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State of California

AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-1
January 26, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39607(d) of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to adopt test procedures to measure compliance with non-
vehicular emission standards;

WHEREAS, Section 41954 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to adopt procedures for the certification of, and to
certify, gasoline vapor control systems in compliance with standards
adopted by the Board;

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to implement, interpret, or make specific Section 41954;

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other proceedings have been held in accor-
dance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Government
Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part I, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adds Sections 94002,
94003, and 94004 to its regulations in Chapter 1, Subchapter 8, of Title 17,
California Administrative Code as follows:

94002. Certification of Vapor Recovery Systems, Gasoline Terminals -

Gasoline vapor recovery systems at terminals shall be certified
in accordance with the Air Resources Board's "Certification and
Test Procedures for Vapor Recovery Systems at Gasoline Terminals"
adopted on January 26, 1977,

54003. Certification of Vapor Recovery Systems, Gasoline Bulk Plants -

Gasoline vapor recovery systems at bulk plants shall be certified
in accordance with the Air Resources Board's "Certification and
Test Procedures for Vapor Recovery Systems at Gasoline Bulk
Plants" adopted on January 26, 1977,



Public Hearing - Certification 2 January 26, 1977
and Test Procedures for Gasoline

Vapor Recovery Systems for Bulk

Plants, Terminals and Delivery

Tanks

94004. Certification of Vapor Recovery Systems, Gasoline Delivery Tanks -

Gasoline vapor recovery systems of delivery tanks shall be certified
in accordance with the Air Resources Board's "Certification and Test
Procedures for Vapor Recovery Systems of Gasoline Delivery Tanks"
adopted on January 26, 1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the "Certification and Test Procedures for Vapor
Recovery Systems at Gasoline Terminal's dated January 26, 1977, as shown in
Exhibit I to the Air Resources Board Staff Report 77-2-5, January 26, 1977 are
hereby adopted; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the "Certification and Test Procedures for Vapor
Recovery Systems at Gasoline Bulk Plants" dated January 26, 1977, as shown in
Exhibit II to the Air Resources Board Staff Report 77-2-5, January 26, 1977
are hereby adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the "Certification and Test Procedures for Vapor
Recovery Systems of Gasoline Delivery Tanks" dated January 26, 1977, as shown in
Exhibit III to the Air Resources Board Staff Report 77-2-5, January 26, 1977

are hereby adopted.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

RESOLUTION 77-3
January 25, 1977

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution 76-17, a research Contract ARB 5-1323
was awarded to KVB, Inc., to conduct a project titled “Control of Hydro-
carbon Emissions from Stationary Sources in the South Coast Air Basin,"
for an amount not to exceed $499,880; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee and ARB staff have identified
add1t1ona1 work to be performed so that maximum benefits can be der1ved
from this program; and .

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has recommended suppléméntary
funding to Contract ARB 5-1323 for an amount not to exceed $64, 500 to
perform this additional work;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board hereby accepts
the recommendations of the Research staff and the Research Screening
Committee and approves supplementary funding to Contract ARB 5-1323 for

an amount not to exceed $64,500, for the proaect entitled “Control of
Hydrocarbon Emissions from Stationary Sources in the South Coast Air Basin",

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research effort
proposed in an amount not to exceed $64,500.



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution No. 77-4

January 25, 1977

WHEREAS, Sections 39601 and 43210 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Air Resources Board by regulation to adopt test procedures applicable
to motor vehicles manufactured for sale in this state;

WHEREAS, the present assembly-Tine and predelivery test procedures for 1977
and subsequent model year gasoline powered passenger cars and light duty
trucks do not include the selection and test requirements for medium duty
vehicles and four wheel drive vehicles;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board intends to reaffirm its policy regarding
enforcement regulations and penalties sanctioned by the Health and Safety
Code; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other proceedings have been held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part I, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFQRE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Section 2056 of Article 1, Sub-
chapter 2, Chapter 3, Title 13, California Administrative Code, be
adopted as follows:

2056. Assembly-Line or Pre-Delivery Test Procedure --
- 1978 Model-Year Passénger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks
and Medjum-Duty Vehicles,

New 1978 model-year passenger cars, light-duty
trucks and medium-duty vehicles shall be assembly-
Tine tested in compliance with the Air Resources
Board's "California Assembly-Line Test Procedures

for 1978 Model-Year Passenger Cars, Light-Duty

Trucks and Medium-Duty Vehicles", adopted January 25,
1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the "California Assembly-Line Test
Procedures for 1978 Model-Year Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks
and Medium-Duty Vehicles", dated January 25, 1977, are hereby adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Section 2055 of Title 13, which presently
applies to California assembly-line test procedures for 1977 and subse-
quent model years, together with the test procedures incorporated
therein, is amended to limit its application to the 1977 model year only.



State of California
AIR RESQURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-5

January 25, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes: the Air
Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary for
the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and imposed upon
the Board by law;

WHEREAS, Sections 43101 and 43104 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Board to adopt vehicle emission standards in order to centrol or
eliminate air pollution caused by motor vehicles;

WHEREAS, the Board has found that more stringent exhaust emission standards
for passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles are needed
. to achieve the ambient air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin
and in other areas of the State;

WHEREAS, on October 7 and 8, 1976 the Air Resources Board staff conducted a
workshop with representatives of motor vehicle manufacturers to discuss the
costs and technological feasibility of more stringent exhaust emission
standards for passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles,
and to discuss needed changes to the Board's test procedures for such
vehicles;

WHEREAS, based on information presented at the October 7 and 8 meetings,

at the Board's November 23, 1976 meeting and on information previously
submitted to the Board and to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency the
Board has found that mare stringent exhaust emission standards for
passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles are, commencing
with the 1982 model-year, both technologically feasible ahd cost/effective;

WHEREAS, on January 6 and 7, 1977 the Air Resources Board conducted a
workshop with representatives of motor vehicle manufacturers, independent
research organizations and the academic community to discuss photochemistry
and transport phenomena related to air quality in the South Coast Air Basin;

NHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have been
held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); '

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its regulations

in Section 1960, Article 2, Subchapter 3 of Title 13 i i
Administrative Code as follows: e 13, California



Exhaust Emission Standards and Test Procedures - 1980
and Subsequent Model Passenger Cars, Light-Quty Trucks,
and Medium-Duty VYehicles,

(a) The exhaust emissions from new 1980 and subseguent
model passenger cars, light-duty trucks .nd medium-
duty vehicles, subject to registration and sold and
registered in this state, shall not exceed:

Exhaust Emission Standards
{grams per mile)

Model-Year Vehicles Equivalent Non-Methane = Carbon  Oxides of

Inertia Hydrocarbons: Monoxide Nitrogen (NO,)
Weight (1bs) ‘ =
1980 ?asienger cars All .41 9.0 1.0
PC : ‘
Light-Duty 0-3999 g.41 9.0 1.5
Trucks (LDT) '
Light-Duty 4000-55969 g.a30 - 9.0 2.0
Trucks (LDT) '
Medium-Duty A1l 0.9 17 2.3
Vehicles (MDV)
1981 PC ATl 0.41 9.0 1.0
LDT and MDV 0-3999 0.41 9.0 1.0
LDT and MDV 4000~5999 0.50 9.0 1.5
MOV 6000 and 0.680 9.0 2.0
' larger
1982 PC ATl 0.41 .0 g.4*
LDT and MDV 0-399% 0.41 9.0 1.0
LDT and MDV 4000-5999 0.50 9.0 1.5
MDYV 8000 and - 0.60 9.0 2.0
larger
1983 and PC All 0.41 - 9.0 0.4*
later LDT and MDV 0-3999 g.41 8.0 G.4*
LDT and MDV 4000-5999 0.50 9.0 1.0*
MDV 6000 and g.60 9.0 1.5*
larger

i - 11 apply to
*fxcept that the applicable 1981 model-year No§ $t§ndards sha :
engine families which are certifed under the “Opticnal 100,000 Mile
Certification Procedure."

‘h) Vehicles may be certified under the "QOptional 100,000
Mile Certification Procedure" only if the vehicle manufacturer
agrees to apply to such vehicles the provisions of Section
43204 of the California Health and Safety Code for a period
of ten years or 100,000 miles, whichever first occurs.

-
i
e

The test procedures for determining compliance with

these standards are set forth in "California Exhaust

Emission Standards and Test Procedures for 1980 and -
Subsequent Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks,

and Medium-Duty Vehicles," adopted by the Air Resources

Board November 23, 1976, as last amended January 25, 1977.



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-6
February 15, 1977

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 41500 requires the Eoard to review

the ru]es and regulations of the districts to determine whether such

rules and regulations assure that reasconable provision is made to achieve
. and maintain the state ambient air quality standards;

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 41504 provides that if, after a
public hearing, the State Board finds that the rules and regu1ations of
a district will not likely achieve and maintain the State ambient air
quality standards, the State Board may establish such rules and regulations
‘as it deems necessarv to enable the district to achieve ard maintain such
ambient air quality standards;
. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 431 regulates
the sulfur content of fuels burned in the South Coast Air Rasin;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that Rule 431 (Sulfur Content of Fuels) will not

1ikely achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standard for

sulfates or the State visibility standard and that further amendments to Rule 43}

are necessary for the District to achieve and maintain such ambient air quality standards,
. WHEREAS, the Board has held a public hearing in accordance with Health and
Safety Code Section 41502; :

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board hereby amends
Rule 431 (Sulfur Content of Fuels) of the South Coast Air Quality Management
District to read in its entirety as set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto.



CXNIDIL K
Resolution 77-6

State of California

AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Proposed Amendment to Rule 431 (Sulfur Content of Fuels)

of the South Coast Air Quality Management District

Amend Rule 431 (Sulfur Content of Fuels) of the SCAOMD by desionating the existing

text as subsection (a) and by adding the following subsection (b).

{b) Steam Generators at Electric Power Plants

1. No person shall burn liquid fuel with a sulfur content
of more than 0.25 percent by weight in a steam generator
at an e1ectri¢_power nlant on or after March 1, 1977 except that:
. A. Existing supplies of fuel with a sulfur content of not more
than 0.5 percent by weight owned either in storage or in transit
by such person on the effective date of this subsection {b) may
be utilized until such supply is exhausted. -
. B. From March 1, 1977 to July 1, 1978, if sufficient amounté of
fuel with a sulfur content of not more than 0.25 *percent
by weight are.not available on a regularly scheduled future
need basis, fuel with a sulfur content of not more than
0.5 percent by weight may be substituted for only such portion
of a person's requirements for which fuel with a sulfur content
of not more than 0.25 percent by weight is not available.
C. Noncomplying fuel may be burned if the concentration of sulfur

. dioxide in stack gases is no more than would be present if liquid

fuel with a sulfur content of not more than 0.25 percent were burned.



Resolution 77-6

Persons burning liquid fuels in steam gemerators at electric

power plants shall submit to the air pollution control officer,

within thirty calendar days from the beginnihg of each moﬁth,

a tabulation of ihe amount of 1iquid fuel burned at each of such
person's'power‘plants‘on each day of the preceding month, also listing,
for each day, the average sulfur content of the fuel burned

each day. If noncomplying fuel was burned, a statement of the

efforts made to obtain Tiquid fuel with a sulfur content of not

more than 0.25 percent shall be submitted under penalty of perjury.



State of California

AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-9
‘February 15, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research proposal No. 583-46 entitled "The Effects
of Present and Potential Air Pollution on Important San Joaguin Valley
Crops", has been submitted by the University of California, Riverside to
the Air Resources Board;

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal for
approval;

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee recommends for funding the proposal:

ARB Proposal Number 583-46 entitled "The Effects of Present and Potential

Air Pollution on Important San Joaquin Valley Crops", submitted by

;he University of California, Riverside, for an amount not to exceed
88,949,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the powers
and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705, hereby
accepts the recommendations of the Research Screening Committee and approves
the following proposal:

ARB Proposal Number 583-46 entitled "The Effects of Present and Potential

Air Pollution on Important San Joaquin Valley Crops", submitted by

Egg gziversity of California, Riverside, for an amount not to exceed
»949,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research effort
proposed in an amount not to exceed $88,949.

I certify that the above is a true and
correct copy of Resolution 77-9 as
passed by the Air Resources Board.

YR

iam H. Lewis, Jr, Y4

Executive Officer




State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-10

February 15, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research proposal No. 536-38 entitled "Impact of
Sulfur Compounds on Vegetation: A Sulfur Dioxide/Ozone Response Model and
Phytotoxic Thresholds of Sulfuric Acid and Sulfates" has been submitted
by the University of California, Riverside to the Air Resources Board;

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal for
approval;

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee recommends for funding the proposal:

ARB Proposal Number 536-38 entitled "Impact of Sulfur Compounds

on Vegetation: A Sulfur Dioxide/Ozone Response Model and Phytotoxic
Thresholds of Sulfuric Acid and Sulfates", submitted by the University
of California, Riverside, for an amount not to exceed $136,896;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the powers
and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705, hereby
accepts the recommendations of the Research Screening Committee and approves
the following proposal:

ARB Proposal Number 536-38 entitled "Impact of Sulfur Compounds

on Vegetation: A Sulfur Dioxide/Ozone Response Model and Phytotoxic
Thresholds of Sulfuric Acid and Sulfates", submitted by the University
of California, Riverside, for an amount not to exceed $136,89€,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research effort
proposed in an amount not to exceed $136,896.

I certify that the above is a true and
correct copy of Resolution 77-10 as passed

by the Air Resourcgs Board.
C <
Pé%Za___~ ) qi:LZL
w4

William H, Lewis, Jr.
Executive Officer



State of California
AIR RESQURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-11
March 24, 1977

WHEREAS, Sections 39600 and 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Air Resources Board to adopt rules and regulations in accordance with
the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act of the Government Code;

WHEREAS, the Board has adopted emissions standards for motorcycles in
accordance with Section 43107 (a) of the Health and Safety Code;

WHEREAS, the Environmental Protection Agency, on December 23, 1976
adopted exhaust emission standards and test procedures applicable to
new street motorcycles manufactured after December 31, 1977,

WHEREAS, the Board has found no significant differences between the
Environmental Protection Agency standards and test procedures and the
test procedures and standards previously adopted by the Board for 1978
through 1981 production year motorcycles; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other proceedings have been held in accor-
dance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (Government
Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part I, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends Section
1958, Article 2, Subchapter 1, Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California
Administrative Code to read in its entirety as follows:

1958. Exhaust Emission Standards and Test Procedures - Motor-
cycles Manufactured on or after January 1, 1978.

(a) This Section shall be applicable to motorcycles
produced on or after January 1, 1978. Motorcycles
are excluded from the requirements of this section
if:

(1) The engine displacement is less than 50 cubic
centimeters,

or (2) An 80 kilogram (176 pound) driver cannot

(a) start from a dead stop using only the
engine, or

(b) exceed a maximum speed of 40 kilometers
per hour (24.9 miles per hour) on a level
paved surface.

(b) Exhaust emissions from new street-use motorcycles,
subject to registration and sold and registered in
this state shall not exceed:



Exhaust Emission Standards
(grams per kilometer)

Model-year Epgine Displacement Hydrocarbons
(in _cubic centimeters)

1978 to 1979 50 to less than 170 5.0
170 to less than 750 5.0 + 0.0155 (D-170)*
750 or greater 14

1980 to 1981 A1l (50 cc and larger) 5.0

1982 and Subsequent A11 (50 cc and larger) 1.0

*D = engine displacement of motorcycles in cubic centimeters

(c¢) The test procedures for determining compliance with
these standards are set forth in Subpart E and
Subpart F, Part 86, Title 40, Code of Federal
Regulations, as they existed on February 4, 1977.

(d) The Air Resources Board will accept the Environmental

Protection Agency's Certificate of Conformity as

equivalent to California Certification for model-years

1978 through 1981.

(e) Motorcycle manufacturers shall submit to the Executive

Officer a complete copy of the application for

certification submitted to the Environmental Protection

Agency together with a copy of the Certificate of
Conformity.

The above information shall be submitted for each
engine family prior to sale or offering for sale
of 1978 through 1981 model-year motorcyclies in
California.

(f) 1In the event that the federal test procedures referred

to in paragraph {c} are found to be invalid or
unenforceable, the "California Exhaust Emission

Standards and Test Procedures for 1978 and Subseguent
Production Motorcycles" as amended February 20, 1976

shall govern, except that the motorcycies to which

such test procedures apply shall be those defined in
subparagraph {a). In the event that only a portion of
the federal test procedures are found tc be invalid or

unenforceable, then the equivalent portion of the
California test procedures shail govern.

“eay,



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-12
March 24, 1977

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, by direction of the Governor in Executive
Order B-6-75 and pursuant to Administrative Order 75-2, issued jointly by the
Air Resources Board and the Office of Emergency Services, has adopted the
California Air Pollution Emergency Plan;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board is the state agency charged with the responsibility
to prepare, direct, and execute the California Air Pollution Emergency Plan;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has identified the need for revision of
abatement actions for sulfur dioxide and sulfate episodes;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has also identified the need for c]arificqtion
of portions of the State Plan that require the local districts to take various
actions in the event of an air pollution episode;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has also identified the need for clarification
of certain terminology and the reorganization of abatement actions and other
technical changes;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has complied with all public hearing and notice
requirements of state and federal law;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board does hereby adopt
the California Air Pollution Emergency Plan, as revised March 24, 1977, and set
forth in Exhibit A attached hereto.



“.amends Rule 463 of the South Coast Air Qualxty

Staté of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Reso1ution 77-13
March 25, 1977

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 41500 requires the Board to
" review the rules and regulations and enforcement practices of the
districts to determine whether reasonable action is being taken to
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards;

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 41504 provides that if, after
a public hearing, the State Board finds that the rules and regulations
of a district will not 1ikely achieve and maintain the adopted ambient
air quality standards, the State Baord may establish such rules and
regulations as it deems necessary to enable the district to achieve
and maintain such ambient air qua11ty standards; - :

LMWHEREAS the Board finds that the ru]es .and regulations of the South ol
" Coast Air Quality Management District will not 1ikely achieve and maintain

““the state ambient air quality standard for oxidant and that further amendments
to Rule 463 (Storage of Organic Liquids) are necessary to enable the d1str1ct
to achieve and maintain the said ambient air qua11ty standard; and :

WHEREAS, the Board has held a pub11c hear1ng in accordance with HeaTth
~and Safety Code Section 41502; _

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Res?%;%ﬁiyﬁgﬁfd herebyv.

District to read in its entirety as set forth in Exhibit A attached
- hereto. _ _




Exhibit A
State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
South Coast Air Quality Management District
Rule 463. Storage of Organic Liquids
(a) A person shall not place, store or ho]d in any stationary tank,

reservoir or other container of more than 150,000 liters (39,630 gallons)
capacity, any organic liquid having a vapor pressure of 77.5 mm Hg (1.5 psi)
absolute or greater under actual storage conditions, unless such tank, )

. reservoir or other container is a pressure tank maintaining working pressures
sufficient at all times to prévent organic vapof or gas loss to the atmosphere,
or is designed and equipped with one bf the fo]]cwing vapor'loss control
devices, properly installed, properly maintained and in operation:

. (1) A floating roof, consisting of a p.ont.odn-type, double-
deck-type, or internal floating cover that rests on the surface of the liquid
contents and is equipped with a closure device or devices between the tank |
wall and roof e&ge.

® ~(A) Prior to July 1, 1977, a floating roof installation

is subject to all the following specific conditions: .
| (i} No gap between the tank wall and_the roof
edge (inc]dding the closure device) shall exéeed 0.3175 centimeters (1/8
inch) width for an accumu1ét1ve length on the circumference of the tank computed
by dividing the diameter of fhe tank in feet, by 6.5. o _
(ii) The gap between the tank wall and the roof
edge (including the closure device) shall in no case excéed 1/2 dinch.
(iii)  For the purpose of subsection (2)}(1){A) & (B),

. measurements shall be made with a 0.3175 c.e'ntimeters (1/8 inch) diameter probe



of at lTeast 120 centimeters (3.9 foot) length. No violation shall exist unless

“the probe reaches 1iquid surface, without forcing.

(iv) A1l tank gauging and sampling devices on
other appurtenant openings shall be designed to provide a projection into
the liquid surface to prevent entrained or formed organic vapor from escaping
from the liquid contents.of the tank and shall be equipped with a cover, seal,
or 1id. The cover, seal, or 1id shall be in a closed (i.e. no visible gnp)
position at all times except when the device or appurtenance is in actual
use. |
| (v) Any emergency roof drain shall be provided with a
slotted membrane fabric cover, or equivalent, that Covers_at least nine-tenths
of the area of the opening. | |

~ (vi) A floating roof shaII not be used if the organic
liquid stored has a vapor pressure of 569 mm Hg (11 psi) absolute or greater
under actual storage conditions. | |

(vii) Any internal floating cover container shall not

contain erganic vapor in thé space between the internal pan and fixed roof

in a concentratibn greater than 50 percent of the lower explosive limit

property of the organic liquid being stored.

(B) Effective July 1, 1977 a floating roof 1nstallat1on is
subject to all the following specific conditions:

| (i) There shall be no measurable gap between the tank

wall and the roof edge (including the closure device). As used in this'para-_

‘graph, measurable gap means an opening through which a probe of 0.3175 centi-

meters (1/8 inch) diameter can penetrate without forcing to reach liquid surface.
(ii) AN tank gauging and sampling devices or other

appurtenant openings shall be designed to prov1de a projection into the



. liquid surface to prevent entrained or formed organic vapor from escaping from

the 1iquid contents of the tank and shall be equipped with a cover, seal, or 1id..
The cover, seal, or 1id shall be in a closed (i.e. no visible gap) pbsition
at all times except when the device or appurtenance'is 1ﬁ actual use.

(iii) Any emérgency roof drain shall be provided with a
slotted membrane fabric cover, or.equivalent, that covers at least nine-tenths
of the area of the opening. | _

| ~ (iv} A fleating roof shall not be used if the organic
1iquid stored has a vapor pressuré of 569 mm Hg (11 psi) absolute or greater
under actual storage conditions. o |

(v) Any internal floating cover container 5ha11>not'conta1n
organic vapor in the space between the internal pan and fixed roof in a
concentration greater than 50 percent of the lower explosive limit property
of the organic 1iquid being stored. |

(2) A vapor recovery system, consisting of a vapof gathering
system capable of collecting all organic vapors and gases d1scharged -and a
vapor disposal system capable of process1ng such organ1c vapors and gases SC
as to prevent their emission to the atmosphere at an eff1c1ency of at least
90 percent by weight. Any tank gauging or samp11ng device on a tank vented
to the vapor recovery system shaT1 be equipped with a gas-tight cover which
shall be c1059d at a11 ‘times except when qauging or sampling is actua11y
taking place. ‘
A (3)} Other equipment of equal efficiency, praovided an applica-
tion for such equipment is submitted to and approved by the Air Pollution
Control Officer. | |

(b) A person shall not place, store or hold in any abovée

ground stationary tank, or other container of 150,000 1iters (39,630 gallons)



or less capacity any gasoline unless such tank is eduipped with a pressure-
vacuum valve which is set to within ten percent of the maximum allowable
working pressure of the container or is equipped with conservation controls
as indicated in subsection (a).

(c) Exemption: | |

The provisions of subséction {b) shall not aphly to any container
of 7,570 liters (2,000 gallons) or less capacity installed and in service
prior to January 9, 1976, nor to any containef of 950 liters (251 ga11dns)
or less capacity installed on or after January 9, 1976. | |

- (d) Definitions

(1) Efficiency, as used in subsections (a)(2) and (a)(3)}
compares controlled emissions to those emissions which would occﬁr from a
fixed or cone roof tank in the same product service without a vapor recovefy
system. These base line emissions shall be ca]cﬁ1ated by using the criteria
outlined in API Bul]etin.2518. Floating roof tank emissions shall be_'
caleulated using the criteria contained in API Bulletin 2517 modified by
the application of seal factors which consider modern techno]ogy of
floating roof seals.

(2) The true vaﬁor pressure (psi abso]uté) of stored 1iquid
product may be_determined by using thé API nombgraph for conversion of Reid.
Vapor Pressure to true vapor pressure.

(e} Effective dates’
| ~ (1) The owner or operator of any container subject to subsection
(a) of this rule, which is 1nété11ed on or after July 1, 1977 éha11 comply |

with the provisions of subsection (a) at the time of installation.



- (2) The owner or operator of any container subject to
. subsection (a) of this rule that is used exclusively to store petroleum
distillates shall be in compliance with the prov1s1ons of subsection (a)
on July 1, 1977.

(3) The owner or operator of any existing container subject
to subsection (a) of this rule [other than oil field storage tanks used
exclusively to stare crude petroleum with a capacity of 254,000 liters
{67,200 gallons) or less, as noted in Section (e)(4)] that. is used to
store organic liquids other than petroleum distillates and who must alter
such container to meet these p\fovisions, s'ﬁaﬂ be in compliance by August 1,
1978, énd shall comply with the following increments of pr.ogress: o

(A) July 1, 1977. Submit to the Air Pollution Control

Officer a final cdntr'ol ptan which describes-, as a minimum, the steps,
including a construction schedule, that will be taken to achiéve'cbmplianée
, . with the provisions of this rule. _

(B) August 1, 1977. Negotiate and sign all necessary

contracts for emission control systems, or 1ssue orders for the purchase
of component parts to accomphsh emission contmﬂ

.- A (C) September 1, 1977. In1t1ate on-site constructwn

or installation of emission control equipment as indicated on the construc-.

tion schedule submif_cted with the final cantrol plan.

(D) ‘July Y, 1978. Complete on-site construction or
insta'l'l'at'i'qn of emission control equipment as indicated on the construction

schedule submitted with the final control plan.

(E) August 1, 1978. Assure final compliance with the

provisions of this rule. -



-

(4) The oﬁner or operator of any existing oil field storage
.- tank used exclusively to store crude petroleurﬁ with a capacity of 25'4,000
Titers (67,200 gaf?ons) or less subject to subsection (a) of this rule who
must alter such container to meet these provisions, shall be in compliance
by September 1, 1977, and shall comply with the following increments of
progress:

(A) August 1, 1976. Submit to the Air Pollution

Control Officer a final control plan which describes, as a minimum, the
steps, including a construction schedule, that will be taken to achieve

. compliance with the provisions of this rule.

(B) October 2, 1976. Negotiate and Sign-al] necessary
contracts for emission control systems, or issue orders for the purchase

of component parts to accomplish emission control.

(C} November 1, 1976. Initiate on-site construction .
: . or installation of emission control equipment as indicated on the construc-
tion schedule submitted with the final control plan.

(D) August 1, 1977. Complete on-site construction or

installation of emission control equipment as indicated on the construction
. schedule submitted with the final control plan. : _
(E) September 1, 1977. Assure final compliance with the

provisions of this rule.

(5) The owner ér_operator of any container subject to sub-
section (5) of this rule which is installed on or after June 25, 1976 shall
comply with the provisions of subsection (b) at the time of installation.

(6) The owner or operator of any container subject to
subsection (b) of this rule which.was operating or in the process of beiﬁg |

'. installed or constructed before June '25, 1976 shall be in compliance with
the requirements of subsection (b) of August 1, 1976.



PROPOSED

State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resclution 77-14

December 19, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes

the Air Resources Board to adopt standards, rules and regulations
necessary for the proper execution of the powers and duties granted
to, and imposed upon, the Board by law; ‘

WHEREAS, Section 39605 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes
the Board to hold public hearings to carry out the purposes of
Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code relating to statewide
air pollution control;

WHEREAS, various provisions contained in the Board's regulations
and the Health and Safety Code and Vehicle Code require or permit
the holding of an administrative hearing in situations where

the California Administrative Procedure Act or other specified
hearing procedures, does not apply;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has determined that regulations
should be adopted to implement an adjudicatory hearing procedure,
to implement procedures for regular and special meetings of the
Air Resources Board and for availability of staff reports, and to
implement procedures for appeals of action or inaction by the
South Coast Air Quality Management District pursuant to Health
and Safety Code Sections 40451 and 40452;

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings
have been held in accordance with the provisions of the
Administrative Procedure Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 2,
Part 1, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that a new Subchapter 1 of Chapter 1
of Part II be added to the Board's regulations in Title 17,
California Administrative Code; that the existing Subchapter 1

of said Chapter be amended to read Subchapter 1.5; and that the
existing Subchapter 7 be deleted, all as set forth in the attachment
to Staff Report No. 77-26-4, dated 12-19-77.



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resotution 77-16
May 26, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary for
the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and 1mposed
upon the Board by Taws;

WHEREAS, Sections 43101 and 43104 of the Health and Safefy Code authorize
the Beard to adopt vehicle emission standards and test procedures in
order to control or eliminate air pollution caused by motor vehicles;

WHEREAS, the Board's certification procedures for new motor vehicles
currently require a manufacturer to demonstrate that certification
vehicle emissions will remain below the standards for at least 50,000 .
miles; _

WHEREAS, recent data gathered by the Board and by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and other data indicate that late model vehicles exceed
on average the applicable emission standards Tong befare 50,000 miles have
been accumulated; _

WHEREAS, these same data indicate that many vehicle owners are not
following the manufacturer's recommended maintenance practices, and that
even if the manufacturer's recommended maintenance practices are followed,
this maintenance is often performed incorrectly;

WHEREAS, the Board believes that the certification test procedures should
accurately reflect the actual maintenance practices of vehicle owners and’
the service industry, rather than the desired maintenance pract1ces of
vehicle manufacturers;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that reguiat1ons which make the maintenance
practices used during the certification process more similar to actual
consumer maintenance habits are, commencing with the 1980 model-year
for passenger cars and the 1981 model-year for light-duty trucks and
medium-duty vehicles, technologically feasible, cost/effective, and
necessary to carry out the Legislature's mandate that the Board control

and reduce air pollution caused by motor vehicles;

HHERgAS, the Board is authorized pursuant to Health and Safety Code
Section 43600 to adopt and implement emission standards for in-use

- vehicles which are necessary and technologically feasible;



WHEREAS, the Board finds that the emission standards and maintenance:
restrictions applicable to new 1980 and Tater model year passenger cars

and 1987 and later model year light-duty trucks and medium-duty

~vehicles should extend to such vehicles over their useful }ife while

~ in normal use and operation, in order to assure that the air quality '
benefits associated with those standards and restrictions are actually realized.

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 43106 requires that production
vehicles be the same in construction {including the maintenance require-
ments of emission control devices) in all material respects as their test
vehicle counterparts; _

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have been -~
held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure -
Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); -

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its
regulations in Section 1960(b), Title 13, California Administrative Code, -
as follows: R g :

(b). The test procedures for determining compliance with these
standards are set forth in "California Exhaust Emission Standards
.and Test Procedures for 1980 and Subsequent Model Passenger Cars,
Light-Duty Trucks, and Medium-Duty Vehicles", adopted by the Air
Resources Board November 23, 1976, as amended December 14, 1976
and May 26, 1977. ‘

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the "California.
Exhaust Emission Standards and Test Procedures for 1980 and Subsequent
Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks, and Medium-Duty Vehicles", as
last amended May 26, 1977. ,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board amends its regulations in Section .
1960, Title 13, California Administrative Code, by adding a new sub-
paragraph (c) and NOTE, to read:

(c) With respect to any new vehicle required to comply with the
standards set forth in paragraph (a), the manufacturer's written maintenance
instructions for in-use vehicles shall not require scheduled maintenance
more frequently than or beyond the scope of maintenance permitted under
the test procedures referenced in. paragraph (b) above. Any failure to
perform scheduled maintenance shall not excuse an emissions violation
unless the failure is related to or causative of the viclation.

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 33601, Health and Safety Code;
Reference: Sections 39600, 39601, 43013, 43101, 43104, 43106, 43600
Health and Safety Code.
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State of California

AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-18

Adopted ;
June 22, 1977 (

WHEREAS, the federal Clean Air Act (§110) and Environmantal Protection Agency
regulations adopted pursuant thereto (40 CFR 51.19 and Appendix P thereto)
require that State Implementation Plans contain procedures requiring certain
specified categories of stationary sources to monitor emissions on a con-
tinuous basis to determine compliance with any rules and regulations estab-
lishad to achieve or maintain the national air quality standards;

WHEREAS, the Board is the state agency designated, pursuant to Health and
Safety Code §39602, the responsibility of preparing the State Implementaion
Plan, and to that end, is required to coordinate the activities of the districts;

'NHEREAS, Health and Safety Code §40001 requires districts to adopt rules and

requlations which assure that reascnable provision is made to achieve and
maintain the state standards and endeavor to achieve and maintain the national
standards;

WHEREAS, the Board is empowered by Health and Safety Code §541500, 41502, and -
47504 to review the rules and regulations of a district to determine whether
they make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state air quality
standards, and, after a public hearing, establish rules and regulations for a
district which so provide if the district has not established such rules and
regulations;

WHEREAS, the Board established model regulations for continuous emission
monitoring of specified categories of sources which meet the aforesaid state
and federal mandates, and by letter dated December 23, 1976, requested affected
districts to adopt. the suggested continuous em1ssien monitnrlng rules or
equivalent rules;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that one or more of the specified categories of
sources are located within the following named districts and that the dis-
tricts have not adopted rules or regulations that will assure continuous
emission monitoring of the specified categories of sources;



Resolution 77-18 -2~ _ ' June 22, 1977

Bay Area APCD Fresno- County ARGD
Kern County APCD Ventura County APCD
. San-dsaguin- Lounty-APLD San Luis Obispo County APCD

Monterey Bay Unified APCD

WHEREAS, the Board finds that without continuous emission monitoring rules
substantially equivalent to the aforesaid model regulation proposed by the
Board, the rules and regulations of the abave districts do not make reason-
able provision to achieve and maintain the state ambient air qua11ty
standards;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the above districts have failed to adopt
continuous emission monitoring rules which meet the aforesaid federal
requirements for State Implementation Plans; and

WHEREAS, the Board has conducted a public hesaring and given notice thereof
in accordance with all requirements of federal and state law;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends Sections 3210.5
through 3210.11 of the rules and regulations of the Bay Area APCD as shown
in Attachment I of the Staff Report 77-13-4.

BE IT FURTHER RESCLVED, that the Board hsreby amends the rules and requlations
of the following districts by adopting therein a new rule or regulation, as

~shown in Attachments II through VII of the Staff report, 77-13-4.

Attachment Rule District Attachment Rule District
II 108  Kern County v 105  Ventura County
$11-~--168----Sen~deagquin-County VI 113 - San Luis Obispo County .
1Y----368----Fresno-County VIl 215 Monterey Bay Unified

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid rules and regulations as amended or
adopted hereby shall bacome effective immediately.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the afaresaid rules and reguiations as amended may
not be amended except by the Board, or by the District, if the Executive Officer
finds that any amendment thereto made by the District does not impair the effectiv-
ness or stringency of these rules.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that any of the aforesaid rules and regulations as adopted
shall be rescinded upon the finding by the Executive 0fficer that a substantially
equivalent rule or regulation has been adopted by an affected district.
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' State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-19 -
May 25, 1977
HHEREAS,.SECtion 39606 of the Health and Safety Code directs the AirVReSOUrces
Board to divide the State into éir basins based on meteorological and geogra-

phic conditions and with consideration for political boundary 1ines whenever

practicable;

WHEREAS, Sections 607109(b) and 60110 of Title 17 of the California Adminis-
trative Code designate part of San Diego County as the San Diego Air Basin,

and the remaiping portion of the County as a part of the Southeast

Desert Air Basini

WHEREAS, on February 8, 1977 the Board of the San Diego County Air Pollution
Control District requested the Air Resources Board to change the boundaries
of the Southeast Desert and San Diego Air Basins so that all of San Diego

County is in the San Diego Air Basin;

WHEREAS, on February 16, 1977 the Control Couﬁci] of the Southeast Desert
Air Basin adopted a resolution supporting the San Diego County Air Pollution

Control District's request;



Resolution 77-19 2 B May 25, 1977

WHEREAS, the intent of the law (i.e., that political boundaries should be

- used for air basin boundaries whenevér practicable)'WOUId be served if the
boundary between the Southeast Desert Air .Basin and the San Diégo Air Basin'
were to be made the same as the boundary between San Diego County, and

‘Riverside and Imperial Counties; and

WHEREAS, the meteorological and geographic factors which originally just-
ified placing a portion of San Diego County in the Southeast Desert Air
Basin are outweighed by the administrative and cost advantage of changing
the air basin boundaries,sc that all of San Diego County is in the San:

Diego Air Basin; ) B R

7 NOW,THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that effective July 1, 19?7,Se¢tion 60108(b)
of Title 17 of the Ca]ffornia‘Admfﬁfstrat1Ve Coder is deleted (with the
appropriate renumbering of the suEéequent subseétions),'anﬂ that Section
60110 is amended to read: "San Diego Air Basin. A1l of San Diego County",

as set forth fn Exhibit A and attached hefeto; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in taking this action, it is not the intent of
the Air Resources Board to extend the existing Rules and Regulations that
are applicable in the San Diego Air Basin, to the portion of the District that is

now in the Southeast Desert Air Basin. When the term "San Diego Air Basin" is

used in any of the District's existing Rules and Regulations, it shall
continue to mean the air basin as it was before the boundary change
was made, until the District holds a public hearing to consider amend-

ing such Rules and Regulations.



Exhibit A
Resolution 77-19
State of California
. ' - AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Proposed
Amendment to Title 17 of the
California Administrative Code
Sections 60109 an& 60110 of Title 17 of the California Administrative Code
shall be amended to read as follows (crossed out words have been deleted,
underlined words are additions):

‘Article 1, Description of California Air Basins

. ’ 60109, BSoutheast Desert Basin,
(a) All of Imperial County.
b hat-portion.ef—San—Ii

boundeey. .
(b)%e—}- That portion of Riverside County which lies east of. a line
" deseribed as follows: :

Beginning at the Riverside-San Diego County.boundary and rum-
ning north along the range line common to R. 4 E and R. 3 E, San
Bernardino Base and Meridian; then east along the {ownship line com-

~mon toT. 8 S and T. 7 8; then north along the range line common to

R.5 E and BR. 4 E; then west along the township line common to T. 6§ S

and T. 7 S to the southwest corner of Section 34, T. 6 8, R. 4 E; then

north along the west boundaries of Sections 34, 27, 22, 15, 10, 3, T. 6.5,

R. 4 E; then west alonyr the township line common to T 5 S and T, 6 §;

- then north along the range line common to R. 4 E and R. 3 B; then

west along the south boundaries of Sections 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18,

T.5 8, R.31 B; then north along the range line common to R. 2 B :md

R.3 E; then ‘west along the towmhlp line commonto T.4 S and T. 3 5

. to the interseetion with the southwest boundary of partial Section 31,

T. 3 8, R. 1 W; then northwest along that line to the intersection with

the range line commen to R. 2 W and R. 1 W; then north to the River.
side-San Bernardino Couunty line,



Amendment to Title 17 of the - 2 |  Exhibit A
California Administrative Code )

- Resolution 77-19

gm) (4} That portion of San Bernardino County east and north of a -
e deseribed as foilows:

Beginning at the San Bernardino-Riverside County boundary and
running north along the range line common to R. 3 B and R. 2 E, San
Bernardino Base and Meridian ; then west along the township line com-
mon to T. 3 N and T. 2 N to the San Bernardino-Los Angeles County
beundary.

8 That portion of Los Angeles County which lies north and east
of 8 line described as follows: ‘

Beginning at the Los Angeles-San Bemardmo County boundary
and running west along the township line common to T. 3 N and T. 2 N,
San Bernardino Base and Meridian; then north along the range line
common to R. 8 W and R. 9 W; then west along the township line com-
mon to T. 4 N and T. 2 N; then north along the range line common to
- R.12'W and R. 13 W to the southeast eorner of Seetion 12, T. 5 N, R.
13 W; then west along the south boundaries of Sectioms 12, 11, 10, 9,
8,7, T. 5 N, R. 13 W to the boundary of the Angeles National Forest
which is collinear with the range line common to R. 13 W and R. 14 W;
then north and west along the Angeles National Forest boundary to-
the point of interseetion with the township line common to T. 7 N and
T. 6 N (point is at the northwest corner of Section 4 in T. 6 N, R. 14
‘W) ; then west along the township line common to T. 7T N and T. 6 N;
then north along the range line common to R. 15 W and R. 16 W to
the sontheast corner of Section 13, T. 7T N, R. 16 W; then along ths
.south boundaries of Sections 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, T. 7T N, R. 16 W;
then north along the range line common to R, 16 W and R. 17 W to the
north boundary of the Angeles National Forest (ccllinear with town-
ghip line common to T. 8 N and T. 7 N) then west and north along the
Angeles National Forest boundary to the point of intersection with the
south boundary of the Raneho Lia Lisbre Land Grant; then west and -
north along this land grant boundary to the Lios A.ngeies-Kern County
boundary.
( ff-} That portion of Eern County east and aonth of a hna
éscnbe& as follows;

Beginning at the Kern-Los Angelesa County boundary and running
porth and east along the northwest boundary of the Rancho La Tiebre
Land Grant to the point of intersection with the range line common to
R. 15 W, and R. 16 . W. San Bernardino Base and Meridian; north
along the range line td the northwest corner of 8. 2, T. 32 8,, R 32 E.
Mount Diablo Base and Meridian; then east -onnnr the tawnsh:p line
common to T. 32 §, and T. 31 8.; then north |l<mfr the range line com-
mon to R. 35 E. and R. 34 E.; then east along the township line eommon
to T. 29 8. and T. 28 S.; then north alonz the ranme line vommon to
. 36 E. and R. 35 E.; then east along the township line common to
T. 28 8. and T. 27 S.; then north along the range line common to
R. 37 E. and R. 36 E. to the Kern-Tulare County boundary.

History: 1. Amendment filed 10-6-71; effective thirtieth duy thereafler (Rog-
ister 71, No. 41). -



Amepdment to Title 17 of the 3 Exhibit A
‘California Administrative Code '

Resolution

80110. Ban Diego Bas=in.

77-19
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State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-20
April 29, 1977

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 595-50 entitled "Development
of Improved Methods for Predicting Air Quality Levels in the South Coast
Air Basin" has been submitted by the Technology Service Corporation to the
Air Resources Board; and

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal for
approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends for
funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 595-50 entitled "Development of Improved Methods
of Predicting Air Quality Levels in the South Coast Air Basin",
submitted by the Technology Service Corporation, for an amount
not to exceed $125,000;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the powers
and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705, hereby
accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and approves
the following proposal:

Proposal Number 595-50 entitled "Development of Improved Methods
for Predicting Air Quality Levels in the South Coast Air Basin",
submitted by the Technology Service Corporation, for an amount
not to exceed $125,000;

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research
effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $125,000.

I certify that the above is a true and
correct copy of Resolution 77-20 as
passed by the Air Resources Board.

W1111am HZ Lew1s, 3r.‘/f /
Executive Officer
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State of California
ATR RESQURCES BOARD
Resolution T7T7-21

April 28, 1977

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 597-50 entitled "Fine
Particle Emissioms from Stationary and Miscellaneous Sources in the
South Coast Air Basin" has been submitted by KVB, Inc. to the Air
Resources Board; and

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal for
approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends
for funding the propossl:

Proposal Number 597-50 entitled "Fine Particle Emissions from
Stationary and Miscellaneous Sources in the South Coast Air Basin”
submitted by KVB, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $325,000

NOW, TEEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and
approves the following proposal:

Proposal Number 597-50 entitled "Fine Particle Emissions From
Stationary and Miscellaneous Sources in the South Coast Air Basin"
submitted by KVB, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $325,000.00,

and authorizesa the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures

and to execute all necessary documents and contracis for the research effort

proposed in an smount not to exceed $325,000

I certify that the above is a true and
correct copy of Resolution 77-21 as
passed by the Air Resources Board.

Whﬁ/m 7

W1111am H. Lewis, Jr.
Executive Officer
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State of California
AIR RESQURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-24
June 22, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the

Air Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary
for the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and imposed
upon the Board by law;

WHEREAS, Sections 43101 and 43104 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Board to adopt vehicle emission standards in order to control or
eliminate air pollution caused by motor vehicles;

WHEREAS, the Board has found that more stringent exhaust emission standards
for passenger cars, 1ight-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles are needed
to achieve the ambient air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin
and in other areas of the State;

WHEREAS, on October 7 and 8, 1976 the Air Resources Board staff conducted
a2 workshop with representatives of motor vehicle manufacturers to discuss
the costs and technological feasibility of more stringent exhaust emission
standards for passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles,
and to discuss needed changes to the Board's test procedures for such vehicles;

WHEREAS, on January 6 and 7, 1977 the Air Resources Board conducted a
workshop with representatives of motor vehicle manufacturers, independent
research organizations and the academic community to discuss photochemistry
and transport phenomena related to air quality in the South Coast Air Basin;

WHEREAS, the Board has held previous public hearings on the issue of more
stringent exhaust emission standards for oxides of nitrogen for 1ight-duty
and medium-duty vehicles on November 23, 1976 and January 25, 1977,

to discuss proposals similar or identical to those under consideration today;

WHEREAS, based on information presented to the Board and the Board's staff

at the above described meetings and public hearings, and on information
previously submitted to the Board and to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, the Board has found that more stringent exhaust emission standards

for passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles are, commencing
wigh the 1982 model-year, both technologically feasible and cost/effective;

an

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have been
held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFQRE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the following
exhaust emission standards for 1980 and subsequent model passenger cars,
1ight-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles:



Exhaust Emission Standards

Equivalent (grams per mile)
.Mode] - Inertia Non Methane Carbon Oxides of
Year Vehicles Weight (1bs.) Hydrocarbons  Monoxide Nitrogen (NOZ)*
1980 Passenger Cars (PC) A1l 0.39** 9.0 7.0 (1.5)
Light-Duty Trucks
(LDT) 0-3999 D.39%* 8.0 1.5
Light-Duty Trucks
- (LDT) 4000-5899 0.50 9.0 2.0
: Medium-Duty Vehicles
(MDV) All 0.9 17 2.3
1981 PC All 0.39#%* 9.0 1.0 (1.5)
LDT and MDV 0-3999 0.39** 8.0 1.0 (1.5)
L.DT and MDV 4000-5999 0.50 9.0 1.5 (2.0)
MDY 6000 and larger 0.60 9.0 2.0 (2.3)
1982 PC A1l 0.39%* 9.0 0.4 (1.0)
¢ LDT and MDY 0-3999 0.39%* 9.0 1.0 (1.5)
LDT and MDY 4000-5%99 0.50 9.0 1.5 (2.0)
MDV 6000 and larger 0.60 9.0 2.0 (2.3)
1983 and PC All 0. 39%=* 9.0 0.4 (1.0)
Subsequent LDBT and MDV 0-3999 0., 3g** 3.0 0.4 (1.0}
LDT and MDV 4000-5999 0.50 9.0 1.0 (1.5)
MDV 6000 and larger 0.60 9.0 1.5 (2.0)

*NOx standards in parentheses are applicable to engine families which
are certified under the "Optional 100,000 Mile Certification Procedure.”

**I1f a methane content correction factor is used, the standard shall be 0.41
grams per vehicle mile,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the "Optional 100,000 Mile Certification Procedure,"
described in Attachment III to staff report 77-13-2, is hereby adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer shall make the necessary
changes to the Board's test procedures and regulations in Section 1960,
Title 13, California Administrative Code to incorporate the above standards
and "Optional 100,000 Mile Certification Procedure."



Attachment III

Optional 100,000 Mile Certification Procedure

Commencing with 1982 model passenger cars and 1983 model Tight-duty

trucks and medium-duty vehicles, the alternate NOx emission standards
shown in paragraph (4) above shall apply to any engine family which

meets ali of the following additional requirements:

2.

IU‘

o

Each exhaust emission durability data vehicle shall be driven,
with all emission control systems installed and operating, for
100,000 miles or such lesser distance as the Executive Officer
may agree to as meeting the objectives of this procedure,

Compiiance with the emission standards shall be based on the

projected emission levels at 100,000 miles. A1l references in
test procedures to "useful life", 5 years, and 50,000 miles
shall mean "total 1ife", 10 years, and 100,000 miles respectively.

Only the following scheduled maintenance shall be allowed under
paragraph 86.078-25(a)(1)(i).

25(a)(1}(i)(A). For gasoline-fueled and Diesel-fueled vehicles,
the following items may be inspected, replaced, cleaned, adjusted,
and/or serviced as required:

Drive belt tension on engine accessories (no more frequently
than once every 30,000 miles).

Valve Tash (no more frequently than once every 15,000 miles).
Air Filter (no more frequently than once every 30,000 miles).
Fuel Filter (no more frequently than once every 30,000 miles).

— [

(1
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3
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Idle Speed (no more frequently than once every 30,000 miles).

25(a)(1)(i)(B). Deleted.

The manufacturer agrees to apply to vehicles certified under
this paragraph the provisions of Section 43204 of the California
Health and Safety Code for a period of ten years or 100,000
miles, whichever first occurs.




State of California
AIR RESOQURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-27

April 29, 1977

WHEREAS, there is evidence that the use of the gasoline additive
methylcyclopendadienyl manganese tricarbonyl (MMT) can cause
plugging of catalytic converters when they are installed in close
proximity to a vehicle engine;

WHEREAS, the location of catalysits in close proximity to engines
has the potential for allowing reduced vehicle emissions and
improved fuel economy;

WHERFAS, recent data reported to the Board indicate that the use
of MMT causes engine combustion chamber deposits which can sub-
stantially increase hydrocarbon emissions;

WHEREAS, the engine modifications necessary to counteract the
increased hydroccarbons caused by MMT on new vehicles are likely
to degrade vehicle fuel economy and reduce the probability that
auto manufacturers will be able to comply with future emission
standards;

WHEREAS, the potential cost and energy benefits associated with
using MMT in. the production of unleaded gasoline are so small as
to be more than counterbalanced by even minimal motor vehlcle
fuel economy penalties which it may cause;

WHEREAS, the combustion products of MMT may cause both direct and
indirect adverse health effects, including effects caused by the
ability of manganese oxides to increase the atmospheric conversion
rates of sulfur dioxide to sulfate;

WHEREAS, the California State Department of Health has advised the
Board that increased use of manganese fuel additives represents a
potent1a1 health hazard; and

WHEREAS, a survey performed by the Board's staff indicates that
the use of MMT in gasoline is projected to increase twenty-fold -~
from current levels in the next few years;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board requests all producers
of gasoline intended for sale in California to postpone all plans
for increased methylcyclopendadienyl manganese tricarbonyl (MMT)
use and to phase-out any existing MMT usage.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests that the staff
issue a staff report and notice of public hearing to consider the
regulation of MMT in gasoline intended for sale in California as
soon as possible, preferably during June 1977.

-
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State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

April 29, 1977

Resolution 77-28
WHEREAS, the State Air Resources Board has a continual and ongoing concern for the
air quality in California; and

WHEREAS, intensive use of the automobile contributes importantly to air pollution;
and

WHEREAS, the County of Los Angeles is attempting an experimental commuter rail
transportation program between Los Angeles and San Diego; and

WHEREAS, such experiments will provide important information to the planners of
future transit development, particularly in the area of acceptability of rail
passenger travel and commuter rail travel.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board urges the Public
Utilities Commission to act favorably on the complaint of the County of Los Angeles
and permit this valuable experiment to proceed.



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-29

May 26, 1877

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 606-51 entitled "Emissions
From Ships, Ship Operations, and Transfer of 0i1 in the South Coast Air
Basin" has been submitted by Scott Environmental Technology Inc., to the
Air Resources Board;

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed all of the proposals submitted to
the Air Resources Board and recommended this proposal for approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed all of the proposals
submitted and recommends for funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 606-51 entitled "Emissions From Ships, Ship
Operations, and Transfer of 0il1 in the South Coast Air Basin"
submitted by Scott Environmental Technology, Inc., for an
amount not to exceed $168,588;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and
approves the following proposal:

Proposal Number 606-51 entitled "Emissions From Ships, Ship Operations,
and Transfer of 0il in the South Coast Air Basin" submitted by Scott
Environmental Technology, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $168,588,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research effort
proposed in an amount not to exceed $168,588.

I certify that the above is a true
and correct copy of Resolution 77-29
as passed by the Air Resources Board.

(f;’W' liay H. Lewis, Jﬂﬁ/
xecykive Officer



State of California

ATR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-30

May 26, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 628-51 entitled "Secondary
Pollutants From Ammonia Injection NO Control Processes' has been submitted
by Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, Energy and Environmental Division, University
of California to the Air Resources Board;

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal for
approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends for
funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 628-51 entitled "Secondary Pollutants From Ammonia
Injection NOx Control Processes" submitted by Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory,
+ Energy and Eifivironmental Division, University of California, for an amount
not to exceed $150,000;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and
approves the followlng proposal:

Proposal Number 628-51 entitled "Secondary Pollutants From Ammonia
Injection, Nox Control Processes" submitted by Lawrence Berkeley
Laboratory, Energy and Envirommental Division, University of California,
for an amount not to exceed $150,000,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures and
to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research effort proposed
in an amount not to exceed $150,000.

I certify that the above is a true
and correct copy of Resolution 77-30
as passed by the Air Resources Board.

i L//é Z uﬁﬂ¢w/{ff;ﬁébédtl

William H. Lewis, Jr.
Executive foicer
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State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-31a

August 25, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 627-51 entitled
“A Study of the Feasibility of Installing Scrubbers in Los Angeles
to Reduce Emissions of Sulfur Dioxide" has been submitted by The
Aerospace Corporation to the Air Resources Board;

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this
proposal for approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends
for funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 627-51 entitled "A Study of the Feasibility of
Installing Scrubbers in Los Angeles to Reduce Emissions of
Sulfur Dioxide" Submitted by The Aerospace Corporation, for an
amount not to exceed $50.000;

WHEREAS, the Executive officer has reviewed and recommended that an
additional $10,000 be approved from operating funds to augment the scope
of the research project;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under
the powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code,
Section 39705, hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research
Screening Committee and the Executive Officer and approves the follow-
ing proposal:

Proposal Number 627-51 entitled "A Study of the Feasibility of
Installing Scrubbers in Los Angeles to Reduce Emissions of
Sulfur Dioxide" submitted by The Aerospace Corporation, for an
amount not to exceed $60,000,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative
procedures and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for
the research effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $60,000.

I certify that the above is a true
and correct copy of Resolution 77-3la
as passed by the Air ResourcesiBpard.

Loty . (it

illiam H. Lewis, Jr.
Executive Officer
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State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-36
May 26, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 602-51 entitled "Evaluation
and Development of Procedures for Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total
Particle-Phase Acidity and Nitric Acid in Ambient Air" has been submitted

by the California Department of Health to the Air Resources Board; and

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal not
be approved; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends for
funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 602-51 entitled "Evaluation and Development of
Procedures for Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total Particle-
Phase Acidity and Nitric Acid in Ambient Air" submitted by the
g?ggfgggia Department of Health for an amount not to exceed

NOW, THEREFQRE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the powers
and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705, hereby
accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and approves
the following proposal:

Proposal Number 602-51 entitled "Evaluation and Development of
Procedures for Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total Particle-
Phase Acidity and Nitric Acid in Ambient Air" submitted by the
California Department of Health, for an amount not to exceed
$192,666;

and authorizes the Executive Office to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research
effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $192,666.

I certify that the above is a true
and correct copy of Resolution 77-36
as passed by the Air Resources Board.

R AR 77"

William H. Lewis, dJr. ~
Executive 0-ficer




State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-37

May 26, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 629-51 entitled
"Application of Atmospheric Tracer Techniques to determine the

Transport and Dispersion Associated with the Land Breeze-Sea Breeze
Movement of Air Over the Los Angeles Coastal Zone" has been submitted

by the California Institute of Technology to the Air Resources Board; and

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal
for approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends
for funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 629-51 entitled "Application of Atmospheric Tracer
Techniques to Determine the Transport and Dispersion Associated with
the Land Breeze-Sea Breeze Movement of Air Over the Los Angeles
Coastal Zone” submitted by the California Inst1tute of Technology
for an amount not to exceed $117,377;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and
approves the following proposal:

Proposal Number 629-51 entitled "Application of Atmospheric Tracer
Techniques to Determine the Transport and Dispersion Associated with
the Land Breeze-Sea Breeze Movement of Air Over the Los Angeles
Coastal Zone" submitted by the California Institute of Technology, for
an amount not to exceed $117,377,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research
effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $117,377.

I certify that the above is a

true and correct copy of Resolution
77-37 as passed by the Air Resources
Board.

e

w1111am H. Lewis,
Executive Off1cer




State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolutfon 77-38

May 26, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 610-51 entitled
“Evaluation of the MADCAP Model for the San Diego Air Basin" has
been submitted by Science Applications, Inc., to the Air Resources
Board; and

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this proposal
for approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends
for funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 610-51 entitled "Evaluation of the MADCAP
Model for the San Diego Air Basin" submitted by Science
Applications, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $33,580;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section
39705, hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening
Committee and approves the following proposal:

Proposal Number 610-51 entitled "Evaluation of the MADCAP
Mode] for the San Diego Air Basin" submitted by Science
Applications, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $33,580,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research
effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $33,580.

I certify that the above is a true
and correct copy of Resolution 77-38
as passed by the Air Resources Board.

Wil)Jiam H. Lewis,{dr.
Exdécutive Officer



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-39
July 7, 1977

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, pursuant to Sections 39601, 43013 and
43101 of the Health and Safety Code, has the authority to adopt vehicle
emission standards which are necessary and technologically feasible for
the purpose of protecting and enhancing the air quality of this State;

WHEREAS, the California Supreme Court in Western 011 and Gas Association
vs. Orange County Air Pollution Contrel District, decided May 23, 1975,
ruled that the Board has the authority to regulate fuel content as a means
of regulating vehicular emissions;

WHEREAS, a large portion of the California population is already exposed
to unhealthful levels of photochemical oxidant and/or sulfates, and the
state Ambient Air Quality Standards for such pollutants are being exceeded
in many areas of the state;

WHEREAS, the Board has determined that the use of manganese additives in
unleaded fuels, such as the additive methylcyclopentadienyl manganese tri-
carbonyl (MMT), will increase vehicle hydrocarbon exhaust emissions which
are precursors of photochemical oxidant;

WHEREAS, the Board has also determined that the combustion of gasoline
containing manganese additives, such as MMT, will increase ambient levels
of manganese oxides, which are directly toxic to humans, and which may
tend to increase ambient sulfate levels by catalyzing the conversion

of sulfur dioxide to sulfate under conditions of high humidity;

WHEREAS, the State Department of Health has advised the Board that the
;ncreased use of manganese fuel additives represents a potential health
azard;

WHEREAS, the use of MMT in unleaded gasoline sold in California could
increase substantially; and

WHEREAS, the Board has conducted a public hearing pursuant to the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board adopts Section 2254 in
Title 13, California Administrative Code, as follows:



2254. Manganese Additive Content. Effective September 8, 1977,
no person shall add manganese or any manganese compound, fncluding
the compound methylcyclopentadienyl manganese tricarbonyl (MMT),
to unleaded gasoline intended to be sold, offered for sale, or
delivered for sale at retail in the State of California.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board will reconsider the Timitation on the
use of manganese additives, including MMT, in unleaded gasoline if sufficient
data become available which demonstrate that manganese additives can be used

without adversely affecting motor vehicle emissions or constituting a public
health hazard.



Proposed

State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resglution 77-40
July 28, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 27156 of the Vehicle Code prohibits the installation,
sale, offer for sale, or advertisement of any device, apparatus, or
mechanism intended for use with, or as a part of, any emissions-related
part or system which alters or modifies the original design or performance
of such a system;

WHEREAS, in 1970 the California Legislature amended Vehicle Code Section
27156 to allow the use of an alteration, modification, or modifying
device, apparatus, or mechanism if found by the Air Resources Board
either: (1) to not reduce the effectiveness of any required motor
vehicle pollution control device; or (2) to result in emissions from any
such modified or altered vehicle which are at levels which comply with
existing state or federal standards for the applicable model year;

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the
Board to adopt rules and regulations necessary for the proper execution
of the powers and duties granted to, and imposed upon, the Board by law;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that specific regulations are needed to properly
interpret and implement the duties reguired of the Board by Vehicie Code
Section 27156, and to determine the compliance or non-compliance of
replacement parts, modified parts, or add-on parts with the provisions

of that section; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have
been held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative
Procedure Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its
regulations in Chapter 3, Title 13, California Administrative Code as

set forth in Exhibits VI and VII of Staff Report 77-18-3, scheduled for
consideration July 28, 1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the "Criteria for
Evaluation of Add-on Parts and Modified Parts," dated July 28, 1977,

and the "Criteria for Aftermarket Ignition System Modifications,"
dated July 28, 1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Board resolutions 71-2 and 73-24 are
hereby rescinded.



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING TC CONSIDER PROPOSED CHANGES
TO REGULATIONS REGARDING AFTERMARKET PARTS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Air Resources Board, pursuant to the
authority vested by Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code, and to
implement, interpret and make specific Section 43011 of the Health and.Safety
Code and Section 27156 of the Vehicle Code, will conduct a public hear1ng, at
the time and place specified below, to consider changes to its regulations

in Title 13, California Administrative Code.

DATE: July 28, 1977
TIME: 10:00 a.m.

PLACE: State Office Building
350 McAllister Street, Room 1194
‘San Francisco, California

The Board proposes to adopt regulations clarifying which modifications are
subject to the provisions of Vehicle Code Section 27156, and what presumptions,
if any, will be made regarding their compliance with that section, Generally,
the Board is proposing that replacement parts, as distinguished from modifi-
cations or add-on devices, be presumed to be in compliance with Vehicle Code
Section 27156 unless the Board determines otherwise. However, replacement
parts manufacturers would be required to keep records of the data, performance-
specifications, and/or any other information demonstrating that such parts are
equivalent to the original equipment manufacturer's parts. This information
would have to be made available to the Board upon request.

Manufacturers of devices which modify the emissions control system or related
parts will continue to be prohibited from instaliing, selling, offering for sale,
or advertising such devices unless they have been exempted by the Board from the
provisions of Vehicle Code Section 27156, The requirements for exemption will

be clarified, and certain additional documentation may be required from the
manufacturer., The proposed changes would not affect any exemptions granted
prior to their adoption.

The Board also proposes to adopt guidelines for evaluating ignition system
modifications under Vehicle Code Section 27156. These guidelines are
technical specifications which were developed after considerable discussion
with ignition system manufacturers. The purpose of these guidelines is to
allow ignition system manufacturers to fulfill the requirements for
exemption under Vehicle Code Section 27156 without undergoing expensive
emissions testing. The Board expects that, in time, similar specifications
will be developed and adopted for other emissions-related systems.

Finally, the Board is proposing regulations to allow the Executive Officer

to evaluate aftermarket parts for compliance with Vehicle Code Section 27156,
and to take enforcement action against manufacturers of non-complying parts.
The criteria used for determining compliance under this enforcement program
would be the same criteria used for granting exemptions. Enforcement actions
by the.Executive Officer could include revocation of previously granted
exemptions, stop-sale orders, or seeking fines and/or injunctions

pursuant to Vehicle Code Section 27156 or other applicable statutes,
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NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that all interested persons may present comments,
statements or arguments, orally or in writing, relating to this matter at
the time of the public hearing. Following the hearing, the Board, upon its
own motion, or at the instance of any interested person, may adopt the .
proposed amendments substantially as set forth in the hearing officer 5
report without further notice.

The Air Resources Board has determined that this action creates no
additional cost to local government pursuant to Sect1on 2231 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code.

CALIFORNIA ATR RESOURCES. BOARD
ST LAy . .
: { f’ i‘ ! ‘ /(IJ { Gt - \'f/‘?

L“‘\l /'./

A
Fs

William H. Lewis, Jr,
Executive Officer

June 22, 1977
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NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that all interested persons may present comments,
statements or arguments, orally or in writing, relating to this matter at
the time of the public hearing. Following the hearing, the Board, upon its
own motion, or at the instance of any interested person, may adopt the
proposed amendments substantially as set forth in the hearing officer's
report without further notice.

The.Ajr Resources Board has determined that this action creates no
additional cost to local government pursuant to Section 2231 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code.

CALIFORNIA AIR/FESOURCES BOARD
;oo ; "L ‘." / J ’ o !.‘.
l {u% i 31 .“.‘ ‘/ {0ty /j-;

oL
William H. Lewis, Jr.
Executive Officer

June 22, ]977



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-41
June 29, 1977

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39606(b) requires the Air Resources
Board to adopt standards of ambient air quality for the protection of the
public health, safety, and welfare, including, but not limited to, health,
illness, irritation to the senses, aesthetic value, interference with visib-
ility, and effects on the economy: :

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39606(b) requires standards
relating to health effects to be based upon the recommendations of the
State Department of Health;

WHEREAS, the Board has received a recommendation from the State Department
of Health, and its Air Quality Advisory Committee, that a 24-hour standard of
0.04 ppm sulfur dioxide (S0,) is reasonable in 1ight of what is known about
human health effects, with 4 margin of safety; )

WHEREAS, the Board has received and reviewed a substantial body of evidence
and testimony, in both written and oral form, from its staff and expert
members of the public, at hearings held on April 27-29, and May 13, 1977,
relating to the adverse health effects of SOz(including written comments
submitted prior to June 7, 1977);

WHEREAS, the Board also received a substantial body of evidence and testimony,

in both written and oral form, from its staff and expert members of the public, at
the same hearings; relating to the adverse effects of 502 on vegetation, eco-
systems and materials;

WHEREAS, Dr. Marjorie W. Evans, a member of the Board, has prepared
"Proposed Findings re California Air Quality Standard for Sulfur Dioxide
{24-Hour)," dated June 27, 1977, which contains introductory statements
regarding the Board's legal authority, a listing of the staff study and
hearing witnesses, findings re adverse health effects of S0,, and the
following recommended 502 standard for protection of public health:

0.05 ppm (conductimetric method, or equivalent), in the presence of
oxidant (ozone) in excess of the state standard, or in the presence of
suspended particulate matter in excess of the state 24-hour suspended
particulate matter standard.

WHEREAS, Dr. Evans is curréntly evaluating the evidence and testimony for
the purpose of preparing findings and recommendations for an 502 standard
protective of vegetation, ecosystems and materials;

* WHEREAS, the Board has held proceedings in conformance with the provisions
of Chapter 4.5 (commencing with Section 11371), Part 1, Division 3, Title 2
of the Government Code; .
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board adopts the "Proposed
Findings re California Air Quality Standards for Sulfur Dioxide {24-
Hour)," dated June 27, 1977 as amended by the Board on June 29, 1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESDLVED; that the Board amends Section 70200 of Title 17,
California Administrative Code, by amending the horizontal columns relating
to 502 to read as follows:

Duration
Concentration of‘ :
and Averaging Most_Re]evant
Substance Methods Periods cffects Comments
Sulfur 0.5 ppm con- 1 hour a. approximate Alteration in Tung
Dioxide ductimetric odor threshold function was found
method ' at this level in
b, possible only one study.
alteration Other studies -
in lung reported higher
function - concentrations to
! : cause this effect.
24 hours a. will help a. Further
gﬁgiiggﬂrggn” prevent studies on
thod. with respiratory co-carcino-
me_do > W disease in genic role
oxidant, (ozone) children. are necessary.
in excess of _
state standard, b. higher concen- b. Does not
or with suspended - trations include
particulate matter associated with effects on
10 excess of excess mortal-  vegetation,
state 24-hr ity. ecosystem and
suspended part- materials.
1culate matter : :
standard | . c. May not include
a margin of
safety.



State of California
ATR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-42
June 29, 1977

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 595-50a entitled
"Amendment to Air Resources Board Contract A6-192-30, Development
of Improved Methods for Predicting Air Quality Levels in the South
Coast Air Basin" has been submitted by the Technology Service
Corporation to the Air Resources Board; and

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended this
proposal for approval; and

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends
for funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 595-50a entitled "Amendment to Air Resources
Board Contract A6-192-30 Development of Improved Methods of
Predicting Air Quality Levels in the South Coast Air Basin",
submitted by the Technology Service Corporation, for an amount
notdto exceed $30,000 for this study or $155,000 for the entire
study:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee and
approves the following proposal:

Proposal Number 595-50a entitled "Amendment to Air Resources Board

Contract A6-192-30, Development of Improved Methods for Predicting

Air Quality Levels in the South Coast Air Basin", submitted by the

Technology Service Corporation, for an amount not to exceed $30,000
for this study or $155,000 for the entire study;

and authorizes the Executive Officer to intitate administrative procedures
and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the research
effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $30,000 for this amendment

or $155,000 for the entire study.

I certify that the above is a true and corrgct
copy of Resolution 77-42 as passed by the Air
ces Board on June 29, 1977.

7




RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, Gene Cone for the past five years has served as
Chief of Information Services for the Air Resources Board, and

WHEREAS, she is a committed environmentalist who has used
her considerable talents to develop an effective and spirited
public information program for the ARB, and

WHEREAS, she has demonstrated imagination, dedication and
a sincere desire to protect the public health, and

WHEREAS, she has been recognized for her outstanding work
by her peers within the information officer ranks of state ser- .
vice, and

WHEREAS, she is now moving on to new challenges at the
State Department of Parks and Recreation, and

WHEREAS, her good humor, sense of fairness and friendship
have made her a valuable colleague,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the members of the
Air Resources Board do hereby extend their appreciation for her
outstanding work, assistance and advice and wish her well in her
new endeavor.
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(Revised)

State of California
AIR RESQURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-46

August 25, 1977

WHEREAS, a sclicited research Proposal Number 644-53 entitled
"Determination of Air Pollutant Emission Factors for the Thermal
Tertiary 0i1 Recovery Operations in California" has been submitted
by KVB, Inc. to the Air Resources Board;

WHEREAS, the Research Division staff have reviewed all of the proposals
submitted to the Air Resources Board and recommended this proposal
for approval;

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed all of the
proposals submitted and recommends for funding the proposal:

Proposal Number 644-53 entitled "Determination of Air
Pollutant Emission Factors for the Thermal Tertiary
0i1 Recovery Operations in California" submitted by
KVB, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $100,000; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has awarded $50,000
to the Air Resources Board for administration of this research study;
and

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board can augment this study with $50,000
from its contract research fund;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED, that the Air Resources Board under
the powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code,
Section 39705, hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research
Screening Committee and approves the following proposal:

Proposal Number 644-53 entitled "Determination of Air
Pollutant Emission Factors for the Thermal Tertiary 0il
Recovery Operations in California" submitted by KVB,
Inc., for an amount not to exceed $100,000,

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative pro-
cedures and to execute all necessary documents and contracts for the
research effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $100,000.

I certify that the above is a true

and correct copy of Resolution 77-46
as passed by the Air Resources Board.

%{Mﬂﬂ ﬁa@z‘

\ William H. Lewis, Jr.
i Executive Officer




State of Californfa
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-48
September 29, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary for .
the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and imposed

- upon the Board by law;

WHEREAS, Sections 43101 and 43104 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Board to adopt vehicle emission standards and test procedures in
order to control or eliminate air pollution caused by motor vehicles;

WHEREAS, on August 7, 1977 the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977 were
signed into law, which amended Federal motor vehicle emission standards,
test procedures, enforcement programs, and also amended the requirements
for waivers of Federal preemption pursuant to Section 209 of the Clean
Air Act, and which further required California to make certain findings
regarding its regulations in order to be eligible for such a waiver;

WHEREAS, there are now pending before the Environmental Protection Agency
several requests-by the Board for waivers of Federal preemption for
California emission standards, test procedures, and enforcement programs;

WHEREAS, the Board has found the need to make certain amendments to
its regulations in order to make the California standards and test procedures
more consistent with the amended Federal regulations;

WHEREAS, fhe Board also needs to make the findings required by the Cléan
Air Act Amendments of 1977 in order that its pending waiver requests
may be considered by EPA; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have been
held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its requlations
in Article 2, Subchapter 1, Chapter 3, of Title 13, California Administrative
Code, as follows:

1. Section 1958(b)} is amended to read:
(b) Exhaust emissions from new street-use motorcycles,

subject to registration and sold and registered in
this state, shall not exceed:



Exhaust Emission Standards
(grams per kilometer)

' Engine Displacement Carbon
Model-Year -~ {in cubic centimeters) Hydrocarbons Monoxide
1978 to 1979 50 to less than 170 5.0 Ry
170 to less than 750 5.0 + 0.0155(D-170)* 17
750 or greater 14 17
1980 to 1981 A1l (50 cc or larger) 5.0 12
1982 and Subsequent A11 (50 cc or larger) 1.0 ' 12

. *D = engine displacement of motorcycles in cubic centimeters.

2. Subsections (a) and (b) of Section 1960 are amended to read:
1960. Exhaust Emission Standards and Test Procedures - 1980
and Subsequent Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks
and Medium-Duty Vehicles. (a) exhaust emissions
from new 1980 and subsequent model-year passenger cars,
1ight-duty trucks and medium-duty vehicles, subject to
registration and sold and registered inthis state,
shall not exceed:
Exhaust Emission Standards
"~ (grams per mile)
Oxides of
Model ‘ Equ‘;ﬁle"t Non-Methane Carbon  Kitrogen
Year Yehicles Neixgmt ‘f(tﬂ:s.l Hydrocarbons* Monoxide (NO?'_)**
1980 Passenger All 0.39 (0.41) 9.0 1.0 (1.5)
Cars (PC)
Light-Duty 0-3999 0.39 (0.41) 9.0 1.5
Trucks (LDT)
Light-Duty 4000-5999 0.50 (0.50) 9.0 2.0
Trucks (LDT)
Medium-Duty AN 0.9 (0.9) 17 2.3
Vehicles (MDV)
1981 - PC A1l (0.41) 3.4 1.0 (1.5)
PCHtk All 0.39 (0.41) 7.0 0.7
LDT & MDV 0-3999 0.39 (0.41) 9.0 1.0 (1.5}
LDT & MDV 4000-5999 0.50 (0.50) 3.0 1.5 {2.0)
MOV 6000 & larger 0.60 (0.60) 9.0 2.0 (2.3)



. . Exhaust Emission Standards
{grams per mile)

Equivalent Oxides of
Model Inertia Non-Methane Carbon Nitrogen
Year Vehicles  Weight (1bs.) Hydrocarbons*  Monoxide (NO» ) **
1982 PC AT 0.3% (0.41} 7.0 0.4 (1.0)
PCr** All 0.39 (0.41) 7.0 0.7

LODT & MDV 0-3999 0.39 (D.41) 8.0 1.0 (1.3)

LDT & MOV 4000-5999 0.50 (0.50) 5.0 1.5 (2.0

MDV 6000 & larger 0.60 (0.60) 9.0 2.0 (2.3

1983 PC ATl C.39 50.41) 7.0 0.4 (1.0}
& Sub- LOT & MDV 0-3999 0.39 (0.41) 5.0 0.4 (1.0
sequent LDT & MDV 4000-5999 0.50 {0.50) 5.0 1.0 {1.5)
MDV 6000 & larger 0.60 (0.60) 8.0 1.5 (2.0)

. *Hydrocarbon standards in parentheses apply to total hydrocarbans, or, for
1980 models only, to emissions corrected by a methane content correction
factor. ‘

**Oxides of nitrogen standards in parentheses are applicable to engine
families which are certified under the "Optional 100,000 Mile Certification
Pracedure."

. ***The second set of passenger car standards is optional. A manufacturer
must select either the primary or optional sets of standards for his
full product 1ine for the entire two-year period.

(b) The test procedures for determing compliance with
these standards are set forth in "California Exhaust
Emission Standards and Test Procedures for 1980 and
. Subsequent Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks,
and Medium-Duty Vehicles," adopted by the Air Resources

?3;;d on November 23, 1976, as last amended September 29,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer shall amend the
“Caiifornia Exhaust Emissions Standards and Test Procedures for 1980 and
Subgequent Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks, and Medium-Duty
Vehicles" to conform to the above amendments to Section 1960, and shall
also amend Sections (3)(a) and (3)(c) of those procedures to read:

3.a. In order to demonstrate compliance with a non-methane
hydrocarbon emissions standard, hydrocarbon emission shall
be measured with an analytical system which responds only
to the non-methane fraction. A1l hydrocarbon test data

- shall be reported as non-methane hydrocarbons,

. | In the alternative, for 1980 models only, a manufacturer
- may correct the total measured hydrocarbons with a methane
content correction factor. (No further change to Section 3.a.)



3.c. The requirements in subparagraph 86.078-28(a)(4)(1)(B)

(durability vehicles must meet emission standards) refer,
for each pollutant, to the highest of either the Federal
or California emission standards.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby finds that the following
emission standards, test procedures, and/or enforcement regulations are,
individually and collectively, at least as protective of public health
and welfare as applicable Federal standards, test procedures and/or
enforcement regulations:

1.

7'

Exhaust emission standards and test procedures for 1978 and

. subsequent model year motorcycles, individually for each

model year, as specified in Section 1958, Title 13, California
Administrative Code.

Compliance testing and inspection regulations for 1978 and
subsequent model year motorcycles, as specified in Sections 2100
and 2101, Title 13, California Administrative Code.

Exhaust emission standards and test procedures for 1979 and
subsequent model year passenger cars, Tight-duty trucks, and
medium-duty vehicles, individually for each vehicle type and
model year, as specified in Sections 1959.5 and 1960, Title 13,
California Administrative Code.

The "California Exhaust Emission Standards and Test Procedures
for 1979 Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks, and Medium-
Duty Vehicles," as last amended June 8, 1977, individually for
each vehicle type.

The "California Exhaust Emission Standards and Test Procedures
for 1980 and Subsequent Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks,
and Medium-Duty Vehicles," as last amended September 29, 1977,
individually for each vehicle type and model year, and speci-
fically including those sections regarding allowable maintenance,
idle mixture adjustability, high altitude test requirements,

and the 100,000 mile certification option.

Compliance testing and inspection regulations for 1978 medium-
duty vehicles and for 1978 Diesel-powered light-duty trucks
individually for each vehicle type, as specified in Sections 2100
and 2101, Title 13, California Administrative Code.

Inspection reqgulations applicable to 1978 and subsequent
model year heavy-duty vehicles, as specified in Sections 2100
and 2101, Title 13, California Administrative Code.

The “"California Assembly-Line Test Procedures for 1978 Model-
Year Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks, and Medium-Duty
Vehicles," adopted January 25, 1977, individually for each
vehicle type, and the associated assembly-line test regulations
in Subchapter 2, Title 13, California Administrative Code.

4,



9. Evaporative emissions standards for 1980 and subsequent model
year gasoline-powered motor vehicles, except motorcycles,
individually for each model year and vehicle type, as specified
in Section 1976, Title 13, California Administrative Code.

10. . The "California Evaporative Emission Standards and Test
Procedures for 1978 and Subsequent Model Gasoline-Powered Motor
Vehicles, Except Motorcycles,”" as last amended June 8, 1977,
individually for each vehicle type and for each model year.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer shall communicate the
actions taken by the Board today, as well as the above findings, to the
Environmental Protection Agency as soon as possible so that they may be
included in EPA's current consideration of California waiver requests.
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State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-53
December 20, 1977

WHEREAS, the federal Clean Air Act (& 110) and the Environmental Protection
Agency regulations adopted pursuant thereto (40 CFR 51.12(b)) require that
State Implementation Plans contain rules and regulations which prohibit the
construction of a new emission source, or a modification to an existing
source, where the new or modified source will interfere with or prevent the
attainment or maintenance of a national air quality standard;

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code §5 40001 and 41507 require districts to adopt
as part of the State Implementation Plan required by Section 110 of the Clean
Air Act, rules and regulations necessary to achieve and maintain federal
ambient air quality standards and authorize the Board to order revision of
district rules and regulations where necessary to that end;

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code § 42301 requires that district permit systems
prohibit the issuance of a permit for the construction, alteration, use or
operation of any stationary source where such source will prevent or interfere
with the attainment or maintenance of any applicable air quality standard;

WHEREAS, the Board is empowered by Health and Safety Code §& 41500, 41502, and
41504 to review the rules and regulations of a district to determine whether
they make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state air quality
standards and, after a public hearing, to establish rules and regulations for a
district which so provide if the district has not established such rules and
requlations;

WHEREAS, the Board is required by Assembly Concurrent Resolution 19, adopted
August 1977, to review the new source review regulations of California air
pollution control districts and to propose amendments to improve the consistency
and effectiveness of such rules throughout the state;

WHEREAS, the Board is requested by Senate Concurrent Resolution 17, adopted
September 1977, to review California's State Implementation Plan and consider
revising such p1an to permit community-wide trade-offs in the preconstruction
review of new or modified stationary sources;



WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District has
not adopted new source review rules or regulations which adequately require the
denial of a permit for the construction, alteration, or operation of emissjon
sources which will prevent or interfere with the attainment or maintenance&of

the state ambient air quality standards;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that without new source review rules substantiall
equivalent to those proposed for adoption by the staff, the rules
and reguiations of the Bay Area Air Pollution Contrel District do not

make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state and national ambient

air quality standards;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Bay Area Air Pollution Contrel District Tas

failed to adopt new source review rules which meet the aforesaid federal
requirements for State Implementation Plans;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District :as
out

failed to adopt rules consistent with other new source review rules throug
the state so as to achieve a substantial degree of uniformity; and

WHEREAS, the Board has conducted a public hearing and given notice thereof
in accordance with all requirements of federal and state law;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends the rules and
regulations of the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District by adopting and

amending Sections 1304, 1306, 1306.1, 1306.2, 1306.3, 1307, 1308, 1309, 13]0,

1311, 1311.1, 1311.2, of Regulation 2, Division 13, as indicated on
Attachment I hereto.

"~ BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid sections as amended shall becom#
effective immediately. |

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid sections as amended shall appl
to any subject application for a permit filed with the District, but not
- finally ruled upon, prior to the aforesaid effective date.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the staff of the Board, together with the staff

of the District, monitor the implementation of these new source review rules
and report to the Board the effects on air quality, employment and busines
in the District by January 1979.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid sections as amended may not be
amended except by the Board, or by the District provided that the Executiv
Officer finds that any amendment thereto made by the District does not
impair the overall effectiveness or flexibility. cf.these sections.




WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District has
not adopted new source review rules or regulations which adequately require the
denial of a permit for the construction, alteration, or operation of emission
sources which will prevent or interfere with the attainment or maintenance of
the state ambient air quality standards;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that without new source review rules substant1a11y
equiva]ent to those proposed for adoption by the staff, the rules

and regulations of the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District do not

make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state and national ambient
air quality standards;

WHEREAS, the Board finds thét the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District has
failed to adopt new source review rules which meet the aforesaid federal
requirements for State Imp]ementat1on Plans;

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Bay Area A1r Pollution Control District has
failed to adopt rules consistent with other new source review rules throughout
the state so as to achieve a substantial degree of uniformity; and

WHEREAS, the Board has conducted a public hearing and given notice thereof
in accordance with all reguirements of federal and state law;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends the ruies and
regulations of the Bay Area Air Pollution Control District by adopting and
amending Sections 1304, 1306, 1306.1, 1306.2, 1306.3, 1307, 1308, 1309, 1310,
1311, 1311.1, 1311.2, of Regulation 2 Dlvis1on 13, as 1nd1cated on
Attachment [ hereto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid sections as amended shall become
effective immediately.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaﬁd sections as amended shall apply
- to any subject application for a permit filed with the District, but not
~ finally ruled upon, prior to the aforesaid effective date.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the staff of the Board, together with the staff
of the District, monitor the implementation of these new source review rules
and report to the Board the effects on air quality, employment and business
in the District by January 1979,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid sections as amended may not be
amended except by the Board, or by the District provided that the Executive -
- Officer finds that any amendment thereto made by the District does not
impair the overall effectiveness or flex{bility. of.thase. sections,



Attachment 1

.Bay Area Air Pollution Control District

New Source Review Rules

Section 1304. Applications
Section 1306. Action on Applications
Section 1306.2. Appeals from the Denial of Applications
Section 1306.3. Appeals from the Approved, Conditional Approval or
Denial of Source Subject to Sections 1308, 1309, or 1310
Section 1307. Denial -- Failure to Meet Emission Regulations
- Section 1307.1 Denial -- Failure to meet State Implementation Plan
and District Regulations
* Section 1308. Standards for Authorities to Construct: Best
Available Control Technology
- Section 1309. Standards for Authorities to Construct: Air Quality
Impact Analysis
© Section 1310. Standards for Authority to Operate
- Section 1311. Definition for Sections 1308, 1309, and 1310
Section 1311.1. Additional Applicant Requirements
Section 1311.2. Severability |

Adopted December 20, 1977 by the Atr Resources Board to be effective
immediately and to apply to any subject application filed with the
District, but not finally acted upon prior to December 20, 1977,



§ 1304

8 1306

$ 7306.2

§ 1306.3

8 1307

Applications., Every application for an authority to construct,

erect, alter or replace, or an authority to operate, shall

be submitted to the APCO on a form specified and contain all
the information required by him, When deemed appropriate

by the Air Pollution Control Officer, he shall consult with
appropriate local and regional agencies to check the accuracy
and adequacy of the application, and of other information
submitted with or concerning the application, and to determine
whether the application conforms with adopted plans and with
loca] permit requirements.

Action on Applications. The APCO shall act as soon as possible
but not later than 60 days from the receipt of a completed
application, unless extended by written consent of the
applicant, for an authority to construct, erect, alter or
replace or authority to operate, and shall notify the .
applicant in writing of his approval, conditional approvatl,

or denfal, This provision shall not apply to applications for

sources subject to Sections 1308 or 1309 ,or 1310 of this Regulatfon,

Appeals from the Denial of Applications, An applicant for =
a permit dissatisfied with the decision of the APCO may
appeal to the Hearing Board for an order modifying or
reversing the decision of the APCO by filing an dppeal

in writing within 10 days of notification of the decision

of the APCO. This provision shall not apply to Sections
1308, 1309, or 1310 of this Regulation,

Appeals from the Approval, Conditional Approval or Denial

of a Source Subject to Sections 1308, 1309, or 1310.

An applicant for a permit, for a source subject to Sections
1308, 1309, 1310, or any person dissatisfied with the
decision of the APCO thereon, may appeal to the Hearing

Board for an order modifying or reversing the decision of the
APCO. An appeal pursuant to this section must be filed in
writing with the Hearing Board within 10 days of the date

of pubtication of notice of the decision of the APCO and
shall contain a summary of the issues to be raised. The

Hearing Board shall consider the appeal pursuant to its

rules at a public hearing within 30 days of such filing.

Denial -- Failure to Meet Emission Regulations. The Air
Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority to
construct, erect, alter or replace, if the stationary source,
facility, building, article, machine, equipment or other
contrivance, the use of which may cause the emission

of air contaminants, or the use of which may eliminate,
reduce or control the emission of air contaminants, .

when operated, will not comply with the emission regulations
of the District.



$ 1307.1

§ 1308

Denial -- Failure to meet State Implementation Plan and District
Regulations. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny
an authority to construct, erect, alter or replace a
stationary source, facility, building, article, machine
equipment or other contrivance, uniess the applicant demon-
strates that all facilities in the Air Basin which are

owned or operated by the applicant are. in compliiance

with all applicable district rules, regulations and orders,
and all applicable requirements of the State implementation
Plan approved or promulgated by the federal Environmental
Protection Agency under Section 110 of the Clean Air Act,
including approved compliance schedules or enforcement orders
issued under Section 113 of the Ciean Air Act.

Standards for Authorities to Construct: Best Available
Control Technology

(a) New Stationary Sources:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an
authority to construct for any unit or units constituting
a new stationary source if such source will emit
more than 15 pounds per hour or 150 pounds per day
of nitrogen oxides, organic gases, or any contaminant
for vthich there is a state or national ambient air
quality standard (except carbon monoxide, for which
the Timits are 150 pounds per hour and 1500 pounds
per day) unless the applicant shows that the new
source 1s constructed using best available control
technologqy.

(b) Modifications to Existing Stationary Sources:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an
authority to construct for any modification of any
existing stationary source if such source after
modification will emit more than 15 pounds per hour
or more than 150 pounds per day of nitrogen oxides,
organic gases, or any air contaminant for which

there is a state or national ambient air quality
standard (except carbon monoxide, for which the limits
are 150 pounds per hour and 1500 pounds per day),
unless the applicant demonstrates that the modification
of the existing stationary source will be constructed
using best available control technology, and;




$ 1307.1

§ 1308

Denial -- Failure to meet State Implementation Plan and District
Regulations. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny
an- authority to construct, erect, alter or replace a
stationary source, facility, bui]ding, article, machine
equipment or other contrivance, uniess the app?icant demon-
strates that all facilities in the Air Basin which are

owned or operated by the applicant are in compliance

with all applicable district rules, regulations and orders,
and all applicable requirements of the State Implementation
Plan approved or promulgated by the federal Environmental
Protection Agency under Saction 110 of the Clean Air Act,
including approved compiiance schedules or enforcement orders
issued under Section 113 of the Clean Air Act.

Standards for Authorities to Construct: Best Available
Control Technology

(a) New Stationary Sources:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an
authority to construct for any unit or units constituting
a new stationary source if such source will emit

more than 15 pounds per hour or 150 pounds per day
of nitrogen oxides, organic gases, or any contaminant
for vhich there is a state or national ambient air
quality standard (except carbon monoxide, for which
the 1imits are 150 pounds per hour and 1500 pounds
per day) unless the app11cant shows that the new
source is constructed using best available control
technology.

(b) Modifications to Existing Stationary Sources:

The Air Poilution Control Officer shall deny an
authority to construct for any modification of any
existing stationary source if such source after
modification will emit more than 15 pounds per hour
or more than 150 pounds per day of nitrogen oxides,
organic gases, or any air contaminant for which

there is a state or national ambient air gquality
standard (except carbon monoxide, for which the limits
are 150 pounds per hour and 1500 pounds per day),
unless the applicant demonstrates that the modification
of the existing stationary source will be constructed
using best available control technology, and;



1. That the modification would not resylt in a
net increase in emissions of any pollutant
affected by this subsection; or

2, That best available control technology is being,
or is to be, applied to all existing units of
the stationary source; or

3. That emissions from all of the existing units of
the stationary socurce are controlled by use
of technology that is at least as effective as
that generally in use on similar stationary sources,
and that the cost of installing best available
control technology on existing units is economically
prohibitive and substantially exceeds the cost per
unit mass of controlling emissions of each pollutant
through all other control measures; or

4, That the stationary source is a small business, as
defined in subsection (1) of Section 1896 of
Title 2 of the California Administrative Code; that
emissions from all existing units of the stationary
source are controlled through application of the best
technology that is economically reasonable to apply to
that stationary source; and that the cost of employing
best available control technology is economically
prohibitive.

§ 1309 Standards for Authorities to Construct: Air Quality Impact
Analysis

(a) New Stationary Sources:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an
authority to construct for any unit or units constituting
a new statiomary source if such source will emit

more than 25 pounds per hour or 250 pounds per day

of nitrogen oxides, arganic gases, or any air
contaminant for which there is a state or national
ambient air quality standard (except carbon monoxide,
for which the 1im{ts are 250 pounds per hour and

2500 pounds per day), or which is a precursor of

any such air contaminant, unless the Air Poliution
Control Officer detemmines:that the emissions from the
new source will not cause a violation of, or will not
interfere with the attainment or maintenance of,

the state or national ambient air quality standard for
the same contaminant, (or in the case of a precursor,

for that contaminant to which the precursor contributes).



(b) Modifications to Existing Stationary Sources:

The Alr Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority
to construct for any modification of any existing
stationary source if the modification will result

in a net increase in emissions from the existing source
of more than 25 pounds per hour or 250 pounds per day

of nitrogen oxides, organic gases, or any air
contaminant for which there {s a state or national
ambient air quality standard (except carbon monoxide,

for which the 1imfts are 250 pounds per hour and 2500
pounds per day), or which is a precursor of any such

air contaminant, unless the Air Pollution Control Officer
determines that the emissions from the modified source
will not cause a violation of, or will not interfere
with the attainment or maintenance of, the state or
national ambient air quality standard for that same
contaminant, (or in the case of a precursor, for that
contaminant to which the precursor contributes).

(c) Determination of Emission Increases:

In determining under Section 1308(b)1 and Section 1309(b)
whether there has been a net increase_in emissions and, if so,
the amount of any such increase, the Air Pollution Control ,__.
Officer shall consider all increases and decreases of emissions

caused by modifications to that stationary source pursuant to
authorities to construct issued during the preceding five yqars.
or since the adoption of this Section, whichever period
is shorter. Emission reductions required to comply -
with federal, state, or district laws, emission
limitations, or rules or regulations shail not be
considered to be decreases in emissions for the purpose

of this subsection. .

(d) Consideration of Future Emission Reductions: Trade-offs

In making the analysis required in subsection (g)2., the
Alr Pollution Control Officer shall take into consideration
the air quality impact of any trade-off resulting from
reductions in the emissions of the same air contaminant
which are due to the elimination or modification of other
existing stationary sources under the same ownership

and operating within the same Air Basin. -If reductions

are to be based on planned elimination or modification

‘of any such stationary sources, the Air Pollution Control
Officer shall condition the permit to operate to require

i




(b)

(c)

(d)

Modifications to Existing Stationary Sources:

The Atr Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority
to construct for any modification of any existing
stationary source if the modification will result

in a net increase in emissions from the existing source
of more than 25 pound$ per hour or 250 pounds per day

of nitrogen oxides, organic gases, or any air

contaminant for which there is a state or national
ambient air quality standard (except carbon monoxide,

for which the Timfts are 250 pounds per hour and 2500
pounds per day), or which is a precursor of any such

air contaminant, unless the Air Pollution Control Officer
determines that the emissions from the mopdified source
will not cause a violation of, or will not interfere
with the "attainment or maintenance of, the state or
national ambient air quality standard for that same
contaminant, (or in the case of a precursor, for that
contaminant to which the precursor contributes).

Determination of Emission Increases: _
In determining under Section 1308(b)1 and Section 1309(b)

whether there has been a net increase in emissions and, if so. 7
the amount of any such increase, the Air Pollution Control . _ .

.Officer shall consider all increases and decreases of emissions

caused by modifications to that stationary source pursuant to
authorities to construct issued durina the preceding five years,
or since the adoption of this Section, whichever period

is shorter. Emission reductions required to comply -

with federal, state, or district laws, emission

Timitations, or rules or regulations shall not be

- considered to be decreases in emissions for the purpose

of this subsection.

Cohs1deration of Future Emission Reductions: Trade-offs

In making the analysis required in subsection (g)2., the
Air Pollution Control Officer shall take into consideration
the air quality impact of any trade-off resulting from
reductions in the emissions of the same air contaminant
which are due to the elimination or modification of other
existing stationary sources under the same ownership

and operating within the same Air Basin. If reductions

-are to be based on planned elimination or modification

of any such stationary sources, the Air Pollution Comrtrol
Officer shall condition the permit to operate to require

i



(e)

such elimination or modification within not more that
90 days after the start-up of the new or modified
source. Emission reductions required to comply with
federal, state, or district laws, emission limitations,
or rules or regulations shall not be considered to be
decreases in emissions for the purposes of this
subsection.

If an applicant proposes to obtain trade-offs
pursuant to this subsection, the applicant must
demonstrate that there will be a net decrease in

the emissions of all air contaminants emitted by the
new or modified stationary source and that there will
be no net air quality deterioration within the Air
Basin or within adjoining air basins,

Exemptions:

1. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt
from subsections (a) and (b) of this Section
any new stationary source or modification of
any existing stationary source which:

A. Will be in whole or in part a replacement

for an existing stationary source on
the same property if the resulting emissions

of any air contaminant will not be increased.

The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow

a maximum of 90 days as a start-up period for
simultaneous operation of the existing stationary
source or replaced portiens thereof, and

the new stationary source or replacement; or

B. Willcause demonstrable air quality benefits
within the Air Basin, provided however,
that the written concurrence of the California
Air Resources Board and United States
Environmental Protection Agency shall be
obtained prior to the granting of an exemption
hereunder. In arder to show that a proposed
new stationary source or modification to an
existing stationary source will cause
demonstrable air quality benefits within the
Air Basin, an applicant must provide emission
reductions or trade-offs at existing sources; or



Will be used exclusively for providing
essential public services such as schools
hospitals, or police and fire fighting
facilities, but specifically excluding
sources of electrical power generation
other than for emergency standby use at
essential public service facilities; or

Is exclusively a modification to convert
from use of gaseous fuels to fuel oil

because of demonstrable shortage of gaseous
fuels, provided: (i) that all units
constituting the modification will utilize
best available control technology and
provided that use of fuel oil would have

been permitted under district regulations

at the time of construction of the

equipment using gaseous fuels without

the source having been required at that

time to install control equipment in

addition to that which it would have to
install in order to be able to be exempt
hereunder and (ii) the applicant demonstrates
that 1t made its best efforts to obtain
sufficient emission trade-offs under this
rule, that such efforts were unsuccessful,
and that it will continue to seek the necessary
emission trade-offs and apply them when they
become available. Modifications for the
purpose of this subparagraph shall include
the addition or modification of facilties
for storing, transferring and/or transporting
such fuel oil at the stationary source, A
condition shall be placed on the operating
permit requiring conversion to gaseous or
other equivalent low poliuting fuels when
they are, or become available; or

Is air pollution control equipment which, when
in operation, will reduce emissions from an
existing source; or

Is portable sandblasting equipment used on a
temporary basis within the Air Basin.




€. Wil be used exclusively for providing

essential public services such as schools
hospitals, or police and fire fighting
facilities, but specifically excluding
sources of electrical power generation
other than for emergency standby use at
essential public service facilities; or

Is exclusively a modification to convert
from use of gaseous fuels to fuel oil
because of demonstrable shortage of gaseous
fuels, provided: (i) that all units
constituting the modification will utilize
best available control technology and
provided that use of fuel oil would have
been permitted under district regulations
at the time of construction of the

. equipment using gaseous fuels without

the source having been required at that

time to install cantrol equipment in

addition to that which it would have to
install in order to be able to be exempt
hereunder and (ii) the applicant demonstrates
that it made its best efforts to obtain
sufficient emission trade-offs under this

rule, that such efferts were unsuccessful,

and that it wiil continue to seek the necessary
emission trade-offs and apply them when they
become available, Modifications for the
purpose of this subparagraph shall include

the addition or modification of facilties

for storing, transferring and/or transporting
such fuel oil at the stationary source, A
condition shall be placed on the operating
permit requiring conversion to gaseous or
other equivalent low polluting fuels when

they are, or become available; or

Is air pollution control equipment which, when
in operation, will reduce emissions from an
existing source; or

Is portable sandblasting equipment used on a
temporary basis within the Air Basin.



2. The Air Pollution Control Officer may exempt
from subsections (a) and (b) of this Section,
any new stationary source, or modification of an
existing stationary source, which has been
determined to be:

A. A new stationary source or maedification of
an existing stationary source utilizing
unique and innovative control technology
which will result in a significantly lower
emission rate from the stationary source
than would have accurred with the use of
previously known best available control
technology, and which will 1ikely serve
as a model for technology to be applied
to similar stationary sources within the
State. In order for a stationary source
to be exempted under this subparagraph,
the applicant must obtain the written
concurrence of the California Air Resources
Board and the United States Environmental
Protection Agency with the Air Pollution
Control Officer's determination; or

B. A new stationary source or modification of
an existing stationary source that represents
a significant advance in the development of
a technology that appears to offer extraordinary
environmental or public health benefits or
other benefits of overriding importance to
the public health or welfare. In order for
a stationary source to be exempted under
this subparagraph, the applicant must obtain
the written concurrence of the Califarnia Air
Resources Board and the United States Environmental

- Protection Agency with the Air Pollution Control

Officer's determination.

(f) MNotice Requirements for Pfoposed Exemptions:

Before granting an exemption under subsection (e) 1. 8.,
(e) 2. A., or (e) 2. B, of this Section, the Air
Pollution Control Officer shall publish a notice

by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper
of general circulation in the District and shall
notify in writing of his intention: The applicant,
the United States Environmental Protection Agency,
the California Air Resources Board, and adjoining

air pollution control districts. Calculations and
technical data used by the Air Pollution Control
Officer as the basis for granting exemptions pursuant



(g)

to subsection (e) 1. B., (e) 2, A., or (e) 2. B.

shall be made ava1}ab1e to the California Air Resources
Board and the United States Environmental Protection Agency.
Before granting an exemption under subsection (e) 1. B., {e)
or (e) 2. B. of this Section, the Air Pollution Control
Officer shall consider any comments received within

30 days after the date of publication or date of
notification of the above agencies, whichever occurs

later, and shall have obtained the concurrence of

the California Air Resources Board and the United

States Environmental Protection Agency.

In addition, the Air Pollution Control Officer shall

notify in writing the United States Environmental Protection
Agency and the California Air Resources Board within

15 days of the grant1ng of an exempt1on under subsection

(e) 1. A,, (&) 1. C., or (e} 1.

Procedure for Evaluation of Applicaticns for Authorities
to Construct:

Before granting an authority to construct for any unit
of a new stationary source or modification subject

to the requirements of subsections (a) and (b)

of this Section, the Air Pollution Control Officer shall:

1. Require the applicant to submit information
sufficient to describe the nature and amounts of
emissions, location, design, construction, and.
operation of the source, and to submit any
additional information required by the Air Pollution
Control Officer to make the analysis required
by this Section,

2. Analyze the effect of the operation of the new or

modified stationary source on air quality in the |

vicinity of the new source or modified stationary |
source, within the Air Basin and within adjoining air f
basins. Such analysis shall consider the air
contaminant emissions ‘and air quality in the ;
vicinity of the new source or modified source, |
within the Air Basin and within adjoining air
basins at the time the new source or modification
is proposed to commence normal operation. Such
analysis shall be based on the application of
existing federal, state and local rules and
regulations.

2.A.




(q)

to subsection (e) 1. B., (e) 2. A., or {e) 2. B.

shall be made available to the California Air Resources

Board and the United States Environmental Protection Agency.
Before granting an exemption under subsection (e) 1. B., {e) 2.A.
or (e) 2. B. of this Section, the Air Pollution Control :
Officer shall consider any comments received within

30 days after the date of publication or date of

notification of the above agencies, whichever occurs

later, and shall have obtained the concurrence of

the California Air Resources Board and the United

States Environmental Protection Agency.

In addition, the Air Pollution Control Officer shall

notify in writing the United States Environmental Protection
Agency and the California Air Resources Board within

15 days of the grant1ng of an exempt1on under subsection

(e) 1. A., {e) 1. C., or (e) 1.

Procedure for Evaluation of Applicaticns for Authorities
to Construct:

Before granting an authority to construct for any unit
of a new statiorary source or modification subject -

to the requirements of subsections (a) and (b)

of this Section, the Air Pollution Control Officer shall:

1. Require the appiicant to submit information
sufficient to describe the nature and amounts of
emissions, location, design, construction, and
operation of the source, and to submit any
additional information required by the Air Poilution
Control Officer to make the analysis required
by this Section.

2., Analyze the effect of the operation of the new or
modified stationary source on air quality in the
vicinity of the new source or modified stationary
source, within the Air Basin and within adjoining air
basins. Such analysis shall consider the air
contaminant emissions and air quality in the
vicinity of the new source ar modified source,
within the Air Basin and within adjoining air
basins at the time the new source or modification
is proposed to commence normal operation. Such
analysis shall be based on the application of
existing federal, state. and local rules and
regulations,



3. Upon completion of the evaluation, but before
granting an authority to construct:

A. Publish a notice by prominent advertisement
in at least one newspaper of general circulation -
in the District, indicating the preliminary
decision to grant the authority to contruct
and stating where the public may inspect
the information required by this subsection.
A copy of the notice shall also be sent to
the applicant, the United States Environmental
Protection Agency, the California Air Resources
Board and adjoining air pollution control
districts. The notice shall provide a
period of 30 days, beginning on the date of
publication, or on the date of notification
of the above agencies, whichever occurs later,
for the public to submit comments on the
‘application,

B. Make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution
Control District office, except as otherwise limited by
law: the information submitted by the applicant, the
Air Pollutant Control Officer's analysis of the effect
of the source on air quality, and the preliminary decision
to grant the authority to construct. Such information shall
also be forwarded to the California Air Resources Board
for review. -

C. Consider all comments submitted. If within the 30-day
notice period the Air Pollution Control Officer receives
a written request from either the United State Environmental
Protection Agency or California Air Resources Board to
defer the Air Pollution Control Officer's decision pending
the requesting agency's review of the application, the
Air Pollution Control Officer shall honor such request
for a period of 60 days from the date of such request.

§ 1310 Standards for Authority to Operate:

(a) Requirement for Authority to Construct as Condition for
Authority to Operate:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority

to operate for any stationary source subject to the requirements
of Sections 1308 and 1309 unless the applicant has obtained an
authority to construct.



(b)

(c)

(d)

10

In addition the Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny|an
authority to operate any stationary source, facility or
building, article, machine, equipment or other contrivance
for which an authority to construct or operate is required,
if it is not constructed substantially in conformance with
the authority to construct, or if the use or operation
according to design standard does not comply with the
regulations of the Board,

Air Quality Impact AnaTysis for Sources Emitting Larger

Quantities of Air Contaminants Than Assumed in the Analysis
Performed Pursuant to Section 1309:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall not grant an aut ority
to operate to any stationary source the APCO determines its
quantities of air contaminants larger than were assumed In

the analysis performed for the authority to comstruct fo

the source, unless the Air Pollution Control Officer performs
the air quality impact analysis required by Section 1399 and
determines that the actual emissions from the source wil

not cause a violation of, or will not interfere with the
attainment or maintenance of, any state or natfonal ambient
air quality standard.

Conditions on Authorities to Operate or Authoritfes
to Construct:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall condition the issuance
of an authority to operate, and an authority to construc

on such terms as are deemed necessary to ensure that the
stationary source will be constructed and operated in th
manner assumed in making the analysis required by Section 1309
or subsection {b) of this Section whichever is applicable.
Where appropriate, such conditions shall prohibit a new
stationary source which is a replacement for an existing
stationary source from operating unless the operation of |the
existing source is terminated. The Air Pollution Control
Officer may allow a maximum of 90 days as a start-up period
for simultaneous operation of the existing stationary soyrce
or replaced portion thereof, and the new stationary sourge or
replacement portions thereof,

Exemptions:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt from the
provisions of this Section any stationary source which:




(b)

(c)

(d)
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In addition the Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an

" authority to operate any stationary source, facility or

building, article, machine, equipment or other contrivance

for which an authority to construct or operate is required,

if it is not constructed substantially in conformance with
the authority to construct, or if the use or operation
according to design standard does not comply with the
regulations of the Board, :

'Iﬁf‘ﬂﬁi1¥ty Impact AnaTysis for Sources Em{tting Larger

Quantities of Air Contamipants Than Assumed in the Analysis

Performed Pursuant to Section 1309:

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall not grant an authority
to operate to any stationary source the APCO determines emits
quantities of air contaminants larger than were assumed in

the analysis performed for the authority to construct for
the source, unless the Air Pollution Control COfficer performs
the air quality impact analysis required by Section 1399 and
determines that the actual emissions from the source will

not cause a violation of, or will not interfere with the
attainment or maintenance of, any state or national ambient
air quality standard. :

Conditions on Authorities to Oper&te or Authorities
to Construct: _

The Air Pollution Control Officer shall condition the issuance
of an authority to operate, and an authority to construct

on such terms as are deemed necessary to ensure that the
stationary source will be constructed and operated in the
manner assumed in making the analysis required by Section 1309
or subsection (b) of this Section whichever is applicable.
Where appropriate, such conditions shall prohibit a new
stationary source which 1s a replacement for an existing
stqtionany source from operating unless the operation of the
existing source is terminated. The Air Pollution Control
Officer may allow a maximum of 90 days as a start-up period
for simultaneous operation of the existing stationary source
or replaced portion thereof, and the new stationary source or
replacement portions thereof. :

Exemptions:

The Air Pollution Control Qfficer shall exempt from the
provisions of this Section any stationary source which:
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1. Has received an authority to construct prior to this
amendment of Section 1309, provided however, that any such
source will be required to obtain an authority to
operate 1n accordance with the provisions of this
Division which were in effect prior to this amendment
of Section 1310, and provided further that any exemption
granted hereunder shall not apply to any subsequent
modffication of such source.

2, Is a continuing operation, without modification, of a
stationary source that was previously exempt from the
permit provisions of these Regqulations and an authority
to operate is required solely because of a change in
permit exemptions stated in Section 1316.

§ 1311 Definitions for Sections 1307, 1307.1, 1308, 1309, 1310, and 1311.1

{(a) STATIONARY SOURCE means a unit or an aggregation of units
of nonvehicular air-contaminant-emitting equipment which
is located on one property or on contiguous properties;
which is under the same ownership or entitlement to use
and operate; and, in the case of an aggregation of units,
those units which are related to one another. Units shall
be deemed related to one another if the operation of one
is dependent upon, or affects the process of, the other;

1f their operation involves a common or similar raw

material, product, or function; or 1f they have the

same first three digits in their standard industrial
classification codes as determined from the Standard
Industrial Classification Manual published in

by the Executive 0ffice of the President, Office of

Management and Budget.

In addition, in cases where all or part of a stationary
source is a facility used to load cargo onto or

unload cargo from cargo carriers, other than moter
vehicles, the Air Pollution Control Officer shall con-
sider such carriers to be parts of the stationary source.
Accordingly, all emissions from such carriers {excluding
motor vehicles) which will result in an adverse impact
on air quality in the State of California shall be
considered as emissions from such stationary source.
Emissions from such carriers shall incliude those that
result from operation of the carriers’' engines; the
purging or other method of venting of vapors; and

from the Toading, unloading, storage, processing, and
transfer of cargo.
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in the method of operation of, a stationary source,

For the purpose of this definition:

1. Routine maintenance or repair shall not be considere

(b} MODIFICATION means any physical change in, or any changei
to be physical changes, and E

2. An increase in production rate or operating hours
shall not be considered to be a change in the method
of operation, provided that these increases are not
contrary to any existing authority to operate
conditions.

(c) BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOGY means the maximum degree

of emission control for any air contaminant emitting | .

equipment, taking into account technology which is known

but not necessarily in use, provided that the Air Pollutiion

Control Officer shall not interpret best available contrpl

technology to include a requirement which will result i

the closing and elimination of or inability to construct -

a Tawful business which could be operated with the app17;

cation of the best available control technology currentl

in use.

§ 1311.1 Additional Applicant Requirements:
rJte

Receipt of an authority to construct or an authority to ope

shall not relieve the stationary source owner or operator of
the responsibility to comply with Sections 1308 or 1309 or any
other applicable portions of the District's Rules and Regulations. .

§ 1311.2 Severability:

If any portion of Sections 1308, 1309, 1310 or 1311 shall lbe
found to be unenforceable, such finding shall have no effect jon
the enforceability of the remaining portions, which shall
continue to be in full force and effect.
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§ 1311.2
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(b} MODIFICATION means any physical change in, or any change
in the method of operation of, a stationary source.

For the purpose of this definition:

1. Routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered
to be physical changes, and

2. An increase in production rate or operating hours
shall not be considered to be a change in the method
of operation, provided that these increases are not
contrary to any existing authority to operate
conditions.

(c) BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOGY means the maximum degree
of emission control for any air contaminant emitting
equipment, taking into account technology which is known
but not necessarily in use, provided that the Air Pollution -
Control Officer shall not interpret best available control
technology to include a requirement which will result in
the closing and elimination of or inability to construct
a lawful business which could be operated with the appli-

_ gation of the best available control technology currently
n use. _

Additional Applicant Requirements:

Receipt of an authority to construct or an authority to operate
shall not relieve the stationary source owner or operator of
the responsibility to comply with Sections 1308 or 1309 or any
other applicable portions of the District's Rules and Regulations.

Severability:

If any portion of Sections 1308, 1309, 1310 or 1311 shall be
found to be unenforceable, such finding shall have no effect on
the enforceability of the remaining portions, which shall '
continue to be in full force and effect.
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Proposed

State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-57
October 20, 1977

WHEREAS, the Southern Pacific Transportation Company (SP) is seeking
authorization from the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) to terminate:
passenger service between San Jose and San Francisco;

WHEREAS, termination of such service will require approximately 7,500
weekday commuters to seek alternative means of transportation between
their homes and place of work;

WHEREAS, public transit facilities and the major traffic arteries along
the SP corridor, U.S. 101 and Interstate 280, are already either inadequate,
overcrowded, or both;

WHEREAS, the displacement of SP passengers from trains to other vehicles
could result in an increase of up to 6,000 daily automobile commute
trips during peak morning and evening traffic hours;

WHEREAS, these additional commute trips would contribute additional
emissions of approximately 1.76 tons per day of hydrocarbons (HC), 9.67
tons per day of carbon monoxide (CO), 0.40 tons per day of oxides of
nitrogen (NOx), and 0.04 tons per day of particulates to the San Francisco
Bay Area Air Basin where 1ight-duty passenger vehicles in 1975 accounted
for 34% of NOx, 62% of CO and 31% of HC emissions;

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has determined that state and federal
ambient air quality standards for HC, NO2, CO, and oxidant (Ox), which
are based on considerations of public health and welfare, are presently
exceeded in the area served by SP, the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin
(SFBAAB), which as a result thereof will cause the air basin to be
designated as a nonattainment area;

WHEREAS, the air quality of areas downwind of the SFBAAB (San Benito and
San Joaquin Valley Counties) is degraded by the transport of air pollutants
from the SFBAAB;

WHEREAS, Stanislaus and San Joaquin Counties of San Joaquin Valley
receive transported air pollutants from the SFBAAB and are likely to be
designated nonattainment areas;

WHEREAS, applicable state and federal law and policy are designed to
rollback air pollution levels in nonattainment areas rather than increase
these levels as termination of SP service will do;

WHEREAS, reduced vehicle use will assist in reducing the automotive
pollutant levels in order to achieve compliance with ambient air quality
standards;




WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board is charged with the preparation of a
state implementation plan (SIP) by July 1, 1979 which must contain
measures to assure the attainment of ambient air quality standards in
nonattainment areas by 1982, or in the case of CO and Ox, with approval
from the Federal Environmental Protectfon Agency (EPA), by 1987;

WHEREAS, failure of the ARB to promulgate an effective SIP by 1979 could
result in promulgation of a substitute plan by EPA, denial of federal
grant funds for housing, sewage facilities, and transportation projects,
and a prohibition on the construction of any major industrial source of
air pollution in the area with associated adverse economic effects;

WHEREAS, termination of SP commuter service would adversely affect the
ability of the ARB to prepare the 1979 plan for attainment and maintenance
of the ambient air quality standards, and is inconsistent with the

present SIP in that it would interfere with the attainment of ambient

air quality standards, and is therefore contrary to state and federal
policy;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board (ARB)
respectfully urges the Public Utilities Commision (PUC) to find that
termination of passenger service between San Jose and San Francisco by
Southern Pacific Transportation Company (SP) is contrary to national,
state, and regional policy as well as to the health and welfare of the
residents of the San Francisco, San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties and
downwind areas, and that the continuation of such service is clearly
required by public convenience and necessity;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that based upon‘such findings, the PUC deny the
application of SP for the termination of such passenger service;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer of the ARB shall
transmit a copy of this resolution forthwith to Administrative Law
Judge John B. Weiss, and to all parties of record in the matter of the
application of SP for the discontinuance of passenger service between
San Jose and San Francisco (PUC # A57289) and request that it be marked
as an exhibit and entered into evidence in the proceedings.




Proposed
State of California
Air Resources Board
Resolution 77 - 58

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, pursuant to Sections 39600 and 39602
of the Health and Safety Code, is responsible for the preparation of the
State Implementation Plan as required by the federal Clean Air Act:

WHEREAS, Part D of Title 1 of the 1977 Amendments to the Clean Air Act
requires revisions by January 1, 1979 to the State Implementation Plan
for areas not expected to attain national primary ambient air quality
standards by 1982;

WHEREAS, State Implementation Plan revisions are required by Section 172
of the 1977 Clean Air Act Amendments to provide for the implementation |
of all reasonably available control measures;

WHEREAS, a number of types of transportation control measures are
reasonably available for inciusion in the State Implementation Plan
revisions;

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the Legislature that the Air Resources
Board (pursuant to Section 239500 of the Health and Safety Code) co-
ordinate, encourage, and review the efforts of all levels of government
to the extent that they affect air quality;

WHEREAS, Section 174 of the 1977 Clean Air Act Amendments requires that
the state, and elected officials of areas in which the national primary
ambient air quality standard for carbon monoxide or oxidant is violated,
shall jointly determine a division of responsibility for planning and
jmplementing needed State Implementation Plan control measures:

WHEREAS, State Transportation Board guidelines require regional trans-
portation planning agencies to develop transportation alternatives based
on the need for transportation control measures to reduce pollutant
emissions;



WHEREAS, Section 174 of the Clean Air Act also requires that the pre- .
paration of State Implementation Plan revisions for these areas be

coordinated with the relevant comprehensive transportation planning and

air quality maintenance planning efforts;

WHEREAS, Section 172 of the 1977 Clean Air Act Amendments requires that
State Implementation Plan revisions identify and commit the resources
necessary to carry out control measures;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board finds that targets for
emissions reductions from transportation sources commensurate with air
quality needs should be developed for each Air Quality Maintenance Area
by local responsible agencies;

BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board urges all agencies involved in the
expenditure of transporation funds, including the California Transporta-
tion Commission, Caltrans, and regional and local governments, to place

high priority on funding transportation control measures designed to

achieve emission reduction targets;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that by June 1978 the staff prepare a status
report outlining the progress made in (1) setting emissions reductions
targets and (2) adopting, funding, and implementing control measures to
achieve these reductions.




State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

RESOLUTION 77-59
December 19, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary for
the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and 1mposed
upon the Board by law;

WHEREAS, Sections 43101 and 43107 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Board to adopt emission standards and test procedures in order to
control air pollution caused by new motor vehicles, including motorcycles;

WHEREAS, Section 43824 authorizes the Board to adopt evaporative em1ss10n
standards and test procedures for new motor vehicles;

WHEREAS, the Board has found that more stringent evaporative emission
standards for motorcycles are needed to achieve the Ambient Air Quality
Standards in the South.Coast Air Basin and in other areas of the state;

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the costs, effect on fuel economy, and
technological feasibility of motorcycle evaporative emission standards
and test procedures; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have been.
held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its regulations
in Art1c}e 2, Subchapter 1, Chapter 3 of Title 13, California Administrative
Code as foi]ows

1. Amend Section 1976(b) to read:

(b) Evaporative emissions for gasoline-powered motor vehicles
shall not exceed:



Evaporative Emission Standards

Hydrocarbons
Vehicle Type Model Year (grams per test)
Passenger cars - 1978 and 1979 6.0
Light-duty trucks ‘
Medium-duty vehicles
Heavy-duty vehicles
Passenger cars 1980 and subsequent 2.0

Light-duty trucks
Medium-duty vehicles
Heavy-duty vehic]es

. Motorcycles 1983 and 1984 , 6.0
1985 and subsequent 2.0

The standards set forth above shall apply only to
those gasoline-powered motor vehicles which are
subject to exhaust emission standards under this
Article.

! . : 2.  Adopt a new Section 1976(c) to read:

(¢} The procedure for determining compliance with these
standards is set forth in the "California Evaporative
Emission Standards and Test Procedures for 1978 and
Subsequent Model Gasoline-Powered Motor Vehicles,"
adopted by the Air Resources Board on April 16, 1975, as
amended May 14, 1975, March 31, 1976, October 5, 1976,
_ . November 23, 1976, June 8, 1977 and December 19, 1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the "California
Evaporative Emission Standards and Test Procedures for 1978 and Sub-
sequent Model Gasoline-Powered Motor Veh1c]es” dated April 16, 1975
as last amended December 19, 1977.

|

|

| BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby finds that the motorcycle

| evaporative emission standards and test procedures set forth in Sections
1976(b) and 1976{c), Chapter 3, of Title 13, California Administrative
Code, and the "California Evaporative Emission Standards and Test Procedures
for 1978 and Subsequent Model Gasoline-Powered Vehicles" are, in the

aggregate, at least as protective of the public health and welfare as
applicable federal standards.



State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-60
December 19, 1978

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the Air
Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary for
the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and imposed upon
the Board by law;

WHEREAS, Section 43210 of the Health and Safety Code requires that the
Board adopt regulations which provide for the testing of new motor vehicles
on factory assembly Tines or in such manner as the Board determines best
suited to carry out the purpose of Part 5 (commencing with Section 43000),
Division 26, of the Health and Safety Code;

WHEREAS, Section 43000 {e) of the Health and Safety Code states that
emission standards applied to new motor vehicles are standards with which
all new motor vehicles shall comply; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other administrative proceedings have been
held in accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its regulations
in Article 1, Subchapter 2, Chapter 3, Title 13, California Administrative
" Code, by add1ng a hew Sect1on 2057, wh1ch reads:

2057. Assembly-Line Test Procedures - 1979 Model Year.

New 1979 model year passenger cars, 11ght duty trucks, and
med1ium- duty vehiiclies subject to certification and manufactured
for sale in California shall be tested in accordance with the
"California Assembly-Line Test Procedures for 1979 Model Year
Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks and Medium-Duty Vehic]es,"
adopted December 19, 1977. '

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the "California Assembly-
Line Test Procedures for 1979 Model Year Passenger Cars, Light-Duty Trucks
and Medium-Duty Veh1cles," dated December 19 1977

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby finds that its reou]at1ons in
Section 2057, Title 13, California Administrative Code, the assembly-line
test procedures referenced therein, and the re]ated'inspection and campliance
test procedures in Article 2, Subchapter 2, Chapter 3, Title 13, California
Administrative Code, are individually for each vehicle category, and, in the
aggregate, at least as protective of public health and welfare as applicable
federal regulations.



Proposed

State of California
AIR RESOQURCES BOARD

Resolution 77-61

December 19, 1977

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the

Air Resources Board to adopt standards, rules, and regulations necessary
for the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to and impased
upon the Board by law;

WHEREAS, Sections 43101 and 43104 of the Health and Safety Code authorize
the Board to adopt emission standards and test procedures in order to
control air pollution from new motor vehicles;

NHEhEAS. the Board recognizes that certain emissions-related or emissions-
critical parts on motor vehicles must be properly adjusted in order for the
vehicles to meet the applicable emission standards;

WHEREAS, the current federal and California regulations require that a
tune-up label be affixed on each vehicle to provide vehicle owners and
mechanics with the information necessary for the proper adjustment of
such parts;

WHEREAS, the Board finds it necessary to amend its tune-up label regulations
to require vehicle manufacturers to affix the tune-up label in a readily
accessible and visible location and to ensure that the label is easily
understandable and will remain on the vehicle for its total expected life; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing and other proceedings have been held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part I, Chapter 4.5);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby amends its
regulations in Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California Administrative
Code as set forth in Appendix IIl to Staff Report No. 77-26-3 dated
December 19, 1977,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the “California Motor
Vehicle Tune-Up Label Specifications," dated December 19, 1977.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Fxecutive Officer shall amend the Board's

certification test procedures, if required, to conform to the above amend-
ments. ‘

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby finds that the tune-up label
regulations set forth in Section 1965, Chapter 3, Title 13 of California
Administrative Code, as amended hereby, and the specifications referenced
therein, are, in the aggregate, at least as protective of the public health
and welfare as applicable federal standards. :

096



PROPOSED
State of California
AIR RESQURCES BOARD
Resolution 77-62
November 21, 1977

HH@REAS, the Executive Officer entered into an agreement with the
United States Environmenta) Protection Agency to oversee the conduct of
a study entitled “Studies of Changes in Mortality Ouring the Fuel Crisis

of 1974";

WHEREAS, under the authority of the Air Resources Board, the Executive
Officer entered into Contract Number A6-095-30 with the Regents of the
University of California to carry out the research entitled "Studies of
Changes in Mortality During the Fuel Crisis of 1974" for an amount not
to exceed $67,133 for the United States Environmental Protection Agency;

WHEREAS, there were inordinate delays in the initiation of Contract
Number A6-095-30 which was extended into a new fiscal year without
provision for merit and salary increases;

WHEREAS, the University has applied to the Board for supplemental funding
in the amount of $2,960 to provide for the personnel cost increases to

provide for completion of the study; and

NHE}ﬁns;fhe Research Screening Committee has recommended supp?ementafy
funding to Contract Number A6-095-30 for an amount not to exceed $2,960;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the
powers and authority granted by the Health and Safety Code, Section 39705,
hereby accepts the recommendation of the Research Screening Committee

to amend Contract Number A6-095-30 in an amount not to exceed $2,960

for the study entitled "Studies of Changes in Mortality During the Fuel
Crisis of 1974", and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate admini-
strative procedures and to execute all necessary documents and contracts
far the research effort proposed in an amount not to exceed $2,960.



