENT MONTH YEAR-TO-DATE = ALLOC ENC/OBLG BALANCE -EXP
STOTAL CAT 9 T " : . .00 - . 12,487.94- 23,936.61-. ©338;473.02- . _352,409.83 .0
O*TOTAL PCA 72330 - 4.00 0.60 . g.00 - . . 0.00 .. B,00 O
0030 000 72340 RB ~ CC CLIMATE CHANGE MITEGK?IOﬂ BRANCH - . .- . : : .
2 11 217 0D MTG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO 4a.00 - 6.00 6,000.80 . .00 . 6,000.00- N1
3 11 238 00 . NOC-GODDS~GEN EXP | o 0.00 B . 0,00 S 399.00 . ] . 0,00 5,599.00~ G
3 11 239 20  GENERAL -EXPENSE - 0T - 0.00 0.00 : 1 249,50 - ] 0.00 1,248.50- N4
3 17 284 00." COMMERCTIAL AIR-L/S T 0.00 . 0.00 508.00 - . G.00 . 508.00- .0
3 18 314 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-UG/S . : - 0.00 - 6.00 © o 1,441.00 0.00. - 1,441, 00~ .0
3 25 388 00 OTHER-INTERDEPT L .0.00 - 0.00 . 0.00 24,999.00 .. 74,999.00~ .0
3 26 418 20 OTHER EXT CONTRACTS. : . 0.00 . 6.00 . Q.00 © 55,365.00 - 55,365,00- .Q
0% TOTAL CAT 3 . ’ T 000 G.o0 - - 14,797.50. Bﬁ 364.00 . 95 161.50~ 0
- 9 91 912 00, INTERNAL COST RECOVE .0.00 - 0.00 . 14,797.50- - 80,364.00- ° - 85,161.50 - .0
O*TOTAL CAT § . .0.00 ... b.oo 14,797.50- 7 - 0, 364.00— 95,161.50 N
O*TOTAL PCA 77340 - 0.00 . 0.00 - 0.00 . . . 0.00 - 0
0030 000 72350 RD .- AQ FIELD STUDIES & ADMIN SRANCH, L -
003 G0 CIVIL SERVICE-PERM . 0.00 133,445.29 897,388.4% 0.00 897,388.49~ .0
1 01 033 00 CIVIL SERVICE-TEMP 0.00 - B,602.40 18,287.60 0.00 18,287.60- .G
1.03 103 060 O0ASDI . ; 0.00 _B,221.66 . 54,374:44 .00 54 374 .44~ 0
. 1 03.104 00 ODENTAL INSURANCE : .00 ) 734.51 - 4,882.67 ¢.00 882.67- .0
.1 037105 00. HEALTH/WELFARE INS o 0.00 - 7,318.66 45,268:74 0.00 45 269 74~ 0
1 03 106 00 RETIREMENT : . T0.00 . 20,661.81 142,001.67 0.00 142, Qﬂl 67~ 0.
193 125 00 WORKERS' COMPENSATIO ° - 0.00 .22 .. 38.22 - 0.00 - ~ 38.22- 0
103 132 00 NONINDUST DISABLYY L 0.00° - S80.80 ) 3,235.88 . 0.08 3, 235 8B~ .0
1 03 134 O0- OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS 0.00 4,183.46 - 27,778.10 , .00 27 778.10- Lo
103 134 10 R.T. SUBSIDY ' CO0.00 T L - .08 <. 240,00 0,00 240.00~ .0
1 03 135 00 LIFE INSURANCE - . C0.00 : 17.60 . - 123.20 0.00 . 123520— © 0
103 136 00 VISION CARE - ) 0.00 156.23 - 983.33 0,00 483.33- .0
1 g3 137 00 MEDICARE TAXATION 0.00 . -2,018.88 13,171, 55, (.00 ) 13,171.55~ .0
OFTOTAL CAT 1 . 0 0.00 - 1,207, ?74 B9~ .0

Q00 . 183 ,879. 52_ .1,207, 774 89

ARB Response to May 28, 2009 PRA Requests 003575




ICSTARQ14 3900 (DEST‘ AL ARLZ) PM, .

FISCAL MONTH: -

:\-"'**"‘#*i****é****#‘ﬁ*ﬁ#i****#*t***-‘*-“#**"*&****#**kf#**#****#**#'hw*ﬂ'ﬁ**kﬂ"k***#'&*kﬁ*i#i’#

FFEY:

FUND:

FUND SOUREE:
PROGRAM:
ELEMENT:

Rk hheEadN ARl

" mnen PROGRAM- o
CMP TSK PCA

QBT ECTw e

OB DET AGY -

07  3JANUARY -

.o

5,4,1

** scpCA b} 4{AGY053} 1(FUND J

FQND(ALL ) GL(ALL )

ATE AIR RESOURCES BOARD
EXPENDITURES B8Y PROGRAM AND OBIECT

AS OF 01/31/09

08

0044 MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANS?ORTATION FUND)
T TRANSPORTATION FUNDS

72 DIVISION COSTS

DESCRIPTION

uuNLuLuuuanLéUJuau;uunuu ]
j
g
N
=]
e
=
=3

-3 25 418 20
LO¥TOTAL CAT 3
~ 9 91 912 00
0®TOTAL CAT O

MTE/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO

LIBRARY PURCH/SUBSCR

OFFICE FURNTTURE (LE
NOC-SERV/RENT-GEN EX
CEL{ PHONES,PDA,PAGE
PER DIEM-TI/S

. COMMERCIAL AIR-T/S

OTHER TRANSPORT-IS
TUTTN/REGISTRATN FEE

RENT~BLDG/GRND(NON & -

ELECTRICITY
OTHER-INTERDEPT ° |
OTHER EXT CONTRACTS

INTERNAL COST REcovE.'

O*TOTAL PCA 72330

ok 13 b [t b o b S e b
1 6" [
o]
[
o
[¥,3
o
]

RO - ﬁC NITIGATION & EMISSION BRANEH

CIVIL. SERVICE~-PERM
CIVIL ssnv:ca—ramp
OVERTIME

QASDT

DENTAL.. INSURANCE
HEALTH/WELFARE INS

'RETIREMENT ’

WORKERS ' COMPENSATIO

OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS

R.T. SUBSIDY -
LIFE INSURANCE

- RESEARCH DIVISION (RD)
ﬁ********#**********iﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁ*&*****#*ﬁ***#****ﬂ

Fheaakkesr RUNIOZ/13/08 TIME:06.00

*******ﬁ*#*ﬁﬂ:*#'&i**#**#‘k'k******‘ﬂ.*ﬁ-*

sncumsnamces/

AVATLABLE

MISC GFFICE -SUPPLIES

PAGE 275

****ﬂ'*i‘*ﬂ'-ﬁ*‘**#*****#**#‘k#****ﬁ***-&ﬁ-****#**i‘*ﬁ'ﬂﬂ‘-‘**ﬁ**#*#*ﬁ"k#**'k****'&*'ﬁ' '

PCNT

EXP

boboonboohs CoOCODDD

EXPENDITURES .
BUDGET PLAN CURRENT MGNTH YEAR“TO ~DATE ALLUC ENC/OBLG BALANCE
0.00 0.60 .0.00 " 246.69 246.69~
0.00 -8, .125.00 8.00 . 125.00~
0.00 18,948, 38 20,794.36 © 0.0, 20,794.36-
0.00 776,00 ' Tol0 200.33 200.33-
0.00 . 0.00 1,888.32 9.00 - 1,B888.32-
0.00 - 0:00 477.23 0.00 477.23-
0.00 138.49 4,431.62 .00 4;431.62-
0.00 927.00 5.124.00 .00 5 12400~
0.00 14820 1,384.78 0.00 i, 334 78~
G.00 0:00 67. 0.00 . 967.74-
0.00 0.00 2,973.00 0.00 . z, 275 60-
0.00 0.00 35.02 0.00. 35,02~
0.00 0.00 .00 178 ,687.58 . 178,687 .58~
.00 .00 04.00 924,739.00 924.739.00~
0.00 20 162 07 38,201.07 -  1,103,873.60 1,142,074.67-
0.00 204,141,559 1,245,975.96— 1.903,873.60- . 2,342,849.56
0.400 -ZU4,141.59~ 1 245, 975 35» -.1,103, 8?3 60~ 349 849 56
0.00 0.00 :
.00 151,958.73 . 1,011,836.36 0.00 . 1.011,836.36—

0.00 3,603.90 20,568.460 0.00 - 20.568.60-

. 0.00 9,00 2 0.00 .42-
o.00- 8,342.57 54, ?86 .75 0.00 54.786.75-
0.00 - 57720 4.608.84 .00 4,608.84~
0.00 8,737.66 59, st 34 -4:00 59.925,34~ .
0.00 22,046.73 150.201.52 - 0.00 - 1505201 .52~"
0.00 6.40 36.40 - 0.00 36.40~
0.00 4, 3?9 91 . 33,350.37 0.00 .- . 33,350,37~-
0.00 975.00 . 0.00 '575.00-
6.00 17 50 0.00 123 20-

123.20

——————— ———— "

-

e
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1cs~mnq14 3900 (DEST: A1 ARLZ) M, - 4,85,4,1, L , L ' ' #dhsiery RUNI02/13/09 TIME:06.00

L ok 3 E N 1 2 *
FISCAL MONTH: 07 JANUARY wRgEidad SEpCA ) 4{AGYOBRI) LL{FUND ) FUND{ALL 3 GL{ﬁLL )
) ] ; * STATE ATR RESQURCES BDARR
. - .- EXPENDITURES BY PROGRAM AND oBIECT
AS OF 01/31/08

*******##**é*t*****&*ﬁ*****t********#***#*W**ﬁ*#***#*******ﬁﬁ*****#*****##*********************#ﬁ************#****k*k#*ﬁ* PAGE 2?6

FEY: 08
FUND: 0044 - - MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT {TﬂANSPOKTATION FUND)
FUND SOURCE: T . TRANSPORTATIQN' FUNDS
.7 PROGRAM: 72 DIVISION COSTS
- ELEMENT: 32 RESEARCH DIvVISICN {RD) ‘ T - -t
****ﬂ***#w*******#*¢**********************%*****ﬁ*#*****#*#*#********#ﬂ%**#***t#**##****#**ﬁw#ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ***ﬁ*****#i*#w*%*w*ﬁﬁ*ﬁ#*#ﬁ*****
~——PROGRAM--~ . :
CMP TSK PCA . ) )
~=—OBJECT—~~ ) ' EXPENDITURES . - ENCUMBRANCES/ AVATLABLE PCNT.
€ OB GET AGY DESCRIFTION o BUDGET ?LAN - CURRENT. MONTH .YEAR-TO-DATE ~ ALLOC ENC/OBLG . - BALANCE EXP
103 136 90 VISION CARE . O.GO o 137:85 © 864,95 - . g.00 964.95- © .0.
© 1 03 137 00 - MEDXCARE TAXATION | . 0.00 . . 2,003.34 - .13,306.87 0.00 13,309,.87- -.0
O¥TOTAL CAT 1. R : . . 4,00 202, 444 89-', 1.351,094.52 . 0.00 1 351 094.62- .0
- 3 11 20% 00 DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 0.00 6.80 _ 200,00 0.00 - 20000~ .0
3 11 206 00 - MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES . 0.00 - . Q.00 : 394, 81 . -0.00 - 394.8%1~ .0
311 217 00 MTG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO 0.0G "374.25 2,0583.25 0.00 2,053.25- W0
3 11 226 D0 MINOR EQUEPMENT . 0.00 0.00 . . 0.00 T 215.37 . - ’215.37-~ 0
3 13 252 00 CELL PHONES,PDA, PAGE .00 46,25 270,44 54,24 o 324.68- R4
3 37 292 00 PER DIEM-I/S . G.00 0.00 3,796.54 . G.00 3,7586.54~ 0
3 17 293 Q0 . VEHICLE, G5-I/S 0.00 0.00 281.50 0.00 281.50~ .8
3 17 294 00 COMMERCIAL ATR-I/S 0.00 1,211,068 2,298.00 0.00 2,298.00~ 1)
3 17 295 00 - OTHER TRAMSPGRT—IS : - 0,00 33.77 2,730.12 G.00 2,730,012~ K1)
2 18 317 000 PER DIEM-0O/S 0.00 3,039.04 3,484.75 . 0,00 - 3,494 .75~ .0
3 18 314 00 COMMERCYAL ATR-G/S - ] - 0,00 2,091.3 3,417 .80 Q.00 3,417.80— . 0
3 18 315 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-0/S 4. 00 . 317.44 Co 570.33 - - 0,00 o 57033~ .0
3 21 332 Q0 TUITN/REGISTRATN FEE 3.00 0.00 - 464 .48 .00 404,48~ -
3 25 398 Q0 OTHER-INTERDEPT 0.00 - 0.00 - 0.0 210 003 00 210,008.00- .0
3 26 418 20 - OTHER EXT CONTRACTS 0.00 : .00 ‘4,999,000 : 170 175,526.00- .G
0*TOTAL CAT 3 , . . 0.00 7,413.05 24,97%.Q2 : 380, 804 61 . 405.775.634 0
- 8 91 912 00 INTERNAL COST RECOVE - . .00 20%,857.94~ "1,376,065.64- 7 380,804.61- 1.755,870.25 G
O*TOTAL CAT 9. . . .00 209,857.94~ . 1,376,065, 64~ 38& 804.61- 1.756,870.25 .G
O*TOTAL PCA 72360 G.00 : : 0 80 ’ 0 g.00° 0,00 .0
0030 000 72370 RD -~ HEALTH & EXPOSURE ASS BRANCH . ) :
1 01 003 00 CIVIL SERVICE-PERM ) 0,00 - 147,458.82 1,101, 815.33— 0.600 1,101,815.33-. .0
1.01 033 00 Crvii SERVICE-TEMP 0500 - ) 9,808.80 24 115.00 .00 24,115,00~ 0
1 93 103 00 QASDX - Q.60 B,901.87 ' 65,113.28 . 0.00 £5,113.28- .0
1 03 104 00 DENTAL INSURANCE 0.80 - 786,61 5 506.27 0.00 © 5,506,27- 0
1 03 305 00 HEALTH/WELFARE INS ~ - 0.00 10,945.87 - 72,558.61 . 0.00 . ?2 558.61~ Ry
i) 0.00 14? 747 .47 - L0

103 106 00 RETIREMENT ° 0 ] 19 545 35 s 147,74?.4?

ARB Response to May 28, 3008 PRA Requests 003577 '




1CSTARQ14 3900 (pEST: Al ARLZ) o4, ,0,5.4 Rtk ik RUNTO2/13/09 TIME:06.00 -
FISCAL MONTH: ©7 3JANUARY - ?*** ** S(PCA 2 4(AG¥033) 1(FnND FUND(ALL b GL(ALL 3 o .
. TATE AIR nzsouacz-:s BOARD .
axpauomaes BY PROGRAM AND "0BIECT
. .AS OF 01/31/09 - )
"******************‘***********#****-i.().ao‘--‘:ag a-‘-.‘:i‘u'ruua.n..wxw.,..un;n.unnn......-.u-....-. -u_---r:..ww.nn.u-,nx:nno«u«q‘nnan**ﬂ*****i*****#**‘#** ?AGE 27‘_?- oD
FEYI: 08 - =
FUND: 0044 . ., MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANSFORTA‘!’ION FﬂNi’)) 2
FUND SOURCE: ., T . TRANSPORTATION "FUNDS . a8
PROGRAM? 72 DIVISION COSTS 8
ELEMENT: 32 RESEARCH DIVISION (RD)} : . . . @
.ﬂ-i."k*&#*****i**k****ﬁﬁw#****&**#-&********ﬁ"k*ﬂ--k*-k*1!—*#rir***1‘:*iﬁ‘*******#*****&*#*#-{ﬂ#*#****ieﬁ'irdr********-ﬁ*ﬁ#*w‘ci—**'k'ﬂ**#**f*#f#****w*#t*i—**** . g‘
~-—PROGRAM~~~ . : - : 2
CMP TSK PCA ] ) Aé
mwmQRIECT === ; . . ’ ' 5 XPENDITURES - ENCUMBRANCES/ AVATLABLE PONT &
C OB DET AGY. DESCRIPTION BUDGET PLAN CURRENT MONTH . YEAR-TO-DATE ALLDC ENC/OBLG - BALANCE EXP =
- i i, i e S . . W YA S T W o, u--n——--—vv---—-—— Sk W e i 0 S ) . g e S L I ——————— PR P PR L R bkl e s N
1. 03 175 00 WORKERS' COMPENSATIO 0.00 41,86 41.86 9.00 41,86~ 0 g
- 1.03 134 00 OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS -0.00 2,518.32 24,184,314 g.00 24 194,14~ .0 o
103 134 10 ®.T. SUBSIDY 0.00 - ' 864 .50 .00 '864.50- .0 &
103 135 00 LIFE INSURANCE | 9.00 22.00 180.40 - 0.00 180.40- .0 -
1 03 136. 00.. VISION CARE ) 0.08 137.85 964.95 . 0.00 . 964,95~ .0 -
-1 0% 137 00  MEDICARE TANATION i+ 3 © o 2,224.10 15,934.36 . 0. 00 ) 15,934,536~ 0 @
O*TOTAL CAT 1 0.00 © 202,391.95 1 459,036.17. . 0.00 1, 459 036.17- D g
- 3 11-217 00 MTG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO 0.00 " 0.00 2,080.00 AR Y1 080,30~ 0 2
3 13 252 00 CELL- PHONES, PDA, PAGE g.00 44,79 116.44 0.00 116.44— .a &
3 317 292 00 PER DIEM-T/S " 0.00 .02 ° . 5,287.3% 0.00 5,2B7:35- .0 o
3 17 293 G0 VEMICLE, GS-I/S . --8.00 . 0.00 . 2,152.53 - ¢.00 | 2,152,533~ 0 o
3 17.294 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-I/S - 0.00 - 463,50 . ’ 3,.107.00 0.00 3,107.090~ .0 <
3 17 295 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-IS -0..00 529, 1,550.80 . 0.00 1,550.80- -..D i
3 18 312 00 PER DIENM-D/S - . 0.00 300.22 300.22 0.00 : 22- 0
3 18 314 00 COMMERCIAL AIR—G/S . 0.00 6.00 321.00 0.00 321.00~ .9
3 18 315 00 ° OTHER TRANSPORT-0/S .00 41.00 - 41.00 - 0.00 41,00~ 0
3 21 332 00 TUITN/REGISTRATN FEE 0.90 450.00 - 6,839.48 _— 0.00 6,835.48- 0
3 25°398 00 OTHER-INTERDEPT .00 -D,00 .00 237,728.39 - 237,72B.3%9- .G
3 26 418 20 .OTHER EXT CONTRACTS 0.00 ¢.00 .00 102,368.00 . 102,368.00- . .0
3 32 451 20 MAJOR EQUIPMENT .D0.€0 .60 . 38,874.50 3.00 . 38,874.50~ -0
U*TOTAL CAYT 3 ¢.00 . -1,828.95 60,680.32 . 340,096.39 | a400,776.71- .0
g 91 912 00 INTERNAL CGST RECOVE . 0.00 204,220.90- 1,518,716.49~ . 340,096.39~ 1,85%9,812.88 0 -
O*TOTAL T 9 ) . 0.00 20? 220, 96— 1 519 716,49~ 340 1096, 39- : 1 £59,812.88% 1) .
O*TOTAL PCA 72370 : T 0.00 . 6.0 . 0.00° 0o 0.00 R+
0038 000 72380 RD - AQ FIELD STUDIES & ADM.BRANCH ' :
1 01 003 00 CIvIL SERVICE-PERM - 0.00. . 155 323 80 1, 166 607.68 0.00 1, 166 607. 68- 0
1-01°033 00 cIviL ssavxcs-TEMP - 0.00 90 .35 o 0.00 - 7.8332.39- -0
103 103 00 OASDI 0.00 T 9 985 .45 £9,657.49 . 6.00 69,657.49- .0
g.00 931.17 6 666.61 G.00 ) 6, 666.61-- .0

1 03 104 .00 ' DENTAL INSURANCE
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S - STATE AR RESbURCﬁS BOARD
EXPENDETURES BY PROGRAM AND oaJECT
o A et e e . Qf;??[?%KQQ .
FFY: - 08
FUND: 0044 _ MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANSPORJAT:ON FUMD)
FUND SOURCE: T -~ TRANSPORTATION FUNDS
. PROGRAM: 72 DIVISION COSTS
ELEMENT: 32 RESEARCH DIVISION (RD) - - ; ) : :
P TR EE 2 a0 "-ﬁ'#-k'_\»*****ﬁ-ﬁ-ﬁ#*ti*&i*—‘k*#'ﬁkﬁ*ﬁ****-k-k-ﬁ"k#&k***b**ﬂ-#*w*ﬁ#*#ﬁ-*#*#-k:!t*****#ﬁ*#***#ﬁ****#*?********'&#****1‘::‘t—:’a:'k.'k_##'k****
~—PROGRAM~ ~— - :
CMP TSK PEA -
~—~QBIECT==~ C ) ‘ .EXPENDIT u RES ENCUMBRANCES/
C 0B DET AGY DESCRIPTION | BUDGET PLAN CURRENT "MONTH - YEAR-TO-DATE ALLGC ENC/DBLG
1 63 105 00 HEALTH/WELFARE INS - . .00 11,057.54 79 224,51 0.00
1 03 106 Q0 RETIREMENT - - . 0.00 . 23, 409 24 165,285. 02 . 0.00
1 03 125 O WORKERS' COMPENSATIO . 0.006 . 2.32° 47.32 0.00
103 134 00 OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS .00 - 3, 993 12 27, 295 65 0.00
+1.03 135 00 LIFE INSURANCE S : - Q.00 ) . . s .00
1 03 136 D0 VISION CARE : ot g.0D 83 80 l 332 55 0.00
143 137 00 MﬁDICARE TAxATIoN ) - 0.00 2,367.66 - - 16,639.61 .00
0*TOTAL CAT 1 4.00 - 219,548 .60 1,540, 813 03. - .00
- 2 11 205 00 nuas & MEMBERSHIPS . 0.00 . Q.00 . 0.00
3 117206 00 MISC DFFICE SUPPLIES - .00 3,632.41 10,490.60 - 14, 55? 48
3 11 217 00 MVG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO. - .. 0o 1 195 00 . 2,874.00 a.
3 11 226 Q0 MINOR EQUIPMENT -0.00 2,918.52 G.o0
3 11 226 10. OFFICE FURNITURE (LE - - 000 . 323.00 323.60 0.
3 11 238 00 NOC-GOODS~GEN EXP 0.00 . .00 4,305.83 4,811.78
3 11 239 00 NOC-SERV/RENT-GEM EX - 0.00 .00 ) 232.85 0.
3 13 252 00 CELL PHONES,PDA,PAGE" .60 129.55 - B04.78. .00
3 17 292 OO PER.aIEM—x/S _— : .00 1,110,131 3,094.57 0.60
3 17 294 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-I/S . .00 573.00 2,019.00 .00
3 17 295 00 .OTHER TRANSPORT-IS 0.00. 399,87 .- 2,578.62 0.00
3 18 312 00 PER DIEM-0O/S T . 0.00. 1,387.01 .. 1,387.01 0.00
3 18 314 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-0/5" : - 0.00 905,50 1,290.50 0.00
3 18 315 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-0/5 L 0.00 242.53 7 .53 0.00
3 21 332 00 TUITN/REGISTRATN FEE 0.G0 893,00 ~14 ,822.48
3 25 398 00 . OTHER-INTERDEPT {.00 .00 .00 140, 352 00 :
3 26 418 20 OTHER EXT CONTRACTS 0.00 4.00 . 0.00 81,992.40°
3 32 451 10 MINOR EQUIPMENT ' 0.00 2,312.89 . 2,312.80 0.00
3 32 451 20 MAJOR. EQUIPMENT 0,00 17, 840 8?~ . .17,840.87 : 0 0o
3 33 516 00 CHEMCL/DRUG/MED/LAB 0.00 989 . 1,048.865 0.00
3 33-516 40 GAS -~ LAB SUPPLIES 0.00 2, 856. 32 - 2,B896.32 2 i51.58
3 33 524 00 VENICLE -OPERATIONS - .00 0.00 - 877.49% (.00
O*TQTAL CAT-3 : - 0.00 34,830 38 73,446:32" 243,865.24
0.00 254,378.98~ i, 614 259 35~ 243,865.24~

2.5 91 617 00 INTERNAL COST RECOVE

n

- 1,858,124.59

ARE Response to May 28, 2009 PRA Requests 003579 -
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FFY: . 08 . - ’ ’
FUND > : 0044 MOTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT (TRANSPORTATION FUND)
FUND SOLRCE:. T TRANSPORTATION FUNDS -
PROGRAM: - 72 _ DIVISTON COSTS ] : )
ELEMENT? 32 RESEARCH DIVISION (RD) T - .
-k-ks‘.-v'.‘*-.!r#******&**#*w********k*w***-k*a‘r**-ﬁ'fr*ﬁ#***ﬂ****#*#&********ﬁ**W*##*****ﬁ*i******ﬁ#***s\'***#**#*&i*******&#**ﬂ***#&*&**ﬁ*-ﬁ--ﬁ-s\-w*ﬂﬁj
=== PROGRAM==~~ ' ’
CMP TSK PCA . )
e QB IEC T EXPENDITURES . ENCUMBRANCES/ AVAILABLE" PCNT.
C OB DET AGY DESCRIPTION BUDGET PLAN CHRRENT MONTH - YEAR-TO-DATE . ALLOC ENC/0BLG BALANCE . EXP
{*10tAaL 'CAT 9 : . - 0.00 © ?54,378.98- .. '1,614,259,35~ 243, 865,24~ 1,858,124.59 0
0*TOTAL PCA 72380 ' . 6.0 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.00 .0
O*TOTAL COMP 030 C ‘ 0.00 0.60 0.60 . 0.00 . C o 0.00 ]
- ' : 0.00 . 8:00 - o 0.00 | © 000 - .0

O*TOTAL ELEM 32 . R . 0.00
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FFY: . 08 C .
FUND: . 0044 7 MUTOR VEHICLE ACCOUNT, (TaAMSPoRTATIoﬂ FUND)
FUND souacs: T .- © TRANSPORTATICN FUNDS .
PROGRAM: . - . 72 - DIVISION COSTS -
ELEMENT: 12. EXECUTIVE OFFICE {EO) : , ) o i N "
s\""**‘!ﬁ\‘#**-&***-ﬁ-***-'"k*-&*-&-#'ﬁ'*ﬁ'*:&:ﬁ**#*****-k-k**'#'kﬁ-*:!:**#*ﬁ-ﬂ-*uanxano.n.‘nan-'u.uw..."-..‘:.‘.i‘.z'-,«- -‘u‘u’-..,n-:::n.-,,«.‘u‘.z‘s{.wwngu.nu—ww.uun»'sxu-t.‘-n.....‘...-‘....'....a..u,- aaaaaa
~ = PROGRAM-~— : . -
CMP TSK PCA . . . i . ]
~enOBIECT-~~ - - EXPENDITURES ENCUMBRANCES/ . AVATILABLE & PONT
C OB DET AGY DESCRIFTION . BUDGET -PLAN CURRENT MONTH YEAR-—'!‘O-DATE ©_ALLOC EchoaLG - BALANCE EXP
-1 03 103 00 o0AsSDX . . 9,00 579.46 384 85 .. ] . 0;00 3,384.85- - .0
-1 03 106 00 RETIREMENT. . 0.00 1,577.21 . 11 040 46 G.00 -11, 040 4-5-- .0
.1 03 125 00 WORKERS® COMPENSATIO i 0.00 . 1.82 ’ 0.00 0
1 03,134 00 OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS .00 . . 166.84 X, 156 92 -0.00 - 1, 166 92— 0
1 03 137 00 MEDICARE TAXATION - - g.00 . .- 135.52 '950. 44 ) . Q.00 - - 950,44~ .G
O*TOTAL CAT 1 0:00° 11,877.00 ° - . B3, 157.54 . Q.00 83,157.54~ i
- 3 14 262 20 EXPRESS MAIL ) g.086 - - - 5.12 o 5.12 ... 0,080 5.12- .
- 3 17 292 00 PER DIEM-XI/S- ' G.00 . 6,00 £6.00 ' 0.00 85.Gﬁm .
3 17 294 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-L/5 N v B .06 - 319.00 : 0.00 . 319,00- .
3 17 295 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-IS : G.00 84.09 - 140.63 . .00 - 140,63
3 18 312 00 PER DIEM-O/S - 0.00 340.7% : 340.79 - T .00 340,79~ .
3 18 314 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-G/S - 0.00 A 0.00 484.00 - - 0.00 -+ 484.00~
3 18.315 00 OTHER TRANSFORT-O/S . .00 - 35.56 35.56 G.00 358,56+
O*TOTAL CAT 3 : . - -0.00 . 465.56 1,411.10 o 8.00 o .1,411.10- .
- 9 91 912 00 INTERNAL COST RECOVE ~ 0.00 12;:442.56— 84,568, 64~ G.00 - B4,568.64 .
D*TOTAL CAT S - 0.00° 12,442,56~ 84 568,64~ . 0.09 - 34,568.64 .
0=TOTAIL~BCA 72150 0.00 0.00 {.00 08.00 0.00 .
_...,aoso 000 72180 E£O - OFFICE OF CLIMATE CHANGE' : : : ) . .
01 003 00 CIVIL SERVICE-PERM © 000 230,705.9%3 1,567,121.85 . | - 0.00 :L ss? 121. 85—
1 ¢l 033 00 CIVIL SERVICE-TEMP 0.00. 0, .580.25 . 0.00 . 580,25~ .
1 01 083 00 OVERTIME 0.60 1,875.14 13,823.13 0.00 13 523,13~ .
103 103 00 o0ASDI ’ 0.00 - 14,157.0% g4 ,551.18 0.00 94.551 18- .
1 03 104 D) DENTAL INSURANCE 0.60 1,170.86 6,871.27 g.00 6,871.27~ .
1 03 105 D0 HEALTH/WELFARE INS g,00 © T 13,942.47 §6,628.86 . ’ 0.00 88 628 .86~ .
1703 106 00 RETIRENENT . : g.00 - 31,615.27 23.8 647 43 -0.00 218,647 .43~ .
1 03 125 00, WORKERS' COMPENSATIO g.00 . 6L.88 .B8 ’ 0.00 61.88- .
103 134 00 OTHER-STAFF BENEFITS .00 4,896.21 . 35, 513 12 0.00 35,513.12- .
1 03 134 10 R.T. SUBSIDY . .00 1,987.25 T E,?SQ,?S - 0,90 . . B,789.75- .
1. 03 335 00 LIFE INSURANCE 0.00 34.75% 216.85 0.00 - 216.85~ .

Frerswanss QUN:02/13/09 TIME:06.00
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FFY: 0B : :
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< 'FUND SOQURCE: T © TRANSPORTATION FUNDS

PROGRAM: 72 . .- DIVISION COSTS . ) .. '

_ELEMENT: 2 EXECUTIVE OFFICE (EO)
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~~~PROGRAM=~~ . . -

CMP TSK PCA : .
—~-DBJECT~~ . . EXPEN n ITRRES ENCUMBRANCES/ AVAILABLE PCNT
€ OB DET AGY BESCRIPTION" "BUDGET: PLAN CURRENT MONTH YEAR»TD—QATE S ALLOC ENC/DBLG _ BALANCE EXP
103 136 Q0 VISION CARE . 6.00 257.32 1,708.34 3,00 1, 709.34- . 0.
1 03 137 08 MEDICARE TAXATION .00 3,310.92 . ,22,687.98 0.00 22,687.08- .G

O*TOTAL CAT 1 : . 0.00 304 115.15 2, 062 302.89 0.00 2,062, 302 89~ 0
- 3 11 206 00 - MISC OFFICE SUPPLIES 0.0C 7.847.16 8,004.80 © 934.65 9.45~ .0

311 215 Q0  ADVERTISING 0.00 0.00 7 261 a5 - 0.00 7,261, 35- .0
3 11 217 00 MTG/CONF/EXHIBIT/SHO 0.00 0.00 575.00 . Q.00 "575.00~ .0
-3 11°238 00 NOC-GOODS-GEN EXP . 0.00 50.00 77.34 - §.00 77.34~ 0.
3 13 252 00 CELL PHONES,POS, PAGE 0.00 183.50 1,222.90 - 0.00 1,222.90~ ]
3 17 292 00. PER DIEM-I/S - ’ 0.00 702.53 8,474.35 0.00 8,474.35~ .0
3 17 294 00 COMMERCIAL AIR-I/S 0.00 2,083.00 14,106.01 0.00 14,106.01- .0
3 17 295 00. OTHER TRANSPORT-IS 0,00 . 1,877.85 7,995,556 .00 7y 995 56- .0
3 18 312 00 PER DIEM-0/S 0.00 | - 611.50 611.50 0.00 611. 50~ w0
3 18 314 Q0. COMMERCIAL AIR*O/S 0.00 467,00 3,403.67 . 0.00 3,403.67~ .0
3.18 315 00 OTHER TRANSPORT-0/S - 0.00 130.36 -130.36 ¢.00 "130.36-~ -0

©3 21 332 00 TUTITN/REGISTRATN FEE 0.00, 0.00 1,828.70 . 0.00 1,928.70- .0
3.26 418 20 OTHER EXT CONTRACTS 0.00 0:.00 a. 64, 000 90 64,DO0.0D~ .0

3 29 435 00 NOC-SERV-IT (SECURIT 0.00 0.00. . 39,460.00 200 39,660.00~ - .0
G*TOTAL CAT 3 .00 13,952.90 93,251,584 65, 134, 55 © 158,386.19~ " | .0
- 91 912 00 INTERNAL COST RECOVE 0.00 318,068.05~ 2,155,554.43- . .65, 134 85~ 2,220,689.08 - .0
O*TOTAL CAT 2 . 0.00 318,068.05- 2, 135 554.43~ 65,134.65~ 2,220,689.08 .0

- O*TDTAL PCA 72180 0.00 0.00 . 9.00 0.0 0.00 .0
0*T0TAL COMP 050 0.00 - 0,60 0.0Q 0.00 Q.60 .0
O%TOTAL ELEM 12 . 0.00 © 0.00 0.00 0.00- 0.00 .0
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June 24, 2009

Ms. Mary Nichols, Chairperson

and Members of the Air Resources Board
California Air Resources Board '
1001 “T” Street, 23rd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Public Hearing on July 25-26, to Consider Adoption of a Proposed AB 32 Cost of
Implementation Fee Regulation

Dear Ms. Nichols and Members of the Air Resources Board:

On behalf of the trade associations (“Associations”) listed below, we respectfully submit
the following comments on the California Air Resources Board (CARB)’s Proposed AB 32 Cost
of Implementation Fee Regulation (“proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation™). The Associations are:

California Business Properties Association
California Chamber of Commerce

California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors

California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Small Business Alliance

California Taxpayers’ Association

Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association

National Federation of Independent Business-California
The California Black Chamber of Commerce
Western States Petroleum Association

I INTRODUCTION

The Associations are committed to ensuring that regulations, such as the proposed AB 32
Fee Regulation, are adopted in a fair, open, and transparent process. This is especially important
where, as here, the subject Regulation will have a wide-ranging and dramatic impact on the
California economy. The Legislature has made clear that any fees collected pursuant to Health
& Safety Code § 38597—the source of CARB’s authority here— must be assessed “on sources
of greenhouse gas emissions” and “solely for the direct costs incurred” for administration of AB
32. See Health & Safety Code § 38597; see also letter from Fabian Nunez to the Assembly
Daily Joumal, August 31, 2006 (appended hereto as Attachment A). As discussed below, CARB
staff has failed, in the public records that it has thus far provided to the Associations, to establish
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that the fee compelled by the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation will actually be collected “solely
for the direct costs incurred” for AB 32 administration. CARB staff has also failed, in the public
records provided thus far, to establish that the proposed fees will be imposed only on “sources of
greenhouse gas emissions.” Finally, CARB is required to develop a fee regulation based upon a
proper nexus between the fees collected, the fee payers, and the regulatory activity funded by the
fee, and to fairly allocate the fee among fee payers. CARB has failed, in the public records
provided thus far, to establish a proper nexus and a fair allocation of proposed fees.

IL THE ASSOCIATIONS’ PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUESTS

On February 13, 2009, the Associations submitted a California Public Records Act
(“CPRA”) request to CARB, seeking 16 categories of documents that would substantiate the
basis for, and the amount of, the fees to be collected under the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation,
as well as substantiate the nexus between the fees to be paid, the fee payers, and the regulatory
activity to be funded with the fees. Initially, CARB staff failed to comply with the February 13
CPRA request, and raised objections based on asserted deliberative process, attomey-client, and
attorney work product privileges. Eventually, in response to the February 13, 2009 CPRA
request, between March 9, 2009 and April 30, 2009—after prodding from the Associations and
in four separate productions—CARB staff provided 3,227 pages, but withheld 11,981 pages of
CARB'’s records, Upon review, the Associations concluded that these records fell well short of
substantiating the basis for the amount of fees to be collected through the proposed AB 32 Fee
Regulation. On May 28, 2009, the Associations submitted to CARB a second and third CPRA
request, covering the period through the release of the May 8, 2009 Staff Report for the proposed
AB 32 Fee Regulation ("May 8 Staff Report”) and beyond, and covering the same categories of
documents as the February 13 request.

On June 19, 2009, CARB staff produced approximately 5,500 pages of records in its
initial response to the Associations’ second and third CPRA requests, covering the period from
February 13, 2009, through May 28, 2009. After reviewing these records over the past few days,
the Associations are still not able to identify the actual basis for many of the estimated cost
figures that CARB staff present in the May 8, 2009 Staff Report.

As is clear from the foregoing, the Associations have been forced to review the records
provided them in a very compressed time frame caused by CARB staff’s resistance to releasing
appropriate supporting documentation for the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation in a complete and
timely fashion. Despite repeated attempts by Association representatives to work with CARB
staff to expedite the release of records, it took CARB until April 30, 2009 to produce any
- substantial volume of records in response to the initial CPRA request. Records responsive to the
second and third CPRA requests were only made available on June 19, 2009, four business days
prior to the hearing date. CARB staff’s repeated failure to respond to the Association’s CPRA
requests has severely impaired the Associations’ ability to comment fully and effectively on the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation.

CARB staff has, by its own admission, withheld 11,981 pages of records from the
Associations in response to the first CPRA request, and has withheld an as yet undisclosed
number of pages from the most recent disclosure on June 19, 2009, CARB staff rationalizes its
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withholding of records on unsupported and dubious claims of deliberative process and attorney-
client privilege (discussed in section IV, below). Accordingly, the Associations are basing their
comments solely on the review of those limited and incomplete public records that have been
provided to them, and that they have been forced to review in an unreasonably short period of
time. Therefore, the Associations emphasize that their comments are not exhaustive of the
deficiencies in the record relating to the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation, but merely indicative
of the types of deficiencies the Associations have identified. Inreviewing the limited and
incomplete records that CARB has provided them, the Associations have identified significant
data gaps between the information that CARB has provided to them and the figures presented in
the May 8 Staff Repott. The gaps (discussed in section IV, below) are representative of the types
of discrepancies and lack of support for AB 32 expenses that the Associations have observed in -
the records available to them.

Hl. THE PENDING PUBLIC RECORDS ACT LITIGATION IN SACRAMENTO
SUPERIOR COURT

As a result of the dilatory production of documents under the Associations’ CPRA
requests, an action was filed on May 7, 2009 fo obtain access to the documents withheld by
CARB relating to the basis for the amount of the proposed fee and the nexus with the regulatory
activity to be funded by the proposed fee under Health & Safety Code § 38597. The CPRA
authorizes injunctive and declarative relief, and a writ of mandate, to enforce the public’s right to
inspect or receive a copy of public records, with an expedited procedure for the court to issue a
decision “at the carliest possible time,” The Associations sought an alternate writ of mandate
requiring CARB to show cause how the 11,981 pages of materials withheld from the disclosures
pursuant to the February 13 CPRA request were not subject to disclosure. The CPRA requires
that “factual information” must be disclosed. The courts have held that the Legislature intended
that “access to information concerning the conduct of the People’s business is a fundamenta) and
necessary right of every person in this state,” and that any claims of privilege and exemption are

- to be narrowly construed. Citizens for a Better Environment v. Dept. of Food and Agriculture
(1985) 171 Cal.App.3d 704, 711. Under Health & Safety Code §§ 38597 and 57001(a), CARB
is subject to a fee accountability program, and AB 32 requires that funds collected are to be
“solely for the direct costs incurred.”

The Superior Court is in the process of issuing the alternative writ and scheduling an in
camera review of the 11,981 pages of withheld material (79% of CARB’s files through February
13, 2009). As noted elsewhere in this correspondence, CARB has improperly claimed that
financial and factual information is privileged and exempt from disclosure. The Board should
continue the 45-day comment period, as requested in section VI below, pending this review by
the Court and disclosure of the appropriate sections of the 11,981 pages of material.

IV.  THE ASSOCIATIONS’ COMMENTS

Summaries of CARB’s costs for the past two fiscal years (“FY”) are presented on pages
109-11 of the May 8§ Staff Report in Table 3a, titled “AB 32 Position Information and Program
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Costs for Program Summary, FY 2007-08” (updated 6/11/09 on the CARB website), and Table
4a, titled “AB 32 Position Information and Program Costs for Program Summary, FY 2008-09”
(updated 5/27/09 on the CARB website). These tables purport to show the estimated expenses
for implementation of AB 32 in FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09. However, CARB staff has not
provided the Associations with records that would explain the actual basis for these estimated
numbers. In addition, CARB posted spreadsheets to its website on June 1, 2009 that report an
allocation of direct staff expenditures among various AB 32 program elements and specific AB
32 regulations. These spreadsheets indicate that a significant percentage of CARB’s direct staff
expenses for implementation of AB 32 are not related to regulation of the four fuels and two
process emission categories on which the proposed AB 32 fee would be imposed. Further, the
records statf has provided related to direct staff expenses raise serious questions about CARB
staff’s accounting practices. In addition, the questionable basis for the accounting for past year
expenses related to AB 32 calls into question the basis for any estimated future year budgets for
AB 32 administration. '

CARB staff claims that all expenses to be recaptured through this fee for past and future
years will be based on Budget Change Proposals (“BCPs”) submitted to the Department of
Finance by CARB and other agencies that are eligible for reimbursement through the proposed
AB 32 fee. In responding to the Associations’ CPRA requests, CARB staff has provided many
copies of BCPs for CARB and the other agencies that will be reimbursed or funded by the fee
(including Cal/EPA, Califoria Energy Commission, Integrated Waste Management Board,
Department of Food and Agriculture, and General Services). While these reports provide some
information on the types of work that the agencies plan on doing related to AB 32, they do not
substantiate what expenditures were actually made in implementing AB 32. These BCPs also
indicate a lack of nexus between the proposed fee payers, the four fuels and two process
emission categories, and the activities being carried out by state agencies other than CARB to
implement AB 32. Other records produced by CARB staff in response to the CPRA requests
also indicate that there may be an overall lack of substantive support for actual expenditures in
implementing AB 32,

For example, Table 3a of the May 8 Staff Report includes a subtotal of 125.44 PY's
(person years), purportedly covering CARB staff working on AB 32 programs for FY 2007-08,
and Table 4a includes a subtotal of 181.23 PY’s, purportedly covering CARB staff working on
AB 32 programs for FY 2008-09. The records provided the Associations by CARB staff indicate
that CARB requested each of its divisions to provide spreadsheet information for each employee
and percentage of time working on specific AB 32 programs. However, charts and spreadsheets
provided to the Associations with reported PY's and percentages of time spent on AB 32
programs from individual divisions can account for only 57.44 PYs in FY 2007-08, and only
65.32 PYs in FY 2008-09. The estimated number of staff working on AB 32 programs, and the
specific work done in implementing AB 32, is critical to proper implementation of CARB’s fee
accountability program. With supporting data on more than half of the claimed PYs missing, the
Associations’ ability to make meaningful comments on the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation has
been prejudiced.
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Another area of significant data gaps is CARB staff’s accounting for past and current
year expenses related to the categories of “Operating Costs” included in Tables 3a and 4a of the
May 8 Staff Report. CARB staff has divided Operating Costs into several sub-categories,
including General Expenses, Printing, Communications, Postage, Training, Travel-in-State, and
Facilities (rent). The only records that CARRB staff has provided in response to the Associations’
CPRA requests that contain supporting data for these types of costs is a California State
Accounting and Reporting System (“CALSTARS”) report of CARB “Expenditures by Program
and Object as of 01/31/09.” This report appears to cover the first seven months of FY 2008-
2009, and contains cost information reported to the Department of Finance by CARB on a
monthly basis. However, the expenses listed in the CALSTARS report do not support CARB’s
estimates for FY 2008-09. For example, the May 8 Staff Report lists estimated printing costs to
be $173,618 for FY 2008-09, yet the CALSTARS report only lists $4,089 in printing-related
expenses. The May 8 Staff Report also lists postage costs at $181,230, yet the CALSTARS
report contains no line item for postage expenses. Similar discrepancies exist for each of the
sub-categories for Operating Costs in FY 2008-09. In addition, no CALSTARS Reports for FY
2007-08 were provided to the Associations in response to any of their CPRA requests. In total,
these Operating Costs account for $11,635,746 over the two-year period of FY 2007-08 and FY
2008-09 in Tables 3a and 4a, and are not substantiated by records thus far provided the
Associations by CARB staff.

Similarly, expenses listed in the May 8 Staff Report Tables 3a and 4a for “Other Costs”
are not supported by the records provided by CARB staff in response to any of the Associations’
CPRA requests. These costs include equipment costs, which the May 8 Staff Report estimates to
be $1,830,564 for FY 2008-09. However, the CALSTARS report only includes $63,955 in
expenses that are attributed to equipment. While emails provided to the Associations in response
to their CPRA requests indicate that CARB staff claims it has the “back-up” for the $1,830,564
amount, CARB staff has not produced any such documentation. In total, equipment costs
account for $1,875,744 in expenses over the two-year period of FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 as
set forth in Tables 3a and 4a, and are not substantiated by records thus far provided the
Associations by CARB staff.

Any discussion of “Contract Costs” must come with the caveat that the Associations have
had limited time to review specific material provided on June 19, 2009 related to Contract Costs.
Little information on Contract Costs was released prior to that date. What can be observed,
though, is that while CARB staff has released some charts and spreadsheets with certain data
relating to contracts, and the contractors involved, it is difficult fo correlate the estimated costs
for each of FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 with the numbers in the records provided, because the
furnished records often contain different totals for Contract Costs in FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-
09 than does the May 8 Staff Report. In addition, no records were provided the Associations that
substantiate that these contracts were actually filled, as no receipts or other documentation
confirming contract expenses were provided. The only substantiation of actual expenditures, the
CALSTARS report for FY 2008-09, only indicates that $1,803,512 was spent on contracts in the
first seven months of that FY, while the May 8 Staff Report lists $5,900,000 as the total for FY
2008-09 contracts. In total, Contract Costs account for $10,552,429 in expenses over the two-
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year period of FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 as set forth in Tables 3a and 4a, and are not
substantiated by records thus far provided the Associations by CARB staff.

Another category of costs for which CARB staff has offered no supporting
documentation includes expenses for “Administrative Overhead.” According to the May 8 Staff
Report, CARB staff estimates that these costs were $1,998,872 in FY 2007-08, and § 1,961,069
in FY 2008-09. CARB staff states that “[t]o calculate this cost, ARB determined that
approximately 13 percent of our program-related positions are budgeted as climate change
positions. Staff then attributed 13 percent of the total cost of the Chairman’s Office, the
Executive Office, administrative services and computer services to the climate change program.”
May 8 Staff Report, p. 107. CARB staff has not provided the Associations with any records
supporting a determination that 13-percent of all CARB activities are climate change-related, nor
has staff provided any records that support attributing 13-percent of administrative services to
climate change based on such a conclusion. This approach is objectionable based on the lack of
any substantial evidence that any of these administrative activities are related to AB 32 activities.
In total, administrative overhead accounts for $ 3,959,941 in expenses over the two-year period
of FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 as set forth in Tables 3a and 4a, and is not substantiated by
records thus far provided the Associations by CARB staff.

Overall, the amount of Operating Costs, Other Costs, and Administrative Overhead that
is unsubstantiated totals $28,023,860 over the two-year period of FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09.
This is more.than 43% of the combined total estimated AB 32 expenditores in the May 8 Staff
Report over that same two-year period. It is unconceivable that CARB could responsibly adopt
the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation when such a large percentage of the proposed fee amount
would be collected for wholly unsubstantiated costs.

As stated above, a major hurdle preventing the Associations from making meaningful
comments on the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation has been the ongoing foot dragging by CARB
staff and its refusal to timely provide them with the public records to which they are lawfully
entitled. Add to this the extraordinary number of pages of records that CARB staff is
withholding under claim of various privileges. This is especially troubling given the
inappropriate manner in which it is clear that CARB staff has been applying these privileges. As
just one example, on May 27, 2009, CARB staff provided documents to the Associations in
response to the February 13 CPRA request that included headers reading “Attorney-Client
Confidential Work Product.” (See Attachment B, appended hereto). These records were
spreadsheets with estimates of staff hours and percentages of time spent on AB 32-related work
(later posted on CARB’s website as noted above), and would not qualify as attorney-client
privilege given the factual content of these spreadsheets. In fact, CARB staff has since admitted
that these headers were a mistake, and that there was no privilege attached to these documents.
Likewise, in the most recent release of records on June 19, 2009, CARB provided a document
with the same header, “Attorney-Client Confidential Work Product.” This document contained
estimates of “Climate Change Staffing Resources for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09,” and due to
the factual nature of the information, could not be considered privileged. (See Attachment C,
appended hereto). These examples indicate that it is highly likely that CARB is misapplying
applicable privileges, and is possibly unlawfully withholding thousands of pages of public
records related to the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation. In the interest of open government and
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full transparency, CARB staff should disclose all responsive documents to the Associations prior
to any action the Board may take, and thereby allow the public to have a full and fair opportumty
to comment on the proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation.

In addition to the above comments related to data gaps in CARB’s expenditures to date,
the limited information that has been provided demonstrates that there are significant expenses
being claimed that are not in fact AB 32 expenses, as well as significant expenditures that lack
any nexus with the proposed fees and fee payers.

In the first category, the Associations have preliminarily identified direct staff expenses,
using the aforementioned direct staff expense spreadsheet for FY 2008-2009 posted to CARB’s
website (See Attachment B), which are related to the Western Climate Initiative (“WCI”) in the
amount of $556,620.79, amounting to 3.46% of direct staff costs for the current fiscal year.
WCl is not an AB 32 activity, and the Associations reserve the right to further challenge the
ability of CARB to recover past or future expenses related to WCI through the AB 32
administrative fee. It appears that some of the claimed contract expenses also relate to WCI, and
the Associations reserve the right to further comment as they are able to further analyze the
information provided on June 19. Further analysis may result in the identification of further staff
costs that are related to WCI or to other general climate change work, such as the Climate Action
Team and other activities, which are not “direct costs incurred” for administration of AB 32.

In the second category——of AB 32 implementation costs that lack a nexus with the
proposed fees~—the Associations would call CARB’s attention to the following percentages,
again based upon the posted spreadsheet of direct staff costs for FY 2008-2009, of overall staff
time spent on AB 32 activities that directly regulate or otherwise address emissions that are not
related to the four fuels and two process emissions categories:

Forestry 99%
Glass 69%
Protocol Development 1.43%
Small business assistance 0%
High GWP gases 10.62%
Landfills 1.85%
Landuse Planning 2.36%
Subtotal 18.64%

An additional set of expenditures whose nexus with the proposed fee payers is
questionable include a group of goods movement and transportation related measures:

Goods Movement: 1.56%
Cool Cars: 1.14%
Smartway: 4.34%
Shorepower: 42%
Tire Pressure: 1.62%
Subtotal: 9.08%
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There is an additional category of expenses that the Associations have been given to
understand, based upon statements of CARB staff, would not be funded using the AB 32
administrative fee. These include:

Pavley: 1.56%
Electricity Programs: 2.14%
Subtotal: 3.70%

The grand total of the percentage of these expenditures is 34.88%. Applied to the direct
staff expenses and benefits figures provided in Table 4a for FY 2008-2009, the total related
expense is $7,577,199.70.

Finally, based upon review of the limited information provided by CARB staff on the
activities of other agencies in implementing AB 32, it does not appear that any of the activities
proposed to be funded have a proper nexus with the four fuels and two process emissions on
which the proposed fee would be imposed. These expenses are estimated to make up $3.1
million for FY 2009-2020, or 8.6% of the total annual revenue going forward.

The Associations, as noted in connection with CARB staff’s limited and untimely
response to requests for public records, have had limited information and time on which to
develop the above analysis, and reserve the right to further comment on the subjects of expenses
which are not related to AB 32, and AB 32 expenses which are not related to the four fuels and
two process emissions on which the proposed fee would be imposed. These further comments
may address direct staff costs further, and may also address other categories of expense,
including but not limited to contracts and equipment.

V. THE FIFTEEN-DAY COMMENT PERIOD UNDER GOVT. CODE SECTION
11346.8 IS NOT AN ADEQUATE SUBSTITUTE FOR THE PROPER CONSIDERATION
OF COMMENTS DURING THE 45-DAY COMMENT PERIOD REQUIRED PRIOR TO

BOARD ACTION

It is possible that CARB staff may argue that the 45-day comment period should close on
June 24, 2009 and that the 15-day comment period under Govt. Code § 11346.8 would be a
substitute for the proper submission and consideration of comments by the full Board. However,
the subsequent 15-day comment period is strictly imited. Under § 11346.8(c), CARB may not
amend the proposed regulation unless the change is “non-substantial or solely grammatical in
nature” or “sufficiently related to the original text” that the public is on notice from the outset of
any change to originally proposed regulatory action. This is not the case concerning the
substantial data gaps and nexus issues as set forth above. Accordingly, the Board should extend
the 45-day comment period for at least one additional public hearing to allow for the very
substantial issues concerning the data gaps and withheld documents to be resolved, and to afford
a proper amount of time for preparation and submission of comments.
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VI: REQUEST FOR CONTINUATION OF THE 45-DAY COMMENT PERIOD

The Associations respectfully request the Board to defer final action on adoption of the
proposed AB 32 Fee Regulation to the July 23 Agenda, with the comment period to remain open
through July 22, 2009. As noted above, there are substantial questions concerning the accuracy
and verification of calculations affecting a very sizable fraction of the proposed fee. The Court
is considering the 11,981 pages of withheld materials in an in camera review, which may raise
additional issues concerning the accuracy of the information presently before the Board. The
Associations have been unfairly prejudiced by the withheld material, untimeliness of material
that has been produced, and inadequate time to prepare proper comments for consideration by
the Board on this very important issue. The Board should exercise its discretion to allow
additional time for comments.

® # * * &

On behalf of the Associations, thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments.
If you have any questions you can contact me at (916) 448-2162, or by email at tfrancois@ka-

pow.com.

(_F“._h Y
[7oares 0 >

Tony Francois

cc: James Goldstene, ARB
Kevin Kennedy, ARB
Edie Chang, ARB
Jon Costantino, ARB
Ellen Peter, Chief Counsel, ARB
Robert Jenne, ARB
Cindy Tuck, Cal/EPA
Erika Frank, General Counsel, California Chamber of Commerce
Michele Pielsticker, Vice President and General Counsel, California
Taxpayers’ Association
Tony Francois, KP Public Affairs
California Business Properties Association
California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors
California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Small Business Alliance
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
National Federation of Independent Business — California
The California Black Chamber of Commerce
Western States Petroleum Association
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Auto Ervission Test Spee It 1 MSOD 36,314 12067 5136 GHG Inventory
Auto Emission Test Spec i H MSCD 317.140 7Hi2007] o3 BHG Inventory
Auto Emission Test Spec # i MSOD 317,954 712007 SHG Inventory
|Staff Air Poliuton Spec : MEQ0 54,945 7172007 various
Air Pollutien Spec S PISD 28,657 2007 GHG Iwentory 16
Air Pollufon Spec PISh 521,642 THiZ2007| nventory 25
|Air Poltution Spec PTSD §21.384 112007 nventory 30
|Alr Pollution Spec o PTSD 71112007 nvenlory [
Ajr Pollufion Spec PTSD 20T invenlory Profocot Development 4530
| Alr Pallution Spec FTSD THiZ0a7] 0
|Air Pollution Spec i PISD AH2068 £6
Alr Poliution Spec i PFTSD 71112097 BiI02008]  Protocol Development Land Use Planning 15745
Poliution Spec PTSh 2007, Bf30/2008 GHE ventory Mandatory Reporiing 25128
Ajr Pollution Spec PTSD 252008, Bf30020¢ SHG Iwventory 10
Air Poltution Spec PTSD 1 FI32007; 6/20/20081 Profocel Development Scoping Plan 137
Air Poltution Spac PTSD FIA200T; 1511200 GHG invenfory 33
Al Pollution Spec PTSD 712007 6/3072008] Mandatory Repurting Profocol Development Wi TS
Air Poltution Spec PTSD Al12008! 6/30/2008| Mandatory Reportin 25
Air Peliution Spec { PTSD "1"‘1250?! B/30/2008) Scoping Plan Forest Accounting Protocol Daveloprmant 801286725
Alr Poltution Spec PTSD 2007 - 302008 {3HEG inveniory 25%
|Air Poltution Spac PTSD TH2007 302008 GHG Inventory Lard Use Planning 37137
1Al Peliotion Spec PTSD THMI200T! Reporfi Frotecal Development |, WEL 752915
A Poliwtion Spec PISh TI112007 GHG Inveniory 50
A Polfution Spec BTSD THazee? Forest Accounting
Al Pollution Spec PTS0 2/1}2008 Scoping Plan 14
|Adr Poliution Spee PTSD Ti/2007) GHG Inventory 85
|t Resourcas Engr PTS0 TNi2067] 100
Air Resources Engr PTSD 72007 25
IAir Resources Engr PTS0 412607 30
Alr Resources Engr FTSD HiZenT GHE Inventory 5
Air Resources Engr PTSD 1112007 6/30/2008] GHG inventory 20
Air Resairces Engr PTSD 212607, GI30{2008] GHG inventory 15

/2712009 Version
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“Amrjesourcas Engr K GHG Inventory
|Air | K Mandatory Reporting A
Air P g Mandatory Reparting Frofoco! Development 50110
Air Resourses Engt PTSD i 5,214 inventory 15
| Air Resources Engr PTSD B 7,214 nventory 3¢
| Al Resources Engr PTSD 1.0 55,549 G Inventary 56
Air Resources Supvr | FTSD 1.0 38,568 nventory El
AT Resources Supwr | PSR 0] £8,813] THi2007) GHG Inventary 10
Air Resourees Supvr | PTSD .0 71172007 Scoping Plan Proloto! Development 2525
{Air Resaurces Supvr PTSD 0 F112047T 30129081 GHG kventory Protaco; Developryent Scoping Plan 50/35015
Alr Resources Supvr PTSD .0 THIZ007) 51306/2008; GHG Inventory 16
Air Resources Supvr PTSD .9 180% 31075861 71/2007) 5/36/2608] Mandatory Reperting WCl #0140
Alr Resources Supvr |l PTSD 1.9 29, 6% 1,810 74172007, $/36/2008 GHG Inveniory 18
LAir Resources Supvr I PTSD 1.9 $9, 75% 38 B,S’Fﬂ TH{2007 513072008 GHG Inventory Mandatery Reporting Seaping Plan 30/3C115
At Resources Supyr Il PTsh 0 39, 45%] $53,14 7112007 $/30/2008;  Land Use Planning Seaping Phar spht 3510
FTSD 10 $ 0% £§78,163] 12607 5/ 30/ 2005] GG Invenlory Mandatory Reporting Seoping Plan 20120720
PTSh 0 160%; 508,98 7112007 Mandatory Reperting 160
PTSDh K] A00%: E _.5_0_‘1* 1112007, GHG Inventory Seopling Plan wWer /355
Staff Air Polletion Spec PTSD .9 3 9] 35% $34, 646 {12007 | '36/2008 Scoping Plan 35 -
Staff Alr Poliution Spec PTSD 0 £8,249] 759 S¥4, 2411 7H72007| 5/30/2008] __ Land Use Planning Scaping Plan 65110
Statf Air Poifutfon Spec A PTSD e] $8,954; 20% $19, EQ{ THiz607) /306/2008! GHG Invenlory 26
Air Poliution Spac RD 1.0 36,774 26% 316,258] 12{1720071 513512008 Scoping Plan
 nir Boflution Spsc ) 19| 74 10% $8,657) 7172007 ssoizaos]  FOSCATNECIRCS | gy ngancy Coordination LCFS 512002
Al Pollution Spec RD 1.0 $6,752 0% $24,507 7172007 £136/2008 Scaping Pian $tate Agency Coordination WGl 10M10/70
Air Pottution Spec. RO 1.0 $7.214] % 86 568] TH{2007) B8/30f2008] Refrigerant Management Scoping Plan Gm;;;:?;\mGSWP GOf26i20
Air Poflufion Spec RO 10 sas08p 20%) $17,669) 7112007 5/30/2008] Rm:;gv“i?;“‘” Scoping Plan Wl 181015
| 2ir Poliution Spec RO 1.0 53,903 6% 532,785 THi2007 13072 Scoping Plan 5020
Air Pollution Spec "o 10| $5940 2% 329,938 20172608 $130/2005 Q"‘;;:g‘f;ﬂiwp Scoping Plan Refdgrrant Managsment 2807
1Air Pofiution Spec RD 1.9] £5,884 58% $40,953] TH2007 1/30/2008| Refrgerant Management Seoping Pl 4018
Air Bofiution Spec RO 18] §5.957 50%] §43.178] 12112007 §30/2008| Hefigerant Management | Gther High GNP Fragrams ‘Scaping Pian GGG/
| Air Potiution Spec R0 18] s7ae 1% 3678 71172007 613072008 R"’s"":;h‘.‘:‘:?;“"“‘* Soaping Plan
Air Poliufion Spec #O 100 36815 20% $74,442) THyz007 /3012008 Rm:c’u‘fl‘i’rff”‘e Olher High GWP Programs | Early Astion oard ltem 60/20/10
. . o . e 60/49) in this case, inventory rafers o
Alr Pofiution Spec KD 14 86,548 106% 578,576 TI{2067] 6/30/2008| GHG Inventory Research/Science aclivites emissions verfication stdies
. . s - 60135 In this case, inventory refers to
Air Potiution Spec RrD 1.0 6,549 895% 474,659 TIIZ607 6130/2008 GHEG Inventory ResearchiSdience aclivities emissions verificalion studies
Air Pofiution Spes RO 1.@] $7,214 0% 68,254 71142607 61302008 Scaping Plan
3 . _ . Cther High GWP
Air Pollution: Spec RO i3 46,671 100%, $82,45% 7112007 6130/2005) Scaping Plan Early Aclion Board Hem Programs 7515110
. - In this case, inventory refers to
Alr Poliution Spes RO 1.8 $7.214 28% 321,642 712007 6/30/2008| GHE Inventory emissions verfication studies
air Poliution Spec RD 1.0 £6,549 35% THI200T 6130/2008) Res a cﬁvilies;em Seoping Plan Tire Pressure
| Air Potlution Spec RD 1.9] 35,940 0% $684,152 THIZ007 6130 1 Ssoping Flan 50140
it Posiuion Spec /0 18] sedor 42% $32,745 21142008 6/30/2008 Sooping Plan Gresn buikdings Locs g wermment 251G
. . . . Other High GWP
Air Pollution Spec L] 1.0 §7,214 91%| $78,777} B/1/2007 6/30/2005) SF§ reductions Scoping Plan Programs 55/20/16
Al Pollution Spec RO 19 $4,874 % 328,044} 112008 B/30/2008| Scoping Plan fResearchiScience activities 4010
. o Cther High GWP . ,
Air Pollution Spec RO 1.4 87,214 33%)| $28,567] 32008 63012008 Programs Refrigerant Management Scoping Plan 20065
Air Poluton Spec RO 10f 84908 106%| $58.898 R80T 6/30/2008] Scoping Flan wei 50/50
4is Polution Spec R 10| serew 0% §16,265 THI2007 oaniage| eSS
: y Research/Science . Goods Movement
Alr Pailubion Spec RD 1.0| $8,597; 10%; $19,316] TZ007 H30FA008] “acliviias Scoping Plan Efficiency APE, then became AP Sup i
At Potiution Spec RO 10 s 5%, 54,528 71172007 wanons]  ReseEhSdence
Alr Polluticn Speo RO 1.0, 36,237 70%3 552,391 THIZ007) S136/2005; Mabile AIC Scoping Plan Early Action Board Hem S50AM5/5
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51212008 Version

FY 07/08
Air Resaurces Engr %) 10| s7eiT 55% $59,413 7172007 13012008 Sroping Plan
Otter High GwP 50/4{4 in this case, mobila AG is
Air Rescurces Engr RO 1.9 7,234 56% §50,200 12412007 Bf30/2068 Hohile AFG ResesrchfStience activilios Erograms primarily referring to tha small can
seguiatory item
it Reseitrces Engr RD 10 ST 0% 951,941 10122007 aianiaoen| oM
TO/20 |r: this case, mabile AG S
Air Resources Engr RD 1.0 $7.697 96%, §62 2684 T80T, Gr30£2008! Mobile A/IC Other High GWP Programs pritnarly refendng to the small can
regulatory em
Air Resources Supvr i RD 1.8 58,965 50% §53,790 712007, /3072008 Scoping Plan ResearcivStience activities | Early Action Board ltem 40/5915
Air Resources Supvr 1 RO 1.6 S?,S‘?E‘ 58%]| $52.722 121472807 6/30/2008| Refrigerant Management | Other High GWP Programs Seoping Plan 3012018
nir Resources Supvr | RD 10} srss 0%, $36,360 12007 onomoosf  Scoping Plan SE6 redustions Resoa/opSence
Air Resources Supvr | RD 10 37,387 T0%: $62,081 7112007 6/20/2008 Mobile A/IC Eariy Action Board ltam Scoping Fian 42114114
Ar Resourses Supvr | m RD 100 58,965 1% 51,078 /12007 /3012008 Rﬁe;ﬁi?;em Green bulidings
AT Resources Supve | _ RD 1.0 38384 70% $75.366 71412007 63072008} Scoping Plan ResearcVScianca acivities | High GWP in CP 303019
. ResearchiStience 40720 in this case, inventory refers {o
Air Resources Supvr i m RO 1.0] $8,865; 80% $64,548 71172087 G30/2008] ackvities GHG Inventory ermissions verficaton shigies
Air Resources Supvr | RO 100 87,769 80% $74,554) TI42007 SIEGQOOB{SmaII b Scoping Plan Rese:;;;f;em 40/30/10
Air Rasourans Supve ] RD T §7,78] % GEE FHTz007 §7172007: Early Achon Boad liem
Air Rasourcas Supve i RO 10 sty 50%) $56,478 101172007 sf:smzacssi Refrigerant Mansgement Scoping Plan RssardSdencs 30% RM, 15% 5P, 6% solence
30/30/1C In this case, mobile AG s
Air Resources Supvr 1l RD 1.0 58,842 T0% $82,6713 THI2007 6£30/2008] Scoping Plan Mobile A/C Early Action Board (tem primarily referring te the small can
p—— requistorytem_______|
Air Resourses Supwr I RO 1.0 $3,413 0% $67.774 F2007) HFI0/2008; GHG Inventany SF6 reductions Seaping Plan 30/20M1%
Air Resourcas Supvr il RO 10f  $9.842 1% $1,181 TRUR0GT 63002008 Re“::;:‘;;?;""“e Scoping Pian Green buikdings
Assoc Govll Prog Analyst m RD 10 35348 30% §19,253 /2007 sra0izoee} CC R‘;’f""’ | fanin.
CC Related Admin.
Assoc Govt Prag Anaiyst m RO 10 se278 25% $12.835 1172007 5730/2008] Pl
Assoc info Systems Analyst-Spec P fD 10} $5.408 3% $1,246 112007 sraorons,  C° R:‘j;i‘i:'tm'y
Asst Div Chief h RD 1ol 310334 T0% $86.306 7102007 6730/2008 Mobile NC Scoping Plan Eariy Action Baard llem 302515
Stata Agency .
CEA _l RO 10]  $10.858 40% $52,109 THI2067 /2072008, T ey GHE Inventery Stuping Fian 1515
tibrary Tech Asst| _ RO 10| $2895 2% $547 7172007, e I Rg‘:ﬁ xbmry
] CC Relaled Admitn,
Office Techn-Typing m RO 10 $2,820 5% $9.460 10/1i2007] 67302008 Tunmort
) GG Related Admin.
Office Techn-Typing h RO 1ol 93,125 30% $11,250 71172007 /3012008 Sapanrt
Special Consuttant w RO 100 sezig 16% $5,100 5172008 afamzaosi Mobila AIC Scoping Pian cm;rr;gxm:iwp
Staff Air Paiution Spec “ a0 10 s 50% $49,434 7112007 mumcsi Mobila AC Scopireg Pian HessareifBcience 2515010
Staff Air Pollution Spec h RO 10f  se.240 10% $9,899 2007 6/30/2008) Rm:;b?i’;?ie"”
. . State Agency .
Staff Alr Poliution Spec RD 1.0} $8,249, 8% $7.91¢ FHI2007 £/30/2008 Coordination Scoping Plan
: " Research/Science Solar-Reflectiva Solar reffective reof paintsfsurfaces
Statf Air Poliution Spec RO 1.0 58,249 50% $49,4%4 TI2007 G/30/2008] actviios PairtsAindows {stationary sources)
Stat Air Pollulion Spec m rD 1ol 58054 42% $40,592 242008 673072008 Res‘*:;?:;;?::’"“" Seaping Plan
Staff Air Patiution Spec ~ RD 168 ssz49 0% $9,860 12007 61302008 Seaping Plan Loes Resea"c:‘fn’f'ff”m
Stadl fir Pollutian Spes RO 19) 38249 5% $4.949 71172007 Erozng|  TeeoSdence
Staff Air Poilution Spec ) 1B 248] %) 369,202 FITZ007 6/30/2008 Scaping Plan

Paged of 8



These

ATTORNEY-CLIENT CONFIDENTIAL WORK PRODUCT

t ARBs best

Air Resources Board
Climate Change Staffing Resources

te as of the date of this docurment. S/Z¢#/2009

SI2712009 Verston

FY §7/a8
Siaff Air Paliution Spec $£49,4%4 2007 63072008, GHG Inventory Ruosearch/Sclence aclivifies 25125
Staff Alr Polution Spec RD 1.05 $8,249] 2% $1,980 7172007 BI30/2008; Green building: achivifes
Staft Air Polfution Spec RD 1ol 38245 10% $9,899 THI20%7 GrR072008 R“exsf:ﬂie"“e Scoping Plan High GWP in CP
RO 10l $s.125 0%, 339,505, 772007 5/30/2008) Mabile AIG Ecoping Pran Early Acton Goard fom EEE]
Staff Alr Pollution Spec 363] 1.0 $8,248; EG%] $59,393 TII2007] G{62008; GHG Inventary Rasearch/Science activifies 30730
) Cmate change related admistrative
Staff Services Analyst-Gen RD 1.0 $2,221 25% 55,862 F42007) BIGI2008;  Early Action Board ftem Seaping Plat support, OF THZ007-1/3172008, Staff
Services Analyst after 13172608,
- : y Clmate change related admisirative
Staff Services Analyst-Gen R’ 1.0 $3,893; W% 314,015 TI2C07) &{30/2008; Scoping Flan Early Acton Board ¥em support
) TG Related Library
Staff Services Analyst-Gen RD 1.0 $2,021 5% 4243 7142007 /3072008 Support
Staff Services Mor RO 10| ssam 20% $13,159) srit2007 aavipgop]  ToseasTence
Supervising Librarian 1 ) 10| $8.399 5% $3,830 7tiz00 sozaos]  “CFEEn P
Air Pollufion Spec 580 .0, 7,214 28% 921,642 711/2007| CillGas Ext&Tran
Air Pollubion Spec 55D o b4,4421 A0% 321, E Fi142067] Tire Prassure
Alr Pollution Spec 880 0 3,903 3% 31,4 117172067 LCFS
it Pollution Spes 550 10| $668 3% $24,475 21i2008 E*“.""““’P;gg;;’;‘;]
Air Pollution Spec S50 1.0 $7.214 80%1 $69.284 11172007 Sf36[2008 Landflis
N : Eleclricily programs
Air Pollution Spes 55D 1.0] $69,234) TH1i2007) HIBZ008; eficiencyICHERES)
Ar Pollution Spec $30 1.0 $35,083 1112008 6/36/2008; LCFS
Poilution Spec S50 1.0 314,403 /112008 LCFS
Poilution Spec 550 0 37,850 7ii20a7)
Poilution Spec S50 0 $9,367) 1/4/2088)
Pallution Spec 58D I $24,397) 7112007
ir Pailuion Spec 58D 0] %17,314 20t
Poifution Spec 550 .0 §22.433 1120097
Poilution Spec SSD 1.0 $3.747] 67172008
[Air Polfution Spec S50 1.0] $43,226 752007
| Air Poliution Spec S0 1.0 581,804 TH72057) Seoping Flan LCFS Refineres 50/25/25
|Air Poilution Spec 3D 3.0 37,583 6H112008] LCFS
|Air Poilution Spec SE0 1.0 57,214 EIREH 71112057 B Hich GWF in CF
: . Eleciicily pragrams
Air Poliution Spec SsD 1.0 37,214 5% $4,328 142008 Bf36/2008] tetficiency/CHPIRPS)
Bir Poliution Speo 350 10} §3,028] 7 055) 10/1/2067| 6/30/2008 Methana capbire
Air Poliuton Spec S50 1.0 37.214 34,328 2007 SI3GI001 Seoping Plan
Air Poliution Spec S8k 0 35.712| §17.4 41312008 6{30/ LCFS
Air Pallution Spec SSD .0% 3 Ogl 1,405 /472008 &7
Air Pollufion Spec 55D .G; $7.214 £60.5 Fr1/2007 Cemsnt BO/E0
ir Poliution Spec S50 R $5.77%| X 4% THI2007 Shotepowst T
Polluion Spec 880 1.0 §6,578] $8.250) 12007 Tira Pressure
Poltuion Spec S5O 1.0 7214 $85,568 7172007 Semiconguctons
Air Polliion Spec S8 1.9 544 $23.576 7132007
Ajr Pollufion Spec S50 1.6 674 33,653 72007 Cement 30730
|Air Poliution Spec S8 1.0 674 28,044 /2007 Mathane capfure
Az Polluion Spec S50 10 4,674 532,531 12112001 B/3072068] LGFS
Air Poltution Spec ssb 1.9] 36,549 31.572] 1312007 63072008 Scoping Plan
Air Poltution Spec 580 Gt 4,674 16,826 TIE2007, 6/30/2008 Methane caplure
|Air Pollution Spec S50 K 7,214 332,896] 12142007 E/30/2008) Semiconductors
Air Resourcas Engr S8B O 87,214 17,314 52007 BI302008] Seoping Plan Tirg Pressure 16719
Air Resources Engr SSD i 57,617 3514 2007 B30/2068 Shorepower
Air Resources Engr 355 1.6 6,549 33,929/ 71312807 LOFS
|Alr Reseurces Engr D 1.6 7,647 330,562 71512007, VSR
Al Resources Engr s80 1 91 7,234 $50.309] 1374730071 63072008 LOHS
Air Resources Enor 550 1.0] 5,830 $3.278] TAI007; 12N112057] High GWF i CFP
| Adr Resources Engr $sh 0] 5,941 $14,89: 107112007 /3012008 Scouping Plan
Afr Resources Engr 83D 10! 7,214 £5,925; §1/2068 3/35/2008! OilfGas Ext&Tran
At Resources Enat S8D £.0] 36,87 $24,737] 2067 630/2008]  Giass Manufacturing
. Electricity programs
Air Resources Engr S50 1.0 %4,279 $1,540 112008 6/30/2008) (eficiencylCHERPS)
Air Rasources Engr S50 1.4 5,940 318,958 812067 3012608, Scoping Plan
Air Resources Engr ssh 1.0 7,617 34,579 THI2007 02608 LCFS
Adr Resources Engr 58D 14 7,214 38,657 TH2007 13042008 Semjoonduclars
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Air Resaurces Heard

Climate Change Staffing Resources

FY 07108
[Air Resaurcas Enar 1,73 162007 Plan
[AIr Resources Engr $8,140 7112007 B Seoping Plan LCFS 55
[Air Resources Engr $3,140 7112007 B, Scoping Plan .
Air Resources Engr $29,394 47172008 §/a0/2008] NG Transmission
LAir Resoureas Enagr §15.435] FA2007] 302 LCFS
A $54,08¢ & 7 /3 Semiconducions
Al $20.53 111(2008 73! Tire: Pressure
Ar | $50,27. 2007 #3) Scaping Flan
Air Resources Engr 586,56 712607 LCFS
Air Resourees Engr SE8,56: THi2097 LCFS
. Eleclricily programs
Alr Resources Engr $6,270 $752 $72008| SO0 e [CHPIRFS)
Air Resuurces Engr 550 1.9] 7,214 $8.857] 71112007 Methane caphure
AT Resources Engr SSp 1.0 4.59_31 $34.697] T{2007| LCES
Alr Resaurces Engr 530 10 54,890 $2.93% 12007 LGFS
Afr Resources Sngr 380 1.0] ﬁ?,z_s_s_i $50.516; 120112067| - NG Transmission
Ajr Resources Engr $50 1.9 §7.214 §21,542 7112007 Cement
Resources £ingr 550 1.0] §7.214 386 71172007] Cament
Resources Engr S50 1.9 6,956, 576,794 81172007, LCFS
Air Resources Supyr 530 0 £8,985 §3z2.274 711/2097| Seoping Flan
Air Resources Supvr 580 0 $8.965; 326,895 T1i2087 Seoping Plan Landfills 12012
Resources Supve 550 i $8.154 397,848 7ii2ua7] Semiconductors NG Transmission 3618
Alr Resources Supyr S50 X $8,965 5107580 7112007 B3 LCFS
Air Resources Supwr 58D i 38,955 $40.758 12067 3 Scoping Plan
Alr Resourcas Supyr S5D 1.0] 58,9558 $32.274 FH72007] T Wessel Speed Reducfion Glass Mamsfachuring 117148
Alr Resources Supvr 880 1.0 $8,9651 250,563 12(1/2007| 330
Alr Resources Supvr 58D 1.0 $8.955! 521,518 71172007 High GW# in CP
Air Resources Supw | 5D $31,518] 12112007 &30i2008]  Scoplong Plan {Sf‘rf;f;:'c‘;,c":gj;’;‘;l 2510
Air Rasources Supvr 530 2007 ] Seoping Plan Tire Prossure 2525
Air Resourcas Supve 550 7H2007) Seoplng Plan
| &ir Resourees Supyr 550 742007 Scoping Flan
|Air Resources Supvy. S80 T11/3007] Scoping Plan
Air Rasources Supyr 380 PRI Scoping Plan Shorapower 2312
Alr Resourcas Supvy S80 2007, Seoping Pian Gement 25f25
Alr Resotircas Supwr S0 7172007 i
|Air Resources Supyr S80 TH2007
|Air Resources Supvr Ssh . 732007 Semivonductors 25/25
Air Resourcas Supvr S50 1.8 39,842 2007, BI30/2008| LCFS .
i Resources Supvr il 550 1.0[ 99,842 7112007, 6/2012008] Scoping Plan {S::S: ""ﬂg’gg;;’;’;] Gement T8
Assoc Govll Prag Analyst S50 1.6 348517 71412007 £/30/2008 LCFS
Asst Div Chief S5B 168 $19.339 T IZE)OT; B/30/2008 High GWP in CF Semviconduciors 1225
CEA. S50 2007 &/30/2008 Scoping Flan LGFS 2072505
Exer Asst Ssi 2007 LCFS Genera! Support
S 71172007 LCFS
S8 TiE2007 Shorepower
S0 142007 Scoping Plan Refinaties 5050
S0 72007 Scopitg Plai
Poilution Spec S0 TI112007! coping Plan
Pollubion Spec 38D TI4/2007; coping Plan
ir Puilution Spec S50 THI2001, Scoping Plany
S0 THI2007) coping Plan Msthane Capture 5I5
Staff Air Pollution Spec S0 20%] 1/2067] Scoping Plan
Staft Air Poltution Spec S0 559»11 THi2007] LCFS
Staff Air Poltution Spec S50 82%| 8/1/2067] UIZGU&’ Semiconduclars NG Transmission 19/73
Staff Air Pollution Spec S50 20% THI2067 30/2608) Seoping Plan
Staff Alr Poliution Spec ssp 20%| $15,718 71112007, G““gfﬁ j
ciency
(ARE TOTAL: $10,811,545

“Div is Division,
ED is Enforcament Div.,
EQ {00} is Exerulive Office (Office of Cimate Change
MLL£) is Monitoring and Labaratory Div.
MSCD is Mobiie Source Control Oiv.
MSOD is Mobile Source Operations Div,
PI80 is Planning and Technical Suppert Div,
D is Research Div.
880 is Slaiorary Sourse Div,

HETRO0S Varsion
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Air Resources Board
‘Climate Change Staffing Resources

Summary

982500 stsanbay Vild 6002 "82 Ae 6;-asuﬂdsaa iy -
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RIEY hEY 200‘7*-0 A9 ’g@ :
5 FFYE20072088
'_ N B 2 e I . e WEEEL
0?‘_‘_ 82% -:"EP!», S ;2"74221”" “f?%‘f"f-ﬁ'fB% f? k “$1§_§§§5‘6
T 58,236 w31% 35 S1B88Y
EREN 5137,874] 52, 118 FTE$142,595
PR -.} 541,012]  $225,46%82 g;;aﬁ*az% ~-§71:209
37y 3 T %daY, bt $213,100]  5550,066]kar craem A% |- H9074.007
R R = B %8 5230,045]  S734,998}% 479 "§§§§$$349 866
554 543 ~ZEERS
510 6437
7307185
BIC-#418  |ASD $105,849]
910-831 __ [MSOD 871,697 EEEE ; a
"""""" TOTAL @2,1 66,17.%: AR sszs 617 £§15184,650

*forTrEg Y pareont

~r

qe of time of only U

Does et refiect pc'centage af fotal Division/Office staffing.

~ B/3/2008
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pillsbury )

. Pllisbury Winthrop Shaw Pitiman LLP .
50 Fremont Sireet | San Francisco, CA 94105-2228 | tel 415.983.1000 | fax 415.983.1200

MAILING ADDRESS: P. Q. Box 7880 | San Francisco, CA 94120-7880

Scott A. Sommer
" tel 415.983.1813
scott.sommer@pillsburylaw.com

May 26, 2009

Via Electronic Transmission Via Electronic Transmission
(dwhitnev(@arb.ca.gov) (Bruce.Reeves@doi.ca.gov)

Daniel Whitney, Esq. Bruce Reeves, Esq.

Staff Counsel , - Deputy Attorney General

Office of Legal Affairs California Attorney General’s Office
California Air Resources Board Post Office Box 944255

1001 I Street, 23rd Floor Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Sacramento, CA 95814 ‘

- Re:  Requests dated February 13, 2009 for Disclosure of Basis for Proposed
Greenhouse Gas Fees; California Business Properties Association,

et al. v. California Air Resources Board, Sacramento County Superior
Court No. 34-2009-80000232

Dear Messrs, Whitney and Reeves:

- Inan effort to resolve what our clients refer to as the ‘data gaps® in the CARB
production of documents through April 30, 2009, we are providing the following

questions for review by CARB staff and counsel:

1. In the blanks on the attached spreadsheet, please provide the actual
expenditures by CARB for each program measure or AB 32 activity, in number of
person vears, salaries in dollars, contract costs in dollars, and other costs in do]lars for
each of the fiscal years 2007/2008, 2008/2009, and projected expenditures by CARB

in person years, salaries, contracts and other costs for 2009/2010.

www.pilisburylaw.com T01562126v1



Daniel Whitney, Esq.
Bruce Reeves, Esq.
May 26, 2009

Page 2

2. What is the p}ocess by which CARB staff reviews person jrears and
staff expenditures to confirm that borrowed funds were spent on AB 32
implementation activities? What are CARB’s internal methods of tracking time and

activities of CARB staff as relates to an AB 32 activity?

3. How does CARB distinguish between "climate change positions” in
the Staff Report and actual AB 32 work? Is CARB claiming that all its work related
to climate change is AB 32 activity and thus supported by the fee?

4, Were all contracts described in CARB’s budget change proposals from
past years actually performed? Are these continuing contracts that CARB will carry

over to each budget year?

5. What data, studies, analysis, or information support CARPB’s staterﬁent
that 13% of operating and administrative expenses can be attributed to AB 32.
activities, including activities performed by the Chairman's Office and the Bxecutive
Office? |

6. What data, studies, ana]ysis; or information did CARB rely on in
deciding not to pursue the downstream collection approach mentioned in the Staff
Report?

7. What data, studies, analysis, or information did CARB staff rely on in
deciding that the upstream sources were best able to pass costs on to downstream end

users?

8. What data, studies, analysis, or information support the contention on
page 46 of the Staff Report that demand for gasoline and diesel is inelastic, and that

fees can easily be passed on to end users for these fuels?
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Bruce Reeves, Esq.
May 26, 2009

Page 3

9. What data, studies, analysis, or information did CARB rely on in
deciding not to expand the fee to additional sources of greenhouse gases that are
excluded from the fee (i.e., the excluded 15%), including any justification for any

finding that it was not "technically and economically feasible" to include such gases?

10.  If CARB plans on establishing a separate foc for sources of high GWP
gases, why are implementation measures addressing high GWP gases included in the
proposed AB 32 fee regulation? Wouldn’t the equitable approach be to apply these
costs to the new high GWP gas fee regulation that CARB claims is under
development? (See Staff Reportp. 13.)

11.  Were there written communications between CARB and other state
agencies regarding the development of the AB 32 fee regulation, and the development |
of the fee rates for different sources? What is the procedure by which CARB and

other state agencies coordinate collaboration on AB 32-related activities?

12. ‘What infonnaﬁdﬁ did CARB rely on in cbncluding, as indicated at
page 38 of the Staff Repont, that collecting a fee on transportation fuels at the
terminal, where the excise tax is currently collected,. "would increase administrative

burden?”

13.  What information did CARB rely on in concluding that fees on coal,
naﬁnal gas, gasoline, and diesel should pay for CARB’s development and
administration of greenhouse gas reduction measures that regulate landfill methane
capture, high GWP gases, vehicle design and perfor;nance (e.g., Pavley II, tire'.
inflation, reflective glazing, medium and heavy duty vehicle regulations), and local

land use regulation?
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Should you have any questions regarding the foregoing, please contact John

Hansen of this office or the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

Attachment

co (w/attach):  Mr. Carmen Madia, ARB
Ellen Peter, Chief Counsel, ARB
-Holly Geneva Stout, Staff Counsel, ARB
Erika Frank, General Counsel, California Chamber of Commerce
Michele Pielsticker, Vice President and General Counsel, California
Taxpayers’ Association
Tony Francois, KP Public Affairs
California Business Properties Association -
California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors
California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Small Business Alliance
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
National Federation of Independent Business — California
The California Biack Chamber of Commerce
Western States Petrolenm Association

www.pilishurylaw.com T015621268v1



CARB AB 32 Program Analysis (per AB 32 Fee ISOR)

Complete one copy of this chart for FY 2007/2008, FY 2008/2009, and estimated costs for FY 2009/2010.

Measure

PY &
Salaries
(in dollars)

Contracts
(in dollars)

Other Cosis (equipment,
general expenses, etc)
(in dollars)

Total
Expenditures
(in dollars)

. In'\rer';tory-uéhd;ﬁebortin;g

A, lnventory

B. Mandatory Reporting

il. Scoping Plan

“Hii. Greéenhouse Gas'Re

LA, Discrete Early Action

Diesel Auxiliary Engines on Ocean
Going Vessels

Reduction of High GWP GHG in
Consumer Producis

Heavy Duty Vehicle GHG Emission
Reduction

Reduce Refrigerant Loss from
Servicing Motor Vehicle AC

PFC GHG Emissions from
Semiconductor Secior

SF6 from Non-Electric and Non-
Semiconductor

Underinfiated Tires

LCFS

Reflective Gla ing ”

Medium & Heavy Duty Hybridization

| Low Friction Engine Ol

Paviey il

Energy Efficiency & Co-Benefit
Audits

Refinery Mathane Exempfion

Refinery Flares

O and Gas Exiraction

Ol and Gas Transmissien

High GWP Gases

-Stationary R/AC Equipment

Commercial/indusirial
Refrigeration

Foam Recovery/Desfruction

Residential Refrigeration

Mobile Sources

Consumer Products

SF8 for Electric Sector

High GWF (as Fee

Land Use

Volurdary Emissions Protocols

C. Cap and Trade

IV. Applied Studies and Scientific
Analysis

V. Supportand Administration

May 26, 2009




STONEBRIDGE ASSOCIATES, INC.

4333 lan Drive
Carmichael, CA 95608
916 524-8195
jrozsa@earthlink net

September 22, 2009

Clerk of the Board

Air Resources Board
1001 | Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Title 17. California Air Resources Board

Agenda [tem No. 09-6-5. Notice of Public Hearing to Consider
Adoption of a Proposed AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee
Regulation and Proposed Amendment to the Existing Regulation
for the Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Date: September 25, 2009
Time: 8:30 a.m.

Clerk of the Board:

I am the President of Stonebridge Associates, inc., a legislative and regulatory
consulting firm based in Sacramento, California.

My firm was recently retained by the California Business Properties Association,
et al.’ to examine documents from ARB's production of records in response to
the Associations' May 28, 2009 Public Records Act requests.

We were asked to:

« Provide an overview of the types of record keeping/accounting systems
one would expect to be used by ARB to identify past AB 32 expenditures.

! California Business Properties Association, California Chamber Of Gommerce, California Independent Oil
Marketers Associdtion, California Leggue Of Food Pincessors, California Manufacturers & Technology
Association, California Small Business Alliance, California Taxpayers' Association, Howard Jarvis Taxpayers
Association, National Federation Of Indepernident Business - California, The California Black Chamber Of
Commerce, Western States Petroleum Association.



Identify whether the records ARB produced were a complete and
appropriate set of records for identifying past AB 32 expenditures,

Provide a quantitative assessment of the extent fo which the records
produced support the figures reported by the ARB in tabies 3a and 4a of
the Staff Report.

Our key findings are as follows:

@

AB 32 expenditure data for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09, in Tables
3a and 4a of the staff report is not well supported by documents produced
by ARB.

Documents produced by ARB for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 were
consistent with Tables 3a and 4a for only 17 percent and 11 percent of
expenditures, respectively.

Tables 3a and 4a and their supporting spreadsheets were developed
through a retroactive estimation exercise conducted in Aprit and May
2009.

Qur analysis of Intermediate Product of this Estimation Exercise suggests
that ARB may have double counted Overhead costs by removing the
administrative services PY contribution without removing their salaries
from total personnel expenditures. The same administrative services
costs were also subsequently included in a separate cost category labeled
Administrative Overhead.

There are sighificant expenditures for Operating Costs, Equipment and
Administrative Overhead, totaling $17,471,431, for which no supporting
data are provided.

The ARB uses the CALSTARS system for all its accounting and reporting.
The only way the data in Tables 3a and 4a and supporting spreadsheets

can be determined to be accurate is through the examination of complete
accounting records from ARB’s CALSTARS accounting system.

| have made a copy of our report available for your review.

Sincerely,

Pre3|dent




STONEBRIDGE ASSOCIATES, INC.

Analysis of Public Records Submitted in Support of
Proposed AB 32 Greenhouse Gas Regulation Fee

Prepared by:
Stonebridge Associates, inc.

September 22, 2009

Stonebridge Associates, Inc.
4333 Jan Drive
Carmichael, California 95608

{916) 5624-8105



About Stonebridge Associates, Inc.

John Rozsa is president and founder of Stonebridge Associates, Inc., a legislative
and regulatory consulting firm based in Sacramento, California. Mr. Rozsa brings
over two decades of experience in California state government to the firm and
during his career served in both the Legislative and Executive branches.

Before founding Stonebridge Associates, Mr. Rozsa was Chief Consultant for the
California Legislature’s Joint Legislative Budget Committee and Senior Advisor to-
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Committee where he oversaw executive agency
budget performance. Earlier, he was Principal Energy Consultant for the Senate
Energy, Utilities and Communications Committee. Mr. Rozsa came fo the Senate
from the California Energy Commission where he was Manager of Scenario
Planning and Manager of the Commission’s Fuels Policy Office.

Mr. Rozsa is highly regarded in Sacramento for his policy expertise, as the author
of successful legislation and for his knowledge of administrative procedure. His
areas of policy expertise include energy, goods movement, environmental
regulation and compliance, privacy, and the state budget process. Mr. Rozsa is
also an expert in the development and analysis of opinion surveys on worker
satisfaction.

Mr. Rozsa holds a B.A, in Mathematics from the University of California at Los
Angeles, a Masters in Public Administration from Harvard University’'s John F.
Kennedy School of Government and a Ph.D. in Social Psychology from the
University of Texas at Austin,



: Summary
AB 32 expenditure data for fiscal years 2007-08 and 2008-09, published by ARB in
the May 27, 2009 revisions of Tables 3a and 4a (ARB Published Data), is not well
supported by documents supplied by ARB in response to the Associations’ Public
Records Act filings (Acquired Expenditure Data).

ARRB Published Data for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 were found to‘ be consistent
with Acquired Expenditure Data for 17 percent and 11 percent of expenditures,
respectively.

ARB Published Data were developed through a retroactive estimation exercise

conducted in April and May 2009. Much of the Acquired Expenditure Data appear
to be from that exercise.

The documents that comprise the Acquired Expenditure Data géneraiiy do not
permit a systematic review of the estimation exercise because they are deficient in
one or more important dimensions.

One document used in ARB's estimation exercise, referred to here as the
Intermediate Product, appears to be consistent with claimed personnel
expenditures, but differences among initial, revised and final published PY raise
questions about how those numbers were derived.

For example, analysis of the Intermediate Product suggests that ARB may have
doubie counted Administrative Overhead costs by removing the administrative
services divisions’ PY contribution without removing their salaries from total
personnel expenditures. The same administrative services costs were also
subsequently included in a separate cost category labeled Administrative
Overhead.

Contract expenditures for the two fiscal years that were at least partially supported
by Acquired Expenditure Data total $8,481,053 versus the claimed total of
$10,552,429. However, no accounting records substantiate these totals and the
documentation that has been provided is internally inconsistent and incomplete.

There are also significant expenditures for Operating Costs, Equipment and
Administrative Overhead, totaling $17,471,431, for which no supporting data are
provided. -

The Acquired Expenditure Data contains a very limited set of accounting records
from the CALSTARS system. Those CALSTARS records that were provided are
incomplete both because they cover only a limited time period and subset of the
relevant ARB organizations and because they do not identify AB 32 activities.

Since elements of the Acquired Expenditure Data appear to have been used to
develop the ARB published Data, they are not independent of the published data



and do not validate the accuracy of the published data. The only way the ARB
Published Data can be determined to be accurate is through the examination of
complete accounting records from ARB’s CALSTARS accounting system.



Background

The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, Assembly Bill 32 (Nufiez,
Chapter 488, Statutes of 2008) requires California to reduce its greenhouse gas
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020,

AB 32 authorized the California Air Resources Board (ARB) to adopt a schedule of
fees to be paid by sources of greenhouse gas emissions to support the costs of
carrying out AB 32.

The revenues from the assessed fees would be used to pay the ongoing AB 32
program costs incurred by ARB and other state agencies, beginning in the FY
2009-2010. During the first four years, the revenues would also be used fo repay
loans provided for in the respective State Budgets. The loans totaled $15.2 million
for FY 2007-08 and $32 million for FY 2008-09 for a total of $47.2 million.

On May 8, 2009, ARB issued an Initial Statement of Reasons (ISOR) in which it
stated that it had “reviewed the person years and other expenditures related to AB
32 in each fiscal year™ and concluded that ARB had expended resources in
excess of the loan amounts.

Specifically, ARB Published Data indicated that ARB's AB 32-related expenditures
for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 were $25,193,775 and $38,889,9067,
respectively, for a total of $64,083,681 or approximately $16.9 million more than it
received in loans.

Despite this large difference, ARB stated that it was proposing that only loan-
related budgeted costs be recouped for prior fiscal years, in essence stating that it
would absorb the substantial excess costs in its budget.

On February 13, 2009, the California Business Properties Association, et al.®
(Associations) filed a Public Records Act request to the ARB requesting records
regarding ARB’s intended adoption of the proposed AB 32 fee regulation. The
initial request was followed by two subsequent requests on May 28, 2009.

During the time since the original request, ARB has produced 9,463 pages of
materials and withheld 48,728 pages under the claim of privilege. Of the pages
produced by ARB, 254 pages were deemed by Associations’ counsel fo be reiated
to AB 32 expenditures.

! Staff Report: Initial Statement Of Reasons For Rulemaking, Proposed AB 32 Cost Of Implementation Fee
Regulation And Proposed Amendment To The Regulation For The Mandatory Reporting Of Greenhouse Gas
Emissions. May 8, 2009, Pg. 30.

Z As revised May 27, 2009 and June 11, 2009.

California Business Properties Association, California Chamber Of Commerce, California Independent Oil
Marketers Association, California League Of Food Processors, California Manufacturers & Technology
Association, California Small Business Alliance, California Taxpayers' Association, Howard Jarvis Taxpayers
Association, National Federafion Of independent Business - California, The California Black Chamber Of
Commerce, Wesiern States Pefroleum Association.



Stonebridge Associates, Inc. has been retained to examine the released
documents deemed to be related to AB 32 expenditures (Acquired Expenditure
Data) and:

» Provide an overview or summary of the types of record keeping and
accounting systems that one would expect to be used by the Air Resources
Board to identify past expenditures related to implementation of AB 32.

» Identify whether the Acquired Expenditure Data appear to be a compiete
set of the appropriate records for identifying past expenditures related to
implementation of AB 32, and identify the types of records that should have
been released but which are not present.

 Review the Acquired Expenditure Data and provide a quantitative
assessment of the extent to which they support the figures reported by the
Air Resources Board in tables 3a and 4a of the relevant Exhibits fo the
Administrative Fee Staff Report and identify those figures in tables 3a and
4a that are not supported by the records released, and those figures for
which the standard accounting records were not provided.

Overview of Record Keeping and Accounting Systems: CALSTARS

The California State Accounting and Reporting System, also known as
CALSTARS, provides state agencies with an automated organization and program
cost accounting system for systematically accounting for all revenue,
expenditures, receipts, disbursements, and property of the state.

The California Air Resources Board uses the CALSTARS system for all its
accounting and reporting. _

The CALSTARS system is known as a “single transaction” system. This means
that each individual transaction is automatically coded for complete fund,
appropriation, aliotment, encumbrance, organization, program, project, revenue,
expenditure, cost allocation, and general ledger accountability. Thus, no labor,
contract or other expenditure transaction can be recorded without the appropriate
reference information.

According to the California Department of Finance, current capa‘bi!ities of the
CALSTARS system that are relevant to validating ARB Published Data include:

+ A comprehensive labor distribution capability that permits the distribution of
personal services and staff benefits cost through timesheets by individual.
Detailed reports by individual employee are provided as report files. A
monthly detailed labor transaction file is available for report requests.



+ A-document tracking capability for accounting and reporting individual
accounts receivable, accounts payable, and encumbrances such as for
contracts and equipment, supply and service purchase orders.

» An automated cost allocation capability that allows indirect costs and
administrative overhead to be allocated to programs, projects, activities
and/or organizational units of an agency.

+ A standard reporting process that allows agencies to prepare reports at any
level of aggregation through on-line screens which allow them to tailor their
reports for specific heeds.

In other words, the CALSTARS system has a complete set of accounting records
that memorialize all costs incurred for the implementation and administration of AB
32, and a report-generating capability that can produce reporis at the aggregate
agency, division, office, individual and transaction level for all AB 32 expenditures.
CALSTARS records are, thus, the only reliable means for establishing the veracity
- of ARB Published Data. ‘

Analysis of Acquired Expenditure Data

1. Deficiencies in Acquired Documents

The acquired documents® displayed a number of serious deficiencies that created
insuperable difficulties in relating the data on the documents to the ARB Published
Data. For example, documents comprising the Acquired Expenditure Data:

+ Lack headers to indicate what organizational element or topic was
represented

Lack salary information

Only include data for a single division

Are blank or incomplete

Fail to designate what FY was being represented

Document requests for data but do not include responses to those requests
Lack date information and either contradict or duplicate other documents
covering the same spending category

Contain internally conflicting information

¢ Lack complete fiscal year data for 2008-09

« & @& 9 o

2. Evidence ffom'Analysis of an Intermediate Product of the Estimation
Exercise that Published ARB Data May Be Incorrect

* All records reviewed, and all Bates numbers referenced, are from ARB's production of records in response
to the Associations' May 28, 2009 Public Records Act requests. The only records relating fo costs or financial
data in the responses to the February 13, 2008 request were Budget Change Proposals, duplicates of which
were re-released in the May 28 responses.



An attachment to an email dated May 4, 2009 that appeared to be an Intermediate
Product in the estimation exercise was found in the Acquired Expenditure Data.®

The intermediate Product consisted of scanned Excel spreadsheets and included
initial and revised PY for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09, by position, with divisional
affiliation and salary information. The scanned files were entered into Excel

worksheets and analyzed. The Intermediate Product is presented in Appendix E.

An analysis was conducted of the Intermediate Product and compared with the
ARB Published Climate Change Staffing Resources spreadsheets claimed by ARB
to support tables 3a and 4a.

Despite the fact that the Intermediate Product is untitled and undated, the close
similarities of total personnel expenditures in the Intermediate Product to those in
the ARB published data makes these documents valuable for insight into how ARB
developed some of the cost figures for Tables 3a and 4a.

The analyses are presented in Appendices B & C, Tables B-1, B-2, C-1 and C-2.

Tables in Appendix B compare estimated and published PY by posmon
" classification.

Tables in Appendix C compare estimated and published PY by division, with
annual estimated expenses, and it is in this comparison that the most significant
accounting anomalies can be observed.

Among those anomalies, the following should be highlighted:

FY 2007-08

+ The Intermediate Product included PY and salary expendltures for
individuals in divisions listed in the ISOR as components of Administrative
Overhead, e.g., ASD, Legislative Office, OIS®, and PIO.

+ Estimated total PY are reduced significantly between the intermedzate
Product and the ARB published version in Table 3a but salary expenditures
do not change a proportionate amount.

* In.other words, the total expense listed in the Intermediate Product for
persons working in Administrative Overhead appears to be absorbed into
program costs despite the removal of their PY from total PY.

* The above raises the possibility that Administrative Overhead costs have
been double counted, first by folding their costs into program costs and
second by removing administrative services PY from the list of program PY
and including the costs again in Administrative Overhead.

* Found at Bates Numbers 000419 to 000446,
% PY but not expenditures inciuded.



» Total administrative services apparently folded into program costs for FY
2007-08 totaled $565,639. Total claimed Administrative Overhead was
$1,998,872..

FY 2008-09

« This fiscal year appears to have the same problems as FY 2007-08 in that
administrative services positions are removed from PY totals without having
their removal proportionally reflected in expenditure totals, suggesting that
these expenditures are being double counted.

» The administrative services costs in this case are larger® and total
$1,526,010° compared to total Administrative Overhead claimed for FY
2008-09 of $1,961,069.

« Some divisions show significant changes in PY allocated to AB 32 activities
between initial and revised totals, whereas the total PY do not reflect such
large changes. For example, OIS decreases from 8.97 PY to 0.4, SSD
increases from 47.41 PY to 57.16 PY, PTSD increases from 23.05 PY to
28.1 PY and EO (OCC) decreases from 35 PY to 19.5 PY between initial
and revised. However, the change in total PY across all departments
between initial and revised is less than 5 PY.

» The published PY count is very close to the revised PY count but reflects
further rearrangements of PY among individual divisions.’ '

» Despite these changes, individual positions that have had their percentage
of time revised do not show any changes in total annual expenditures.

The analysis appears to compromise the validity of the ARB Published Data by
showing that, during its estimation exercise, ARB changed personal PY amounts
and divisional allocations without making parallel changes in personnel
expenditures.

3. Contracts _

Documentation of FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 contracts awarded largely exists
on undated spreadsheets. The spreadsheets fail o corroborate each other and
fail to total to the amounts claimed in Tables 3a and 4a.

Moreover, there are no accounting documents, such as CALSTARS records or
invoices, which confirm the contract amounts or even whether they were approved
in a particular fiscal year. _ '

An analysis and comparison of contract information is presented in Appendix D, in
Tables D-1 and D-2 for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09, respectively. The findings of
that analysis are summarized below for each fiscal year.

FY 2007-08

7 $418,872 plus benefits.
% They include OIS positions
® $1,130,042 plus benefits.



Table 3a lists a total Contracts expense of $4,652,429. The documents furnished
by ARB included several spreadsheets showing planned confracts. Many of these
spreadsheets were un-dated, and some of them appear to have been preliminary,
showing only a handful of the contracts listed elsewhere.

No two of these lists arrive at the same contracts total, nor does a single one of
them show the total listed on 3a. Some of the more complete-looking lists show
contracts totaling as much as $5,804,379, while others show money allocated over
various fiscal years and include a FY 2007-08 totai of $4,233,097.

FY 2008-09
Table 4a lists a total of $5,900,000 in FY 2008-09 contracts. This amount is not
supported by documents in the Acquired Expenditure Data.

At best, contracts that appear on more than one document™ total $4,247,9586,
several of which are noted on one of these documents as being “in process.”
Total contract amounts that can be {allied from lists in the Acquired Expenditure
Data range from $4,911,786 to $639,145. 1tis not at all clear that the listed
contracts were actually approved and had their funds encumbered in FY 2008-09.

The latest contract listing is associated with a cover email dated May 5, 2009.
Employee notations within the spreadsheet itself indicate that it is in the process of
being verified. More importantly, the document is dated prior fo the end of the
fiscal year and while it may have been ARB's intent to approve these contracts
before the end of the fiscal year, there is no evidence that it did.

The absence of any internal documentation consistent with the contract amounts
claimed in 3a and 4a would seem to make it doubly important that contract
expenses be confirmed by some sort of fundamental accounting information that
could substantiate that the claimed contract amounts were indeed paid out.
However, this data has not been provided by ARB. Additionally, ARB has not
provided copies of any contract proposals or invoices that would substantiate
these contracts having been bid for, awarded or paid.

4, Completely Unsubstantiated Costs
The following cost categories are completely unsubstantiated in that not one piece
of information has been provided to confirm that the expenditures even occurred.

Categories FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09
General Expense _ $1,803,576 $3,706,878
Printing $96,087 $173,618
Communications $317,740 $354,848
Postage $75,264 $181,230
Training ' $313,600 $362,460
Travel In-state ' $300,429 $520,855

10 Bates Numbers 000450-000452 and 002031-002042.
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Facility $1,254,400 $2,174,7860

Total ' | $4,161,096 $7,474,650

These $11.6 million in expenditures have been presented as the result of simple
PY multiples of a stated Standard Average per Position Cost. However no
evidence has been presented that would confirm the accuracy of the average cost
used, "

In addition, these expenditures are sensitive to the number of PY used. If ARB's
PY count is as arbitrary as appears to be the case in the analysis of the
Intermediate Product, total expenditures could be considerably different than
claimed. ‘

Especially troublesome is the General Expense rate of $20,454 per person for FY
2008-09--a remarkably large rate for an expense category that is not only
undocumented but that also, by ARB's own admission, does not even include
expenses for facilities or Administrative Overhead.

Other unsubstantiated costs include:

Categories FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09
Equipment : ~ $45,180 $1,830,564
Administrative Overhead $1,998,872 $1,961,069
Total $2,044,052 $3,791,633

The eariier analysis of the Intermediate Product has suggested that there is a
possibility that Administrative Overhead has been inflated through double
counting. Regardiess of whether that is the case, the amount claimed for
Administrative Overhead is completely undocumented. '

In the ISOR"" ARB states it made the decision to not break down PYs for several
divisions, including the Executive Office, Chairman’s Office, Administrative
Services Division and Office of Information Services, but instead estimated that
13% of the total costs of those divisions should be counted as "Administrative
Overhead.”

ARB states that that the 13 percent figure was arrived at because it determined -
that approximately 13 percent of program-related positions were budgeted as
climate change positions.

However, no documents were provided that showed ARB's total numbers of
“program-related positions,” so it is impossible to see how the 13 percent figure
was produced.

" pg 107
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Additionally, there is no documentation of the total costs of the listed divisions,
which, for example, in FY 2007-08 would be approximately $15.4 million, if 13
percent of that total would come to the claimed figure of nearly $2 million.

As regards equipment purchases, it is remarkable that no documentation of
expenses in this category has been provided, in that it totals $1,875,744 over the
two fiscal years in question.

Data Tests Applied

Despite the deficiencies in the Acquired Expenditure Data, each document was
closely examined and two tests were applied to the “data” it included: 1) a
consistency test, and 2) a validity test. The results of the test on each document
are presented in Appendix A in Tables A-1 and A-2.

Data on a document was considered to be “consistent” if it appeared to match
ARB published data. For example, if data for a particular division on a document
in Acquired Expenditure Data matched either PY or salary data within ARB
Published Data for that division, the data on the document was deemed
“consistent.” '

Data was considered to be “valid” if it matched déta from the few CALSTARS
documents that were included among the Acquired Expenditure Data. No
CALSTARS data was able to be matched for reasons discussed earlier,

An exception to the rule on matching was made in the case of the Intermediate
Product. As detailed above, the Intermediate Product was an early version of the
final spreadsheets, entitled Climate Change Staffing Resources, that ARB claims
support its personnel expenditures for AB 32. Therefore, the Intermediate Product
can not be said to independently confirm those spreadsheets.

Summary results for these tests for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 are presented in
the following Tables 1 and 2.

For FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09, the only expenditures that could be considered
consistent were some contract costs. None of the remainder of the data was
deemed consistent. No data was deemed valid due to the absence of CALSTARS
data. -
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Table 1: Consistency and Validity of ARB Published AB 32 Position Information and

Program Costs for FY 2007-08

Personali Services and Operating Consistency | Validity
Expenses )
Number of PYs Actual
Annual
Salaries
{$)
Sub-Total 125.44 10,611,546 0 0
Benefits .
FICA 6.20% 657,916 0 0
Medicare 1.45% 153,867 0 0
Retirement 16.63% | 1,764,700 - 0 0
Health 10.82% | 1,148,169 0 e
Sub-Total 35.10% [ 3,724,653 0 0
Total Personal Services 14,336,199 0 0
Operating Costs Standard Average Annual
Per Position Cost Cost
General Expense 14,378 | 1,803,576 0 0
Printing 766 96,087 0 0
Communications 2,533 317,740 0 ¢
Postage 600 75,264 0 0
Training 2,500 313,600 0 0
Travel-In-State 2,395 300,429 0 0
Facilities 10,000 | 1,254,400 ¢ 0
Sub-Total 33,172 | 4,161,096 0 0
Total Staff Related Costs: 18,497,295 0 0
Other Costs
Contracts 4,652,429 | 4,233,097 ° 0
Equipment 45180 i 0 - ¢
Administrative Overhead 1,998,872 0 "0
Sub-Total 6,696,481 0 0
Total Costs: 25193,775 | 4,233,097 0

Percent Expenditures
Accounted For

17%

2
R

2 par Bates Number 000150

13




Tabie 2: Co'nsistency and Validity of ARB Published AB 32 Position Information and
Program Costs for FY 2008-09

Personal Services and Consistency | Validity
Operating Expenses:
Number of PYs Actual
Annual
Salaries
¢
Sub-Total 181.23 16,086,806 0 0
Benefits
FICA 6.20% 997,382 0 0
Medicare 1.45% 233,259 0 0
Retirement 16.57% | 2,665,584 0 0
Health 10.82% | 1,740,592 0 0
Sub-Total 35.04% | 5,636,817 0 0
Total Personal Services 21,723,623 0 0
Operating Costs Standard Average
' Per Position Cost

General Expense 20,454 | 3,706,878 0 0
Printing 958 ~173,618 0 0
Communications 1,958 354,848 0 0
Postage 1,000 181,230 0 0
Training 2,000 362,460 0 0
Travel-In-State 2,874 520,855 0 0
Fagilities 12,000 | 2,174,760 0 0
Sub-Total 41,244 | 7,474,650 0 ¢
Total Staff Related Costs: 29,198,273 0 0
Other Costs
Contracts 5,900,000 4,248,856 1]
Eguipment 1,830,564 0 ]
Administrative Overhead 1,961,069 | - 0 0
Sub-Total 9,691,633 | 4,247,956 0

. Total Costs: 38,889,906 | 4,247,956 0
Percent Expenditures 11% 0%
Accounied For

Discussion

The documents ARB has produced thus far do not support the notion that ARB
Published Data is an accurate representation of expenditures incurred for AB 32.
In fact, it would probably be more accurate to say that ARB has labored mightily to
prevent the public from gaining access to data that would confirm its published

numbers.

« There is poor consistency of Acquired Expenditure Data with Published

ARRB Data;

« Entire categories of expenditures are unconfirmed;

o ARB has refused to provide accounting data from the CALSTARS system
that would validate Published ARB Data; '
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¢ The analysis of the Intermediate Product suggests the possibility of double
counting of Administrative Services, or at least a cavalier approach to the
linking of expenditures and PY;

+ ARB has refused to provide the divisional results of its estsmatlon exercise;

+ ARB has not provided any other documentation of AB 32 activities dating
back earlier than the spring of 2008, calling into question the accuracy of
internal non-CALSTARS record-keeping;

« ARB's attorney made misleading statements regarding ARB's need to
engage in an estimation exercise.™

Conclusions

The preceding analysis and discussion has detailed both the :nadequac;les and the
inconsistencies of the documentation provided by ARB i in su pport of the figures
published in its ISOR.

Appendix A of this report offers a catalogue of the AB 32 documentation that has
been provided for FY 2007-08 and 2008-09, with an assessment of each item'’s
ability to be used to corroborate or validate published ARB data. Appendices B, C
and D offer detailed quantitative assessments of the data on usable documents
pertaining to staffing and contract costs, with comparisons to figures published in
Tables 3a and 4a.

The individual documents within the Acquired Expenditure data are found to be
both incomplete and internally inconsistent. Not only do they fail to substantiate
claimed expenditures, but they also raise serious questions about ARB’s approach
to keeping internal records of its AB 32 activities.

The Intermediate Product alone seems to indicate that ARB's retroactive
estimation exercise produced figures that are unreliable. In conjunction with the
assortment of contradictory documents pertaining to contracts and the total
absence of documents supporting figures claimed for several other expense
categories, it is impossibie to know how ARB itself was able fo produce figures for
its AB 32 implementation costs, either for the fiscal years in guestion or for future
fiscal years.

The CALSTARS accounting system, which ARB uses, has memorialized all costs
incurred for implementation and administration at the project level. CALSTARS’
report-generating capability can produce reports at the aggregate agency, division,
office, individual, and transaction level for all AB 32 expenditures.

* The ARB attorney, Daniel J. Whithey, claimed that since the ARB did not keep hourly records of AB 32
implementation and administration costs, the time spent on AB 32 needed to be estimated by ARB division
chiafs. In fact, every state employee, including those at ARB, completes a monthly time sheet in which the
percent of time worked in a specific programs or projects is recorded. Whitney's statement is at
DECLARATION OF DANIEL J. WHITNEY IN SUPPORT OF AIR RESOURCES BOARD'S OPPOSITION TO
DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED DOCUMENTS, CALIFORNIA BUSINESS PROPERTIES, ET Al.., Case No.
34-2008-80000232, SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO,
May 7, 2009, pg. 7
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Despite the powerful report-generating capabilities of this system, the only
CALSTARS records ARB has made available thus far cannot be used to verify
published data because they represent only a portion of the fiscal years and
divisions in question and because they do not differentiate between AB 32 and
general ARB activities.

In light of the overwhelming inadequacies of the Acquired Expenditure Data,

CALSTARS records must be regarded as the only reliable means for establishing
the veracity of data published by ARB in Tables 3a and 4a of its ISOR.
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Appendix A

Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test
| Results
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Table A-1: Catalogue of VAcquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Resuits for FY 2007-08

: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Resuits for FY 2007-08

Tabhie A-1
Bates # Document Title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
000001, Untitled FY 2007-08; necne Columns show revised % of Doc. appears to be for a single No No
000002 2008-09 Time FY 2007-2008 and 2008- | division but facks any header
2009, with AB 32 products info. No salary information is
during those years shown. Totai PYs for 2007-2008
come to 3.48 but cannot be used
.to verify 5/27/09 spreadsheet due
to missing information.
000004 PTSD FY 2007-2008 none Handwritten reporting form Totals shown come to 26 PYs, No No
{duplicated showing “budgeted” and “other” | including 17 PY's budgeted and 9
on 000022, staff working on some AB 32 PYs redirected. This is the only
000034) products. Note at botfom reads | depariment for which we have
“Excludes resources for CEQA | this form. Not all AB32 work
and SB375 which have products are listed, Also, 5/27/08
independent requirements” spreadsheet shows 49 positions
' in PTSD, indicating that this
sheet does not represent that
entire division's budgeted
positions.
000007- Contracts {FY 2067-2008) | none GHG Reporting: 250,000 Contracts shown for FY 2007- Partially No
000008 Verifier Training: 200,000 2008 total $1,540,700. This is

Oil & Gas Exploration and Prod.

Protocol: 60,000

CCAR Protocol: 586,000
Growth Surrogates for GHG
Emissions: 250,000

Subtotal: 1,346,700

AQTPB Ciimate Change
Resources:

UC Berkeley to conduct a
review of modeling studies of
the impacts of transit, land use
and pricing strategies on
vehicle travel and greenhouse
gas emissions: 194,000

one of several contracts-related
spreadsheets which are
compared in the “Contracis”
section of the accompanying
spreadsheet.
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Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates # Document Title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
000013 PTSD - GHG Positions 9/18/07 Organizational chart for Hand-counting positions (which No No
division; names are blacked due to blacked out sections may
out. not be 100 percent accurate)
produces a division total of 141
positions; however, this sheet
does not provide information on
which of those positions are
. tasked with AB 32 work.
000014 PTSD - GHG Staff 9/18/07 Same as 000013, except a few | Again, this chart provides an No No
names in the "Atmospheric overview of a single division but
Modeling & Suppori” section does not seem to aid us in
are not blacked out here. This caleulating totals of staff working
sheet also lists one additional on AB 32.
position as “Temp Help/OT."
000016 2007-08 PY none Names are blacked ouf; chart Without knowing what division No No
{duplicated indicates “% fime on GC only,” | this is, this document cannot be
on 000028} with 2 PY total of 20.5. Division -| used fo corroborate staff PYs
' is not indicated. shown on the 5/27/09
spreadsheet.
000020 AR 32 Work Products none Checklist of work products This appears to be a draftof a No No
(dupiicated related to AB 32 document that would have been
on (00032) implementation. Some items . provided so that individual
are corrected or crossed out employees could indicate the
and several have been added. various AB 32 products they
spent time on. However, we only
have these blank draft
checklists—no filled-out versions
were part of the documentation
provided by CARB.
000025 PTSD GHG Contracts for | 3/21/068 GHG Reporting Tool: 250,000 Contracts shown total to Partiaily No
(Duplicated | FY 2007-08 Develop & Implement Vetifier $800,000 but this document is
on Q00037) Training: 200,000 only for PTSD and does not show

Qil & Gas Exploration and
Production Protocaol: 66,600
Deveiopment of GHG
Protocols: 290,000 total
{180,000 for forestry protocols;
$110,000 for local government
operaticns protocols)

amounts for contracts
administered by other divisions.

19




Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates # Document Title or Topic | Date Conients Analysis Consistent Validates
000026 EIB Climate Change 11/21/08 Note at top says these are "EIB | Contracts shown total to Patially No
{Dupkicated | Contracts for FY 2007- Proposed contracts for GHG'; $1,346,000. Unclear why

on Q00038) | 2008 date is hand-written, documents listed as “proposed”

GHG Reporting Tool: 250,000
Develop & Implement Verifier
Training: 260,000

Oil & Gas Exploration &
production Protocol: $60,000
Development of GHG Reporting
Protocols (CCAR): 586,000
total (Forestry: 185,900, L.ocal
govis: 99,800; Community
inventory: 98,700; Wastewater
Treatment entity: 72,600;
Natural gas maintenance
operation project: 25,800;
Evaluation of Voluntary
Reduction: 50,000; Other
protocol evaluation support:
54,100}

Update Growth Surrogates for
CEFS and GHG: 250,000

coniracts for FY 07-08 would still
be unconfirmed as of 11/08, a
date several months into FY 08-
(9. EIB. is the "Emissions
inventory Branch” of PTSD.
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Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates #

Document Title or Topic

Date

Contenis

Analysis

Consistent

Validates

000040-
000041
{duplicated
000073-
000074}

Subject: Instructions for
documenting climate
change resources

4/36/09

Listed attachmentis are
spreadsheets showing AB32
hires for 07-08 and (8-09 and
"ARB CC Staffing Resources
FY07-08 for assignment’. Email
instructs division heads to fill
out attached spreadsheets
using hiring documents
{showing budgeted positions} to
accurately estimate staff start
and end dates. Division heads
are also instructed fo list even
those staff who worked less
than 5% of time on AB 32, to list
the program areas in which they
worked, and to return these
documents with their
department name in the title.
The email also notes that ASD
will be providing a list of all
personnel fransactions to
further aid them with these
dates.

This appears to demonstrate an
earnest effort to accurately
estimate staff PYs for AB 32
products, However, individual

divisions' draft versions produced

in response o these instructions
were not included in these
documents, nor were any draft
items or worksheets pertaining to
how individual staff members’
time was estimated.

No

No

000042~
006051
{Duplicated
on Q00075-
77,000113-
114
{migsing a
page],
000121
fmissing a
page],
000903
000807}

2007/2008 BCP/AB32
Only — Hiring Status
Report

-4/28/08

Appears to show budgeted and
“filled or redirected” positions
for AB 32 in various ARB
divisions, along with position
serial numbers and effective
(hiring?} date.

Bottom row total is 125.0 PY.
No salary information is shown.

The email to division heads
{000040-41) would seem fo
indicate that this document was
furnished to division heads to aid
them in dating start and end
dates for staff in their divisions.
The total shown includes
budgeted positions in the
Executive Office, Chairman's
Office, Administrative Services
Division and Office of Information
Services. Total PYs for those
divisions {which in 3a are
counted as “Administrative
Qverhead” is 19.

No

No

000059

July 2007 Research
Division

July 2007

Organizational chart for
Research Division (RD). Shows
vacancies and position serial
numbers, Names are biacked
cut.

check against 0000427

No

No
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Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates # Document Title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
000061 AB 32 Work Products nong Another draft checklist of work | This appears to be a draft of a No No
products refated to AB 32 document that would have been
implementation. ltems are provided so that individual
corrected or crossed out and employees could indicate the
several have been added. various AB 32 products they
spent time on. No filled-out
versions were part of the
documentation provided by
CARB.
00007 1- Research Division — Major | none Shows all projects being This document cannot be used to | No No
000072 Priorities and Projects for warked an by various branches | verify either contracts information
2008 and sections of the Research or information on the 5/27/09
Division. Projects are not spreadsheet.
broken out into AB 32/non-AB
32. “2008" is calendar year, not
fiscal year. Staff ime
expenditures are not shown.
000087- RE: Update to Instructions | 05/01/200 | Email: Explanation of attached Furnished to division heads to No No
0089 for documenting climate 9 HR documents (000097 through | help them accurately represent
change resources 000110) showing hires, staff start and end dates for
transfers and promotions, 5/27/09 spreadsheet.
000090 Listing of ail 120 printed According to email (000087), maftch with 0000427 No No
000096 Transactions from 4/24/09 this document reflects ail This document could be used to
4/01/2007 to 4/24/2009 internal staff transfers where verify staff start & end dates as
unit/section number or serial represented on 000042, but it
number is changing. appears t0.be agency-wide and
Includes start dates but does does not provide information
not contain information on about time spent on AB 32 work
position tile/role or information | products.
about former position title/role.
000097- Employees New to the printed Aceording to email (000087), see note above No No
000101 Department (A02 codes) 4124109 this document reflects "external
’ - transfers (outside of ARB) and
lateral transfers (internal and
external).”
000102~ Employees New fo the printed According to email (000087}, see note above No No
060110 Department (AQT codes} 4/24{09 the AQ1 code is used "when an
empioyment list is used for the
movement {e.g., promotions).”
000112 Subject: FW: Instructions 5/01/09 Request for CC PY figures for Indicates intent to account for No No
(duplicated | for documenting climate ASD (Administrative Services ASD in same manner as for other
000120) change resources Division), with same divisions, rather than counting

attachments as in 000040-41.

that division as overhead.
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Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates #

Document Title or Topic

Date

Contents

Analysis

Consistent

Validates

006134

Subject: FW; AB 32
contracts

4/063/08

From Sharon Simmons "l need
to qualify that the total of the
07-08 confracts does not equal
$7 million and | confirmed with
Matt Singh {budgets) that not all
of the money has been spent.
Also, there were some contract
requests that proposed to use
this maney {contained on
previous lists) but were
subsequently canceled, so they
are not reflected on this list.
One last item | should clarify,
there are some previous fiscal
year agreements {beginning
with “05” or "067) that were
amended to add some of the
07-08 money.”

Nag

No

000136

FY G7/08 List of Climate
Change Related Contracts

3/30/09

Reflects contracts total of
$5,017,695.65

Three contracts totaling
$1,147,115 show start dates
prior to FY 2007-2008.

»

see analysis under "contracts

Partially

No

000150

AB 32 Related Contract
List by FY

none (but
must be
4/28/09 or
later)

Lists contract money spent (or
allocated) for FYs 04-05
through 09-10.

Contracts total for FY 2007-
2008 is $4,233,097.

Total contracts FY 04-05
through 09-10: $6,012,935.
Some contracts noted
slsewhere are listed here as
“not received as of 4/28/09" or
are blacked out/listed as 0.

see analysis under “contracts”

Partially

No
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Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates # Document Title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
Q00152 Subject: AB 32 3/05/09 “Attached spreadsheet provides | no spreadsheet is attached No No
information for both ARB and (Bates numbering jumps here
Cal/EPA covering Fiscal Years | from 150 fo 398)
2007-2008 through 2009-2010. ’
For each specific fiscal year,
detail is provided for positions,
funding, a subset of the
contracts and equipment
amounts, actual loan amounts,
and the Budget Act fanguage
guthorizing each loan.” -
000399-402 | Attorney-Client undated Total % of time by employee for | OIS positions were not lemized No No
Confidential Work Product | (date of Office of Information Services but instead were included in
— Alr Resources Board cover (OIS) for FY 2007-08 and 2008+ | Administrative Overhead in 3a
Climate Change Staffing email — 09. Total shown is 735 %, or figures.
Resources 000398~ | 7.35 PYs.
is
4/02/09)
000420~ no fitle none Untitled, undated chart shows This document appears to be the | No Na
000443 ) {email position tities, employee names | likely predecessor to the .
cover and divisions with monthly published 5/27/09 spreadsheet
000419 salaries, estimated percentages | and can be compared to some of
has date of time and revised percentages | the information on that sheet;
of of time. Column headings are however, there do appear fo be
05/04/200 | partially hidden {no FY is some '
9} shown), but salaries for discrepanciesfinconsistencies in

selected positions (some salary
info is missing) can be
correlated with salaries for
same positions on 05/27/09
spreadsheet. Estimated
perceniages on this sheet do
not always correlate with
estimated percentages on
published sheet, some of which
‘appear to have been adjusted
to reflect portion of FY worked
in addition to estimated time
worked on AB 32 products.

how the %FY was calculated in
the 5/27/09 sheet, based on
figures in this sheet.
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Table A-1: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2007-08

Bates # Document Title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
000454- AB 32-Related Contracts” | nodate; | Total contracts listed for FY Some contracts listed here are
000455 07/08 Fiscal Year email 2007-2008 come to $5,804,379. | eisewhere listed as allocated in
cover This sheet inciudes more other FYs. See "confracts”
000449 detailed contract titles than analysis. ‘
has date 000150,
of Agccording o cover email
5/04/2009 | (000449}, some contracts are
highlighted with “percentages
associated to GHG
assignments”; however,
contracts total does not reflect
partial contract amounts.
000912 Fiscal Year 2007-2008 none Blank except for $5.2 million No No
filled in under “contracts.”
000956~ Air Resources Board — AB | 3/22/09 1 Page each (plus one Total saiaries ailocated do not No No
000965 32 Position Information duplicate) for: | consistently represent actual
and Program Costs Administration/Cutreach and product of shown average salary
Support, Inveniory, Planning, % positions aliocated.
Reductions, Science. Each Departmentis or Categories
page shows number of shown in these documents do not
positions {FPYs) allocated and appear to match those shown in
“sverage” salaries per position. | other documents/org. charts.
) No FY indicated.
000268- Percent of Staff Working July 2007 | Shows percentage of staff in Document is for first month 6f FY | No No
000971 on Climate — July 2007 various divisions’ branches 2007-2008, before many new AB
(positions.xls) working on climate change. No | 32 hires became effective.
PY figures shown. Percentages of overall staff
cannot be correlated with 5/27/0%
spreadsheet.
000972~ Percent of Staff Working . | July 2007 | Same as preceding except see ahove note No No
000975 on Climate Based on July under EQ, some Deputy
2007 Organizational Executive Officer Positions
charts” {Positions Final have been added and the
2 xls} Executive Officer's percentage
adiusted downward.
000976- Percent of Staff Working July 2007 | Appears to be identical to see above note No No
000979 on Climate — July 2007” positions.xls {000968-000971}) '
(Positions Final xls}
004082~ ARB Climate Change 5127109 This is the published spreadsheet | No No
004087 Staffing Rescurces FY available from ARB’s website;

07/08

total staffing costs correspond to
amounts shown on 3a.
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Resuits for FY 2008-09

Bates #

Document title or Topic

Date

Contents

- Analysis

Consistent

Validates

0000005

Respondent: PTSD FY
2008-2009

NONE

Titled Respondent with
PTSD FY 2008-2009 hand
written at the fop. Contains
three rows of a generic
“Work Product” by budgeted
staff for 1) Full-time, 2) Part-
time, 3) other Full-time and
4) other Part-time; The '
document is a workshest
containing hand wrifien
estimates of staff beginning
July 2008. The categories
are: Emission Inventory,
Mandatery Reporting
Protocol Development,
Forest Target and
Accounting; and Land Use
and transportation. Note at
bottom reads "Excludes
resources for CEQA and SB
375 which have independent
requirements”

“‘PTSD FY 2008-09" title
appears to support the number
of positions beginning July 2008
for new fiscai year. No date or
authorship of the document is

available. 20 PYs were

budgeted and 9 PYs were
redirected. There is no context
for the document. The
worksheet appears to be
submitted for an accounting
purpose unexplained by the
document itself. The document
does not provide verifiable
information relevant for cost
recovery.

No

No

000010

Air Rescurces Board
2008-09 BCP & Finance
[ elters

Summary of BCPs by
Division for Facilities
Purposes

4130/2008

8 Classifications of
employee job category by
topic: 1) Ongoing
implementation AB 32, and
Low Carbon Fuel Standard,
2} Regulatory
Implementation and
Enforcement, 3) Carl.Moyer,
Implementation of AB 118,
AB 233 and Prop 1B Goods
Movement. Total of
positions 77, including 10
redirections

The document summarizes the
redirection.of staff by division for
ARB Budget Process. The
document fails to provide dates
staff redirections were made,
just totat PY by department. H#
appears only three of the
redirections are atiributed to
BCP #1-AB 32. The document
lacks date, context and any
relation to AB 32 costs.

No

No

000001112

Air Resources Board
2008-C9 Positicns

none

Details redirections from
deparments. No reference
to AB 32. Redirects 11
positions between
depariments.

The document is nat dated,
does not reference a
department and has no
connection to cost recovery of
AB 32.

No

No
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Rgsults for FY 2008-09

Bates # Document title or Topic | Date Centenis Analysis Consistent Validates
000016 2008-09 PYs none Chart with no title totaling” % | The undated, untitied document | No No
time on CC only™. Names are | totaling an unidentified “cc” is of
blacked out. The document | no use in supporting AB 32 cost
appears to be an attachment | recovery.
to & document not provided
000018-18 Air Resources Board none Total of 27 positions by No date or name of compiete No No
2008/09 BCPs department effective document the pages were
7/1/2008 — the beginning of prepared for.  Appears to be
the fiscal year. These part of a report for personnel
positions were created from accounting purposes.
2008-09 BCP-#1 for AB 32. Positions named but not if or
when they were filled.
000023 Duplicate 0000005
000028 Duplicate 000016
000030-31 Duplicate 000013-18
0006035 Duplicate 000005
000052-53 AB 32 2008/2009 BCPs none 27 employees by BCP#1-AB | Interim personnel report No No
Originaily 32 including position
Estabiished/Positions number, last name and
Filled or Redirected department. Of the initial 27
positions, 11 were
redirected, most of them the
in 7/08 and 8/08.
000071- Research Division — Major | none Shows af projects being This document cannot be used | No No”
000072 Priorities and Projects for worked on by various to verify either contracts

2008

branches and sections of the
Research Division. Projects
are not broken out info AB
32/non-AB 32. "2008" is
calendar year, not fiscal
year. No staff time or salary
expenditures shown.

information or information on
the-5/27 spreadsheet
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Resuits for FY 2008-09

Bates # Document title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
000073-74 Memo from Audrey Barreit | 4/30/09 Instructions and No PY or Salary expenditures No No
to Division Chiefs, et al, spréadsheets for estimating | included. No responses to
Titled: “Instructions for climate change work memo found in acguired data.
Documenting Climate engaged in by each division
Change Resources” with by employee. Spreadsheets
attachments. FY 07-08 AB with employee names
32 hires updated 4-30-09.xls; attached with information on
FY BCP 08-09 AB 32 hires.
hires.xls; ARB CC Staffing
Resources FY O7-08 for
assignment.xls; ARB CC
Staffing Resources FY 08-09
for assignment.xis
¢000078-79 Duplicate 000018-19,
Triplicate 000030-31,
000081-82 Dupiicate 000052-53
00083-85 AB 32 2008/2008 BCPs none Two blank pages with a total | The document titie reflects the No No
Qriginally Established page that displays “Total 08/09 fiscal year but the total at
(same form: as 000052-53) Vacant 28, Total Filled 27, the bottom of the page is 07/08,
and Total 07/08 BCPs 55.0. | This document conflicts with
Under position number 87 000052-53 which documents
BCPs appears. the 27 positions. No divisional
. or agency-wide totals.
000087- RE: Update to Instructions | 05/01/2009 | Email: Explanation of Furnished to division heads to No No
00089 for documenting climate attached HR documents help them accurately represent
change resources (00G097 through 000110} staff start and end dates for
originally provided 4/30/09 showing hires, transfers and | 5/27 spreadsheet. No PY or
as shown in 000073-74 promotions. Salary information.
0060030 — Listing of all 120 printed According to emnait {000087), | No Summary PY or Salary No No
0G0096 Transactions from 4/24/09 this document refiects all information. Just an account of
- 4/01/2007 to 4/24/2009 internal staff transfers where | siaff transfers
unitfsection number or seriat
number is changing.
Includes start dates but does
not contain information on
position titiefrole or
informaticn about former
position title/role.
000097~ Employees New to the printed According to email (000087), | No Summary PY or Salary No No
000101 Department (AQ2 codes) 4/24/09 this document reflects information. Just an account of

“external transfers {outside
of ARB) and lateral transfers
(internal and external).”

staff transfers
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Resuits for FY 2008-09 -

Bates # Document fitle or Topic | Date Contents Analysis . Consistent Validates
000102- Employees New fa the prirted According to email (000087), | No Summary PY or Salary No No
000110 Department {(AQ1 codes) 4124109 the AD1 code is used “when | information. Just an account of
’ : an employment list is used staif new to ARB. '
for the movement (e.g.
promgotions).” ‘
006112 Subject; FW: Instructions 5/01/09 Reqguest for CC PY figures Indicatgs intent to account for No No
for documenting climate for ASD {(Administrative ASD in same manner as for
change resources Services Diviston), with other divisions, rather than
same attachments as in counting that division as
000040-41. overhead.
000115-16 Duplicate 000018-19, '
‘ Triplicate 000030-31,
Quadruplet 000052-53,
Quintuplet 000080-81
000117-18 Alir Resources Board none Same content as 0000018- Interim Report that appears to No No
2008/2009 BCPs 19 without the employee be prepared for a document
numbers and start dates. submitted on AB 32. Page
numbers not reflected in -
document and not a complete
account for divisional positions.
Fails to provide information on
staffing from source documents
that can be verified.
000123-24 Duplicate 000018-19, ‘
Triplicate 600030-32
Quadruplet 000078-79
C00125-26 Duplicate of 000117-18
000150 AB 32 Related Confract none Lists contract money spent The Table 4a reflects Partially No

Listby FY

(or allocated) for FYs 04-05
through 09-10. Contracts
total for FY 2008-2609 is
$646,145.

Total contracts FY 04-05
through 08-10: $6,012,935.
Some confracts noted
elsewhere are jisted here as
“not received as of 4/28/09"
with amount aitributed in the
comment column by amount.

$5,900,000 for the 08/09 fiscal
year. QOnly $§645,145 is reported
in this table.
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expendifure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2008-09

Bafes # Document title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis ‘ Consistent Validates
000152 Subject: AB 32 3/05/09 "Attached spreadsheset no spreadsheet is attached No No
provides information for both | (Bates numbering jumps here
ARB and Cal/EPA covering | from 150 to 398)
Fiscal Years 2007-2008
through 2009-2010. For
each specific fiscal year,
detail is provided for
positicns, funding, a subset
of the contracts and
equipment amounis, actual
loan amounts, and the
Budget Act language
authorizing each loan.”
000388-402 Attorney-Client undated Total % of time by employee | Appears fo be a second No No
Caonfidential Work Product | {date of for Office of Information methodology to recreating staff
- Air Resources Board cover email | Services (OIS) for FY 2007- | time. Lacks actuat timesheet
Climate Change Staffing - (00398 —~ | 08 and 2008-09. Total input. OIS positions were not
Resources is 4/02/09) | shown for 2008/09 is 897% itemized but instead were -

or 8.97 PYs.

included in Administrative
QOverhead in 4a figures in the
Position Information and
Program costs table. ltis
impossible to tease out the
number from the aggregate.
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2008-G9

Bates #

Document title or Topic

Date

Contents

Analysis

Consistent

Validates

600420~
000443

no fitle

none {emait
cover
000419 has
date of
05/04/2009)

Untitled, undated chart
shows position fitles,
employee names and
divisions with monthly
salaries, estimated
percentages of time and
revised percentages of time.
Column headings are
partially hidden (no FY is
shown), but salaries for
selected positions (some
salary info is missing) can be
correlated with salarles for
same positions on 05/27
spreadsheet. Estimated
percentages on this sheet do
not always correlate with
estimated percentages on
pubfished sheet, some of
which appear to have been
adjusted to reflect portion of
FY worked in addition to
estimated time worked on
AB32 products.

The administrative costs in
Published ARB data are in a
separate administrative
overhead entry

This document appears to be
the likely intermediate product
and predecessor o the
published 5/27 spreadsheet and
can be used fo corroborate
some of the information on that
sheet; however, there do
appear to be some
discrepancies and
inconsistencies in how the %FY
was calculated in the 5/27
sheet, based on figures in this
sheet. Because this sheet
includes PYs for ASD and OIS,
thase numbers can be totaled
here.

However, this information
cannot be used fo verify the
ARB published information as it
does not come from personnel
records.

No

No

0000443

FTSD 08/09 Contracts
emailfspreadsheest

5/5/0%

Email from Linda Murchison

. plus a partially verified list of

GHG Contracts.

The attached list of contracts
appears o be in the process of
being reviewed by divisions for
AB 32 relatedness. Shading
within the decument and margin
notes indicate this process is
only partially complete.

Partially

No
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‘| Table A-2; Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2008-09

Bates # - Document title or Topic__ | Date Contenis . Analysis Consistent Validates
000450- AR 32-Related Contracts” | no date; List of contracts circulated to | The fiscal year 08/09 fotal does | Partially No
000458 1 08/09 Fiscal Year emall cover | divisions who were charged | not reflect the total claimed to
000449 has | with identifying AB 32 related | have been spent in Table 4a.
date of contracts. Claimed sum for Total listed AB 32 contracts for
5/04/2009 total contracts listed are ail FY 2008-09 sums to
incorrect based on confracts | $4,910,886.
listed. This sheet includes
more detailed contract tiles | Total may be too high because
than 000150, Document several contracis have notes
" contains notes about what next to them indicating their AB
proportion of each contract is | 32 staius remains unknown.
related fo AB 32, According
to cover email (000449),
some contracts are
highlighted with
“percentages associated to
PTSD GHG assignments”;
however, contracts total
does not reflect partial
coniract amounts,
000458 Climate Change Staffing 6/11/09 ADS Division Names, class Totals 2.47 PY for 2008/08. No No
Resources and salary with related The document is half copied
percentages of fime worked and the title and other
on climate change. information are missing. The
total administrative overhead
cannot be calculated due fo the
missing data. .
000808-910 Dupiicate 00052-53,
Triplicate 00080-81,
quadruple 115-116, 5"
) 124-135
000956 Air Resources Board AB 3/22/09 Salaries by classification, Perscnnel services estimated No No

32 Position Information
and Program Costs:
Administration Quireach
and Support

average monthly salary, fotal
positions allocated, maonthly
salaries aliccated and total
annual salaries allocated.
Total cost estimated at
$1,666,515 and allocated for
personnel services.

using averages instead of actual
data. Refirement and health
percentages differ from and are
smaller than those used in
Tabie 4a.
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Resuits for FY 2008-09

Bates # Document title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
000957 Air Resources Board AB 3/22/09 Salaries by classification, Personnel services estimated No No
32 Position Information average manthly salary, total | using averages instead of actual
and Program Costs — positions allocated, monthly | data. Refirement and health
inventory sataries allocated and fotai percentages differ from and are
annual salaries allocated. smaller than those used in
Total cost estimated at Table 4a.
$2,077,006
000858 Air Resources Board AB 3/22/09 Salaries by classification, Personnel services estimated No No -
32 Position Information average monthly salary, total | using averages instead of actual
and Program Costs — positions allocated, monthly | data. Retirement and health
Planning salaries allocated and total percentages differ from and are
annual salaries allocated. 1 smailer than those used in
Total cost estimated at Table 4a.
$1,785,990
000859 Air Resources Board AB™ | 3/22/09 Salaries by classification, Personnel services estimated No No
32 Position Information average monthly salary, total | using averages instead of actual
and Program Costs — positions allocated, monthly | data. Retirementand health
Reductions salaries allocated and total percentages differ from and are
annual salaries allocated. smaller than those used in
Totai cost estimated at Table 4a. Reductions is not a
$11,418,482 for Reductions. | division,
000960 Air Resources Board AB 3/22109 Salaries by classification, Same analysis as for 956-959 No No
32 Position Information average monthly salary, total | except Science is not a division
and Program Cosis — positions allocated, monthly | and the estimate $2,023,338 is
Science salaries aliocated and total undefined as 1o cost recovery
annual salaries allocated. for AB 32.
Total cost estimated at
$2.023,338 for Science.
(000961 Duplicate 000956
000962 Duplicate 000957
000863 Duplicate 000958
000964 Duplicate 600959
000365 Duplicate 000960
002031 08/09 Cal EPA 3/17/09 $120,000 DGS Office of $828,642 contracts from CAL No No
. Contracts ~Admin Hearings; $214,200 EPA to other agencies. Not
QEHHMA Consolidation of CARB related.
specific services to
headquarters; $494,442
DTSC centralized services
002032 08/09 ASD 800 3/17/09 $1,813,056.90 for 17 Tire fee reimbursement, No No
Contracts contracts approved on 3-17- | maintenance of alarms, security

09. Contract numbers (8-
801 thru 08-822. Conftracts
not directly related to AB 32

services, Audit services. Many
confracts not related to AB 32
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data and Data Test Results for FY 2008-09

Bates # Document title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis Consistent Validates
002032 Contract Requests in 3/17/09 $642,500 for 4 contracts Confracts not related to AB 32 | No No
Process for Fiscal Year labeled ED 200 Contracts.
08/09 by Division Not refated to AB 32.
$48,000 for a hotel in Napa
. under meeting facilities.
002033 EOC CO 100 contracts 37O $23,676 for 3 contracts. Cal Start Contract for No No
. Legislative bill tracking conference, two unrelated
service, complete smog contracts.
check report.
002033 QI8 700 contracts 3/17/09 08-700 thru 08-713 fotaling | $2.1 million for DTS to provide No No
$2,375,042.20for 7 e-mail services and $179,760 fo
contracts. assist CARB in developing
accounting programs
002034 MLD 600 contracts 317109 08-500 thru 08-519 totaling Maintenance contracts. No No
$407,849.28 for 11
contracts,
002034 MSCD 600 contracts 3/17/09 08-600 thru 08-612 fotaling {yepariment of Finance auditing | No No
$1,603,825 for 4 contracts services and equipment
maintenance.
002035 MS OD 900 contracts 3/17/09 09-900 thru 08-911 totaling Maintenance contracts and No No
: $328261.12 for 6 contracts. smokKe testing reimbursement.
CA Highway Patrol Not AB 32 related.
reimbursement for smoke
testing.
002035 PTSD 700 contracts 3/17/09 08-751 thru 08-757 totaling 08-752 and 08-755 are listed on | Partiaily No
$465,621.22 for 4 coniracts. | Bates 000450-452 as AB 32 for
a total of $424,900.
002036 RD 300 contracts 317109 08-301, 08-309 and 08-312 | Ali AB 32 per Baies 000450452 | Partiailly No
-$1,272,211 3 contracts
002036 SSD 400 contracts 3/17/09 08-402 thru 411 - $925,000 Not AB 32 No No
3 contracts
002037 08/09 Contract 3/17/09 £8-000 thru 08-010 - Bil tracking and an No No
. Requests in Process $951,096.86 for 9 contracts | environmental initiative. Not AB
: 32
002038 ASD 800 contracts 37109 08-808 thru 08-821 - Sexual harassment training, No No
$216,500 for 3 contracts moving services, Not AB 32.
002039 EQ (OCC) 100 3nTog 08-103, 68-104 and a non- Two AB 32 related per Bales Partially No
contracts numbered confract totaling 000450-452 for a total of
$757,447 for 3 contracts $577,447.
002039 OIS 700 contracts 3MTI09 08-707 thru 08-716 Software, web and e-mail No No
$684,582.99 for 9 contracts | support. Not AB 32
002040 MLD 500 contracts 3/17/08 08-503 thru 08-526 Maintenance NG No

$386,386.65 for 15 contracts
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Table A-2: Catalogue of Acquired Expenditure Data ané Data Test Resuits for FY 2008-09

Bates # Document title or Topic | Date Contents Analysis - Consistent Validates
002040 MSCD 600 contracts 379 08-603 thru 08-613 Vehicle loans, unrelated No No
$59,394,999 for 8 contracis contracts
002041 MSOD 800 contracts 3M17/09 08-906 thru 08-914 Maintenance No No
$603.191 for 6 contracts
002041 PSTD 700 contracts 3/17/08 08-753 thru 08-764 Some related some not. Total Partiafly No
$1,0580,471.20 for 10 refated per Bates 000450-452
. coniracts equals $396,000
002042 RD 300 contracts 3/17/09 08-302 thru 08-333 Some related some not Total Partially No
: $7,345,280.50 for 28 related per Bates 000450-452
contracts equals $2,273,065.
002042 SSD 400 contracts 3/17/09 08-400 thru 08-421 Low carbon fuel standard Partially No
'$3,299,354 for 18 contracts, | related, no other contract
Contracts in Process as of related. Total related to AB 32
date. per Bates 000450-452 equals
: $813,354
003572 - State Air Resources 2/13/09 As of 1/31/08, RD, Motor Does not distinguish AB 32 No No
003580 Board Expenditures by ’ Vehicle Account work from other work. Partial
Program and Object: FY 2008-09
CALSTARS Report
003582-3583 | State Air Resources 2/13/09 As of 1/31/09, EQ, Motor Does not distinguish AB 32 No No
Board Expenditures by’ Vehicle Account work from other work, Partial
Program and Object: FY 2008-09
CALSTARS Report ,
004080 Fstimated Fee 3/24/09 Charges on output needed Not related fo current proposal. ~| No No
Revenue by Emission to recover payments and pay ' '
Source ongoing costs, Contemplates
ongoing costs of $55 milfion,
exciusive of loan repayments
004088- ARB Climate Change 5/27/09 ARB detall published 5/27/09 | Appears to be the method No No
004095 Staffing Resources to support Tables 3a and 4a. | selected for cost recovery.

Best conservative estimates

. $16,0886,806 for total staff .

allocation
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Appendix B

Comparisons of PYs and Staffing Expenditures from
Intermediate Product with Totals Shown on ARB
' - Tables 3a and 4a
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Table B-1: Staffing by Position/Class FY 2007-08

Data from Intermediate Product

Published Data

Data from Infermediate
Product

Initial Revised Allocated Meonthly
Position/Class AB 32 PY | AB32PY Table 3a PY Salaries
Air Pollution Spec Total 57.09 60,54 52.24 380237.9071
Air Res Sup | 18.64 19.3 19.5 1659782.9
Air Res Sup Hl 7.5 7.75 7.47 71598.1
Air Resources Engineer 20.6 20.36 19.68 134136.41
Assoc, Governmental Prog. 1.98 1.98 1.6 9500.38
Assoc, info Sys An/Sp 0.03 2.59 0.03 162,00
Asst Div Chief Total 1.5 0.45 1.4 4652.55
Auto Emissions Specialist il 0.3 0.3 1061.1
Aufo Emissions Specialist {il 0.66 0.66 .
C.E.A. Total 3.41 1.62 2.95 15697.83
Environmental Program Manager - | not shown | not shown 0.25
Exec Asst. 0.3 0.3 1.13 1144.55
Instrument Techn Total 0.2 0.2 0.2 997.2
Library tech asst. 0.02 0.02 0.02 53.9
Office Techn-Typing Total 0.8 0.8 1.42 2040.8
Special Consultant Total 0.5 0.6 0.16 2531.4
Staff Air Poliution Specialist 12.82 13.97 14.62 103098.13
Staff Services Analyst-Gen Total 2.82 2,82 1.56 9807.54
Staff Services Manager | 0.58 0.58 0.2 3310.76
Supervising Librarian Il Total 0.05 0.05. 0.05 319.95
Asst Prog Analyst 0.63 | not shown 0
Assoc. Personnel 0.3 0.3 | not shown 1277.74
Bus. Services Analyst 0.2 | not shown 728.8
Communications 0.4 U | not shown ]
Data Processing Manager [i} 0.3 | not shown
Information Officer 1.15 | not shown 7.370.35
Info Systems Techn Spec || Total 0.07 | not shown 0
Office Asst-Gen Total 0.05 0.05 | not shown 47,35
OT (T)/ Exec asst. 1 1 1| not shown 2686
Personnel Spec. 0.03 0.03 | not shown 89.79
Secretary Total 0.01 0.01 | not shown 32.65
Sr Info Systems Analyst-Spec
Total ) 0.02 1.08 | not shown 135.76
Sr Programmer Analyst-Supvr
Total 0.35 | not shown 0
Staff info SystemsAnalyst-Spec Total 1.37 | not shown 0
Staff Programmer Analyst-Spec Total 0.18 | not shown 0
Staff Services Manager Il I 0.2 0.2 | not shown 1432.6
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Table B-1: Staffing by Position/Class FY 2007-08

Data from Intermediate Product

Data from Intermediate
Product

Published Data

Initial Revised Alocated Monthly

Position/Class AB3I2PY | AB32PY Table 3a PY Salaries

Staff Services Manager [l 0.04 0.04 | not shown 264,08
Systems Software Spec. VIl 0.65 | not shown 0
Totals: 130.89 142.5 125.44 884,388.63
Annual allocated salaries in Intermediate Product {monthly allocated times

12%: ‘ . ' 10,612,663.53
Annual allocated salaries listed on 3a: 10,611,546
Revised PYs in positions not represented on 3a: 7.84
Revised PYs in positions shown on 3a {hon "administrative” positions): 134.89
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Table B-2: Staffing by Position/Class FY 2008-09

Data from
Intermediate
Data from Intermediate Product Published Data Product
Allocated
initial Revised Annual
Position/Class AB 32 PY AB 32 PY | Table 4a PY Salaries
Air Poliution Spec Total 80.085 79.545 84.44 | 6b43664.76
Air Resources Engr Total 31.18 3213 32.78 | 2689482.78
Air Resources Supvr | Total 23.56 25.32 26.2 | 2435212212
Alr Resources Supvr I Total 8.29 9.29 9.07 8963002.16
Assoc Govtl Prog Analyst Total 2.14 1.14 0.68 69468.84
Assoc Info Systems Analyst-Spec _ .
Total 3.34 0.15 0.03 188520.6
Asst. Div Chief Total 1.65 1.5 1.35 197622.59
Auto Emission Test Spec li Total 0 0 0.25 0
C.E.A. | Total 3.125 2.27 1 397457.28
C.E.A 1l Total 0 0 1.8
Exec Asst Total 1.3. 0.3 0.95 53757.6
instrument Techn Total 0.2 0.2 0.2 11966.4
Library Tech Asst Total 0.02 0.02 0.02 646.848
Office Asst-Gen Total 0.05 0.7 0.7 1325.52
Office Techn-Typing Total 2.6 1.4 2.2 97544.52
Special Consultant Total 0.5 0.2 3]
Staff Air Pollution Specialist Total 15.67 17.67 17.31 1639245.78
Staff Services Analyst-Gen Total 3.03 3.28 1.81 133658.256
Staff Services Mgr Total 0.9 0.8 0.2 65006,64
Supervising Librarian |l Total 0.05 0.0 0.056 3838.4
Alr Field Rep i Total 1.51 1.51 | not shown 89928
Assoc Prog Analyst-Spec Total 0.58 0.03 i not shown 41043.12
Assoc Acctg Analyst Total 0.05 not shown 3208.8
Assoc Budget Analyst Total 0.05 not shown 2772
Assoc Personnel Total .16 0.16 | not shown 8439.552
Assoc Business Mgt Analyst Total 0.02 0.02 | not shown 1283.52
Auto Emission Test Spec 1l Total 0.15 0.96 | not shown 8179.2
Business Service Asst-Spec Total 0.05 0.05 | not shown 2055,6
Business Service Officer -Spec Total not shown 0
Communications Director Total 0.35 | not shown g
DP Mgr # Total 0.33 (.02 | not shown 32626.44
Info Officer -Spec Total 0.01 0.01 § not shown 841,786
info Systems Techn Spec Il Total 0.1 0.01 1 not shown 6432
Info Officer Il Total 1.15 1.15 | not shown 88444.2
Pers Spec Total 0.12 0.12 | not shown 4756.68
Programmer |l Total 0.05 0.01 | not shown 1929.75
Secretary Total not shown ]

39




Table B-2: Staffing by Position/Class FY 2008-09

Data from

Intermediate
Data from Intermediate Product Published Data Product
Allocated

Initial Revised Annual

Position/Class AB 32 PY . AB 32 PY | Table 4a PY Salaries
Sr Info Systems Analysi-Spec Total 1,26 (.08 | not shown 98131.68
Sr Programimer Anaiyst-Spec Total 0.4 0.02 | not shown 32626.8

Staff info Systems Analyst-Spec

Total 1.62 0.08 : notshown 114199.54
Staff Programmer Analyst-Spec Total 0.18 0.01 | not shown 13966.56
Staff Services Mgr |l Total 0.02 0.02 | not shown 1584.48
Staff Services Mgr ill-Supvry Total 0.45 (.45 | not shown 404690.4
Systems Software Spec Il Total 0.7 0.04 | not shown 57640.56
Totals: ‘ 186.13 181.245 181.23* | 16141772.83

* column actually totals to 181.24

Total annual allocated Salaries from Intermediate Product: 16,141,773
Total annual allocated Salaries shown on 4a: 16,086,806
Total revised PY for positions not shown on 4a 5.08

Total revised PY for positions shown on 4a 176.165
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Appendix C

Comparisons of PYs and Staffing Expenditures

from Intermediate Product with Totals Shown on

ARB Published 5-27-09 Climate Change Staffing
- Resource Spreadsheet
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Table C-1; Staffing by Division FY 2007-08

Data from 5-27
Climate Change
Staffing Resource

Data from Intermediate Product Spreadsheet
Allocated Allocated
Initial Revised Monthly Yearly Allocated
AB 32 AB 32 Salaries Salaries Total Yearly
Division PY PY el il PY Salaries
not
ASD 1.82 1,67 7,923 98,075 | listed
ED 5.99 5.54 41,504 498,047 4.00 376,044
1 EO (OCC) 19.78 19.25 125,019 1,500,227 ¢ 2232 1,812,398
not
LEG OFF 2.45 2.45 12,422 149,067 | listed
MLD 2.05 2.05 14,602 175,222 3.15 276,750
MSCb 6.35 7.35 54,609 855,313 8.60 630,633
MSOD 1.01 2.33 4,566 54,786 2.33 166,810
) not
QI 7.53 0 listed
. not
PIO 2.71 2.31 14,560 174,725 | listed
PTSB 27.53 26.38 177,669 21320281 22.71 1,921,378
RD 30.06 31.46 214,108 2,569,268 31.25 2,600,939
S8b 32,02 34,22 217,409 2,608,802 32,99 2,826,692
Totals across all ’ :
divisions 131.74 142.54 884,389 | 10,612,664 | 125.44 10,611,544
i Total exciuding
ASD, LEG
OFF,0IS and
PIO* 124.76 128.58 849,483 | 10,193,796 | 125.44 10,611,544
Totals for
Excluded ASD,
PIO, LEG OFF
and OIS * 6.93 13.96 34,906 418,872

*These divisions are not listed on the 5-27 spreadsheet and according to the May 8 staff report were included

in the amount noted as "Administrative overhead"

** OIS lacks salary data for FY 07-08 and OIS positions have ailocated salary amounis of zero. In FY 08-09,

OIS positions do have allocated salaries.

*** Yearly allocated salaries were not included in the Intermediate Product for FY 07-08; for the purposes of
comparison, here they are calculated by multiplying the allocated monthiy salaries by 12.

**** Thare are several individuat positions in depariments ather than OIS which show PY spent but do not

include salary info.
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Table C-2: Staffing by Division FY 2008-2009

Table C-2: Staffing by Division FY 2008-2009

Data from Intermediate Product

Data from 5-27 Glimate Change
Staffing Resource Spreadsheet

Allocated
Initial Revised Yearly
AB 32 AB 32 Salaries Total Allocated
Division PY PY b PY Yearly Salaries
ASD Total 2,36 2.31 157,357.87 | not listed
ED Total 10.21 9.86 921,195.48 6.75 642,537.00
EO (0OCC)
Total 35 195 2,752,232.52 32.72 | 2,731,928.00
LEG OFF :
Total 2.35 2.35 157,870.80 | not listed
MLD Total 4.985 4,985 417,893.76 3.61 389,875.00
MSCD Total 13.2 14.45 | 1,217,584.64 10.7 1,037,417.00
MSOD Total 1.365 3 116,752.20 2.86 190,157.00
OIS Total 8.97 0.4 626,809.21 | not listed
PIQ Total 2.41 2.76 188,004.98 | not listed .
PTSD Total 23.05 2811 2,169,626.12 27.2 2,524,136.00
RD Total 34.82 38,37 | 3,211,375.72 36.87 3,293,387.00
SSD Total 47.41 57.16 | 4,205,060.55 59.49 5,277,371.00
Totals across
all divisions 186.13 181.245 | 16,141,772.83 180.2 16,086,808
Excluding
ASD, LEG
OFF, OIS and
Plo* 170.04 173.425 | 15,011,729.99 - 180.2 16,086,808
Totals for
Exciuded
ASD, PIO,
LEG OFF and
ols * 16.09 7.82 | 1,130,042.84

* These divisions are not listed on the 5-27 spreadsheet and according fo the May 8 staff report were
included in the amount calculated as "Administrative Overhead”

“ Annual allocated amounts are consistent with initial PY estimates and appear not to have been
adjusted fo reflect revised esfimated PY.
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Appendix D

Comparisons of Contract Totals for Different
Documents in the Acquired Expenditure Data with
Contract Totals on Tables 3a and 4a
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Table D-1: Contracts FY 2007-08

Contract Referenced Bates # | Comments/Notes
Contract # | Service Pg 000454 | Pg 000150 | Pg 000025 | Pg 000007 | Pg 000626 | Pg 000136
Management & Tech :
Support Participating in
07-107 | wcl ; 89,000 | 89,000 89,000
Meeting & event support for
07-111 AB 32 implementation 48,438 48,438 48,438
Web design for climate web . 49,660 listed in FY 08-09
07-114 nages 55,160 5,500 55,160 | (000150)
Evaluation and validation of
) CO2 estimates of EMFAC 400,000 listed in FY 06-07
and OFFROAD through {000150); term listed is FY 06-
06-744 Vehicle Activity Analysis 400,000 0 400,000 | 97 through $8-09 (000136)
GIS Based California
Locomotives Emissions term listed is FY 05-08 through
05-736 Inventory 160,415 | 08-09 (000136)
term listed is FY 06-07 through
06-726 CCAR Protocol 586,700 586,700 290,000 586,000 586,000 | 586,700 | 08-09 (000136)
Growth Surrogates for GHG . h not received as of 4/28/09
07-723 Emissions 250,000 ¢] 250,000 250,000 250,000 | 000150}
Conduct review of modeling
studies of the impacts of
transit, land use and pricing
strategies on vehicle travel
and GHG emissions;
coordinate associated 100,045 listed in FY 08-09
07-716 workshops 194,500 100,046 184,000 194,500 [ 090150
07-719 Development of GHG tool 249,900 249,900 250,000 250,000 250,000 249,900
Technical Analysis re: GHG
07-722 Reduction {oil & gas sector} 60,000 60,000 60,000 60,000 60,000 60,000
Training for Independent .
07-729 verifiers of GHG Reporting 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
‘ i 31,311 and 19,155 listed in FY
08-08 and 09-10, respectivaly
07-304 Climate Change Scenarios 191,653 134,087 191,553 | (060G150)
53,029 and 26,514 listed in FY
Retail Climate Change 08-08 and 98-10, respectively
.07-322 Mitigation . 265,144 185,601 265,144 | (000150
Employee Loan from £PA -
07-324 advise on climate change 90,336 90,336 90,336
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Table D-1: Contracts FY 2007-08

Contract Referenced Bates # i Comments/Notes
Contract # | Service Pg 000454 | Pg 000150 | Pg 000025 | Pg 000007 | Pg 000026 | Pg 000136
Support for AB 32
07-326 Commilftes - 4,999 4,989 4,999
59,553 and 29,776 listed in FY
Destruction of Ozone 08-09 and 09-10, respectively
07-330 Depleting 297,765 208,436 297,765 | (000150}
Provide technical
07-334 assistance re; Scoping Ptan 49,936 49,936 49,9356
term is FY 08-0%/03-10
{000454}, 125,659 and 62,829
listed in FY 08-09 and 09-10,
respectively {000150); term
California Carbon Footprint listed is FY 08-08/09-1C
07-344 Calculator 628,292 439,805 628,292 [ (000138)
Technical writing and
support for the CA climate 5,000 listed in FY 08-08 -
Q7-347 change 47,110 42 110 47,110 | (000150
07-405 Low Carbon Fuel Standard 238,453 238,453 238,453
SA 07-4001 | Low Carbon Fuel Standard 4,995 0 4,995
Goods Movement - Hybrid
07419 Tug Testing 150,000 150,000 150,000
07-409 Low Carbon Fuel Standard 350,000 350,000 350,000
Sponsor Low Carbon Fuel
SA 07-4002 | Standard Conference 5,000 8] 5,000
Multimedia Analysis for
07-418 Biodiese! 100,000 100,000 100,000
Multimedia Analysis for
07-417 Biodiesel 100,000 100,000 100,000
07-404 Low Carbon Fuel Standard 100,000 100,000 100,000
Q7-407 Advanced Vehicles 100,000 100,000 100,000
68,852 and 34,976 listed in FY
(8-08 and 09-10, respectively
07-312 Ozone Depleting Substance 349,758 244 830 (000150}
79,835 and 19,984 listed in FY
Inventory Applications of (8-09 and 09-10, respectively
07-313 Perfluorocarbons 199,840 89,920 (000150)
07-319 Vehicle Emissions 22,500
20,000 and 10,000 listed in FY
Evaluation of Efficiency 08-09 and 09-10, respectively
07-321 Activities 100,000 70,000 (000150}
Eqnvironmental Justice and 5,000 listed in FY 08-09
07-341 Climate Change Report 50,000 45,000 (000150)
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Table D-1: Contracts FY 2007-08

Contract Referenced Bates # [ Comments/Notes
Contract # | Service Pg 000454 | Pg 000150 Pg 000025 | Pg 000007 | Pg 000026 | Pg 000136
Energy 2020 integrated . :
Mutti-Region Energy Model
- Ali Fuel Demand Sector 40,000 and 20,000 listed in FFY
07-348 Simulations 200,000 140,000 08-08 and 09-10, respectively
Suppaort for Haagen-Smit ’
RO7-349 | Symposium 25,000 0
000025 is totai for PTSD
TOTAL 5,804,379 | 4,233,097 800,000 | 1,540,000 | 1,346,000 ! 5,017,695 | contracts only
Contracts total refiected in 3a (FY 07-08)..$4,652,429
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Table D-2: Contracts FY 2008-09

Contract Referenced | Bates # Comments/Notes
. Pg 000450- Pg 002031-
Contract # Service Pg 000150 | 452 2042+
07-114 Web design for climate web pages | 48,660
Conduct review of modeling studies
of the impacts of transit, land use
and pricing strategies on vehicle
travel and GHG emissions;
Q7-716 coordinate associated workshops 100,045
K : : Alt contracts listed in Bates
07-304 Climate Change Scenarios 31,311 4 000150 for FY 08.09 are
07-322 Retail Climate Change Mitigation 53,029 contracts with 07 prefixes
07-330 ; : 50 553 {presumably initiated or
3 Destruction of Ozone Depleting , approved in FY 07-08);
Californta Carbon Footprint . these contracts do sot
07-344 Calculator 125,659 appear in other lists of FY
07-347 Technical writing and support for 5000 gggiﬁ%ﬁiﬁ)@?ra@in though
- the CA dlimats change : Bales #000450-452 does
07-312 Ozone Depisting Substance 69,852 rote two additionas 07~
Inventory Applications of prefixed contracts that were
07-313 Perfiuorocarbons 70,936 awarded addilional monies,
07-321 Evatuation of Efficiency Activities 20,000
Environmental Justice and Climate
07-341 Change Report 5,000
Energy 2020 Integrated Multi-
Region Energy Model - Al Fuel
07-348 Demand Sector Simulations 40,000
08-104 Public meetings and workshops 380,447 309,447 .
Wastern Climate Initiative
08-105 Contribution 178,000 178,000
07-114-1 extra funding 16,000 to Symsoft
This contract for $175,000
is noted as "not related” to
08-752 Developsment of Inventory - AB 52 (000450)
Software Customization of GHG
08-755 mandatory reporting tool 249,900 249,900
Updates to ARB's Wildiand Fire '
Emission Estimation System
08-761 software application 96,000 98,000 .
Total contract amount listed
is $300,060 {on both
000450 and 002041) but
. contract is designated as
) coding and analytical services on “15% related” 1o AB 32
08-763 the EMFAC/OFFROAD models 45,000 45,000 (000450)
' ‘This contract, fike 08-7585,
continued development of GHG is with Perrin Quarles
08-765 reporting tool software application 249,900 Associales.
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Table D-2: Contracts FY 2008-09

Contract Referenced

Bates # Commenis/Notes
. Pg 000450- Py 002031
Contract # Service Pg 000150 | 452 2042*
It is unciear whether this
should be regarded as the
same confrast as 07-7186,
above, which also went o
UC Berkeiey and which
was an FY 07-08 contract
for which funds were listed
as encumbered in FY 08-
09 {000150), or if this is
aciually money in addition
to that contract's stated
07-718-1 additionat funds 94,600 total amount of 194,500.
08-303 Cool Communities 350,000 350,000
‘ Climate Change web portal
08-301 consultant 4,950 4,950
Participate in California Green
08-309 Dream Expo 4,988 4,999
Behavior Energy and Climate
08-311 Change 4,950
0004590 notes that this
confract is for research into
feebates for ihe Scoping
08-312 conference (UC Davis) 796,641 796,641 Plan
review of climate change research
08-313 efforts 15,000 15,000
assistance to deveiop a cool
community project in support of AB
08-314 32 ' 350,000 350,000
evaluation of Refrigerant Recovery
08-320 from Shipping Containers 110,000 110,000
Totaj contract amount listed
is $750,000 {on both
Understanding of pariicle radiative (00451 ancd 002042) but
forging emitted from Combustion 000451 notes that "25%
08-323 sources 187,500 187,500 could berelated to AB 32"
Assessment of Baseline Nitrous
08-324 Oxide Emissions 300,600 300,000
Behavioral Determinants of Home
08-325 Energy Consumption : 250,000 250,000
Contract listed is for
$50,000 but note says itis
COC's from agricultural soil not funded by ARB and is
R-08-329 furnigation - not AB 32 related
Re: AB 32 related-ness,
CA Commercial End-Use Survey document 000451 says
08-330 Data Review ] 4,940 4,940 "left @ messaga"
Economic Effects of Climate
08-331 Change Strategies 48,425 48,425
Support ARB's 2009 Haagen-Smit
R-08-332 Symposium 25,000 25,000
develop/create a five minute
feature for & show fitled "Our
08-333 Planet” ‘ 19,700 19,700
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Table D-2: Contracts FY 2008-09

Contract Referenced

Bates # Cofmments/Notes
. Pg 060450« Pg 002031-
Contract # Service Pg 000150 | 452 2042+
Re: AB 32 refated-ness,
Analysis of Emissions Data from document 000451 says
08-334 transport systems 49,000 "left a message”
Greenhouse Gas Performance
08-335 Analysis for Commetclal Buiidings 125,000
08-337 2009 Haagen-Smit Symposium 80,000
08-338 Survey of Smali Businesses 16,000
Re: AB 32 related-ness,
document 000452 says
07-324-2 adéditional cost 33,480 “lef a message”
Developing Catifornia Low Carbon
08-408 Fuel Standard 413,000 413,000
08-410 Impacts on California economy 300,354 300,354
’ ' Contract fisted is for
contractor will host the web $347,000 but note says it is
08-411 apptications - not AB 32 related
emissions {ests befween diese! fuel
and various blends of biodiesel
08418 fuels 50,000 50,000
emissions tests betwsen diesel fusl
and various biends of biodiesel
R-08-419 fugls 50,000 50,000
Total 639,145 4,911,786 | 4,248,856

Contracts total reflect

l

ed in 4a (FY 08-09): $5,900,000

* These pages list all ARB and Cal/EPA contracts approved or "in process" as of 3-17-09 and do not designate
which of them are AB 32 related. Thus, we have used this list only to examine the consistency of amounts for
the 2008 contracts listed in Bates #000450-000452, which are designated as AB 32 related (except where
gorrections or adiustments are noted).
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Appendix E

The Intermediate Product‘
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Ochoa,'iﬂatficié@éRB

.- From: - Chang, Edie@ARB

- Bent: . Monday, May 04, 2009 4:29 P\
To: T Costanting, Jon@ARB
- Subject:” - Fwd: ARB &C Staffing Resources F—'YG? 08 for assignment PMIxls
Attdchments: ' ,  ARB CC Staff ing Resources FYD?~08 for assignment PMlxts
'ARB CC Staffing

- Resources FY07...

Sent via my ARB Verizon Centro™
w-w-Original Messa}ge--;--

From: "Anderson, Sharon (OCC}@ARB" <ghanders@arb.ca.gév>
Subj: ARB CC Staffing Resources FY07-08 for assignment PMIxls
Date; Mon-May 4, 2009 3: 55 pm . g
Size: 43 bytes oot

To "Chang, Edie@ARB" <echang@arb ea. gov>

Deleted J udy and added Lisa Holm instead. o

ARB Response to May 28, 2008 PR{\ Requests 000419



CLASS CLASSFIXNAME . DIV
AIR POLUTION SPEC MACUMBE LEG OFF
- AIR POLUTION SPECVLASEK, (LEG OFF -
AIR POLUTION SPEC DALLAS, FFIO !
AIR POLUTION SPEC SWANTOMNPIO
AIR POLUTION SPEC SCHILLA, ,RD
Alr Poliution 8pec Total
ASSOC BUS MNGT APILE, LYNIASD
ABSOC BUS MNGT ASANCHEZ ASD b
‘ Assoc Business Mgt Analyst Total
ASQ GOVRL PROG ACHAVEZ, IPIO
ASO GOVRL PROG A STANIGH, PID
. ASD GOVRL PROG A HARVEY, 1ASD
ASO GOVRL PROG A KRAMER, ASD .
ASO GOVR,L PROG AMACIAS, LASD
" Assoc Govll Prog Analyst Total
. ASO PERSONNEL AMNBOLLINGEASD
ASO PERSONNEL AN BRENNAN ASD
'ASO PERSONNEL AN LOVELESEASD
' - Assoc Personnel Analyst Total
BUS.SVS A SP GOMEZ, AASD
BUSNSSVSASP  GALVEZ, fASD ;
Business Service Asst-Spec Total -
BUSSVS QISP -MCALISTEASD

. 5482 .
6563 .

7214,
7214"

4674

5094

5348
5348
§348

5003 .

3322

4620

4446

3644

-Business Service Officer i-Spec Total

C.EA. GOLDSTE EC (QCC).
C.EA. STEPHAN:ASD
CEA. . BROOKS, ASD
C.EA | Total

COMMUNICATIONS [ KAY, LED PEO
EXECA- MASSEY, IPIO
Exec Asst Total
INFORMATN OFFCR PAAUWE, PIO
INFORMATN OFFCR YOUNG, SPID
. info Officer H'Total
INF OF /5P CAESAR, IPIO
Info Officer I-Spec Total -
OFF TECH (TYPING} CHOUDHA ASD
Office Techn-Typing Total -
PERSNL 8P . COLBERT.ASD
PERSNL SP. . TAMBURCASD
A .. Pers Spec Total _ ’
SECRETARY CAPAS-JAPIO
Secretary Total
SRINFO SYS AN/SP LUNA, DATASD ,
. 8r Info Systems Analyst-Spec’ Toiat
STAFF SER AN (GEN PADDOCKLEG OFF
BTAFF SER AN (GEN DARRING” ASD
STAFF.SER-AN {GEN PARKER, 1ASD
- STAFF BER AN (GEN ESPINOZAASD
' Staff Services Analyst-Gen Total .

Communications Director Total ~ ©

11969 7.

10620
7838

9190

1

1
3
"t
i

:- : ) [

4427

3779

6409

6409

. 2993

‘3668

. 3893

. 1343

- pr8s f

Monthly Sﬂ% QF TIME Revused % ALLOCATI Position

- 0.85 0.85  4668.2 1
" 085 - 085 427895 1
0.5 05 3807 1
025 . 025 18035 1
07 - 08 42066 1
0 0 1
.0 1
0 1
045 045 8022 R
005~ 005  267.4 1.
- 0.06 0.06 320.88 1
0.12 012 611.16 1.
- 0.07 0.07 . 23254 1
0.13 0.3 6006 - 1
01 01 . 4448 1
0.2 02 7288 - 1
: 0. 1
0 0 1
0.76 0.25 209225 1
0.45° 0. 1
.01 0:01  78.38 4
0.4 P R
026 025 94475 1. -
015 015 98135 . 1.
1 1 6409 1
o 3
02 02 2686 1
L .0 1
003 003 8979 1
001 001 _ 3285 1
0.02° 002 13876 | - 1.
095 . 095 84754 1
006 . 006 233.58 1
- 0 1
0 1

" ARB Response fo May 28, 2009 PRA Requests 000420



STAFF SVS MANGER HOLLINGS ASD ‘ 5897 0.03 0.03 ~ 176.91

ARB Response to May 28, 2009 PRA Requests 000421

. 1
STAFF SVS MANGER BRUNKHC ASD : : 0 1
STAFFE SVS MANGER GARCIA, JASD 5855 0.3 ‘0.3 17555 1
STAFF SVS MANGER SIMMONS ASD 5616 - 0.05 005 28075 . 1
_ Staff Services Mgr | Total o _ ‘ :
STAFF SVS MGR It TANIMOT(ASD o g 1, ¢ . -0 1.
STAFF SVS MGR I WATKINS, ASD - 7163 0.2 - 0.2 T 14328 i
Staff Services Mgr LH-Supvry Total . L
STF 8VS MGR II/SUP DEL TORCASD " 6602 0.04 004 26408 o1
Staff Services Mgr 11-Supvry Total ) : .
STAFF SER AN (GEN STERLING EC (OCC) 3599 B 1 - 2599 1
Staff Services Analyst-Gen Total Iy i '
AIR POLUTION SPEC ESLINGEFR PTSD -~ 6237 - 075 075 487775 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC HALM, CH PTSD . 214 025 025 18035 1
AIR POLUTION SPECSCOTT, KIPTSD 3435 - 075 0.75 257825 1
"AIR POLUTION SPEC SPENCER PTSD o724 075 0t 6724 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC LI, LINYIN(RPTSD 7214 0.5 0.5 . 3807 1.
. AIR POLUTION SPECVAYSSIER PTSD . 68455 . 0.95 0.95 61 3226 - 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC LOWERY, -PTSD - Bg4 . 4 -1 5924 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC HAMBLETIPTSD - 8907 1 1 8907 "1
AIR POLUTION SPECMOSHER, PTSD o 6237 1 6237 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC OLIVER, CPTSD 6712 1 1 5712 1
- AIR POLUTION SPEC SAHOTA, IPTSD 7214 . 1 1 7214 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC ERSKINE, PTSD 8493 0.04 004 25872 B
AIR POLUTION SPEC MAGBUHAPTSD T 7214 o ‘ 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC PETATE, EPTSD 3003 . 025 0.25 . 975.75 1
* ' AIR POLUTION SPEC DANG, COPTSD L7204 0.25- 025 18035 1
. AIR POLUTION SPEC SARDAR, ' PTSD 5940 03 . 0.9 594 1
AIR POLUTION SPECALEXIS, AIPTSD 7214 01 64 721.4 1,
-AIR POLUTION SPEC DOLNEY, IPTSD | 5940 0.3 03 - 1782 R
AIR POLUTION SPECLIVINGST(PTSD 5940 - 0.2 0.2 . 1188 1
Air Potiutnon Spec Total o . : '
AIR RES ENG LUTTER, FPTSD 6270 ' 1 1 8270 1
'AIR RES ENG BURMICH, PTSD 8012, A 1 8012 1
AIR RES ENG LAWVER, PTSD 8214 . - 1 1 6214 - 1
AIR RES ENG - DUGYON, PTSD 5040 03 . 03 15147 1
AIR RESENG HANCOCKPTSD 7817 0.34 0.34 2589.78 1
ARRESENG® ' SHAMASUPTSD 7214 0.3 T 03 21842 1
AIR RES ENG FUTABA, [PTSD 7214 005 0.05 360.7 1
AIR RES ENG " DAl, ZHENPTSD 6237 025 0.25 1560.25 1
AIR RES ENG JAW, SHY PTSD 6549 0.15 0.15  982.36 1
AIR RES ENG MALCHOV PTSD 5914 0.5 0.5 - 2057 1
AIR RES ENG YOON, SE PTSD 8549, - 0.5. 0.5 = 32745 1
Air Resources Engr Total , : '
AIR RES SUP | SKIMP, DAPTSD 8965 05 . 05 44825 1
AR RES SUP | TASAT, W PTSD 8965 0.95 095 8516.75 . 1
AIR RES SUP | THOMPSCPTSD 8965 I T 8965 1
AIR-RESSUP | TAYLOR, . PTSD 8609 01. . 01, 8609 1
'AIR RES SUP | LONG, JEFPTSD 8985 0.05 = 005 - 448.25. 1
AIR RES SUP | - SAX, TODIPTSD 8813 0.1 0.1 881.3 1
Alr Resources Supvr | Total : '
AIRRES SUP Il BODE, RICPTSD T 9842 0.75 075 73815 1



AIRRESSUPH  BENJAMINPTSD 9842 . 01 . 04 9842 1
Alr Resources Supvr {] Total

C.EA. . MURCHIStPTSD , = 10886 05 0 1
' C.EA. | Total S FRE , : .
STFARPOLSP  HUNSAKE PTSD 7617 7.+ 0.95 085 7236145 - 1
STFARPOLSP"  GAFFNEY,PTSD 8249 1 1. 8249 1

STFARPOLSP  ZHOU, LEIPTSD 8054 0.2 02 16108

e

Staff Air Pollution Spec Total
AIR POLLUTION SPE Blackburn, EQ {QCC)

- @ 1
AIR POLLUTION SPE Gray, Jenn EQ (OCG) 0 1
AIR POLLUTION SPE Knox, Bill EO {OCC) Q 1
AIR POLLUTION SPE Davis, Che EQ {OCC) R 1
AIR POLLUTION SPE Willmon, T EQ (OCC) S 0 1.
. AIRPOLUTION SPECFARR, MAEO (OCC). 5897 1 1 5997 XN
. AR POLUTION SPEC HART, GE! EO(OCC) - 6909 -1 1 '690% 9
AIR POLUTION SPEC KHAMOU, EQ {QCC) Bb48 1 1 6548 1
AR POLUTION SPECRAYMONLEC (OCC) -~ 6875 . 1 1 6875 1 -
AIR POLUTION SPEC BLAKESLEEO (OCC) - 6904 - 1 1 6904 1
AIR POLUTION SPECDONHOWIEO (OCC) . 3903 © + "1 . 13903 1.
AIR POLUTION SPEC DUVALL, FEQ {0CC),. 6871- B 1 ..6871 1
AIR POLUTION SPECTUTER, BFEQ (OCC) ~ | 7214 1 1 7214 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC MIYASATCRD : 6549 - (.35 ‘035 220215 10
AIR POLUTION SPECROGERS, PTSD 6549 . 075 0.75 491175 1
Air Pollution Spec Totel . : ' '
AIR RES ENG Nottoli, Juc EO (QCC) | P 0 1
AIR RES ENG WITHYCOPTSD  _+ 72917+ 0O . 0 1
AR RES ENG KALANDIY PTSD - N 0.5 0 1.
AIRRESENG - KRISHNARPTSD - 0 1
Air Resources Engr Total : . : .
AIR RES SUP | ANDERSQEQ {OCO) . 7954 1 1 7954 1
AlR RES SUP | . COSTANTEQ (0CC) 8769 1 : 1 . B768 1
CAIR RES-8UPY TRAN, HIERD 8597 01 0.1 - 85697 1
AIR RES'SUP1 OEY, SYLAPTED o 0 - Tt
Alr Resources Supvr | Total . S '
AIR RES SUP 1i CCHANG, EEC(OCC) . 8842 1 1. 0842 1
AIRRESSUPI - KENNEDY EQ (OCC) 8087 1 -1 8097 1
Air Resources Supvr 1l Total ' _ e '
ASO GOVRL PROGAATKINSOMEO (OCC) - 4689 1 1 4888 . 1
Assoc Govtl Prog Analyst Total R : ‘
CEA . . SHULOCK EQ (OCC) 1045'6 L 1 1 10456 1
C.EA. | Total , T ‘
EXEC A Smith, SanEQ (OEC) '~ . .. . .0 1
OT(M / EXECA  MAHER, REQ (0CC) 2686 4 1 . 2686 1
Exec Asst Total ' . ' ' .
OFF TECH (TYPING) Seghers, CEO (OCC) - . 0 1
Office Techn-Typing Total . : ' : S '
STF AR POL 8P VARENCHEO {QCC) 8249 .. '\ 1. 1 8249 1
" Stdff Air Pollution Spec Total B : '
AIR POLLUTION SPE Bamberget EQ (OCC) D 1
AIR POLLUTION SPE Ceombs, NEO (OCC) 0 1
AIR POLLUTION SPE Fuji, Mihoy EQ (QCC) 0 1
"0 1

AIR POLLUTION SPE Mattu, Mar EQ (OCC)

ARB Resppnse fo May 28, 2008 PRA Requests 000422



AIR POLLUTION SPE Olsson, ReEO (OCC)
AIR POLLUTION SPE Orlande, G EO (OCC)

. AIR POLLUTION SPE Zaragosa, EO (OCC)
"+ AIR POLUTION SPEC AGUILA, BEQ (OCC)

AIR POLUTION SPEC PRESTON, ED
AIR POLUTION SPEC SIMANGAIED
AIR POLUTION SPEC SPREADBED
AIR POLUTION SPEC O'CONNOI ED
AIR POLUTION SPEC RATLIFF, tED
AIR POLUTION SPEC MORA, HCED
AIR POLUTION SPEC ROSS, CHED

-AIR POLUTION SPEC BERGHOLED

AIR POLUTION SPEC GERGEN, ED

© AR POLUTION SPEC BARBER, ED

AIR POLUTION SPEC OPFER, R.ED
AIR POLUTION SPEC BOWERS, RD
AIR POLUTION SPEC CHOW, Y£RD
AIR POLUTION SPEC GALLAGHIRD
AIR POLUTION SPEC SEIDLER, RD
AIR POLUTION SPEC BAYTHAV(RD
AIR POLUTION SPECLEEMAN, YRD'

‘A!R POLUTION SPECADILI, KANRD

AIR POLUTION SPEC BOCK, CORD
AIR POLUTION SPEC CHEN, BEIRD
AIR POLUTION SPEC KENNEDY RD
AIR POLUTION SPEC SHELBY, ERD . -

‘AIR POLUTION SPECSTORELLIRD

AIR POLUTION SPEC PAPKE, D/RD.
AIR POLUTION SPEC GARCIA, CRD
AIR POLUTION SPEC GILBREATRD'

. AIR POLUTION SPEC JAREEN, 'RD

AIR POLUTION SPEC YAP, POH.RD

. AIR POLUTION SPEC ALVARAIX RD

AIR POLUTION SPECAUSTIN, JIRD

~ AIR POLUTION SPECHSU, YINCRD

AIR POLUTION SPEC JAKOBER, RD
AIR POLUTION SPEC MARA, STIRD
AIR POLUTION SPEC SCHEEHLIRD
AIR POLUTION-SPEC JOHNSON 88D
AlR POLUTION SPECKIGER, JE 88D
AIR POLUTION SPEC NAJJAR, TSSD
AIR POLUTION SPEC KOMLENK 88D
AIR POLUTION SPECVILLALOBSSD
AIR POLUTION SPEC ADAMS, N SSD
AIR POLUTION SPECLEE, STEF 88D
AIR POLUTION SPECLEYVA; LLSSD
AIR POLUTION SPEC PENFIELD 88D

'AIR POLUTION SPEC TRENSCH 88D

AIR POLUTION SPEC YEUNG, L 880
AIR POLUTION BPEC LOCKE, JISSD
AIR POLUTION SPEC ANDERSQ SSD

- AIR POLUTION SPEC JOHNSTO 88D

4674

7214

5252
5864
65549

4908.

7314

PACS

(7214
7214

24a
5940
5497
7214

- 4674.02

6871
8774
8752
4908
7214
4908
8777
6497
7314
6505

5153
5840 -

7214
7244
6548
6549

7214

9214

6777
7214
7214
6549

7214

6237
3003

7214
7214
8549
4452

qgoé‘

6549

1

0.66

0.66
0.3
0.5

0.45.

0.02

0.01

0.03

008

(}42

F 06
0.42

0.2
0.3
0.3
0.8

0.2
0.5
0.01

0.85
0.25

04

0.3

.04

0.2
0.3
0.25
0.3
0.2

0.55
04
04
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0.66

0.66 .

0.3

D5 -

6.15

0.02

0.01
0.03

005

0.42

08

0.42

0.2
0.3
0.3
0.8

0.2
0.9
0.01

0.1

0.95
0.26

0.1 -

0.3
0.1
02
0.3

0.25

0.3
0.2

. 0.87
.0.585

-0.4
0.4

0

0

0

4674 -

4781.24

3466.32-

1788.2
3274.5
7362

146.28 -
0

7244

© 216.42
. 3807 -
[+

7214
2494.8
3608.2

'3029.88
Q.

6871
1354.8
20256
1472.4
5771.2

4908
1355.4

| 5847.3
73.14
el

o
0

7214

0

6548
§221.55
1803.5
7214,
-654.9

20331

. 7214

© 1442.8
1964.7 -

1803.5
18711

7808
0. .
7214

4833.38
3601.85
1780.8

1661.2 .

JREE S W S S A -



AIR POLUTION SPEC SUTHERL éSD " 8875 . 0.3 0.3 20628

1
. AIR POLUTION SPECCOLL.ORD 88D 6168 0.8 - 08 - 49344 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC GARGIA, ASSD 7214 0:8 ‘0.8 57712 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC POMALES SSD 7214 0.1 017214 1
AIR POLUTION SPECALTMAN, {SSD 1442 04 04 144.2 1,
_ AIR POLUTION SPEC POWERS, 8SD . 3925 0.2 . 0.2 785 1
AIR POLUTION SPECWELLER, 188D 4874 D5 . - 0.5 - 2337 1
~ AIR POLUTION SPEC YAMASHI1SSD 4874 0.5 - 0.5 2337 1
" AIR POLUTION SPEC DIAMOND, S8D 7214 0.01 0.01 7214 1,
AIR POLUTION SPEC SPRANGE S8D 903 g.01 . 001 '9.03, 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC SUROVIK, 88D 5774 0.05 - 005 28355 1
AIR POLUTION SPECSTEBBINSSSD | 7214 05 0.5 3607 1
~ AIR POLUTION SPECVIOLET; A 88D 4674 ., 06  05. 2837 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC LING-TAYISSD . PN 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPECLOZO, CAISSD =+ 3779 . 0.96 0.95 ~3590.06 1
. AR POLUTION SPECWERNER, $80 @ ;' - by .0 1.
AIR POLUTION SPECCASTANEISSD =/ 3908 .. 0.5 0.05  195.15 1
AIR POLUTION SPECGLABE, ALSSD - 5997 1 o 5097 N
AIR POLUTION SPEC INGRAM, A SSD 7083 - - 1 - 7063 1
AIR POLUTION SPECLORESTAISSD 6817 . 1 o1 817 g -
AIR POLUTION SPEC SINGH, MiSSD . ¢ . B 0 1
" AIR POLUTION SPEC SOLARZ, £SSD : : 0 1
AR POLUTION SPEC BAKER, FIMSCD - B4 0.2 . 02 10822 1
AIR POLUTION SPECSPENCERMSCD . | - : g 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC CHEN, DA'MSCD 7064 0.5 0.5 3532 1
AIR POLUTION SPECPINTAR, HMSCD 5997 1 1 5997 1.
AIR POLUTION SPECLIVINGST(PTSD 6237 076 0,75 4877.75 A
AIR POLUTION SPEC PANEK, JEPTSD 4990 1 1 4990 1.
AIR POLUTION SPECDICARLO, PTSD 7214 . 025 0.25 18035 (
'AIR POLUTION SPECKIMURA, LPTSD 1582 075 075  1188.5. . 1
Air Poliution Spec Total . ' . . _ :
'AIR RES ENG WADE, SAEO (OCC) - _ w0 1
AIR RES ENG MCCORMED | 7214 0.66 0.66 4761.24° 1
- AIR RES ENG _CHURCH, RD - 7617. . 068 0:85 4951.05 . 1
AIRRESENG . PARK, SE(RD - 594D v O 0 1
AIRRESENG .  DEAN, JE£SSD 8237 o 04 01 6237 1
AMRRESENG - CHOWDHISSD . @  7617': > 02. 0.1 761.7 1
AIR'RES ENG FONG,SUSSD ~ +  6871:+. 03 0.3 20813 1
- AIR RES ENG _FISCHER, 8SD 7244 - 02 - 02 . 14428 1
AIR RES ENG HURLEY, (SSD. 7214 0.1 0.4 7214 1.
AIRRESENG -~ - MAYEUR, SSD 4889 1 . 058 284142 1
AIR RES ENG MROWKASSD ~ 4889 ' 1 A 4899 S
AIR RES ENG. SIROKY,hSSD ¢+ 7288 ° 1 0.58  4209.64 1
" AIR RES ENG PATTON, 188D 7817 0.55 D55  4189.35 . 1
AIRRESENG - AHUJA K/8SD 7214 02 0.2 14428, 1
AIR RES ENG ‘ORIEL, ARSSD 4279 0.1 0.4. 4279 1
AIR RES ENG DOLL, JEFSSD 5940 02 . 02 1188 1
AIR RES ENG FOSTER, . 58D - 4279 ¢ 0.0 0.01 42.79 1
ARRESENG - RODERICISSD g270 - 01 01 827 . 1
" AIR RES ENG ROGEN, RSSD 7214 0.4 0.1 . 7214 d
‘AMRRESENG - - -ASREGAD 88D 7617 . 001 - o0t 7647 1
1

AIR RES ENG QINEZA, RSSD - 5940 0.15 0.16 8e1
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AIR RES ENG

GHAFFAR 88D

- AR RES ENG . TRAN, DU:88D
AIR RES ENG VETTRAINGSD
AR RES ENG . LEE, LIND, 88D
AIR RES ENG MCMAHAMNSSD
AlR RES ENG SIDECO, ASSD
AIR RES ENG - BIDECQ, k88D
AIR RES ENG " CAYABYAISSD
AIR RES ENG GUTHRIE, 83D
AIR-RES ENG OBRIEN, £38D
AIR RES ENG . PRABHU, . S8D
AIR RES ENG  PHAM, CH88D

AIRRES ENG . BLOUDOFSSD - -
AIR RES ENG CLEARY, 33D
AIR RESENG . ZHANG-TI 88D -
AIR RES ENG O'CONNOIMSCD
AR RES ENG- YANG, LI MSCD
AIR RES ENG MACIAS, KMSCD
‘AIRRESENG . BISHNU, LMSCD
AlR RES'ENG . HAWELTI, MSCD
AIR RES ENG KYRIACO\PTSD

Air Resources Engr Total
AR FLD REP i -ABDUL-KAED
AIR FLD REP1I ALATORRIED
AR FLD REP If ANDUJAR ED
© AIRFLD REP I . ARMENTAED
© AR FLDREP i BUENROSED
AIR FLD REP I LEON, PAIED
AR FLDREP Il WATKINS, ED
- AIRFLDREPI SIRAK], R/ED .
'Alr Resources Field Rep | Total
AER FLD REP Hi YANG,CHED .
Ajr Resources Field Rep 1l Total -
AIR RES SUP | Cliff, Steve EO {OCC)
AIRRES SUP1 - VAN OMM EO (OCC)
AIR.RES SUR | LEWIS, JUED
AR RES SUP | OCHSNERED
AIR RES SUP | BRISBY, SED
AIR RES SUP GIORGH, SED
AIR RES SUP ) SMITH, RRED
AIRRES SUP1{ - - SEMGAL, IED
AIR RES 8UP1 GUPTA, PiRD
AR RES SUP ! FEIZOLLAIRD
- AIRRES SUP! WELLER, {RD

AIRRES SUP | JENKINS, RD
AIR'RES SUPI HERNER, .RD
AIRRES SUPT MALLORY SS8D
AIRRES SUP KRIEGER, 58D
AIRRES SUPRI NYARADY 880D
AIR RES SUP | COMBS-FISSD

"AIRRES SUPI AHLUWAL 88D

"AIRRES sUP 1

MIGUEL, RSSD .

. 8661
8965
© 8des .
8966

8965
8965

7575
8965,
B8
8965 :

7678

' BO8S

8965

| 8965

8164

8965
8e6s -

0.01 "

0.01
0.01
0.3

0.1
0.05
0.06
0.08

0.85 o

025 o

0.66
05
0.1

0.03

0.01

0.5

0.01

0.3

03
0.35
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. 058 ©

0.4
Co02 -
.03

.01
0.01 -
- 0.01

0.3
0.1
0.06
0.05

0.0% -

0.2
03

- 0.85
- 0.25

. 086
0.5

DA

L0.03

0.01

. 058

0.5

o

- 04
0.2

0.3
0.3

0.3
0.35

647445
1717.75

72.14
72.14

7214

2285.1

489.9

" 244.95
32745

380.85

7214
7214
360.7

7314

6958

1523.4

21842 -

B

. ' G
8661
5916.9
4482.5
BO6.5
268.95
89.65

4482 .5
0
83.85

3030

1763
2689.5
2689.5

"B164
2689.5
3137.75

OOCOoOoCoOQ

L0
43835

[ T . . Q. T -

-



AIR RES 8UP |

10334 .

MEHL, DA'SSD - 7875
-AIR RES 8UPR | HOWARD, SSD 8965
ARRESSUPI  WAUGH, \SSD
AIRRES SUP | WONG, T(88D 8965
AIR RES 8UP | "VERGARA SSD
AIR RES.SUP | LITTAUA, 188D 8965
AIRRES.SUP -COURTIS, 88D - 8968
AIR RES 8UPj - HUGHES, MSCD © - 8965
AIRRES SUP | ROWLANLMSCD Lo
AIR RES SUP | ~ LEMIEUX, MSCD . 8138
AR RES SUP I - LEMIEUX, MSCD 8551
AIR RES SUP | iTO, DOUCPTSD 4068
" Air Resources Supvr I Total
AER RES SUP i JACOBS, FED 9842
AIR RES SUP I ANDREONRD 8413 .
AIRRES SuUP It * SMITH, LINRD 89842
AIRRES SUP N FITZGIBB(RD - 8413
AR RES SUP I FRY, BARISSD 8842
AIR RES'SUP || FERNAND 88D . - D842
AR RES SUP Ii TOLLSTRISSD 9842
AIRRES SUPH SIMEROTISSh 9842
AIR RES SUP I CARTER, IMSCD 4842
AR RES SUP I KARPERC PTSE . 5842
Air Resources. Supvr || Total S
ASO GOVRL PROG ACLYMER, 188D ‘ 4517
Assoc Govll Prog Anaiyst Total .
AS INFO SYS AN/SP QUATTRORD 5403
Assoc info Systemns Analyst-Spec Total
ADIVCH - COREY,'R RD
-ADIV CH BARHAM, SSD 10339 .
ADWN CH ALBU, STEMSCD 10339
Asst Div Chief Total
C.EA. : 'RYDEN, J/ED
- C.EA. CROES; BRD 10856
C.EA, . FLETCHEFISSD 10856 _
CEA " CROSS, RMSCD 10856 . -
" C.EA. 1 Tofal . :
EXEC A ' WETMORISSD 3996
) Exec Asst Total -
LiBRARY TECH AST IMORA, MARD 2605
Library Tech Asst | Total
OFF ASST/GEN GALINDO, 8SD 947
Office Asst-Gen Total . :
OFF TECH (TYPING) MONTQOY2SSD - 3284
.. Office Techn-Typing Total .
STF AR POL 8P LUM, DICKED - 8249
STF AR POL 8P OBACK, KED . 8249
STF AR POL 8P MAHDAVI, RD B249
STF AR POL SP PHILLIPS, RD 8248
STF AR POL 8P DRECHSL RD' B249
-8TF AR POL 8P DOLISLAGRD 8245
STF AR POL 8P

. LASHGAR RD . 8249

0.6 06 4545 1
0.1 0.1 8965 1.
- 0 1.
05 - 05 44825 1
o 0 1
0.8 0.8 7172 1
"1 1 8965 1
0.55 0.55 4930.75 . 1
L 0 1
0.5 0.5 4069 1
0.7 0.7 59857 1
0.1 0.1 406.8 1
- 0.18 0.18 1771.56 1
0.5 0.5  4708.5 1
0.01 001 98.42 4 »
0.6 06 56478 1
0.5 0.5 4921 1
0.1 . 01 984.2 1
0.2 D2 1968.4 1
.08 - 0B 78738 1.
0.3 0.3 . 20828 . . 1
'0.65 085 63973 1
" 0.05. 005 22585 B B
0.03 0:.03  162.09 1
1 S0
. 0.05 o 1
0.45 0.45 4652.55 1
’ 0 1 .,
0.5 . 0 1
0.3 .0 1
0.2 02 21712 1
0.05 - Q.05 199.8 1
0.02 002 | 839 A
0.05 . 0.06 47.35 i
0.06 0.06  163.2 1
092 092 758908 . 1
0.05 0.05 41245 1
0.4 0.1 824.9 1
0.02 0.02  164.98 1
0.08 0.08  659.92 1
0.1 0.1 8249 . 1
0.5 .05 41245 1
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STF AR POL SP

‘ -HARR!S CSSD

8249

g24¢

ot 01 8249

8249
STF AR POL 8P SETIAWAI SSD 8249
STF AR POL 8P GRUSZEC 88D 8065
STF AR POL GP GALLENS 88D 8054 .
STF AR ROL 8P KATO, §TESSD 8249 a
STFARPOLSP ~ CHIN, GR/SSD 8249 -
STFARPOLSP . OKAMOTCSSD
STFARPOLSP  YUAN, JIN SSD
STF AR POL 8P YANG, EU'SSD 7617
STFARPOLSP . CARTER, IMSCD 8240
STF AR POL 8P BEKKEN, I'MSCD . 4128
STFAR POL 8P " SANTOS, ;MSCD
STF AR POL 8P SCHWERFPTSD 8249
~ STF AR POL 8P WEIR, JEF PTSD
Staff Air Pollution Spec Total
' BTAFF SER AN (GEN TARBERT,RD 2021 -
R Staff Services Ana}lyst-Gen Total
SuUP LIBRARIAN I HOFFMANRD - 8389
Supervising Librarian !l Total: S
AIR POLUTION SPECGUO, LEl RD 6615 .
AIR POLUTION SPECZHAN, TA(RD . 8237
AR POLUTION SPEC CHOI, HEARD' 3903
. AR POLUTION SPEC NAUMOFFRD - 5840 .
AIR POLUTION SPEC VANCE, WRD 7214
AIR POLUTION SPEC HUANG; Y MLD 7214
AIR POLUTION SPEC SANDOVA MLD T 7214 o

AIR POLUTION SPECMA, YILIN MLD

AIR POLUTION SPEC MIGUEL, AMLD

AIR POLUTION SPEC BRANDOV MLD
“AlR POLUTION .SPEC YU, YONG MLD ‘
AR POLUTION SPECSCOLA, VIMLD . -
AIR POLUTION $PEC ORBANOSMLD .

AIR POLUTION SPECMASSETTIMSOD

AIR-POLUTION SPEC SOTELO, TMSOD - 5680

_AIR POLUTION SPEC CHAU, WMSOD
AIR POLUTION 'SPEC FUNG, CH MSOD

AIR RES ENG

214

AR POLUTION SPEC RUNYON, MSOD ) T214
Alr Pallution Spec Total )
AiR RESENG . . COLLINS, RD . - 7214
AR RES ENG POTTS, WRD 7817
AIR RES ENG FISCHER, RD 7214 |
(AR RES ENG GARCIA, AMLD 7214
AIR RES ENG HUO, DARMLD '
‘AR RES ENG LE, HAT MSQD 7817
AR RES ENG TRUONG, MSOD -
AIR RES ENG -NGUYEN,; MS0OD
AIR RES ENG - NGUYEN, M80D
AlIR RES ENG EVANS, Z/MSCD
AR RES ENG -HADA, STIMSOD
AIR RES ENG KIM, SEQMISOD
AIR RES ENG - MCDUFFEMSOD
-NUKUNYAMSOD

1
1. 1 8249 1
0.3 . 0.3 26805 \
02 " 02 16108. i
0.4 0.4 824.8 1
005 T 006 41245 1
‘ 0 1
‘ .0 1
005 005 38085 1
08 08 48404 1
1 17 4128 -
_ .0 1
0.5 0.35 2887.15 1
075 . 075 B186.75 1
0.01 0,01 20.21 1
605 005  319.85 1
. .
0.9 .. 09 50535 A
0.5 0.7 43659 T
0.7 07 27324 1
0.6 09 5346 1
. 0.05 0.05 360.7 1.
B BT 7214 1
0.5 05 |, 3607 1
s 4] 1
o 1
0 1
o 1
0 1
0. 1
0. 1
0t 04 568 1
&9 0 1
, - 0. o1
0.15 0.05 360.7 1
06 0.7 50488 1 .
- 0.75 0.9 . 68553 1.
0T 0.7 50498 "4
015 01 7214 1
- .0 1
0.1 04 761.7 1
‘ 0 1
) 0 &
04 .. 01 7214 1
0 1
0 g
0 1
0 1
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" PAZOKIFAMSOD

_AIR RES ENG
AIR RES ENG PRYOR, K MSOD
AR RES ENG - SALMINGCMSCD
- Alr Resources Engr Total
: AER RES SUP! LUG, DONRD
AIR RES BUPH " HUAI, TACRD
AIR RES SUP 1 MORA, ANRD -
AIR RES SUP MCCAULERD
AR RES SUPR I RIEGER, FMLD
" AIRRESSUPI GILL, KATIMLD -
AR RES 8UP 1 CICERQ-F MSOD
AIR RES SUP 1 NGUYEN, MSOD
. Air Resources Supvr | Total
AIR RES SUP I AYALA, ALRD -
AIR RESSUP SUSNOWIMSOD
AIRRESSUPH LOURENG MSOD

~ Ar Resources Supvr || Total
ASO GOVRL PROG A JORGENS RD
*ASO GOVRL PROG A PLASENCIRD |
- Assoc Govil Prog Analyst Total
AUTO EMN SP I DUONG, KMSOD
AUTO EMN 5P i MOONE, FMSOD
Auto Emission Test Spec |l “Total

AUTO EMN sPN CHANG, WMSOD
AUTOEMN SP I - DIAZ MARMSOD
_ AUTOEMNSP I . HETTIGOL MSOD
AUTO EMN SP 1l SORIA, PAMSOD
~ -Auto Emission Test Spec Il Total
C.EA. - HEBERT, 1 MSOD
C.EA:1 Total
INSTRMNT TECH/AR MARSH, A MLD
Instrument Techn Tatal

OFF TECH (TYFING) FONTANARD

" OFF TECH (TYPING) INGRAM, {RD -
. Office Techn-Typing Total

SPECIAL CONSULTA DWYER, FRD

: Special Consultant Total -

STF AR PCL 8P

LIVINGST(RD
STFARPOLSP  MOTALLEIRD -
STFARPOLSP.  PROPPERRD

' STFARPOLSP  CICEROFRD.
STEARPOLSP  SHIMER,[RD
STFARPOLSP  MALDONARD
STFARPOLSP  * PEDERSORD
STFARPOLSP  VANCURERD
STFARPOLSP  ZAFONTE MLD
_ STFARPOLSP  CHANG, Y MSQD

Staff Air Pollution Spec Total
STAFF SER AN (GEN BARNETT,RD
STAFF SER AN (GEN BOYER, R RD
STAFF SER AN (GEN MATHEWSRD

Biaff Sewices Analyst _Gen Total

89565
7387
7766
8e6b

8965 -

9842

0342
9842

5348

4278

3416

3658,

4986

| 2686

3125
4219
8054

8249
8249

B249 .
4126

8249
8249

8249°

8249
8249

2221

38093
3426

0 1
. 4
0 1
0.5 07 62755 1
0.76 07 5170.9 1
0.85 08 6212.8 9
0.6 06  5379° 1
- 0 1
.0 1
0 1
0.05 0.01- 8985 1
075 . 07 68804 1
005 005 4021 R
0.01 001 98.42 1
03 03 16044 1
0.25 026 10605 1
© 015 ots . 24 1
0.15 0.156  548.7 1
0 1
, 0 1
0.33 0 1
0.33 0 1
0 1
62 02 9972 1
025 . 025 67t - - 1
03 03 9376 - 1.
05 - 06 28314 1
0,25 05 - 4027 1
. 05. . D7 57743 1
01 - 04 8249 1
005 ~ 05 41245 1
08 08 3300 .
0.05 005 41245 1
05 05 41245 1
06 06  4949.4 -
0.25 025 2062.25 1
016 005 41245 1
025 025 58525 -
03 03 11679 1

0.28 025  B56.5 R
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STAFF SVS MANGER LESTINGL RD . 5483 02

1096.8

0.2 1

Staff Services Mgr 1 Total N _
AIR POLLUTION 8PE WANG, GLRD . 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC WILLIAMS 85D 0.02 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC ROSENKR 88D 0.05 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC HOUGHTC 88D : o 1

- AIR POLUTION SPEC GONZALE SSD 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC HAND, RO SSD ' 0 4
AIR POLUTION SPEC CROOKS, 88D L 0.8 -0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC MACGREC SSD Y 05 -0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC RAQ, LEEIMSCD L 0 .

- AIR POLUTION SPEC GABOR; N PTSD 0 i
AIR PCLUTION SPEC EDWARDSPTSD " 0 1
AIR POLUTION SPEC WINEGAR PTSD 0 1
AIR'POLUTION SPECHULBERT,PTSD : 0 1
AlR POLUTION SPECALI, SAIF QIS - 0.2 ¢ -

Air.Pollution Spec Total

" AIR RES ENG LEE, JOHMSSD 0.02 0. 1
AR RES ENG . GRANDT, 88D 0.28 o 1
AIR'RES ENG WANG, ZF 88D . - o 0 - 1
AIR RES ENG CRAIG, C£880 . 0 1

" AIR RES ENG MANJI, JO SSD 0 1
AR RES ENG LANG, ZIV 88D 0. 1

" AIR RES ENG WALTER, 88D 0 1
AIR RES ENG SANCHEZ MSCD 0 1
AR RES ENG CHEN, JIARD o 0 1

) Alr Resources Engr Total L o
AIRRES 8UP | RAINFOR18SD o8| 0 4
AIRRESSUP| - TARICCO, 88D 0.25 0 1
AIR RES SUP | BOYD, RICSSD 0.25 0 4

. AirResources Supvr | Total L o ' o
- AIR RES SUP.HI " 8BTOVER, |ED - 9842 - -0.08 49214 1
AIR RES SUP || DONOHOLSSD ' L 0.25 0 1.
. - Air Resources Supvr Il Total
ASO ACGT ANALYST GYURICS, ASD 1
. Assoc Acctg Analyst Total .
ASO BUDGET ANALY FORD, LE!ASD 1
" Assoc Budget Anaiyst Total ‘ . . :
AS INFO SYS AN/SP HAYES, L(OIS ¢.08 -0 1

_AS INFO SYSAN/SP HAYES, H/0IS . 0.5 Q- 1
AS INFO SYSAN/SP CURRAN, OIS - . 0O 0 1
AS INFO SYS AN/SP DEAN, KEI QIS : 0 ‘ "0 1
AS INFO SYS AN/SP PAUL, SUtOIS 0.15 0 4
AS INFQ 8YS AN/SP FALLON, £QI8 0.13 0 P

_ ASINFO 8YS AN/SP MILLER, E QIS 0.17 . @ 1.

. AS INFO 8YS AN/SP NGUYEN, GIS - 0.5 .0 1
AS INFO 8YS AN/SP NARDELL/ OIS ' 0.25 0 ot
AS INFO SYS AN/SP CRISTOD(OIS : i 0.28 8. 1
AS INFO SYS AN/SP HEIBECK, OIS 0,18 1y 1
AS INFO SYS AN/SP VILLANUE QIS 0.35 0 1

. Asgsoc info Systems Anaiyst—Spec Total N X o
AS PROG ANLYST/SFURQUHAR OIS 0,25 0 ,{_’E ’
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AS PROG ANLYST/SIKUHN, GLIOIS
AS PROG ANLYST/SEDING, RAYOIS

Assoc Programmer Analyst-Spec Total

C.EA . WELTY, BiOIS
C.EA. iTotal -
DATA PROC MGR 1l SMALLEY, 0I5
DATA PROC MGRTlI! NG, HARR OIS
. DF Mgr Nl Total
INFO BYSTC SPII - DOOLIN LOIS
Info Systems Techn Spet H Total
OFF TECH (TYPING) MOSCA, CRD
Office Techn-Typing Total
PROGRAMMER Il CLARK-SJ OIS
' Prog rammer 1l Total
SR INFO'SYS AN/SP HALE, VINOIS
SR INFO SYS AN/SP CODDA, COIS
SR INFO SYS AN/SP BUTZ, JUEOIS
SR INFO 8YS AN/SP FELL, BILLOIS
‘ Sr Info Systerns Analyst-Spec Total
SR PROG ANLYST/SI GASTON, ‘018
: - 8F Prograrimer Analyst-Spec Total
SR PROG ANLYST/SILEE, SHIU OIS
' -8r Programmer Analyst-Supvr Total
STFARPOLSP . BUER, CAISSD . " .
STFARPOLSP . MILKEY, PSSD RRRLES
STF AR POL 8P SORIANC, 88D
STFARPOLSP DI, PING SSD
STF AR POL SP FILL, RODSSD
_ Staff Air Pollution Spec Total
ST INFO SYS AN/SP PETERSO OIS
STINFO SYS AN/SP COUSER, Q18-
ST INFO 8YS AN/SP. MUSCHET OIS
ST INFO SYSAN/SP ESPARZA, OIS
ST INFO SYS AN/SP SLEDGE, I0IS -
ST INFO 8YS AN/SP  DARNELL, Qs
- 8T INFO SYS AN/SP WATKINS, OIS
ST INFO SYS ANISP BLACK, N£OIS
- Staff Info- Systems Analyst-Bpec Totai
ST PROG ANLYST/SFHOANG, L. OIS
Staff Programimer Analyst-Spec Total
STAFF SER AN (GEN GROFF, SIRD N
: Staff Setvices Analyst-Gen Total
STAFF SVS MANGEF SINGH, M/ASD
Staff Services Mgr | Total
SYS SFTW 8P /S PRZEPIOFOIS
Systems Software Spec Ii-Tech, Total
SYS SFTWR S I/TC KUNS, STIOIS :
SYS SFTWR 5 W/TC MAGEE, 5 0IS
Systems Software Spec |-Tech Total
SYS §F SPTECH LEU, DARIOIS

-

ARB TOTAL:

018 0. 1

0.2 0 1
0.16 o . 1
015 o 1
0.15 0 1.
007 - O K}
0 1
0 1
0.2 0 1
0.5 0 1
048 - 0 1
0.18. 0 1
' 0.25 0. 1
0.1 0 1
0.2 0 1
0.2 0 1
' 0 1
. 0 1
0.1 0 K
0.14 0 1
0.25 0 4
0.2 0 1
0.2 0 1
0.25 0 1
0.13 0 1
. 02 0 1
o 1
0.18 0. 1
0. 4
1
045 0,‘ 1
0.15 0 1
0.15 o - 1
02 0 1

ARB TOTAL: 903250  479.75
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A= Admimstra"lzon!outreachlsupport 8= Scierce, R= deucttons, P-Pian I= Inve
. Pink Cells- need {0 be fliled in by ASD-
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+

b

‘Systems Software Spec I-Tech Total
~ Grand Total o
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"

. .- . b T :
% Used for New Adjus' Monthly SARevised % % OF TIMEANNUAL AProgram  Notés

0.75 0.7% 8117
0.65 0.65 7568
0.5 0.5 . - 7899
0.25 0.25 7899

1 1 5286 -
315 :
9 ©0. . B34g
0.02 0.02 5348
- - 0.02 _
0.1 D1 - 5248
0.15 0.15 5348
0 0 5348 .
0.20 0.29 5348
0 0 5348
_ 054
0.04 0.04 36624 .
0.07 0.07 4620
005 005 4688
S D18
0 0
0.05 0.05 3428
-0.05 .
0 0 4427 -
o0 .
0 - .0 11969 .
0 0 10520
" 0.0 0.01 7838
0.01
-0 [} 9160
0 R
0.25 0.25 3968
0.25 :
0.15 0.15 6409
1 M 6409
_ 115 -
0.01 0.01 5348

o 0.01

0.2 0.2 3858
: 0.2 S
0.09 0.08 3320
0.3 0.03 3253

o042 - :
0 0 3265
0
0.02 0.02 6788
0.02 o
0.85 0.85 3841

0.03 0.03 . 4088

0.09 0.09 4235
0.4 .0 4668
117

1

0.75
0.8

© 05
0.25. .

1.

0.02

0.1

045

.28

0.04
0.07

0.05 .

0.0

0.01

0.25.

0.15

0.01

0.2

0,09

0.03

0.02

0.95
0.03

- 0.08
- 04

0.75
0.65

03
0.25
cA

-0
0.02

0.1

0.15 -

0.29

0.04

1 0.07
0.05:

0.05°

-0

0.45 .
- pot
035 .

0.25 |

0.15.
1

0.01

02

0.08

0.03

0.02

.0.85

(.03
0.09

0.1

55053 A
50030.4 A
. 47394 A

23607 4 -

63430 A
248606.4 A
. QA
128352 A
1283.52 A
6207.6 A
0626.4 A
OA

DA

34535.04 A

1757.952 A
3880.8 A

28008 A

8439.662 A

| 205‘6;6 A
2055.6 A
‘0A

0A
04 .

QA
840.56 A
940.56 A
0-A

11538.2 A

76908 A |

88444.2 A
64176 A
B41.76 A
8779.2 A
8779.2 A

1171.08 A
4756.68 A
. BA

0A

1628.12 A

437874 A -

1471.68 A
4573.8 A
5601.6 A

- 55434.48 A

1861104 A

(OA -

11804 A
11904 A

35BEB A

1628.12 A

Left ARBin Jan 2009 -
Took on LE'sa‘s GC duti’

07/08 Is VPS?

 Assigned alf EOs/DCs

do we want o show th

Moved to PTSD Jan 2(

ARB Response fo May 28, 2008 PRA Requests 000433



0.0z

0.3
0.2
0.08
10.25
0.2

0.02

075
.85 .

<
ooo

p.
L O

-

0.08
D45
- 0.05

.02
0.1
0.8

0.2

095
0.05
0.05

0.1

Q.78

DO Qe RO

0.02°

5397
6127
6127
5808
7474
7518
6602

3508

6830

BIT0.57
7899
7363
7809

7068.5

5824.25

7563

6830

8294

7109.1
7890
4204
7809
6830
7899
6829
6504

7242
€911.63
6835.71

5629.3

8379

7899

7888

7172

7530

" 7351

7171

8065

8965

8965
8965
8813

9842

0.05

0.02
03

02 ™

0.08

0.25

02 .

002"

0.75
0.95

0.5

03

0.7 .
0:4

005",

0.1

0.45
0.05

02
0.1,
08

02

0.85 -

0.0
0.05°

0.75

0f

0.02 .

0.3

i 0.2
(.08

.25
0.2

0.02

.75

.09

0.75
0.1
0.5

0.95

0.3
0.1
0.1

0.05

0.1

-t

0.05
0.48
0.05

0.2
0.1

0.8 .

0.2

0,95

0.08
0.05

RtA

141528 A
1220572 A
14704:8 A
- 5660168 A
4333744 A
22422 A
180384 A
©,40460.4 A
-, 1584.48 A
1584,48 A
43188 B
43188 - N
81470 | Will need PTSD review
- 771845 | . appropriafe staff split
‘ o1 .
44178 |
01
ol
01
80756 |
84660 |
.ol
90528 |
R
1 0478.8 |
i N
28436.4 |
- 8188 !
94788 1
14007.4 |
7804.8 1
522568.7 1.
T 88904 1
82935.56 |
82028.52 |
3317.58 ¢
452466 |
47384 |
o1
17212.8 |
9036 |
T0569.6 |
172104 §
4192045 | - '
L0 Per HR: ARS1T $8965 |
102201 4 ' :
167580 1
©B378
5379 |
105756 1 -

2311146 |

0.75

" 88578 | ' arbitraryfcéuld be half |

" AR Response to May 28, 2008 PRA Requests 000434



0.2

01
0.4

0.85

—t e ke

0.1
Q.85
0.4
- 04

095

0.2

215

o
£a b

T 0.6
13.9°

0.05
0.05
0.05
1.15

0.2
0.08
225

PRSI T G W S SR S N A

. 9842

10856

8798
. 9082
. 8867

7368 -

4867
7060

7560

6895
. 7899
7528

7889

7899

5034 -

. 7899
7899
7171
7530

- 7083

8379.

- 6830

7868

8362
8985
8665
- 8965

9842
8502

10456

<3288
3538.71

2686
| o082
7899

8504
5034

4204

0

- 04

0.85

oo

b

0.05
0.05

0.05

02

0.05

IV R Y . 8

11810.4 1
10038841 o
£2108.8 1 Assigned all EOs/DCs
52108.8 1 :
100287.2 |
108984 i+ .
212808 Iy -
230562 |
. 88418 P
58404 B
- BAT20R -
, QR replaced by Knox
- 90720 P -
Bz2740-P
04788 P
90336 P
94788 P
94788 P
80408 P
894788 P
04788 P
258156 P
54216 P

1108716 P

84996 P
50274 P
4008 P
47394 R
" 98860.8 B
100224 P
107580 P
21516 P
5379 P
.-234688 P

118104 P - R

| 102024 P decided to make KMK

| 220128 P

ap Retired 777

o.p : :
125472 P Chuck retired 2/09 - a¢
126472 P ‘

39456 P - : ‘ '
4246452 P " for Renae's ime in OC
8192052 P ' :

32232'P replaced Maher

32232 P . ' '

108284 P
108084 P

S4ATEB R

78048 R

60408 R

50448 R

:ARB' Responss to May 28, 2608 PRA Requests 000435 ‘



1 1 7899 4 04788 R

1 1 6729 4" : 80748 R

1 1 2102 4 . 25224 R
1 1 5286 1 1 83432R

1 1 7899 1 ‘1 94788 R

1 1 6504 1 1 78048 R’
1 1 6631 1 1 78372R

1 1 7t 1 1 88052 R

045 045 5550  045.  0.45 . 9990R
005 005 798¢ 005 005 47994 R
005 005 7899 006~ 0.05 47334R

0 0 7899 0. - OR
0.01 0.01 7808 - 0.01 0.01 '847.88 R
. 004 004 7809 0.04 0.04 379152 R
02 02 7889 . 02 0.2.-. 189576 R ' - ;
1 1 7808 -1 1.7 - 04788 R © staff to Red/Admin (ot
1 1. 6504 .4 075 - 78048 R Moved to QCC 3/09
1 1 6895 A A4 - 82740 R L
1 4 7899 4 1 p4788R . - - . ‘
1 075 3427 - 1 30843 R Appointed 6/258/08 $46 .
0 .0 7214 : 0R Resigned 6/30/08
0.3 . 0.3 7789 0.3 025 280404 R :
0.3 03 7763 0. 03 278468R
03 .03 5288 0:3 0.3 ' 19029.6 R
0.8 0.8 7869 .08 - 0.8 '758304R.
1 1 6504 A 1 78048 R
0.1 0.1 7421 +. 04 0.4 BB0BZR
1 1. 714 - 1 1 85368 R
004 004 7999 0.04 - 004 3839.52R
0.04  0.04 7583 0.04 0.04 3638.84 R
.0.04 0.04 5580 . 0.04 0.04 2664 R
0.03 003 6829 0.03 0.03- 2458.44 R
0.25 0.25 7899 0.25 0.25 23697 R
. 025 | 025 . 7899 0.26 025 23697 R
: 1 1 7529 - 1 1 90348 R
© .09 095 7530 095 095 85842 R
06 . 0.6 7899 06 ° 086 56B728R
1 1 7899 1 t 947883 R
0.1 04 . 71T 04+ .03 . 86052R
0.2 02 ° 7421 02 < 02 “17BI04R
R B & 7899 0.1 0.1 94788 R’
06 08 7899 06 - 04 568728R
0.6 0.6 7630 0.6 08 54218 R
025 025 7899 0.25 0.25 - 23697 R -
0.9 0.9 7172 - 09, 0.9 774576 R
1 1 4204 - 4 . 1 B0448R
.03 - 03 5286 0.3 0.3 190208 R
1 1. 7899 1 1 94788 R
1 1 7899 1 i 94788 R
02 . 02 75238 0.2 0.7 18057.12 R
0.5 0.5 . 5034.91 0.5 0.5 30209.46 R
0.4 0.4 5034 0.4 D4 241632 R -
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0.05
0.9
0.8
0.2

0.2
0.5
0.5
0.01
0.01

0.2
015

0.3
0.7

0.9

0.2
0.5

- 05
0.5
0.4
0.6
0.1
0.01
0.8

0.05

0.8
0.8
0.4
0.8
0.1
0.0

0.8

- 7528

7092
- 78098
7898

5034.

5286
5286
7899
6604
71084
7899
5034
7899

7899°

6829
5034

6898 - -

7734
7486
6504

17858

502425
- 7899
7899
6895
7172

- 57376

7699

5110

5540
7523.8

8379

8504
+ 6830
8379
7523.8

7888

7899

5540

5540
8379
B379

7899

2512.38
6829
5276
8897
7899
B379

..6g2o

0.05
0.9
0.9
0.2

Q.2-
0.5

0.5

; (}.61

0.01

0.2

045

© 03

0.v

0.9

0.2 .
0.6

0.5
0.5
0.4
0.8

0.4

0.01

0.8

1 0.05

0.9

0.9

0.2

0.2
0.5
0.5
o.M

001

0.6

ande

0.2

0.15 -

c.1-

0.7

0.9

0.7
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.4
0.8
0.1
0.
0.8

4516.8 R
76593.6 R
88309.2 R
189576 R ‘ :
. 0OR - Per HR; $7125 Resign
12081.6 R :
3716 R
31716 R
947.88 R
78048 R
8530.92 R
768304 R
48326.4 R
4739.4 R
90048.6 R
. 81948 R
| 30204 R
. 82740 R
- 62808 R
89580 R -
78048 R
. 10714.8 R
426546 R
71091 R

- 768304 R

82740 R
§4548 R

- 688512 R

56872.8 R
38792 R
4028547 R . :
66480 R worked on reptg reg be
002856 R '
201088 R
11707.2 R
301644 R .
63199.92 R
94788 R
85308.2 R’
86480 R
‘66480 R
100648 R .
201086 R -
47384 R
4507428 R’
40074 R
253248 R -
496584 R
84788 R
1005.48 R
855584 R
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001 * 001 7899 . 0.01 0.01  947.88 R

- 0.0 0.01 7899 0.01 0.01 94788 R
0.01 0.01 7899 - - 0.01 0.01 947.88R
01 D 8370 01 " 01 100548R

045 - 045 . 8504 045 045 17072 R
005 005 5580 005 005 3324 R
005 005  5540.. 005 005  3324R

0.05 “0.05 7 0.05 .0.05 43028 R
0.05 0.05 8379 005 005 B0274R
0.9 0.9 8379 . 09 - 09. :904832R
-1 4 7899 1 1 " 947883 R
1 1 7899 - A0 1 9AT88R
0.05 0.05 7809 006 | 00517 47394R
1 1 7899 R ‘4 - 94788 R
1 "1 830443 “ 0.75 76733.16 R
05 - 05 187475 . 0.5 0.5 118485 R
0.5 05 8379 0.5 05  50274R -

1 1 7899 A% 1. 94788 R
0.1 0.1 8379 04 ° 0.1 100548R:-
i 1 8379 1 1 - 100548 R
0.6 06 75238 - 06 . 0B 5417136 R

20.99 . ‘ 1788728 R

047 . 047 4986 0.17 0.47 1017144 R
017 017 . 5086 0.17 0.17 10375.44 R’
0.17 047 5086 0.47° 017 1037544 R -
0.47. . 047 4623 0.47 047 ©$430892R .
0.17 0.47 4889 0.17 047 993276 R
047 0.17 .4869 0.47 017 §932.,76 R

0.17 0.17 4770 047 . 017 . 97308 R
0.17 0.17 5086 0.7 0.7 1037644 R
L 138 . . . - BO32BR
0.15 0.15 .5838 0.6 0.45 - - 9603 R
0.15 _ L . 9608R .
1 1. 8204 i gp528R . - movedfroPtoR.
1 1 861 W 7103032 R C o
1. 1 8965 't 0 1 107580 R Are the ED PYs under
005 - Q.05 8965 - 0.05 0.05. 5379 R e
01, .+ 04 8965 01 . 01 10758 R
- 0.02° 0.02 8965 0.02 002 21516R .-
0.01 001 8965 0.01: 001, 1076BR,
0.2 0.2 8661 - 0.2 0.2 207864 R
1 1. 7954 1 4 95448R-

0.75 0.76 8965 0.75 0.76 80685 R
0.06. 0.05 8560.82 0.05 . 0.05 5130492 R

0.03 0.03 - B9GS 0.03 - 003 32274 R

07 0.7 7954 0.7 07 668138 R

- 01 0.1 8065 0.1 0.1 10758 R

0.4 0.4 8965 04 0.3 43032 R

08 0.8 8g85 . 0.8 0.8 86064 R

1 1 - 8154 : 1 1 g7848 R

0.2 0.2 8965 0.2 - 0.5 21518 R
0.3 0.3 3965 C 03 0.3 32274 R

'R
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0.9

02 .

0.8

06

0.6
6.3

06
0.1

0.75
0.05
06

- 0.18

6.1
0.6
0.8

' 0.05
0.2

0.5 -
. 0.45

0.05

0.03

0,16
0.5

0.1

0.5

0.7

0.2

Q.05
002

- 0.06

0.08

0.04
0.1
0.03
0.15
0.15
0.5

0.8
0.2

0.8 .

0.6
0.8

.03 .

0.8
0.1
0.75
(.05

0.6 -
16,41 .

0.18

0.1
0.6

0.8 -

0.05
0.2
0.8
0.5

0.45

. 4868

0.05

0.05.

0.03

003
10339

0.15
0.5
1,65
0.1
0.5
.07
0.2

15
005

7954
8965
8965
8965
8219
8965
8965
8985
8965
-8137.53
8550,82
8154

9843
- 9842
0842
9842
9842
9842
0842
0842
9842

9842,

4743

6400.33
10339

10856
10856

10856 -

10856

0.05 -

0.02.

0.02
0.05
0.05
0.05
0.05

0.04
T 04
0.03
0.15
0.16

0.5.

2695.2
- 2200.2
3264
5082

- 9082
5082

0082

9082
o082
o082

5673

3096

0.9
0.2

og

06
0.6
0.3

0.6
0.1

075
0.95

06
018

01
0.6

08 .
.06 .

0.2
08
0.5

0.45

0.08

0.02

0.18

01 .
05

0.7
0.2

'0.05
0.02 .
0.05

0.05

0.04

003
015" .

0.15
0.5

o

02
i 0.8

0B

0.6
0.3

0.6
.01
0.75
0.95

08

(.18

G4

08 -
0.4

0.2
0.8

. .p6-
0,45 |

05 .

0.03°

-0.05
0.02 -
.07

o7

4

0.1
0.03
Q.15
0.15

08

q s
85903.2 R
21516 R
86064 R
84648 R
59176.8 R

32274 R
107880 R

64548 R
10758 R
7323777 R
9747835 R
58708.8 R
1655781 R

2125872 R . .

118104 R
118104 R
70862.4 R
94483.2 R

5905.2 R
23620.8 R
944832 R

552726.7 R
28458 R
28458 R

. 204228 R

204228 R -

124068 R
11520.59 R
62034 R
1976226 R
13027.2 R
65136 R

811904 R
. 260544 R.

185408 R

. 23976 R -

23976 R
646.848 R
546.848 R
132552 R
132652 R

. 19584 R -
1958.4 R,

" 108084 R
+ 435836 R
- 108984 R
3260.52 R
163476 R
16347.6 R
54492 R
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59052 R -
531468 R

shoutdn't qualify (Pavie

© will need RD raview of

should this be 08/09 Bt

for 8B 375

. thig s arbitrary/half Sci
Asslgned all EOs/DCs
shouldn't qualify (Pavie

Assigned all EOs/DCs
Assigned all EOs/DCs

Assigned all EQs/DCs .

Assigned all EOs/DCs



04 04 9082 0.4 0.1 435036 R

1 1 9082 - 1 -1 108984 R
0.05 0.05 9082 0.05 ° 005, 54482R
0.2 0.2 8867 . 0.2 0.2 14212808 R
0.1 0.1 8082 01 01 1108984 R

0.05 0.05 9082 ~ 005 . 0.05 54492 R
0.05 0.05 - 9082 0.06 ¢ 0.8 " 5443.2R

08 - 08 7530 09 T 09 - 81324 R
0.05 0.05 8798 0.05 0.05 52788R - :
0.6 08 8082 08  "06 B53904R shouldn't qualify (Pavie
1 1 4541 i -1 84492 R - '
1 1 9082 15 . 1. 108984 R
075- 075 - 9082 075 - 035  81738R

08 0.6 9082 0.6 0.6 853004 R

o 872 - : 878400.5 R
0.01 001 21948 0.01 0.01 263376 R

_ 0.01 . _ s 263.376 R
. 0.05 0.05 ° 6399 005 © 005 38394 R’
| 0.05 . . 3839.4 R

0.8 0.9 7605 09 08 821348

0.7 0.7 7172 07 . 07 8024488 .

0.6 . 06 | 4414 . 0.6 0.6 317808 S

1 1 6504 o 1 780488

0.2 02  .7899 - 0.2 0.2 1895768
11 7888 - . 1. 1 .947888 °

05 . 05 7889 05 . 05" 147394 8
0.42 0.42 6504 ‘042 ' D42 3278016 S

06 0.5 . 3406.86 5. 05 20441.16 S
0.42 0.42 6504 042" 042 3278016 S

05 = 05 588457 oé " 0.5 35307428

0.5 0.5 - 7899 05 0.5 47304 S
0025 0025 7899 0025 . 0028 236978 o

0 0 1601.52. R i 15 08 . Exhaust Testing

0’ 0 6117 Lok - Y ps Exhaust Testing

0 -0 7899 S 09 . 08 Evaporative Testing

0 0. ' : 0.25 0s - Evaporative Testing
0.15 0.15 - 7899 0.15 0.05 1421825 .  Envifo Impact Label fo
S 7415 ‘ : 508638 8 . '

0.7 0.7 7899 - 0.7 0.7 6635168

0.8 0.8 8379 0.8 0.8 804384 8
085 085 7809 085 085 8056985 - ,

0.4 0.1 . 7899 0.1 01 947888 . . assumeall MLD are S
0.42 0.42 7899 0.42 . 042 3981096S ' , '
-0 0 8379 08 Exhaust Testing

0 © 0 20089 . @25, 08 | Exhaust Testing
0 0 5276 ‘ . 015 0s © Exhaust Testing
0 0 7899 ;o . s 08 Exhaust Testing

0.1 0.1 . 8817 .. O 7007 698048 _Enviro Impact Labe! fo

0.1 0.1 7899 0.1 005 9478 88 Enviro impact Label fo

0.1 0.1 6829 Log 001 -lsieas s Enviro Impact Label {6

0.1 0.1 7809 04 001 794788 8 Enviro Impact Labet fo
© 0 01 8504 . . 01 001 780488 | . . Enviro Impact Label fo
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- o
0:1
0.4

06.

0.8

©0.85

0.6
0.1

0.05 -

0.1
0.75
0.0

0.3

0.25

[oe R o J

, 018

0.005

0.2

6.3 .
- 0.08

0.5
06

-(}15'

02
0.8
0.06
05
0.6
0.26
016

0.28
0.3
0.3

0.1
0.1

.01

.67
08
0.8

0.85

005

0.05
0.35

0.5
0.6
0.15
0.2
0.8
-0.05
0.8
0.6
0.28
0.15
3.8
0.26
0.3
0.3
0.85

6828
7888
4838

8965
7756
8184
89685
8865
8965
A757.24
8865

9842
9842
0842

5348
4278.4

3587

3841

4544
4153
4328.16

" 4544

10856

4986

2820

3264

. 4218

8867

9082

8082
. 9082
4541

9082

a082

9082
9082
9082

2368.8
4088
3597

0.4

01
01 -

06
0.8
0.85
0.6
0.1
0.05

0.1

075

" 0.01

0.3
0.25

0.18

. .0.005
02

043
005"

0.5
0.6
0.15

0.2 -

© 0.8
0.05
0.5
06
0.25

0.15

0.25

0.3

0.3 .

l

0.01; B194.8 a

0.01 - 94788 §
001 58058 8
. 342066.4 §
06 64548 §
0.8 744576 &
085831708 §.
T 66 64548 S
.01, 10788'S
0,05 - 53798
0.08 '0Ss
001 10758 8
. 3136194 8 .
075 88578 S .
0.05 - 08
001 1181.048
85750.04 & .
. 03 1925288
. 025 1283528
32088 8
0 . 08
.08
‘ ' JE .Q §
045 81792 8
. 015 08
033 - 08§
. 038 0 s .-
ERRT 81792 5;»
g 65136 8
. . - 651368
2. 11066.4 S
© 119664 S
03 - 101828
0.05 19584 $
121104 8
0.5 08 -
08
05 532028
' 05 6539048

015 163476 S

0.15 21796.8 8

08 435936 S
0.05 54492 S

05 54402 8
. .06% 653004 §
S 0250 27248 8
0.05 183476 S

3692666 S

025 - 71084 S
03 147168 §
: :‘03 12949.2 8
. 347724 S
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Envirg lmpaét Labél fo

- Enviro impact Label fo

Enviro Impact Label fo

l, Exhaust Testing

Enviro impsct Label fo

Exhaust Testing .
Enviro Impact Label fo

- Exhaust Testing

Exhaust Testing

- Exhaust and Evaporatl |

Exhaust Testing
Evaporative Testing”
Evaporative Testing

Assigned al EOs/DCs

Enviro impact Label fo
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0.05

-0.05

0.1
0.85

0.26

. 0.08

0,18
0.1

0.65
0.25
0.25

0.2

0.35.

0.25

oo OoOo

@
S o

oo
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cCoOCo ool

«
]
cCoge

. ) o . -
CCoQOOLUENAOOORLONNOC
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oo
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n in

0.05
0.05
0.1

065

0.25
0.08
0.18
0.15

02
. 0.65

0.25
0.25

0.2
0.35

331
T 025

" 5757

6504
7171
7899

© 7899

38

37

67

- 4620

03.62
7899
7899
7899

5034 -
5034

5034

5034

6828
6829

7809

6829
5540
16.57
8379
5276
7899
70.57
6504

B3B2 .
8965

8965

9842
9842

5348

3069

4033
13841
3841

5346

5348
5897
4618
b8e7
4850
4619
4850

5897

0.2,

0.25

0.25

05

005

0.05

D.1
0.8%

0.25

0.08
0.18
0.16

02, .

0.65
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