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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-2 

January 2 3, 1979 

WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality ;~anagement District (SCAQMD)
has·petitioned the Board to reconsider the Board's decision of August 7, 1978 
on the petitions of Southern California Edison Company (SCE) and the Los Angeles
Department of Hater and Pm~er to rescind the SCAQMD's Rule 475. l which controls 
oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions from power plants in the SCAQMD; and 

HHEREAS, the Board is authorized pursuant to Health and Safety Code 
Sections 40001 and 41500 to revie1,i the rules and regulations of the Air Pollution 
Control Districts to assure that the districts make reasonable provision to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards; and 

WHEREAS, the B~ard is authorized, pursuant to Hea1th and- Safety Code 
Sections 40451 and 41504, after holding a public hearing, to inter alia;,r;evise 
the ruJE!'s and regulations of the SCAQMO to implement and effectuate thel)urposes 
of Division 26 and to assure that. they make reasonable provisions to a chi eve and 
maintain the state ambient air quality standards; and 

, ,-

WHEREAS, the Board has held a public hearing pursuant to Sections 
40451 and 41502 of the Health and Safety Code and reconsidered its decision of 
August 7, 1978 on the aforementioned petitions of SCE and LADWP; and 

WHEREAS, the Executive Officer on January 22, 1979 adopted a 
revised Rule 475.1 which responds to most of the issues raised in the 
district's petition; and 

WHEREAS, the Board desires to give the district and its staff 
the opportunity to further review the January 22, 1979 final version of 
Rule 475.1, without delaying the effective date of Rule 475.1; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the claim in the SCAQMD's petition 
that the Board's decision of August 7, 1978 leaves the Southeast Desert 
Air Basin portion of the SCAQMD without a rule to control NOx emissions from 
new power plants in the Southeast Desert Air Basin portion of the SCAQMD
is correct; and -

WHEREAS, the Board finds that a rule to control emissions of NOx 
from new power plants in the Southeast Desert Air Basin portion of the 
SCAQMD may be desirable; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the reasons for its rescission of the 
new power plant NOx emission requirements of SCAQMD rule are now moot because 
of the revision of Rule 475.l so as to require that applicants for new power 
plants comply with the provisions of Rule 213 (New Source Review) only; 



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board affinns Rule 475.1 
as adopted by the Executve Officer effective January 22, 1979, subject,
however, to such revisions as might be made by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (consistent with the District's views expressed before 
the Board on January 23, 1979); 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Rule 475. l as amended January 22, 1979 
shall remain in full force and effect unless and until the District amends 
Rule 475.l after a duly noticed public hearing; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board also reaffirms its 
decision in adopting Resolution 78-48 on August 7, 1978; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board remands Rule 475 to the 
SCAQMD for such further revision as it may find necessary . 

• I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-2 
as passed by the Air Resources Board . 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-3 

January 24, 1979 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board is vested, under Section 39705 of 
the Health and Safety Code, with authority to appoint a Research Screening 
Committee composed of up to nine members with expertise in specified technical 
areas; and 

• 
WHEREAS, there now exist, as a result of recent resignations, three 

vacancies on the Research Screening Committee; ,, 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Air Resources Board hereby . 
appoints to full membership in its Research Screening Committee the folrowins 
two persons, who have been found to meet all of the requirements set forth 
in Section 39705 of the Health and Safety Code: 

Daniel P. Y. Chang, Ph.D. 
Assistant Professor of Civil Engineering
University of California, Davis 

Jan Bush, P,E, 
Director 1 Air Pollution Control District 
County of Ventura 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Air Resources Board hereby confirms 
the following appointments to the Research Screening Committee made by prior
order of the Executive Officer under authority delegated to him by the Board: 

Laurence Caretto, Ph.D. 
Member, Air Resources Board and 
Professor of Mechanical and Chemical Engineering

California State University, Northridge 

Arthur Davidson, M.S. 
Senior Meteorologist
South Coast Air Quality Management District 

John M. Heslep, Ph.D. 
Chief, Laboratory Services Branch 
State Department of Health Services 

Henry K. Newhall, Ph.D. 
Manager, Fuels Division 
Chevron Research Company 



State of California 

• 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-4 

January 24, 1979 

WHEREAS, William H, Lewis, Jr,, served with distinction for three 
years as Executive Officer of the California Air Resources Board; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Lewis helped to create a new spirit of vigorous air 
pollution law enforcement in California; and 

WHEREAS, he negotiated multi-million dollar settlements for violations 
of air pollution laws and provided effective incentives to all California 
industries to stay in compliance with air quality regulations; and 

• WHEREAS, his commitment to affirmative action and upward mobility 
created new opportunities for many highly capable individuals who are now 
contributing to the state's air pollution control program; and 

WHEREAS, he was instrumental in initiating the state's first 
programs for the control of carcinogenic air pollutants) and 

WHEREAS, the Board Members and ARB staff enjoyed working with 
Mr. Lewis because of his competence as an administrator, creativity, outstanding 
leadership qualities, good humor and dedication to the highest ideals of 
public service; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board regrets 
the loss of the unique talents which Mr. Lewis brought to the ARB; and 

• 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board looks forward 

to Mr. Lewis' continued contributions to the protection and enhancement of 
our limited air resources in his new position as Executive Director of 
the National Commission on Air Quality. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-4 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



I 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCS BOARD 

Resolution 79-5 
February 20, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal No. 809-68 entitled "The 
Effects of Present and Potential Air Pollution on Important San Joaquin 
Valley Crops" has been submitted by the University of California at 
Riverside 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 No. 809-68 entitled "The Effects of Present and Potential 
Air Pollution on Important San Joaquin Valley Crops" submitted by
the University of California at Riverside for an amount not to 
exceed $95,000; 

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 No. 809-68 entitled "The Effects of Present and Potential 
Air Pollution on Important San Joaquin Valley Crops" submitted by
the University of California at Riverside, for an amount not to 
exceed $95,000, 

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 $95,000. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-5 
as passed by the Air Resources Board . 

• 



I 
ITEM NO: 79-3-3b 

DATE: February 20, 1979 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Research Proposal No. 809-68 entitled "The Effects 
of Present and Potential Air Pollution on Important
San Joaquin Valley Crops" submitted by the University
of Cclifornia,. Riverside. 

Adopt Resolution No. 79-5 approving research 
proposal 809-68 for funding in an amount not to 
exceed $95,000. 

The objectives of this research program are to: 
(1) determine the effect of present air pollution
(primarily oxidant) on Thompson Seedless grapes and 
alfalfa hay; (2) assess the possible benefit to 
these two crops of lowering present air pollution
levels in the San Joaquin Valley; (3) determine the 
effect of in.crea.se.d ozone (01 ) and sulfur dioxide (SO~)
levels in the Valley alone and in combination upon ,: 
alfalfa; and (4) determine the difference in 
phytotoxicity, if any, between o3 and ambient oxidant 
(primarily o3). 

The alfalfa study will involve the exposure of two 
varieties of alfalfa to; (1) 100-percent carbon 
filtered air alone and with added so2; (2) 100 percent
carbon filtered air with added OJ at two different levels; 
(3) ambient air without chambers, and (4) ambient 
air chambers with and without added SO. The grape
study will consist of three treatmentsf (1) ambient 
air; (2) 100-percent carbon-filtered air within 
chambers; and (3) ambient air within chambers. 

The field chamber and field growth facility that will be 
used approximate very closely actual field conditions 
in the San Joaquin Valley. Adequate plant replication
is incorporated, which should allow the investigator 
to detect 5- to 10-percent yield differences with 90 
percent confidence. Since both crops are perennials,
the intent is to carry out controlled exposures for 
at least two growing seasons. However, a report
will be submitted after the first year's results are 
determined, and a decision will be made at that time 
as to whether to continue or not into a second year. 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-6 

February 20, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 806-68 entitled, "Evaluation 
and Development of Procedures for Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total 
Particle-Phase Acidity and Nitric Acid in Ambient Air--Phase II", has been 
submitted by the California Department of Health Services, Air and Industrial 
Hygiene Laboratory 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 
funding the proposal: 

Proposal Number 806-68 entitled,"Evaluation and Development of Procedures 
for Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total Particle-Phase Acidity and 
Nitric Acid in Ambient Air--Phase II", submitted by the California 
Department of Health Services, Air and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory for 
an amount not to exceed $62,000; 

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 806-68 entitled, "Evaluation and Development of Procedures 
for Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total Particle-Phase Acidity and 
Nitric Acid in Ambient Air--Phase II", submitted by the California 
Department of Health Services, Air and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory for 
an amount not to exceed $62,000, 

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 $62,000. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-6 

• as passed by the Air Resources Board . 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-3-3b 
DATE: February 20, 1979 

ITEM: Research Proposal No. 806-68 entitled 

"Evaluation and Development of Procedures for 
Determination of Sulfuric Acid, Total Particle
Phase Acidity and Nitric Acid in Ambient Air-
Phase II." 

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution 79-6 approving Research Proposal
No. 806-68 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$62,000. 

SUMMARY: 

California's significant harm level for airborne sulfate of 25µg/m 3 

24-hour average, is based upon total water-soluble sulfate in high
volume filter samples. Such sulfate may include ammonium sulfate, 
ammonium acid sulfate, sulfuric acid as well as various metal and 
mixed metal-ammonium salts. Some of these are relatively harmless 
(e.g., calcium sulfate}, while others appear relatively hazardous 
(e.g., sulfuric acid and ammonium acid sulfate}. In part, the 
rationale for setting the California standard is based on the 
presumption that a significant mechanism for formation of the total 
water-soluble sulfate, as currently measured, involves sulfuric 
acid as an important constituent; but the actual levels in the 
atmosphere may vary substantially. As yet, no technique has been 
accorded general acceptance for determining sulfuric acid concen
trations. 

There exists a need for a validated technique to monitor sulfuric 
acid. Similarl.v. there exists the need for a va1 i dated technique 
for the measurement of nitric acid. 

During the first phase of this project, which is currently nearing
completion, the proponent has developed and refined methods for 
measuring sulfates, nitrates, sulfuric acid and nitric acid in the 
gaseous and particulate phase in the ampient air. Under Phase II 
of this project the investigators will perform a field study to 
accurately measure sulfate, nitrate, sulfuric acid and nitric acid 
in the South Coast Air Basin. This information will be of value in 

• 
augmenting our understanding the atmospheric processes by which 
these pollutants are formed and transported in the atmosphere.
The data gathered will provide important input to air quality
simulation models for secondary aerosol formation and will provide
important background information for the development of strategies
for controlling secondary aerosols. 



Response 

ITEM: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing 
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

DATE: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

to Significant Environmental Issues 

Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of 
Chapter 26, Air Quality, Health, Welfare, 
Social, Economic, and Energy Effects as 
a Revision to the State Implementation 
Plan (SIP). 

March 21, 1979 

May 4, 1979 

Executive Officer 

N/A 

The staff responded to the various concerns 
raised at the hearing, however, these issues 
were not environmental issues. 

B~ Se 

May 15, 1979 



Memorandum 

Dote I May 30, 1979Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: Filing of Notice of 

Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

F,om , Air Resovrces Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007{b) and in compliance 
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• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-8 

February 21, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code desig
nates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air po11ution
control agency for a11 purposes set forth in federal 1aw and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the 
revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state in 
order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient air 
quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

WHEREAS, San Diego County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and particulate matter under 
provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS the Comprehensive Planning Organization (CPO) and the 
San Diego County Air Pollution Control Board (SDAPCB) were designated by
the ARB on February 15, 1978 as the local co-lead agencies for the 
preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for San Diego County; 

WHEREAS, the "San Diego Revised Regional Air Quality Strategy -
California State Implementation Plan Submittal" (San Diego Plan) was 

prepared with the advice and guidance of the Policy Advisory Committee, 
Community Resources Panel, and Program Coordination Group established as 
part of the cooperative Air Management Process in 1976; 

WHEREAS, the San Diego Plan was reviewed by the city councils 
of the cities of the region, the County Board of Supervisors, other 
interested organizations, and the public; 

WHEREAS, the San Diego Plan was adopted by the CPO on October 16, 
1978 and by the SDAPCB on October 18, 1978 to meet the requirements of 
the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 after noticed hearing; 

WHEREAS, the CPO and SDAPCB transmitted on October 31, 1978 
the San Diego Plan to the ARB for approval'as a revision to the State 
Implementation Plan; 

• 
WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated by

the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to the 
SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the 
public has been provided; 
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WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act (California
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as 
adequate and approves the San Diego County Air Pollution Control Board 
(SDAPCB) commitments to adopt all RACMs (reasonably available control 
measures) needed to attain the standards as expeditiously as practicable
(except controls for marine lightering and residential gas-fired furnaces); 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts the SDAPCB 's 
co11111itment to adopt expeditiously rules for marine lightering and 
residential gas~fired furnaces which are as effective as rules for these 
sources adopted by or for the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) and approved by the Air Resources Board (ARB); 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet the 
Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attaining the 
national ozone and carbon monoxide standards, San Diego must commit to 
an Inspection and Maintenance Program. The Board finds that the inclu
sion of Maximum Effort Inspection and Maintenance (Tactic M24) demon
strates initial local commitment to an adequate Inspection and Maintenance 
Program, and the Board supports legislative authorization of such a 
program for the San Diego area; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to determine (a) which of the vehicle-related emission control 
tactics in the San Diego Plan, including Tactic P-9 (volatility of 
gasoline), should be accepted for inclusion in the SIP submission for 
San Diego as either attainment or maintenance measures, and (b) what 
emissions reductions should be attributed to each tactic. The Board 
further directs the Executive Officer to amend the SIP submission in 
accordance with his determination. The ARB staff will consult with the 
San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD) during this evaluation; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that additional 
air quality and control strategy analyses are needed to comply with the 
Clean Air Act requirements for demonstrating the attainment and mainte
nance of the ozone, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and particulate 
matter standards, and that the following work should be completed by
May 21, 1979: 

a. The SDAPCB and CPO must develop work plans, satisfactory 
to the ARB, to refine the ozone and carbon monoxide air 
quality analyses and control strategies such that the 
attainment of the national standards no later than 
December 31, 1987 will be demonstrated. The Executive 
Officer is authorized to amend the SIP submission for San 
Diego as necessary to include the work plans. 
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b. The SDAPCB and CPO must develop work plans, satisfactory 
to the ARB, to refine the nitrogen dioxide and parti
culate matter air quality analyses and control strategies 
such that the attainment of the national standards by
December 31, 1982 will be demonstrated. The Executive 
Officer is authorized to amend the SIP submission for San 
Diego as necessary to include the work plans. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board agrees that the measure 
C21 (further NOx controls for utility boilers and heaters) should be 
further studied and directs staff to work with the SDAPCD to study
further this measure and the RACMs for stationary internal combustion 
engines, electric utility gas turbines, and industrial boilers for 
possible control of oxides of nitrogen; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as adequate the 
SDAPCB commitment to adopt a rule equivalent to the ARB model New Source 
Review (NSR) rule for the San Diego Air Basin; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process equivalent to that required by 
Section 172(b)(ll)(a) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial 
siting; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
Clean Air Act requirements for commitments by the appropriate agencies 
to implement and enforce reasonably available control measures, the CPO 
needs to submit to the ARB by May 21, 1979 for inclusion in the San 
Diego Plan resolutions by implementing agencies adopting and committing 
to implement reasonably available transportation control measures; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
Clean Air Act requirements related to granting of an extension for 
attainment of the ozone and carbon monoxide standards in the continuing
planning and implementation program, the CPO needs to refine further the 
transportation tactic evaluation and obtain commitments to implement the 
reasonably available transportation control measures outlined in Section 
108(f) of the Clean Air Act. To demonstrate reasonable further progress,
CPO should submit to the Board by May 21, 1979 a work plan which specifies 
and commits to resources and schedules needed to complete the evaluation 
prior to December 1981; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet the 
Clean Air Act requirements related to the granting of an extension for 
attainment of the ozone and carbon monoxide standards, CPO needs to 
affirmatively consider and analyze in the continuing planning and 
implementation program, ambitious, alternative packages of transpor
tation control measures to achieve a determined emissions reduction 
target or a percent emission reduction. The Board recommends .that these 
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packages be directed toward maintaining per capita auto trips and 
vehicle miles traveled at present levels. To demonstrate reasonable 
further progress, the CPO should submit to the Board by May 21, 1979 a 
work plan which specifies how this task will be completed prior to 
December 1981; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the com
mitment to the further study of mobile source controls, stationary 
source controls, and transportation measures, as specified above, as 
well as other requirements of the continuing planning process, demon
strates adequately compliance with Section 172(b)(ll)(C) of the Clean 
Air Act which requires the identification of other measures necessary to 
provide for attainment of the national standards for ozone and carbon 
monoxide not later than December 31, 1987; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet the 
Clean Air Act requirements for allocation of emissions growth, the CPO 
needs to commit to an analysis of alternative population distributions 
as part of the biennial growth forecast process in the continuing planning
and implementation program. To demonstrate reasonable further progress,
the CPO should submit to the Board by May 21, 1979 a C011111itment to and 
schedule for completing this analysis prior to December 1981; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet the 
Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other planning 
programs, the CPO and local jurisdictions need to commit to develop a 
well-defined process and schedules to bring the regional and comprehen
sive plan/population forecasts and local general plans/population fore
casts into initial and continuing consistency as part of the continuing
planning and implementation program. To demonstrate reasonable further 
progress, the CPO should submit to the Board by May 21, 1979 a commit
ment to and schedule for the development of this task; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the San 
Diego Plan does not include a mechanism for determining consistency of 
capital projects (e.g., highways and wastewater facilities) with the 
plan and that such determinations shall be made by the ARB on a project
by-project basis. The Board directs the Executive Officer to develop, 
cooperatively with appropriate agencies, a mechanism for determining
project consistency; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the San 
Diego Plan does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards for 
ozone and carbon monoxide by December 31, 1982 despite the implementation 
of all reasonably available control measures; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an extension 
of the attainment date for the ozone and carbon monoxide national 
standards until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the request of 
the local lead agencies for such an extension for attainment of the 
ozone standard, and directs the Executive Officer to amend the San Diego
Plan to request such an extension for attainment of the carbon monoxide 
standard; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an extension 
of 18 months for the submission of a plan to attain the national secondary
standard for particulate matter is justified and directs the Executive 
Officer to amend the plan to request such an extension; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to report to the Board at its May 1979 meeting on the status of 
the local lead agency efforts to complete the additional tasks identified 
in this resolution, and such other SIP revisions as may be appropriate; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the San 
Diego Plan does not include an analysis of the effect of the recent EPA 
action to adopt a 1-hour ozone standard as a revision to the former 1-
hour oxidant standard, and directs the Executive Officer to amend the 
plan to include such an analysis; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified 
above, the Board finds that the San Diego Plan contains those elements 
necessary to meet the presently applicable requirements of Part D of 
the Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves those elements and 
directs the Executive Officer to submit the same to EPA for approval,
together with all acceptable technical support documentation and such 
other elements in the San Diego plan as may be useful in showing com
pliance with the requirements of Part D. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-8 
as passed by the Air Resources Board . 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Corrment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the San 
Diego Revised Regional Air Quality Strategy
(R-RAQS) as a Revision to the State of California 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and 
Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS). 

February 20-21, 1979 

February 20-21, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

None received. 

N/A 

May 15, 1979Date: 

Resolution No. 79-8 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-9 

February 21 , 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code desig
nates the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air po11 uti on contra l agency
for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the 
state agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the 
revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in 
order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient air 
quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Imperial County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant under provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Imperial County Board of Supervisors was desig
nated and certified by the ARB on November 27, 1978 as the local lead 
planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for 
Imperial County; 

WHEREAS, the Imperial County Board of Supervisors held a 
public hearing on October 31, 1978 after 30 days notice and approved a 
nonattainment plan for Imperial County; 

WHEREAS, Imperial County transmitted the "Imperial County Plan 
to Attain National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Oxidants" (Imperial
NAP) to the ARB on November 22, 1978 for approval as a revision to the 
SIP; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementin9 regulations pro
mulgated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that 
revisions to the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days
notice the public has been provided; 

WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the require
ments of the Clean Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative 
Procedures Act (California Government Code Section 11371 et seq.); 

• 
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NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board amends Tab1e 5-1 
in the Imperial NAP to reflect the air quality monitoring values for 
ozone as recorded by the Lawrence Livermore Laboratories air quality 
monitoring instruments. This change results in a 0.14 ppm ozone design 
value for the Imperial NAP; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to reexamine the accuracy and reliability of the existing ambient 
air quality monitoring data for Imperial County to determine the appli
cability of the nonattainment designation for ozone and to change the 
designation status if appropriate and report back to the Board if any 
changes are needed in the Board's action; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Imperial NAP 
substantially fulfills the requirements for the development of a 1979 
nonattainment plan for a rural area pursuant to the Clean Air Act and 
implementing regulations and guidelines, with the exceptions noted 
below; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the demonstration 
in the Imperial NAP of reasonable further progress toward attainment of 
the federal ozone standard by 1982 as required by Clean Air Act Section 
172(b)(3) is inconclusive due to the effects of pollutant transport from 
upwind areas outside the County and therefore remands the air quality 
analysis to the County for further study; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as adequate and 
approves the County's commitment to adopt the reasonably available 
control measures (RACMs) contained in the Imperial NAP as required by 
Section 172(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act on the condition that legally 
enforceable regulations or schedules to implement these measures are 
adopted by the County and all responsible implementing agencies by 
May 30, 1979; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to amend the Imperial NAP by deleting emissions reduction claims 
from agricultural burning and pesticide usage categories and referring 
them to the District for further study because no legally enforceable 
commitments are made by the County to assure that such reductions will 
take place; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that controls for 
Stage I vapor recovery systems with 95% efficiency, cutback asphalt, and 
fixed and floating roof tanks (other than at oil production fields), are 
reasonably available control measures but not included in the Imperial 
NAP, and that the Board authorizes the Executive Officer to work with 
the Air Pollution Control District (APCD) to obtain local adoption of 

• 
these measures, or, if necessary, to adopt these measures for the APCD 
if local adoption does not occur by May 30, 1979; 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the Imperial 
NAP fails to describe adequately the contents of a New Source Review 
(NSR) rule which the County has committed to adopt. The Board authorizes 
the Executive Officer to work with the Imperial County Air Pollution 
Control District to assure that the locally adopted NSR rule is con
sistent with the ARB model NSR rule, or, if necessary, to adopt after 
hearing an NSR rule for the District if local adoption does not occur by 
May 30, 1979 for inclusion in an SIP submission to the EPA; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to revise the Imperial NAP to conform with this resolution and 
submit the same as an SIP revision to the EPA in fulfillment of Part D 
of the Clean Air Act. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-9 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

I 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Imperial
County Plan to Attain National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Oxidants as a Revision to the State 
of California Implementation Plan (SIP) for the 
Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 

Public 
Hearing Date: February 21 , 1979 

Response Date: February 21 , 1979 

Issuing
Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: None received. 

Response: N/A 

.,,,,.,...,.-•·--." - /" ' 
\.I\----., .. I . 

CERTIFIED: ' "·~-

- May 15, 1979Date: 

Resolution No. 79-9 



Memorandum 

• 
Dcrte , May 30, 1979To Huey E. Johnson 
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Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
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environmental comments raised auring the comment period. 
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• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Re solution 79-10 

March 23, 1979 

WHEREAS, Air Pollution Control Districts in California are 
required by Health and Safety Code Section 40001 to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to endeavor 
to achieve and maintain the federal ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board is required by Sections 41500 and 41507 
of the Health and Safety Code to review rules and regulations and programs 
of the districts to determine whether the rules and regulations and 
programs assure that reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain 
the state and national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that: 

1. The state 24-hour air quality standard for sulfur dioxide was 
exceeded on 45 days in Kem County during 1978;

• 2. The state 24-hour standard for sulfates was exceeded in Kern County 
on 28 days irv 1978; 

3. The state 24-hour air quality standard for total suspended particulate 
matter was exceeded on 90 percent of the days in which total suspended 
particulate matter was measured in Kem County in 1978; 

4. The state annual geometric mean air quality standard for total 
suspended particulate matter was exceeded in Kem County in 1977, 
which was the last complete year for which data are available; 

5. ThE!_stc11;e visiqility standard was exceeded in Kem County on 
numerous occasions during the last several years; 

6. The national 24-hour air quality standard for total suspended 
particulate matter was exceeded frequently in Kem County in 1978; 

7. The national annual geometric mean air quality standard for total 
suspended particulate was exceeded in Kern County in 1977, which 
was the last complete year for which data are available; 

8. Emissions of sulfur oxides are directly responsible for, or 
contribute to, the above violations of air quality standards; 

•
i 

9. Emissions of sulfur oxides from oilfield steam generators and boilers 
are the largest fraction of all sulfur oxides emissions; 

I 
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10. Control equipment and emission reduction techniques are commercially 
available now or in the near future to reduce such emissions to 

• 

low levels; 

11. The cost-effectiveness of reducing such emi.ssions is reasonable; 

12. The Board's staff has for over a year requested the Kem County 
Air Pollution Control District to adopt rules to achieve state 
and national air quality standards; 

13. The Kern County Air Pollution Control District has not adopted or 
proposed rules to require the installation of sucn equipment on all 
oilfield steam generators and boilers; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the rules and regulations of the 
Kern County Air Pollution Control District do not make reasonable prov1s1on 
for achieving and maintaining the aforementioned state ambient air quality
standards; 

WHEREAS, the Boa rd finds that the rules and regu l ati ans ofthe 
Kern County Air Pollution Control District do not reasonablY endeavor to 
achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that Rule 424, as set forth in 
Attachment A hereto, is necessary and makes reasonable provision to 
achieve and maintain state ambient air quality standards for sulfur 
dioxide, sulfates, total suspended particulate and visibility; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that Rule 424, as set forth in Attachment A 
hereto, is also necessary to achi.eve and maintain the national ambient air 
quality standards for total suspended particulate matter; 

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized pursuant to Health and Safety 
Code Section 41504 to amend local district rules and regulations to assure 
that they make reasonable provision for achieving and maintaining the state 
ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the rules and regulations of the Kem County Air 
Pollution Control District regarding the control of sulfur oxide emissions 
must be amended in order to assure that they reasonably endeavor to 
achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by
Health and Safety Code Section 41502 and EPA regulations to determine 
whether the Kem County Air Pollution Control District has adopted rules 
and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to achieve 
and maintain state and national ambient air quality standards; 

I 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board adopts Rule 424 
into the regulations of Kem County Air Pollution Control District to 
read as set forth in Attachment A hereto, subject to the completion
of a response to environmental impact issues and appropriate amendments 
to Rule 424 in light thereof by the Executive Officer, who is 
hereby delegated the authority for undertaking such action. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer sha 11 
transmit the final version of Rule 424 to the Kem County Air Pollution 
Control District upon completion of the aforedescribed environ~n.tal ..... 
impact action, and that Rule 424 shall become effective six months from 
today. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer is authorized 
to rescind Rule 424 upon the adoption of an equally effective rule by the 

•Kern County Air Pollution Control Board within the period of time before 
Rule 424 becomes effective. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer shall notice 
the steam generators S02 control issue for reconsideration by the Board 
near the end of the six-month period during which the rule is not effective. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-10 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

I 
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• ATTACHMENT A 

424. Sulfur Compounds From Oilfield Steam Generators 

A. Definitions 

For the purposes of this rule: 

1. "Steam generator" means a fossil-fuel-fired combustion 

device which has a heat input capacity greater than 

fifteen million British thermal units (Btu's) per hour 

and which evaporates water to dry steam, or to a mixture 

of water vapor and steam, that has an absolute pressure 

of more than thirty pounds per square inch. 

2. "Existing steam generator" means a steam generator for 

which a permit to construct was issued prior to February 21, 

1979. 

3. "New steam generator" means a steam generator for which a 

permit to construct was issued on or after February 21, 1979. 

4. "Stationary source" means stationary source as defined in 

Rule 210. l. 

B. Emission Standards 

1. The owner or operator of a new steam generator shall limit 

the emissions of sulfur compounds from such steam generator 

to 0.06 pound of sulfur per million Btu's of heat input. 

2. The owner or operator of an existing steam generator shall 

limit the emissions of sulfur compounds from such steam 

generator in accordance with the following schedule: 

a. After July l, 1982, such emissions shall not exceed 

• 0.25 pound of sulfur per million Stu's of heat input • 

b. After July 1, 1984, such emissions shall not exceed 

0.12 pound of sulfur per million Btu's of heat input. 
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C. Increments of Progress 

The owner or operator of an existing steam generator subject 

to this rule shall comply with each of the following increments 

of progress: 

l. By July l, 1980, submit to the Air Pollution Control 

Officer a plan for achieving compliance with this rule 

"compliance plan". The compliance plan shall identify 

each steam generator subject to this rule and shall 

indicate the specific control technique(s} and resulting 

emission rate for each such steam generator. 

2. By July 1, 1981, submit to the Air Pollution Control 

Officer copies of purchase orders for all control 

equipment and low sulfur fuels identified in the 

compliance plan. 

3. Commencing July 1, 1981, and every twelve months 

thereafter through July l, 1984, submit to the Air 

Pollution Control Officer a written report describing 

the owner's or operator's progress in implementing 

the compliance plan. 

D. Averaging 

The owner or operator of two or more steam generators subject 

to this rule may satisfy the requirements of subsection (B}(2) 

by demonstrating that the average emissions of sulfur compounds 

from all of its new and existing steam generators which are 

• 
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located within a 15 mile diameter circular region do not exceed the 

emission standards set forth in subsection (8)(2). 

E. Cogeneration Exemption 

1. This rule shall not apply to any existing steam generator 

for which a valid permit to operate exists and which the 

owner or operator designates shall be withdrawn from 

service and replaced by a steam generation facility which 

converts at least twenty percent of its heat input to 

electrical energy, hereinafter referred to as a cogeneration 

facility. Such designation shall be submitted, in writing, 

to the Air Pollution Control Officer by July 1, 1980. 

No exemption shall be effective until it is issued in writing 

by the Air Pollution Control Officer. 

2. An owner or operator who makes a designation pursuant to 

this section shall comply with the following increments of 

progress: 

a. By July 1, 1981, submit to the Air Pollution Control 

Officer copies of all binding written agreements 

necessary for the construction and operation of the 

cogeneration facility. 

b. By July 1, 1981, file a Notice of Intent or Application 

for Certification with the California Energy Commission 

for the construction of the cogeneration facility, to the 

• extent such Notice or Application is required pursuant 

to state law. 
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c. If such Notice or Application is required, commence 

construction of the cogeneration facility not later 

than one year after certification by the Commission, 

and complete construction of the cogeneration facility 

not later than five years after certification by the 

Commission. 

d. If such Notice and Application are not required, 

commence construction of the cogeneration facility not 

later than July l, 1982, and complete construction of 

the cogeneration facility not later than July 1, 1985. 

3. The failure of an owner or operator who makes a designation 

pursuant to this section to comply with any increment of 

progress required by this section, except where such failure 

is the direct result of government action or court orders 

shall thereupon terminate all exemptions issued in response 

to such designation. 

4. If an owner or operator who makes a designation pursuant to 

this section fails to comply with an increment of progress 

required by this section as a direct result of government 

action or court order, the owner or operator shall, within 

thirty days of such failure, apply to the district hearing 

board for a schedule for compliance with subsection (B)(2). 

The hearing board shall require a schedule which provides 

for compliance as expeditiously as practicable • 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environrrental Issues 

Item: Adoption Of A Regulation Controlling Emissions Of Sulfur Compounds 
From Steam Generators Used In Oilfield Operations In The Kem County 
Air Pollution Control District 

Public Hearing Date: March 23, 1979 

Response Date: 7/ q/7 f 
Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: EPA has proposed regulattons. which would designate scrubber waste 
as a hazardous waste. There would not be sufficient disposal sites 
in Kern County for the disposal of hazardous waste and the cost of 
scrubbing would be greatly increased. 

• 
Response: Both EPA and the state Department of Hea1th have proposed regulations 

which may result in scrubber waste as being desfgnated as hazardous. 
Such hazarcfous waste would have to be disposed of in impoundments 
with impervious linings. The impoundments would have to have 
groundwater and leachate monitoring systems installed. The staff 
believes that such hazardous waste disposal sites could be 
constructed in Kern County.· The need to manage scrubber waste as 
hazardous would increase the cost of meeting the regulation from 
$0.28 to as much as $0.42 per pound of S02 reduced. This cost is 
lower than other programs proposed by the staff and therefore, 
the Executive Officer believes that Regulation 424 should not be 
revised by this environmental consideration. 

oard Secretary 

7_,1--Date: __-"7_/_<;/___ 

(Resolution No. 79-10) 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
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1. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 
Adminsitrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board 
regarding environmental issues raised by public comments, for 
consideration by the Board on any matter for which a public
hearing is required. 

In addition to the environmental issues discussed in Section VIII of 
the staff report, the staff received no written comments on environ
mental issues prior to the public hearing. 

2. Environmental issues raised at the public hearing are discussed in 
attachments hereto. 

All of the environmental concerns commented on at the public hearing on 
the regulation controlling emissions of sulfur dioxide from oil field 
steam generators were discussed in the staff report and the issues, with 
one exception are adequately discussed in the staff report. The exception 
are the corrments by Mr. Chet Frazier of Shell Oil Company, Mr. Les Clark 
of Belridge Oil Company and Mr. Greg McClintock of the Western Oil and 
Gas Association that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has 
proposed regulations which would classify scrubber waste as hazardous 
waste which would have to be disposed of in Class I disposal sites 
instead of Class 11-1 sites as indicated in the staff report. 

<xi December 18, 1978, the Environmental Protection Agency proposed
hazardous waste guidelines and regulations as required under Sections 
3001, 3002, and 3004 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act as substantially
amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976. These 
regulations are scheduled to be promulgated in September, 1979. The 
proposed rules set forth requirements for the identification, transport, 
and disposal of hazardous wastes. 



Chapter 6.5 of Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code requires the 
Department of Health to adopt regulations for the designation, storage, 
transport and disposal of hazardous wastes. The Department of Health 
has adopted regulations for the management of hazardous waste and on 
January 30, 1979, proposed additional regulations for the designation 
of hazardous wastes. 

Section 250.46-2 of the proposed EPA regulations designate utility
scrubber wastes as hazardous wastes, unless it can be shown through a 
series of tests set forth in the proposed regulations, that the waste 
is not hazardous. The reason for designating scrubber waste as hazardous 
is because some scrubber wastes have concentrations of metal compounds
which, if they enter aquifer, could contaminate the aquifer. Since 
the waste from scrubbers used in oil field operations would be similar 
to utility scrubber wastes, it is probable that it also would be con
sidered hazardous. The proposed EPA regulations would require the 
disposal of scrubber waste in an impoundment with an impermeable
double lining consisting of an impervious soil lining plus an outer 
impermeable membrane (probably of plastic), if the impoundment is 
located above an usable aquifer. If the impoundment is not located 
above an usable aquifer, the impervious lining would not be required.
Tne impervious lining is required to prevent leachate from the impound
ment traveling to the aquifer via cracks or permeability in the· impound
ment. The proposed regulations also require groundwater and leachate 
monitoring. Groundwater monitoring would be accomplished by tests of 
ground.-later from wells located both hydraulically upgradient and down
gradient of the impoundment. A leachate monitoring system shall be 
installed within the zone of aeration underlying the facility without 
drilling through the bottom and side liners or soil barriers of the 
landfill and shall be designed to collect samples in the zone of aeration 
between the bottom of the liner or soil barrier of the landfill or 
surface impoundment and the top of the water table. Routine tests of 
the samples are to be made in accordance with procedures set forth in 
the proposal. The proposal also would require the establishment of a 
trust fund for the closure of the facility and for post-closure
monitoring for 20 years. 

The proposed regulations of the Department of Health (Department) would 
require a waste to be designated as hazardous if it is toxic, flammable, 
corrosive, or an irritant. The proposal contains a list of concentrations 
of compounds and elements, for both the waste and the leachate of the 
waste. The leachate of the waste is obtained by an extraction procedure 
set forth in the proposal. Among the elements and compounds in the list 
are some which would occur in scrubber waste. However, the concentrations 
of most of these elements and compounds would be below the concentrations 
shown in the list with the exception of vanadium possibly. KVB report
5807-842 shows a concentration of vanadium in the ash of a crude oil 
sample to be above 10%. If this is true, the concentration of vanadium 
in the scrubber waste could be above the concentration shown in the list. 
The producer of a waste has the option of conducting tests, some of which 
are expensive and time consuming, for toxicity and irritation which could 
result in the waste being designated as not hazardous. The producer 
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would have to weigh the benefits of conducting the tests (which may 
include tests on animal} and of considering the waste as hazardous. 
The Department has the option of designating a waste as hazardous even 
though, in the opinion of the producer, the waste is considered 
non-hazardous. 

The Department regulations in Division 4 of Title 22 of the Administrative 
Code require that a hazardous waste be managed in a manner which wi 11 
not result in a hazard to public health, personal safety, wildlife or 
domestic livestock. The regulations also set forth procedures for record
keeping, transport, and waste facility management. 

There is a probability that scrubber waste from oil field steam generators 
will be considered hazardous. Therefore, the management of this waste 
could add appreciably to the cost of flue gas desulfurization. A 
conservative estimate (high) is probably an added 50% to the cost of 
scrubbing so2• The staff now estimates the cost per pound of so2
removal at $0.28. This cost would increase to as much as $0.42 per pound 
of S02 removed if the waste is designated as hazardous. If two net 
barrels of crude oil are produced for every barrel of crude oil burned, 
then the cost per net barrel produced would rise from $0.84 to $1.26. 

The designation of scrubber waste as hazardous should cause proponents of 
systems to consider systems which oxidize the waste to more manageable 
forms such as gyps um, or which make a product such as sulfuric acid. 
The double alkali system should be more attractive since it produces a 
precipitate. Systems which produce liquid wastes, such as the once
through sodium carbonate system would be unattractive if such waste were 
designated as hazardous. 

The staff recorrmends that the Executive Officer approve Regulation 424 
as adopted at the March 23, 1978 hearing. 

3. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Executive Officer adopt, before final action 
on this item, the attached proposed Response to Significant Environmental 
Issues. 



'1'A11 Of CAl.ll'OffllA IDMUND G, BROWN JR., o...,,,., 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD-:::!IAQAMENTO, CA 9'112 

April 18. 1979 

Dear S1 r or Madam: 

Subject: Air Resources Board Resolution 79-10 

When we mailed you a copy of our Resolution 79-10 on March 29. 1979, we inad
vertently omitted page 5 of the rule. 

·Enclosed is page 5 of the rule to be added to Attachment A. 

ff you have any questions. please call me at (916) 322-6020. 

Sfna,rely, ~ 

• f!,~,fChlef
Energy Strategy Development Branch 

Enclosure 

Goodley/jw 

cc: J. Gilpin ✓ 
G. Rubenstein 
P. I. O. 
F. Di Genova 
H. Metzger 



. State of California 

'Memorandum 

Dme , August 27, 1979Huey D. Johnson 
Secretary 

Subject: Filing of Notice ofResources Agency Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

From , Air ResoUl'C9S Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notice of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

d&fl- /4u?)(_r 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

attachments: 
Resolution 79-10 and 
Response to Significant 
Environmental Issues thereto . 

• 



State of California 

't:J~lemorandum 

Huey D. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency 

From , Air Resources Board 

Oma 1 September 17, 1979 

Subject: Filing of Supplemental 
Report 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 
of the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby 
forwards for posting the attached Supplemental Staff Report 
Re Significant Environmental Issues regarding Resolution 79-10 
(previously forwarded). 

. 
Sally Rump 
Board Secretary 

attachment 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-11 

March 21, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution 
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates 
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainrnent areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, Fresno County was designated nonattainrnent for 
carbon monoxide, and the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin was designated
nonattainment for oxidant and total suspended particulate, under provisions 
of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

• 
D. WHEREAS, the Fresno County Air Pollution Control Board (FCAPCB) 

was designated by the ARB on April 3, 1978 as the local lead agency for the 
preparation of the 1979 oxidant and carbon monoxide nonattainrnent plan for 
Fresno County; 

E. ~IHEREAS, the Fresno AQMP/NAP (Fresno Plan) was prepared 
under the guidance of the Fresno Executive Air Quality Management Committee; 

F. WHEREAS, the Fresno Plan was reviewed by the cities of 
the region, the County Board of Supervisors, the Council of Fresno 
County Governments, other interested organizations, and the public; 

G. ~JHEREAS, the Fresno Plan was adopted by the FCAPCB on 
December 4, 1978 to meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended 
in 1977 after noticed hearing; 

H. WHEREAS, the Fresno County APCB transmitted the Fresno 
Plan to the ARB for approval as a revision to the State Implementation
Plan; 

I. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to 
the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days notice to 
the public has been provided; 

J. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part l, Chapter 4.5); 
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LEAD AGENCY AND AREA DESIGNATION 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board concurs in 
the Fresno Plan request for designation of the Council of Fresno County
Governments (COFCG) as the co-lead agency for nonattainment area planning 
in Fresno County subject to agreement between ARB, FCAPCB, and COFCG 
upon Division of Responsibilities required by Section 174 of the Clean 
Air Act. The Board finds further that the Division of Responsibilities 
should take the form of a detailed work program for air quality planning
in Fresno County. The Board directs the Executive Officer to forw~rd a 
designation of the COFCG as co-lead agency to the EPA upon complet1on of 
the aforementioned agreements; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board concurs in the 
FCAPCB request for redesignation of the Fresno County nonattainment area 
boundary for carbon monoxide to make it coterminous with the boundary 
of the Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area, and directs the Executive 
Officer submit the request to EPA; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends the 
FCAPCD and the COFCG work with the other nonattainment lead agencies in 
the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin and with the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin 
Control Council in developing basinwide control strategies where appro
priate for consideration for the 1982 plan; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the Fresno 
Plan does not include an analysis of the effect of the recent EPA action 
to adopt a 1-hour ozone standard as a revision to the former 1-hour oxidant 
standard, and directs the Executive Officer to amend the plan with the analysis
included in ARB staff report 79-5-3 (Figure l on page 17 and Appendix D}; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that additional 
effort is needed to comply with the Clean Air Act requirements for demonstra
ting the attainment and maintenance of the carbon monoxide standard and 
that the following work must be completed by May 30, 1979 for submission to 
the EPA: development by the FCAPCB and COFCG of a satisfactory work plan 
to refine the carbon monoxide air quality analysis and control strategy.
The Board directs the Executive Officer to work with the FCAPCD and COFCG 
to develop these work plans; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
study to determine the feasibility of the development and application of 
basinwide photochemical simulation modeling to analyze oxidant formation 
and the impact of control measures is necessary and desirable, and directs 
the Executive Officer to complete a feasibility study in cooperation with 
the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin Control Council, the local APCDs, the 
local NAP lead agencies, councils of governments, and other appropriate 
public and private entities concerned with the Valley oxidant problem; 
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REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as adequate and 
approves the FCAPCB commitments to adopt the RACMs (reasonably available 
control measures) needed to attain the ozone standard as expeditiously as 
practicable (except controls for 95% Vapor Recovery); 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the ARB 
Executive Officer to hold a public hearing to consider adoption or amendment 
as necessary of the state required RACM for Phase II 95% vapor recovery if 
the FCAPCB does not adopt an equivalent rule by May 30, 1979. The 
Executive Officer is authorized to submit such adopted rule to the EPA 
as a SIP submission; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to work with the FCAPCD in the development and adoption of the 
additional, federally and state required RACMs included in the Plan and 
to report to the Board at its May 1979 meeting on the status of the FCAPCD 
to adopt regulations to implement these measures; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that various 
stationary source control measures require further study (see ARB staff 
report 79-5-3, Tables 2-4 on pages 12-14) and directs the Executive Officer 
to work with the FCAPCD in further study of these measures; 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
study of methods of vapor recovery from well vents in steam stimulation 
oil production operations is necessary and recommends that the FCAPCD 
carry out such study; 

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet the 
Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attaining the ozone 
standard, Fresno must commit to an Inspection and Maintenance program. The 
Board finds that the inclusion of 11 Motor Vehicle Inspection Maintenance, 
Annual Inspection" (Tactic M16), demonstrates local commitment to an adequate
Inspection and Maintenance program, and the Board supports legislative 
authorization of such a program for the Fresno area; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for further planning related to the granting
of an extension for attainment of the oxidant and carbon monoxide standards, 
COFCG must affirmatively consider and analyze ambitious, alternative 
packages of transportation control measures, including public transportation 
measures to meet basic public transportation needs, which are designed to 
achieve a locally determined emissions reduction target or a percent reduction 
in the continuing planning and implementation program. COFCG must submit to 
the Board by May 30, 1979a work plan which specifies how this task will be 
completed prior to and as a part of the December 1981 local NAP submittal 
to the ARB; 
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• OTHER MEASURES 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
commitment to the further study of mobile source controls, stationary 
source controls, and transportation measures, as well as other require
ments of the continuing planning program, demonstrates adequately 
compliance with Section 172(b)(11)(C) which requires the identification of 
other measures necessary to provide for attainment of the NAAQS for ozone 
and carbon monoxide not later than December 31, 1987; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Fresno Plan does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards 
for ozone and carbon monoxide by December 31, 1982 despite the imple
mentation of all reasonably available control measures; 

16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an 
extension of the attainment date for the ozone and carbon monoxide 
national standards until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the 
request of the local lead agencies for such an extension for attainment 
of the ozone and carbon monoxide standards. 

EMISSIONS GROWTH - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board direct the Executive 
Officer to work with the FCAPCD on the revision of the FCAPCB NSR rule 
and to report back to the Board at its May 1979 meeting on the status 
of the revision work. 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reasonable 
Further Progress toward attainment of the NAAQS, the Board directs the 
FCAPCD to provide ARB staff annual analysis and verification of emissions 
reductions and air quality improvements to demonstrate that RFP is occurring; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other 
planning programs, FCAPCB, COFCG, and other local jurisdictions need to 
commit to develop a well-defined process and schedules to bring countywide 
plan/population forecasts and local general plans/population forecasts into 
consistency as part of the continuing planning and implementation program.
FCAPCB and COFCG should submit to the Board by May 30, 1979 a commitment 
to and schedule for the completion of this task; 
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21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Fresno plan does not expressly provide for increased emissions which may 
reasonably be anticipated to result from federally assisted projects (such 
as highways and wastewater treatment facilities) and federal permit activities. 
The Board thus directs the Executive Officer to work in cooperation with 
appropriate agencies to develop mechanisms consistent with Sections 176(c) 
and 316(b) of the Clean Air Act for determining that federally assisted projects 
and federal permit activities which result in increases in emissions are 
consistent with reasonable further progress toward attainment and maintenance 
of NAAQS. Until such mechanisms are adopted, the ARB shall make such 
determinations on a project-by-project basis and transmit them with an 
appropriate recommendation to the relevant local, state, and federal 
agencies. The Board further finds that future federally funded projects 
which enable population growth beyond that projected to occur in the 
Fresno Plan should be required to provide for additional mitigation 
measures necessary to maintain RFP and/or the NAAQS depending upon the 
condition at the time. 

PRE-PERMIT REVIEW 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Environmental Quality Act( CEQA) process equivalent to that required by 
Section 172(b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial siting; 

BOARD ADOPTION 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified 
above, the Board finds that the Fresno p 1 an meets the presently applicable 
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves the 
Fresno plan, except as modified above, and directs the Executive Officer to 
submit the Fresno plan to EPA for approval, together with all acceptable 
technical support documentation as may be useful in showing compliance with 
the requirements of Part D. 

This is to certify that this 
is a true copy of Resolution 
79-11 as passed by the Air 
Resources Board. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Fresno County Air Quality
Maintenance Plan/Nonattainment Plan (AQMP/NAP) as a Revision to the 
State of California Implementation Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and 
Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQSl. 

Public Hearing Date: March 21, 1979 

Response Date: March 22, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Executive Officer 

Comment: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Date: May 15, 1979 

Resolution No. 79-11 



Memorandum 

Date I May 30, 1979Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject= Filing of Notice of 

Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

From I Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards 
for posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised auring the comment period. 

I 

J Gilp 
Board Seer 

Attachments 

Resolution No. 79-8 
79-9 
79-11 
79-12 
79-13 
79-14 
79-15 
79-27 
79-29 
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• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-12 

March 22, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates the ARB 
as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State Imple
mentation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. lmEREAS, San Joaquin County was designatE!d nonattainment 
for carbon monoxide, and the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin was desi_gnated basin
wide nonattainmentfor oxidant and total suspended particulafe under pro
visions of Section l07(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors was 
designated by the ARB on April 3, 1978 as the local lead agency for the 
preparation of the 1979 oxidant and carbon monoxide nonattainment plan
for San Joaquin County; 

E. WHEREAS, the San Joaquin AQMP/NAP (San Joaquin Plan) was 
prepared under the guidance of the San Joaquin Air Quality Advisory 
Committee; 

F. WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Plan was reviewed by the cities 
of the region, the San Joaquin County Council of Governments (COG),
other interested organizations, and the public; 

G. WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Plan was adopted by the San 
Joaquin County Board of Supervisors on December 5, 1978 to meet the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 after noticed 
hearings; 

H. WHEREAS, the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors 
transmitted the San Joaquin Plan to the ARB for approval as a revision 
to the State Implementation Plan; 

I. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to 
the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days notice to 
the public has been provided; 
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• J. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California 
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

LEAD AGENCY AND AREA DESIGNATION 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board concurs in 
the San Joaquin Plan request for continued designation of the San 
Joaquin County Board of Supervisors as the continuing local lead agency 
for nonattainment area planning in San Joaquin County subject to agree
ment among the ARB, the Board of Supervisors, and the San Joaquin COG upon
Division of Responsibilities required by Section 174 of the Clean Air 
Act. The Board finds further that the Division of Responsibilities
should take the form of a detailed work program for air quality planning
in San Joaquin County. The Board directs the Executive Officer to 
forward a designation of the Board of Supervisors as the continuing lead 
agency to the EPA upon completion of the aforementioned agreements; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends that the San 
Joaquin County Board of Supervisors and the San Joaquin COG work with 
the other nonattainment lead agencies in the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Basin and with the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Basinwide Control Council in 
developing basinwide control strategies where appropriate for consideration 
for the l982plan; --

AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the San 
Joaquin Plan does not include an analysis of the effect of the recent 
EPA action to adopt a 1-hour ozone standard as a revision to the fonner 
1-hour oxidant standard, and directs the Executive Officer to amend the 
plan with the analysis included in ARB staff's presentation of revised 
Appendix D dated March 21, 1979. 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that addi
tional effort is needed to comply with the Clean Air Act requirements
for demonstrating the attainment and maintenance of the carbon monoxide 
standard and that the following work must be completed by May 30, 1979 
for submission to the EPA: development by the San Joaquin County Air 
Pollution Control Board (APCB) and San Joaquin COG of a satisfactory
work plan to refine the carbon monoxide air quality analysis and control 
strategy. The Board directs ARB staff to work with the San Joaquin APCD 
and San Joaquin COG to develop this work plan; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
study to determine the feasibility of the development and application of 
basinwide photochemical simulation modeling to analyze oxidant formation 
and the impact of control measures is necessary and desirable, and 
directs the staff to complete a feasibility study in cooperation with 
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Basinwide Control Council, the local APCDs, 
the_lo_cal NAPJead agencies, councils of governments, and other appropriate
public and private entities concerned with the Valley oxidant problem; 
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• REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

6. BE IT FURTllER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as adequate and 
approves the San Joaquin Pl an commitments to adopt a11 RACMs ( reasonably available 
control measures) needed to attain the standards as expeditiously as 
practicable (except controls for 95% Stage J'.and Stage II Vapor Recover, 
can and coil coatings, fixed and floating roof tanks, degreasing, cutback 
asphalt, and metal parts and products coatings); 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates authority 
to the ARB Executive Officer to adopt or amend as necessary, after hearing, 
the federally and state required RACMs [CTGs I and ARB Category I RACMs] if the 
San Joaquin County APCB does not adopt equivalent rules by May 30, 1979. 
The Executive Officer is authorized to submit such rules to the EPA as 
a SIP submission; 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the ARB 
Executive Officer to hold a public hearing to consider adoption or amendment 
as necessary of the state required RACM for Phase II 95% vapor recovery if 
the San Joaquin County APCB does not adopt an equivalent rule by May 30, 
1979. The Executive Officer is authorized to submit such adopted rule to the 
EPA as a SIP submission; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that various 
stationary source control measures require further study (see ARB staff 
report 79-5-3, Tables 2-4, on pages 12-14) and directs staff to study 
further these measures; 

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attaining
the ozone and carbon monoxide standards, San Joaquin County must commit 
to an Inspection and Maintenance program. The Board finds that the 
inclusion of "Motor Vehicle Inspection Maintenance, Annual Inspection" 
(Tactic Ml2}, demonstrates local commitment to an adequate Inspection
and Maintenance program, and the Board supports legislative authorization 
of such a program for the San Joaquin County area; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

• 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for further planning related to the 
granting of an extension for attainment of the oxidant and carbon 
monoxide standards, the San Joaquin COG must affirmatively consider and 
analyze ambitious, alternative packages of transportation control measures, 
including public transportation measures to meet basic transportation needs, 
which are designed to achieve a locally determined emissions reduction target 
or a percent reduction in the continuing planning and implementation program. 
The San Joaquin COG must submit to the Board by May 30, 1979 a work plan
which specifies how this task will be completed prior to and as a part of 
the December 1981 local NAP submittal to the ARB; 
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12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the San 
Joaquin Plan provides inadequate analysis of the emissions reductions and 
air quality benefits, if any, of Tactic 20, "Traffic Fl ow Improvements", 
deletes the emission reductions for it, and changes it to a measure re
quiring further study; 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to determine (a) which of the vehicle-related emission control 
tactics in the San Joaquin Plan should be accepted for inclusion in 
the SIP submission for San Joaquin as either attainment or maintenance 
measures, and (b) what emission reductions should be attributed to each 
tactic. The Board further directs the Executive Officer amend the SIP 
submission in accordance with his determination. 

OTHER MEASURES 

14. BE IT FURl:HER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
co1T111itment to the further study of mobile source controls, stationary 
source controls, and transportation measures, as well as other require
ments of the continuing planning program, demonstrates adequately
compliance with Section 172(b)(ll)(C) which requires the identification 
of other measures necessary to provide for attainment of the NAAQS for 
ozone and carbon monoxide not later than December 31, 1987; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the San 
Joaquin Plan does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards 
for ozone and carbon monoxide by December 31, 1982 despite the imple
mentation of all reasonably available control measures; 

16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
extension of the attainment date for the ozone and carbon monoxide 
national standards until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the 
request of the local lead agencies for such an extension for attainment 
of the ozone and carbon monoxide standards; 

EMISSIONS GROWTH - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates to the 
ARB Executive Officer the authority to adopt, after hearing, and after 
finding that the local NSR rule is inadequate and that the APCB does not 
commit to making it adequate, the ARB:model New Source Review {NSR) rule 
for the San Joaquin County APCD should the San Joaquin County APCB fail 
to adopt an equivalent rule by May 30, 1979. The Executive Officer is 
authorized to submit such a rule to the EPA as a SIP submission; 
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• REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reason
able Further Progress toward attainment of the NAAQS, the Board directs 
the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors to provide to ARB staff an 
annual analysis and verification of emission reductions and air quality 
improvements to demonstrate that RFP is occurring; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other 
planning programs, the San Joaquin COG and other local jurisdictions
need to commit to develop a well-defined process and schedole5 to assure 
<:_onsj__?!_ency between the countywi de pl an/population forecasts and each local 
general plans/population forecasts as part of the continuing planning and 
implementation program. The San Joaquin COG shoulcfsubmit to the Board by 
September 3ff, 1979 a commitment to and schedule for the completion of 
this task; 

21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
San Joaquin plan does not expressly provide for increased emissions which may 
reasonably be anticipated to result from federally assisted projects (such 
as highways and wastewater treatment facilities) and federal permit activities. 
The Board thus directs the Executive Officer to work in cooperation with 
appropriate agencies to develop mechanisms consistent with Sections 176(c) 
and 316{b) of the Clean Air Act for determing that federally assisted projects 
and federal permit activities which result in increases in emissions are 
consistent with reasonable further progress toward attainment and maintenance 
of NAAQS. Until such mechanisms are adopted, the ARB shall make such 
determinations on a project-by-project basis and transmit them with an 
appropriate recommendation to the relevant local, state, and federal agencies. 
The Board further finds that future federally funded projects which 
enable population growth beyond that projected to occur in the San Joaquin 
plan should be required to provide for additional mitigation measures if 
necessary to maintain RFP and/or the NAAQS depending upon the condition at 
the time; 

PRE-PERMIT REVIEW 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Environmental Quality Act (C~QA) process equivalent to that requi red by
Section 172{b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial 
siting; 

• 
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• BOARD ADOPTION 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified
above, the Board finds that the San Joaquin County Plan contains those elements 
necessary to meet the presently applicable requirements of Part D of the 
Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves those elements and directs 
the Executive Officer to submit the same to EPA for approval, together 
with all acceptable technical support documentation and such other 
elements in the San Joaquin Plan as may be useful in showing compliance
with the requirements of Part D. 

This is to certify that this is a -?9-/~ 
true copy of Resolution 79-~as 
passed by the Air Resources Board 
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• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-13 

March 22, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates 
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

8. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, Stanislaus County was designated nonattainment 
for carbon monoxide, and the San Joaquin Valley·Air Basin was designated 
nonattainment for oxidant and total suspended particulate under provisions
of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Area Association of Governments (SAAG) 
was designated by the ARB on April 3, 1978 as the local lead agency for 
the preparation of the 1979 oxidant and carbon monoxide nonattainment area 
plan for Stanislaus County; 

E. 1-JHEREAS, the Stanislaus AQMP/NAP (Stanislaus Plan) was pre
pared under the guidance of the SAAG Air Quality Task Force; 

F. WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Plan was reviewed by the cities of 
the region, the County Board of Supervisors, other interested organiza
tions, and the public; 

G. WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Plan was adopted by the SAAG on 
November 8, 1978 to meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended 
in 1977 after noticed hearings; 

H. HHEREAS, the SAAG transmitted the Stanislaus Plan to the 
ARB for approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan; 

I. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated 
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to 
the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days notice to 
the public has been provided; 
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J. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

LEAD AGENCY AND AREA DESIGNATION 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board concurs in 
the Stanislaus Plan request for continued designation of the SAAG as the 
lead agency for Stanislaus County subject to agreement between the ARB 
and SAAG upon Division of Responsibilities required by Section 174 of the 
Clean Air Act. The Board further finds that the Division of Responsibilities
should take the form of a detailed work program for air quality planning in 
Stanislaus County. The Board directs the Executive Officer to forward a 
designation of the SAAG as continuing local lead agency to the EPA upon
completion of the aforementioned agreements; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends the 
Stanislaus County APCD and the SAAG work with the other nonattainment 
lead agencies in the .San Joaquin Valley Air Basin and with the San Joaquin Va 11 ey 
Air Pollution Basinwide Control Council in developing basinwide control 
strategies-where-appropriate for consideration for the 1982 plan; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Stanislaus Plan does not include an analysis of the effect of the recent 
EPA action to adopt a 1-hour ozone standard as a revision to the former 
1-hour oxidant standard, and directs the Executive Officer to amend the 
plan with the analysis included in ARB staff report 79-5-5 (figure 1 on 
page 16 and Appendix D); 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that additional 
effort is needed to comply with the Clean Air Act requirements for 
demonstrating the attainment and maintenance of the carbon monoxide 
standard and that the following work should be completed by May 30, 1979 
for submission to the EPA: development by SAAG of a satisfactory work 
plan to refine the carbon monoxide air quality analysis and control 
strategy. The Board directs ARB staff to work with the Stanislaus County
APCD and SAAG to develop this work plan; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
study to determine the feasibility of the development and application of 
basinwide photochemical simulation modeling to analyze oxidant formation 
and the impact of control measures is necessary and desirable, and 
directs the staff to complete a feasibility study in cooperation with 
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• the San Joaquin Va 11 ey Air Pollution BaS-i nW-'i-de-Cont rolCounci_L__the____loc~l)\PCDs,
the local NAP lead aqencies, councils of qovernments, and other appropriate
public and private entities concerned witn the Valley oxidant problem; 

REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as adequate
and approves the Stanislaus Plan commitments to adopt all RACMs (reasonably
available control measures) needed to attain the standards as expeditiously 
as practicable (except controls for 95% Stage I and II Vapor Recovery, 
can and coil coatings, cutback asphalt, degreasing, and metal parts and 
products coatings); 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates authority 
to the ARB Executive Officer to adopt, or amend as necessary, after hearing,
the federally and state required RACMs [CTGs I and ARB Category I RACMs] if 
the Stanislaus County APCB does not adopt equivalent rules by May 30, 1979. 
The Executive Officer is authorized to submit such rules to the EPA as a 
SIP submission; 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the ARB 
Executive Officer to hold a public hearing to consider adoption or amendment 
as necessary of the state required RACM for Phase II 95% vapor recovery if 
the Stanislaus County APCB does not adopt an equivalent rule by May 30, 1979. 
The Executive Officer is authorized to submit such adopted rule to the EPA 
as a SIP submission; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that various 
stationary source control measures require further study• (fixed and floating
roof tanks and see ARB staff report 79-5-5, Tables 2 and 3 on pages 12-13)
and directs staff to study further these measures; 

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attaining
the ozone standard, Stanislaus must commit to an Inspection and Maintenance 
program. The Board finds that the inclusion of ''Inspection and Mainte
nance" (Tactic Tl) demonstrates local commitment to an adequate Inspection
and Maintenance program, and the Board supports legislative authorization 
of such a program for the Stanislaus area; 
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TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for further planning related to the granting
of an extension for attainment of the oxidant standard, SAAG must affirma
tively consider and analyze ambitious, alternative packages of transportation
control measures, including public transportation measures to meet basic 
transportation needs, which are designed to achieve a locally determined 
emissions reduction target or a percent reduction in the continuing
planning and implementation program. SAAG must submit to the Board by
May 30, 1979 a work plan which specifies how this task will be completed
prior to and as a part of the December 1981 local NAP submittal to the ARB; 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Stanislaus Plan provides inadequate analysis of the emission reductions 
and air quality benefits, if any, of Tactic T-16, "Traffic Flow Improve
ments", and therefore deletes the emission reductions for it, and changes
it to a measure requiring further study; 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to determine (a) which of the vehicle-related emission control 
tactics in the Stanislaus Plan should be accepted for inclusion in the 
SIP submission for Stanislaus as either attainment or maintenance measures, 
and (b) what emission reductions should be attributed to each tactic. 
The Board further directs the Executive Officer amend the SIP submission 
in accordance with his determination; 

OTHER MEASURES 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
commitment to the further study of mobile source controls, stationary 
source controls, and transportation measures, as well as other require
ments of the continuing planning program, demonstrates adequately
compliance with Section 172(b)(ll)(CJ which requires the identification 
of other measures necessary to provide for attainment of the NAAQS for 
ozone not later than December 31, 1987; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Stanislaus Plan does not demonstrate attainment of the national standard 
for ozone by December 31, 1982, despite the implementation of all 
reasonably available control measures; 
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• 16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an exten
sion of the attainment date for the ozone national standard until no later 
than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the request
of the local lead agency for such an extension for attainment of the · 
ozone standard; 

EMISSIONS GROWTH - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates to the ARB 
Executive Officer the authority to adopt, after hearing, and after finding
that the local NSR rule is inadequate and that the APCB does not commit to 
making it adequate, the ARB model New Source Review (NSR) rule for the 
Stanislaus County APCD should the Stanislaus County APCB fail to adopt an 
equivalent rule by May 30, 1979. The Executive Officer is authorized to 
submit such a rule to the EPA as a SIP submission; 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reasonable 
Further Progress toward attainment of the NAAQS, the Board directs 
Stanislaus to provide to ARB staff an annual analysis and verification of 
emission reductions and air quality improvements to demonstrate that RFP 
is occurring; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other 
planning programs, SAAG and other local jurisdictions need to commit to 
develop a well-defined process and schedules to assure consistency
between the countywide plan/population forecast and each local general
plan/population forecast as part of the continuing planning and imple
mentation program. SAAG should submit to the Board by September 30, 1979 
a commitment to and schedule for the completion of this task; 

• 
21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 

Stanislaus Plan does not expressly provide for increased emissions which 
may reasonably be anticipated to result from federally assisted projects
(such as highways and wastewater treatment facilities) and federal permit
activities. The Board thus directs the Executive Officer to work in 
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cooperation with appropriate agencies to develop mechanisms consistent with• Sections 176(c) and 316(b) of the Clean Air Act for determining that 
federally assisted projects and federal permit activities which result 
in increases in emissions are consistent with reasonable further progress 
toward attainment and maintenance of NAAQS. Until such mechanisms are 
adopted, the ARB shall make such determinations on a project-by-project 
basis and transmit them with an appropriate recommendation to the relevant 
local, state, and federal agencies. The Board further finds that future 
federally funded projects which enable population growth beyond that 
projected to occur in the Stanislaus Plan should be required to provide 
for additional mitigation measures, if necessary, to maintain RFP and/or 
the NAAQS depending upon the condition at the time. 

PRE-PERMIT REVIEW 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process equivalent to that required by 
Section 172(b)(ll )(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial siting; 

BOARD ADOPTION 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified 
above, the Board finds that the Stanislaus Plan contains those elements 
necessary to meet the presently applicable requirements of Part D of the 
Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves those elements and directs 
the Executive Officer to submit the same to EPA for approval, together 
with all acceptable technical support documentation and such other 
elements in the Stanislaus Plan as may be useful in showing compliance 
with the requirements of Part D. 

This is to certify that this is 
a true copy of Resolution 79-13 
as passed by the Air Resources 
Board 
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• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-14 

March 22, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates 
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, Tulare County was designated nonattainment for 
carbon monoxide, and the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin was designated 
nonattainment for oxidant and total suspended particulate under provisions
of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, Kings County Air Pollution Control Board (APCB), 
Madera County APCB, Merced County Board of Supervisors, and the Tulare 
County Association of Governments were designated by the ARB on April 3, 
1978 as the local lead agencies for the preparation of the 1979 oxidant 
nonattainment plan for their respective counties; 

E. WHEREAS, the plans were reviewed by the cities of the 
respective regions, the county boards of supervisors, the councils of 
county governments, other interested organizations, and the public; 

F. WHEREAS, the plans were adopted by the respective lead 
agencies on the following dates (Kings: December 26, 1978, Madera: 
January 9, 1979, Merced: November 28, 1978, and Tulare: December 26, 
1978) to meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended; 

G. WHEREAS, the respective lead agencies transmitted the 
plans to the ARB for approval as revisions to the State Implementation
Plan; 

H. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to 
the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days notice to 
the public has been provided; 

• 
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I. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part l, Chapter 4.5); 

BASINWIDE CONTROL STRATEGY ANALYSIS 

l. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board recommends 
the respective county APCDs and county boards of supervisors and councils 
of county governments work with the other nonattainment lead agencies in 
the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin and with the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Basinwide Control Council in de_velpping basinwide control strategies where· 
appropriate for consideration for the 1982 plan; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
study to determine the feasibility of the development and application of 
basinwide photochemical simulation modeling to analyze oxidant formation 
and the impact of control measures is necessary and desirable, and 
directs staff to complete a feasibility study in cooperation with the 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Basinwide Control Council, the local APCDs, 
the local NAP lead agencies, councils of governments, and other appropriate
public and private entities concerned with the Valley oxidant problem; 

REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts as adequate and 
approves the respective lead agency and/or APCB commitments to adopt
all RACMs (reasonable available control measures) shown in the adopted
NAPs; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates authority 
to the ARB Executive Officer to adopt or amend as necessary, after hearing, the 
federally and state required RACMs [Control Technology Guidances I (CTGs) and 
ARB_i:ategory I RACMs], included in the respective NAPs which the respective
APCBs do not adopt by May 30, 1979. The Executive Officer is authorized 
to submit such adopted rules to the EPA as a SIP submission; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that various 
stationary source control measures require further study (see ARB staff 
report 79-6-2, Tables l, 2, and 3 on pages 11-13) and directs staff to 
study further these measures; 
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MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attaining 
the ozone standard, Kings, Madera, Merced, and Tulare must commit to an 
Inspection and Maintenance program. The Board finds that the inclusion 
of "Motor Vehicle Inspection Maintenance" as a tactic in the Madera, 
Merced, and Tulare NAPs demonstrates local commitment to an adequate
Inspection and Maintenance program, and the Board supports legislative
authorization of such a program for the areas; 

OTHER MEASURES 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
respective plan commitments to the further study of mobile source con
trols, stationary source controls, and transportation measures, as well 
as other requirements of the continuing plannin9 program, demonstrates 
adequately compliance with Section 172(b)(ll)(C) which requires the 
identification of other measures necessary to provide for attainment of 
the NAAQS for ozone not later than December 31, 1987; 

I REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
respective plans do not demonstrate attainment of the national standards 
for ozone by December 31, 1982 despite the implementation of all rea
sonably available control measures; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an 
extension of the attainment date for the national ozone standard until 
no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the request 
of the local lead agencies for such an extension for attainment of the 
ozone standard; 

EMISSIONS GRO~ITH - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

I 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates to the 
ARB Executive Officer the authority to adopt, after hearing, and after 
finding that the local NSR rule is inadequate and that the respective 
APCB does not commit to making it adequate, the ARB model New Source 
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Review rule for those of the four counties in which the respective APCB 
fails to adopt an equivalent rule by May 30, 1979. The Executive Officer 
is authorized to submit such a rule to the EPA as a SIP submission; 

PRE-PERMIT REVIEH 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Environmental Qualitr Act (CEQA) process equivalent to that required by
Section 172(b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial siting; 

BOARD ADOPTION 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified 
above, the Board finds that the Kings, Madera, Merced, and Tulare plans
contain those elements necessary to meet the presently applicable require
ments of Part D of the Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves
those elements and directs the Executive Officer to submit the respective 
plans to EPA for approval, together with all acceptable technical support
documentation as may be useful in showing compliance with the requirements
of Part D. 

This is to certify that this 
is a true copy of Resolution 
79-14 as passed by the Air 
Resources Board. 

I 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 
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Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-15 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates 
the Air Resources Board (ARO) as the air pollution control agency for all 
purposes set forth in federal law and as the state agency responsible for 
the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the 
Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision 
of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient air quality 
standards; 

WHEREAS, Mariposa County was designated nonattainment for oxidant 
by the ARB under the provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

• 
WHEREAS, Mariposa County Air Pollution Control Board was 

designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local lead 
planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for 
Mariposa County; 

WHEREAS, the Mariposa County Air Pollution Control Board held a 
public hearing on December 19, 1978 and adopted a nonattainment plan for 
Mariposa County; 

l4HEREAS, Mariposa County on December 20, 1978 transmitted the 
"Mariposa County Air Pollution Control District Nonattainment Plan for 
Photochemical Oxidant" (Mariposa County NAP) to the ARB for approval as a 
revision to the SIP; 

WHEREAS, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced 
recently a change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone 
standard and because the highest ozone value monitored in Mariposa County 
is 0.11 ppm, Mariposa County qualifies now for redesignation as an attainment 
area; 

\~HEREAS, Mariposa County is located geographically adjacent to 
both nonattainment areas in the San Joaquin Valley and Class I Prevention 
of Significant Deterioration Areas, and there ts increased potential for 
industries to locate in attainment areas such as Mariposa County with a 
subsequent potential for violations of ambient air quality standards in 
Mariposa County and adjacent areas; 
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li/HEREAS, implementation of a New Source Review (NSR) rule is 
intended to assure that proposed new- and modified sources will not cause 
ambient ai'r qual i'ty standards to be violated; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations promulgated 
by the EPA require that revtstons to the SIP be adopted at a public hearing
for which 30 days notice to the pu61 ic has been provided; 

WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other adminis
trative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean Air Act 
and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures. Act (Ca 1 i forni a Government 
Code Section 11371 et seq.}; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds Mariposa
County is now an attainment area for ozone and directs the Executive Officer 
to notify the EPA of such change in the designation status of Mariposa
County; 

• 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that implementation
of a NSR rule in Mariposa County is essential for maintenance of ambient 
air quality standards. The Board further finds the Mariposa County Non
attainment Plan does not describe adequately the contents of a NSR rule 
the County has corrmitted to adopt. The Board authorizes the Executive 
Officer to work with the Mariposa County Air Pollution Control District 
to assure adoption of a NSR rule consistent with the ARB model NSR rule, 
and, if necessary, to adopt after a duly noticed public hearing a NSR 
rule for the District if local adoption does not occur by September 30, 1979; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to submit the NSR rule to the EPA as a SIP revision. 

This is to certify that this 
is a true copy of Resolution 79-15 
as passed by the Air Resources 
Board 

( 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Public Hearing to Consider the Mariposa County Air 
Pollution Control District Nonattainment Plan for 
Oxidants as a Revision to the State of California 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and 
Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) 

Public 
Hearing Date: March 22, 1979 

Response Date: March 22, 1979 

Issuing 
Authority: Executive Officer 

Comment: None received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

DATE: May 15, 1979 

Resolution No. 79-15 



Memorandum 

Dote I May 30, 1979: Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject= Filing of Notice of 

Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

From , Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards 
for posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised auring the comment period. 

Attachments 

Resolution No. 79-8 
79-9 
79-11 
79-12 
79-13 
79-14 
79-15 
79-27 
79-29 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-16 

March 23, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin portion of 
Kern County was designated nonattainment for carbon monoxide and 
sulfur dioxide, and the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin was designated
nonattainment for oxidant and total suspended particulate under 
provisions of Section l07(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Kern County Air Pollution Control Board 
(KCAPCB) was designated by the ARB on April 3, 1978 as the local 
lead agency for the preparation of the 1979 oxidant, carbon monoxide, 
and sulfur dioxide nonattainment plan for Kern County; 

E. WHEREAS, the Kern AQMP/NAP (Kern Plan) was prepared
under the guidance of the Kern County Council of Governments' Air 
Qua,lity Technical Advisory Committee; 

F. WHEREAS, the Kern Plan was reviewed by the cities of 
the region, the Kern County Council of Governments (KCCOG), other 
interested organizations, and the public; 

G. l</HEREAS, the Kern Pl an was adopted by the KCAPCB for 
oxidant and carbon monoxide on December 12, 1978 and on December 19, 
1978 for S02 to meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended; 

H. WHEREAS, the KCAPCB transmitted the Kern Plan to the 
ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 

I. WHEREAS, Kern County has concurred in the mod ifi cation 
to nonattainment designation of a portion of the County for S02 from 
nona,ttainment to attainment, and has cor.mitted to implementation of 
the a,ctions necessary to comply with the provisions of the Clean Air 
Act for prevention of significant deterioration; 
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J. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promul
gated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that 
revisions to the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which a 
30-day notice to the public has been provided; 

K. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have beenl,held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act 
(California Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

LEAD AGENCY AND AREA DESIGNATION 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board concurs in 
the Kern Plan request for continued designation of the Kern County APCB 
as the continuing local lead agency for nonattainment area planning in 
Kern County subject to agreement between ARB, KCAPCB, and KCCOG upon
division of responsibilities required by Section 174 of the Clean Air 
Act. The Board finds further that the division of responsibilities
should take the form of a detailed work program for air quality plan
ning in Kern County. The Board directs the Executive Officer to forward 
a designation of the KCAPCB as the continuing local lead agency to the 
EPA upon completion of the aforementioned agreements; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
boundary of the Kern County so2 nonattainment area should be changed 
to that boundary discussed on pages 31-33 of the staff report, 
No. 79-6-4, that the remainder of Kern County should revert to a Class 
II PSD area, and directs the Executive Officer to submit the request 
to the EPA, with a legal description of the proposed boundary; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends the 
KCAPCD and the KCCOG work with the other nonattainment lead agencies
in the San Joaq1.1in Valley Air Basin and with the San Joaquin Valley 
Bastnwfde Air Pollution Control Council in developing basinwide control 
stra,tegies where appropriate; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Kern Plan does not include an analysis of the effect of the recent 
EPA action to adopt a 1-hour ozone standard as a revision to the 
former 1-hour oxidant standard, and directs the Executive Officer to 
amend the plan with the analysis included in ARB staff report 79-6-4 
(figure l on page 17 and Appendix D); 
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5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that 
additional effort is needed to comply with the Clean Air Act 
requirements for demonstrating maintenance of the carbon monoxide 
standard and that the following work should be completed by
September 30, 1979 for submission to the EPA: development by the 
KCAPCB and KCCOG of a satisfactory work plan to refine the carbon 
monoxide air quality analysis and control strategy. The Board 
directs the Executive Officer to work with the KCAPCD and the KCCOG 
to develop these work plans; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
study to determine the feasibility of the development and application 
of basinwide photochemical simulation modeling to analyze oxidant 
formation and the impact of control measures is necessary and desir
able, and directs the staff to complete a feasibility study in 
cooperation with the San Joaquin Valley Basinwide Air Pollution Control 
Council, the local APCDs, the local NAP lead agencies, councils of 
governments, and other appropriate public and private entities concerned 
with the Valley oxidant problem; 

REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that all 
of the "level 1" stationary source control measures (including Tactic 
No. S53, vapor recovery on oil wells with steam stimulation-cyclic)
included in the Kern Plan are necessary for the attainment and main
tenance of the ozone NAAQS by 1982. However, the Board finds that 
the Kern Plan has not established specifically and adequately that 
the locally defined "level l" stationary source control measures will 
be adopted within the timeframes specified in the adopted Kern Plan. 
Such timely adoption is necessary to accomplish the emission reductions 
projected to occur in the Kern Plan. The Board, therefore, accepts 
as adequate and approves KCAPCB commitments to adopt a11 of the "level 
1" stationary source control measures (including Tactic No. S53, vapor 
recovery on oil wells with steam stimulation-cyclic) included in the 
Kern Plan, conditioned upon the submittal by the KCAPCB by June 21, 
1979 of significant evidence to the ARB Executive Officer which will 
clearly demonstrate attainment of the ozone standard by 1982. This 
submittal shall include evidence (including supporting technical 
documentation) to substantiate that an enforceable regulation to 
implement Tactic No. SSl, Steam Drive Controls, level 1, has been 
adopted by the KCAPCB and is in force. The Board delegates to the 
Executive Officer the authority to evaluate the adequacy of the Kern 
County submittal and either approve the submittal in whole or in part, 
or amend it as necessary, including the addition of all of the federally 
and state required stationary source RACMs (EPA CTG I's and ARB Category 
I RACMs). The Executive Officer shall timely submit the finally
determined tactics to EPA for approval; 



I 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board agrees with the 
KCAPCB finding in the Kern Plan that additional "level 2" stationary 
source control measures may be necessary to attain and maintain the 
ozone NAAQS. The Board further finds that clarification is necessary
of the KCAPCB commitment to develop, adopt, and implement these "level 
2" controls, if the emission reductions and air quality improvements
projected in the Kern Plan do not occur as scheduled. The Board 
requires the KCAPCB to submit to the ARB Executive Officer by
September 30, 1979 a schedule of the analysis and implementation which 
will be initiated if the emission reductions and air quality improve
ments projected in the Kern Plan do not occur as scheduled; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that various 
stationary source control measures require further study (see ARB 
staff report 79-6-4, Tables 2-4 on pages 11-14) and directs staff to 
study further these measures; 

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to 
attain and maintain the carbon monoxide standard, Kern must commit to 
an Inspection and Maintenance program. The Board finds that the 
inclusion of ''Inspection/Maintenance,'' (Tactic TSl}, demonstrates 
local commitment to an adequate Inspection and Maintenance program,
and the Board supports legislative authorization of such a program for 
the Kern area; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to 
meet the Clean Air Act requirements for further planning related to 
attainment and maintenance of the carbon monoxide standard, KCCOG 
and KCAPCB should affirmatively consider and analyze transportation
control measures in the continuing planning and implementation program.
KCAPCB and KKCOG should submit to the Board by September 30, 1979 a 
work plan which specifies how this task will be completed; 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Kern Plan provides an inadequate analysis of the emissions and air 
quality benefits, if any, of Tactic TS-3, Traffic Flow Improvements,
deletes the emission reductions for it, and changes it to a measure 
requiring further study; 
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PREVENTION OF SIGNIFICANT DETERIORATION 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts the 
KCAPCB commitment to implement a prevention of significant deteriora
tion program for Kern County as explained on pages 7-2 and 7-3 of the 
Kern S02 plan. The Board directs the ARB Executive Officer to work 
with the KCAPCB to further define the nature of that commitment and 
the proposed program; 

EMISSIONS GROWTH - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates to the 
ARB Executive Officer the authority to adopt, after hearing, the ARB 
Model New Source Review rule for the KCAPCD should the KCAPCB fail to 
adopt an equivalent rule by May 30, 1979. The Executive Officer is 
authorized to submit such a rule to the EPA as a SIP submission; 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reasonable 
Further Progress toward attainment of the NMQS, the Board directs the 
KCAPCD to provide to ARB staff an annual analysis and verification of 
emissions reductions and air quality improvements to demonstrate that 
RFP is occurring; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to 
meet the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and 
other planning programs, KCAPCB, KCCOG, and other local jurisdictions 
need to commit to develop a well-defined process and schedules to 
bring countywide plan/population forecasts and 1 ocal general plans
population forecasts into consistency as part of the continuing planning
and implementation program. KCAPCB and KCCOG should submit to the 
Board by September 30, 1979 a commitment to and schedule for the 
completion of this task; 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
Kern Plan does not expressly provide for increased emissions which may 
reasonably be anticipated to result from federally assisted projects
(such as highways and wastewater treatment facilities) and federal 
permit activities. The Board thus directs the Executive Officer to 
work in cooperation with appropriate agencies to develop mechanisms 
consistent with Sections 176(c) and 316(b) of the Clean Air Act for 
determining that federally assisted projects and federal permit 
activities which result in increases in emissions are consistent with 



I 

reasonable further progress toward attainment and maintenance of 
NAAQS. Until such mechanisms are adopted, the ARB shall make such 
determinations on a project-by-project basis and transmit them 
with an appropriate recommendation to the relevant local, state, 
and federal agencies. The Board further finds that future federally
funded projects which enable population growth beyond that projected 
to occur in the Kern Plan should be required to provide for additional 
mitigation measures, if necessary, to maintain RFP and/or the NAAQS 
depending upon the condition at the time; 

BOARD ADOPT! ON 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified 
above, the Board finds that the Kern Oxidant and Carbon Monoxide Plan 
as modified contains those elements necessary to meet the presently
applicable requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act as amended. The 
Board approves the Kern Oxidant and Carbon Monoxide Plan as modified 
and directs the Executive Officer to submit the same to EPA for approval, 
together with all acceptable technical support documentation as may be 
useful in showing compliance with the requirements of Part D; 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts and approves
the KCAPCD proposal to achieve and maintain the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards for sulfur dioxide by the prior shut down of the steam 
generators by Getty Oil Company in accordance with its EPA permit 
requirements granted June 24, 1976, which impact on the designated
nonattainment area, on the condition, however, that such shut down is 
legally enforceable and remains so until such time as acceptable S02 
emission offsets are obtained. The Executive Officer is delegated the 
authority to amend the Kern County S02 Nonattainment Plan to assure 
that the plan adequately reflects the commitment made by representatives
of Kern County to require that the New Source Review rule be applied
before the said steam generators are allowed to resume operation;
the Board approves the Kern S02 Plan as amended and directs the Executive 
Officer to submit the same to EPA for approval, together with all 
acceptable technical support documentation as may be useful in showing
compliance with the requirements of Part D. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-16 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Continuation of Public Hearing to Consider the Adoption of the Non
attainment Plans for Each County in the San Joaquin Air Basin and for 
Mariposa County as Revisions to the State of California Implementation 
Plan for the Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards: Kern County (Sulfur Dioxide) 

Public Hearing Date: March 23, 1979 

Response Date: March 23, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Section 21080.5 of the Public Resources Code, the Board 
must respond to significant environmental comments raised during the public 
comment period before taking final action. Most comments received have some 
relation to air pollution control and therefore to the environment, but 
generally witnesses have raised issues which would weaken the NAPs and there
fore the suggested changes would provide less protection to the environment 
than the actions recommended by the staff. We have determined that it is 
appropriate to address those comments which focus on any adverse environmental 
impacts that would be engendered by the regulatory program described in the 
NAPs. Two such comments were received yesterday. 

Comment: Ms. Joy Lane, representing Project Land Use, indicated that the 
Kern County Plan for oxidant and CO contained only hydrocarbon 
control measures and no NOx or land use controls, and that, 
therefore, Kern County would not be able to meet the ambient air 
quality standards. She also indicated concern that corporate 
interests had sufficient economic resources to hire consultants 
to weaken the NAP control measures, while the general public, 
which strongly supports efforts to control air pollution, often 
lacks the resources to advocate its position. 

• 

Response: Kern County is attaining the NAAQS for N02. Therefore no control 
strategies to reduce NOx concentrations are directly required. 
While a reduction in NOx can reduce oxidant levels in certain 
circumstances, the EPA and the ARB have determined on the basis 
of modeling and other research, that reduction of HG emissions 
can also effectively attain the ozone standard. Application of 
the HG control measures contained in the Kern Plan as amended 
by the Board should result in attainment of the ozone standard 
by the required date. While the ARB encourages the application 
of control strategies for NOx by the County, such strategies are 
not presently necessary, based on existing air quality analysis, 
for the attainment of the national ozone standard and therefore 
are not required for inclusion in the plan. 
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However, the ARB model new source review rule, which the Kern 
County APCB is committed to adopt, will ensure that major new 
stationary sources in Kern County will not result in a net increase 
in NOx emissions so that compliance with the ozone standard will 
be maintained. 

Further, NOx control probably will be required to attain the NAAQS 
for TSP. This question will be addressed later when the NAP for 
particulates for the San Joaquin Valley is considered. This is 
expected to provide some additional control of oxidants, reduce 
N02 concentrations, and improve visibility in the County. 

With regard to land use measures, the ARB similarly recognizes their 
value in attaining standards for automobile-related pollutants, 
but believes that effective implementation of these measures 
depends upon local support. If Kern can adequately demonstrate 
attainment of NAAQS without application of land use controls, the 
ARB will not require them. It now appears that adequate emission 
reductions may be available without land use measures. However, 
consistency between NAP growth projections and other local and 
regional growth projections are necessary. 

We note that the input of citizen groups has been important in having 
these measures considered and encourage continued participation of 
Project Land Use and other citizen organizations in the continuing
planning process. The concerns of your organization can therefore 
be accommodated through the public hearing process. 

Comment: Mr. Mtke Henry of the Kern County Farm Bureau no~d recent studies 
that confirm the susceptibility of agricultural produce to concen
trations of air pollution at or even below the primary ambient air 
quality standards. His concern is that high yield reductions may 
continue in agricultural areas partly due to the absence of moni
toring devices in these areas, which are often downwind of urban 
centers. 

Response: The Board is aware of crop damage due to air pollution and is 
undertaking more research in this area. While monitors should 
ideally be located in all impacted areas, resource constraints 
prevent this at this time. The staff will be directed to assess 
the feasibility of locating a monitoring station in an appropriate 
agricultural area in Kern County. Due to advances in modeling
techniques, estimates of air pollution concentrattons can be 
made for areas downwind of pollution sources, and control measures 
of sufficient stringency may be developed to meet standards in all 
impacted areas. It should be noted that while national primary ambient 
air quality standards must be attained by 1982 (or 1987 for ozone 
or CO if certain conditions are met), the national secondary
standards, which are generally welfare related and pertain to the 
effects of po11 ution on crop yields, among other effects, need 
only be attained "as expeditiously as practicable". To the extent 

I 
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that attainment of primary standards will reduce crop damage, and 
we believe it will to a great extent, application of the measures 
in the Kern Plan as amended by the Board will positively impact on 
the agricultural areas of the County, 

The staff has recommended to the Board reclassification of areas 
of Kern County to Class II PSD for S02 to provide 9reater protection
for agricultural productivity in the County, 

CERTIFIED,~
Boar · ary 

Date: March 23, 1979 

• 



State of California 

Memorandum 

• Date April 12, 1979Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: ARB Hearings for 

March 1979 
19-lfo 

From Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 
Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17 Section 6007 (b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 
of the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby 
forwards for posting the attached notice of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachment 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-17 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health,,arid Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution
control aqency for all purposes set forth in federal law and 
desiqnates the ARB as the state agency responsible for the 
preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the 
Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the 
revision of the SIP in order to assure the attainment and maintenance 
of national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementation regulations
promulgated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that 
revisions to the SIP be adopted at a public hearing for which 30 days 
notice to the public has been provided; 

WHEREAS, a public hearing has been held in accordance with 
the Clean Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (California Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter
4.5); 

WHEREAS, certain revisions to the SIP are necessary and 
appropriate to satisfy new SIP administrative requirements established 
by the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 and EPA regulations, and to 
make the SIP a more useful and comprehensive document, particularly
for the general public; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board adopts as a 
revision to the State Implementation Plan, Chapter 4, California Air 
Quality Control Strategies, as proposed in the ARB Staff Report 
No. 79-8-3 and as amended by the Supplemental Staff Report; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the 
Executive Officer to make changes, of an updating and clarifying 
nature, to this Administrative Chapter as appropriate; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the 
Executive Officer to amend the Transportation Control Measure sections 
ot (;hapter 4, to .reflect more accurately the Board's transportatfon
control policies and modifications to measures included 1n the various 
nonattainment plans; 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-18 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 821-69 entitled "Emission 
Characteristics of Primary Petroleum Operations in California", has been 
submitted by the 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 proposal: 

Proposal Number 821-69 entitled ''Emission Characteristics of 
Primary Petroleum Operations in California", submitted by the 
KVB, Inc •• for an amount not to exceed $250,000; 

• 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 821-69 entitled ''Emission Characteristics of 
Primary Petroleum Operations in California", submitted by the 
KVB, Inc .• for an amount not to exceed $250,000, 

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 $250,000. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-18 as passed 
by the Ai esources Board 

• 
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ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 
DATE: 

79-5-6b-l 
March 21, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 821-69 entitled "Emission 
Characteristics of Primary Petroleum Operations in 
California". 

Adopt Resolution 79-18 approving Research Proposal No. 
821-69 for funding in an amount not to exceed $250,000. 

Although many studies have considered some aspects of 
the emissions from primary oil field operations, no 
comprehensive study has been conducted and the emissions 
of pollutants from these sources have only been estimated. 
The primary reasons for this paucity of good data are: 
lack of emission factors for some equipment and/or
operations, and the lack of a good count of the equipment
in use. This latter concern is particularly valid for 
offshore oil production operations. Since operating
permits are not required for most oil field production 
equipment, some of it has never been counted in previous 
surveys. This source class may account for a very large
fraction of the uninventoried emissions of hydrocarbons, 
NOx and SOx in California . 

A special effort is required to enumerate this equipment,
quantify the emissions from the equipment and determine 
the feasibility of reducing these emissions. 

With the guidance of the Research Screening Committee, the 
staff released a requ~st for proposals for this project.
Five responses were received of which this proposal by 
KVB, Inc. was concluded to be most meritorious by the staff 
and the Committee. 

The objectives of this research project are: to measure 
and analyze the character and rates of emissions associated 
with primary crude oil production operations in California, 
both on and offshore; to develop emission factors for the 
various operations, facilities and equipment; to quantify
the emissions from the major primary crude oil production 
areas in California; and to assess the feasibility and cost 
of emission control measures . 

• 
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State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-19 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 836-69 entitled "In 
Vivo Fate of Nitrogenous Air Pollutant Derivatives", has been submitted 
by the University of California, Davis, 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 836-69 entitled "In Vivo Fate of Nitrogenous
Air Pollutant Derivatives", submitted by the University of 
California, Davis, for an amount not to exceed $98,539;

• 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 836-69 entitled "In Vivo Fate of Nitrogenous
Air Pollutant Derivatives", submitted by the University of 
California, Davis, for an amount not to exceed $98,539, 

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 $98,539. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-19 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board • 

• 
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ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

• 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-5-6b-2 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 836-69 entitled "In Vivo Fate of 
Nitrogenous Air Pollutant Derivatives''. 

Adopt Resolution 79-19 approving Research Proposal No. 
836-69 for funding for an amount not to exceed $98,539. 

Nitrogenous air pollutants include an extremely wide 
range of compounds: Nitric oxide, nitrogen dioxide, 
nitrogen trioxide, dinitrogen trioxide, nitrogen pe~toxide,
nitrates, nitrites, nitric acid, countless organic nitro 
compounds, nitramines, and nitrosamines. Some are directly
emitted from industrial process and others form photochemically
in the atmosphere. Particulate nitrogenous materials often 
account for a significant portion of Hi-Vol samples taken 
from urban air. 

Little is known about the harmful nature of the nitrogenous
particulate compounds, but it is thought that some of the 
observed effects of nitrogen dioxide may actually be due to 
nitrates and nitrites formed from NO in the lungs. There 
is also limited information that sug~ests certain nitrosanines 
may be biochemically produced from various other airborne 
materials through various pathways in the body. 

The proposed study is a continuation of a current ARB funded 
effort. The proponents have developed a unique methcdology
that allows the study of the deposition, absorption, conversion 
and ultimate fates in the body of inhaled nitrates and nitrites. 
Current efforts have also compared the fates of these materials 
when administered via different routes at very low concentration. 
The proposed work would extend similar efforts to the study of 
toxic levels of nitrates and nitrites administered to the 
airways, stomach and blood stream. The biochemical metabolites 
and their organ locations would be analyzed as before. Greater 
efforts would be expended to resolve the questions surrounding
the body's ability to produce nitrosamines from these pollutants. 

The information gained from this studv would serve several 
purposes. It should resolve uncertainties regarding nitrosamine 
formation from NO, nitrates and/or nitrites in the body. More 
importantly in th~ more traditional framework, it would point 
to areas for future toxicological and pathological studies. 
It would do this through identifying organ systems that 
exhibit abnormally high build-ups of nitrogenous compounds 
or where known toxic derivatives build-up. Some indication 
of the need for a nitrate-nitrite air quality standard might
also be derived from this study . 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-20 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 841-69 entitled "Air 
Pollution Effects on Yield, Quality and Ecology of Range and Forage 
Grasses", has been submitted by the University of California, Riverside, 
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 841-69 entitled "Air Po 11 ution Effects on 
Yield, Quality and Ecology of Range and Forage Grasses", 
submitted by the University of California, Riverside, for 
an amount not to exceed $86,486; 

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 841-69 entitled "Air Pollution Effects on 
Yield, Quality and Ecology of Range and Forage Grasses'\ 
submitted by the University of California, Riverside, for 
an amount not to exceed $86,486, 

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 $86,486. 

I certify that the above is a 
true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-20 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board • 

• 



• 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-5-6b-3 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

• 

Research Proposal No. 841-69 entitled ''Air Pollution 
Effects on Yield, Quality and Ecology of Range and 
Forage Grasses". 

Adopt Resolution 79-20 approving Research Proposal 
No. 841-69 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$86,486. 

A considerable body of information is available concerning
the individual injury effects of sulfur dioxide and 
oxidant on vegetation. Only limited reliable information 
is available concerning the effect of these two pollutants 
acting in combination, and no such information is avail
able for California grasses. There is now considerable 
evidence to suggest that the combined effect of SO? and 
oxidant upon vegetation may be greater than the sum of 
either pollutant acting alone. Thus, it may be necessary 
to consider combination effects when evaluating air quality 
standards for the protection of vegetation in California, 
as the Board has done for the protection of human health. 
This question is especially crucial in view of the changing
fuel situation, increased oil recovery operations, the 
spread of urban plumes and the present trend to locate 
power plants within rural areas. 

The objectives of this project are to ascertain the 
effect that chronic oxidant a~d sulfur dioxide exposures,
alone and in combination, have upon the yields, quality 
and interrelationship of several California range and 
forage grasses. Forbs (a smal1, bread-leaf grazing plant) 
may be studied at a later date. 

The experiment as planned will utilize equipment purchased 
and the facility constructed at the University of California, 
Riverside under ARB sponsorship. Two types of grasses,
forage and range with six varieties of each will be 
used in the study. Each type will be studied separately
during its respective growing season, and an analysis of 
total yield of stems, leaves, seeds, tiller number, protein 
content, soluble carbohydrates, digestible dry matter and 
mineral content wi 11 be performed to determine effects of 
air pollutant treatments. Grazing simulation will also be 
incorporated for two treatments during each set of experi
ments. Ten treatments will be studied using different 
levels of o3 with so2. 

This study will provide useful information on the 
effects of pollutants on grazing lands which will 
allow an evaluation of the related impact of these 
emissions on California's livestock industry. 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-21 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 839-69 entitled "Health 
Effects from the Inhalation of Oxidant Air Pollutants as Related to the 
Immune System", has been submitted by the University of California, Davis, 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 839-69 entitled ''Health Effects from the 
Inhalation of Oxidant Air Pollutants as Related to the 
Immune System", submitted by the University of California, 
Davis, for an amount not to exceed $59,003; 

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 839-69 entitled "Health Effects from the 
Inhalation of Oxidant Air Pollutants as Related to the 
Immune System", submitted by the University of California, 
Davis, for an amount not to exceed $59,003, 

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 $59,003. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-21 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board • 

• Joal'l\ 
\v I 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

• 

ITEM NO.: 79-5-6b-4 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 839-69 entitled "Health Effects from 
the Inhalation of Oxidant Air Pollutants as Related to the 
Immune System.'' 

Adopt Resolution No. 79-21 approving Research Proposal
No. 839-69 for funding in an amount not to exceed $59,003. 

Asthma has emerged as the disease state considered most 
sensitive to and most corrnnonly affected by ozone and 
certain other air pollutants. Both clinical and 
epidemiological studies have shown that ambient pollutant
concentrations are often likely to produce adverse 
respiratory effects in asthmati cs. 

This study proposes to continue efforts now_underwa.v to 
investigate the effects of ozone and sulfuric actd and com- .. 
binations of ozone and sulfuric acid in an animal model for 
asthma. Asthma ts 6asic:ally a defect in the immune system 
t.hat produces a hyper-reactive response to inhaled antigens
(foreign proteins) cold air and other stimuli. The most 
apparent clinical manifestation is a restriction of the 
conducting airways leading to extreme breatl:.hi,fr--dfffi culty. 
' 

It is also the intent of the proponent to continue study of 
pollutant-induced defects in the immune system's ability 
to resist viral infection. Increased incidence of -
respiratory i nfecti ans has been associated ~Ii th commu11}ty _ 
exposures to polluted ambient air< immunological
experiments would validate these observations, in a sense,
and perhaps elucidate the mechanism. 

Finally, a segment of the proposed study will involve 
determination of whether the cellular level damage caused 
by O, H SO and combination exposures results in the 
eveniual 2seftsttization of the body to its own cells (auto
immune response). This appears to be one explanation of 
the root for certain serious pulmonary diseases . 

• 



•
' 

State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-22 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 825-69 entitled "Use of Fuel 
Oils by Stationary Sources in California", has been submitted by the Pacific 
Environmental Services, 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 825-69 entitled "Use of Fuel Oils by Stationary 
Sources in California", submitted by the Pacific Environmental 
Services, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $108,066; 

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 825-69 entitled "Use of Fuel Oils by Stationary
Sources in California", submitted by the Pacific Environmental 
Services, Inc., for an amount not to exceed $108,066, 

- 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 $108,066. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-22 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board • 

• 

Sed±etary 



ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-5-6b-5 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 825-69 entitled "Use of Fuel Oils 
by Stationary Sources in California." 

Adopt Resolution 79-22 approving Research Proposal
No. 825-69 for funding in an amount not to exceed $108,066. 

The ARB has fuel oil usage data for major combustion 
facilities such as power plants, but does not have similar 
data for smaller combustion sources in industrial, agri
cultural and commercial applications. For some of the 
smaller counties in the state, there are no data available, 
although usage of fuel -oiJs is-thouqht -to-be ,sfqnificant: ... 
Tnese -data are neces·sar)' to establish-a-comprehensive . -· 
slatio_~af)'_)burce emission fnventory .. - - -- -

With the guidance of the Research Screening Committee, the 
staff released a request for proposals for this project.
Four responses were received of which this proposal by
Pacific Environmental Services, Inc. was concluded to be 
most meritorious by the staff and the Committee • 

The purpose of this research project is to obtain accurate 
information on fuel oil usage in California for 1977. 
The Contractor is to determine temporal and spatial usage
data for combustion equipment grouped into appropriate
size ranges and also determine representative values for the 
heat content, sulfur, nitrogen, ash and trace metal contents 
of the fuel oil. Variations in operating conditions are to 
be identified. The data are to be summarized by county
and by air basin, by 10 km grid squares, in tabular format 
and also in a graphical format for the major metropolitan 
areas. Utility power plants are not included in the study
because the ARB staff already has such data for these 
facilities . 

• 



• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-23 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 833-69 entitled "Development
of Emission Factors for Reactive Hydrocarbons Used in Pesticide Formulations", 
has been submitted by the 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 proposal: 

• 
Proposal Number 833-69 entitled "Development of Emission 
Factors for Reactive Hydrocarbons Used in Pesticide Formula
tions", submitted by the KVB, Inc., for an amount not to 
exceed $105,000; 

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 833-69 entitled "Development of Emission 
Factors for Reactive Hydrocarbons Used in Pesticide Formula
tions", submitted by the KVB, Inc, for an amount not to 
exceed $105,000, 

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 $105,000. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-23 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board. 



• 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 79-5-6b-6 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

• 

Research Proposal No. 833-69 entitled, 
"Development of Emission Factors for Reactive 
Hydrocarbons used in Pesticide Formulations". 

Adopt Resolution 79-23 approving Research 
Proposal No. 833-69 for funding in an amount 
not to exceed $105,000. 

A recently completed study has indicated that pesticides, 
especially nonsynthetic hydrocarbon pesticidal oils such 
as weed oil and foliar spray oil applied over wide areas 
constitute a large emission source of reactive hydrocarbons. 
It is reasonable to assume that these reactive organic 
gases contribute substantially to the violation of standards 
for photochemical oxidants and ozone in many areas of 
California. Research has been performed on synthetic 
hydrocarbons such as DDT, heptachlor, lindane, etc., which 
demonstrate that the volatilization of pesticide ingredients 
even of relatively low vapor pressure can be quite 
significant over periods of days or weeks. Little or no 
research has been performed to determine the volatility of 
pesticidal oils, hydrocarbon diluents or other pesticide
associated hydrocarbons which represent little direct 
toxicological hazard. 

A request for proposals was released for this project and 
two responses were received. The proposal submitted by 
KVB was determined to be the most responsive to the RFP and 
our needs by the staff and the Research Screening Committee. 

The purpose of this study is to experimentally determine 
the rate of and total volatilization of the reactive organics
used in the formulation of pesticides under conditions 
approximating actual use conditions. Other research in 
progress will better define use patterns in all California 
counties. 

In this work, special emphasis will be placed on formulations 
using nonsynthetic organics as the active ingredient, which 
recent studies indicate are the largest sources of pesticide
related organic gas emissions. 

Two approaches would be utilized in this study. Tests will 
be performed on a large number of selected pesticides under 
controlled conditions, using a simple test procedure.
Second, a detailed analysis of total emissions, evaporation 
rates and hydrocarbon species profiles in actual field tests 
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will be carried out. The field tests will incorporate 
the use of a wind tunnel type of chamber that can simulate 
the effect of varying wind speeds and will be equipped with 
the appropriate monitoring equipment. Models to estimate 
emission rates will be developed and compared with actual 
test results of the two approaches. It is anticipated that 
by combining existing knowledge and the results of the 
planned testing program, emissions of hydrocarbons resulting 
from their use in pesticides can be well quantified for 
various environmental conditions . 

• 

• 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-24 

March 22, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 830-69 entitled ''The Role of 
Agricultural Practices in Fugitive Dust Emissions", has been submitted 
by the Midwest Research Institute, 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 830-69 entitled "The Role of Agricultural Practices 
in Fugitive Dust Emissions", submitted by the Midwest Research 
Institue, for an amount not to exceed $111,632; 

• 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 830-69 entitled "The Role of Agricultural Practices 
in Fugitive Dust Emissions", submitted by the Midwest Research 
Institute, for an amount not to exceed $111,632, 

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 $111,632. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-24 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board • 

• 



• 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-5-6b-7 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

Research Proposal No 830-69 entitled "The Role of 
Agricultural Practices in Fugitive Dust Emissions''. 

Adopt Resolution 79-24 approving Research Proposal 
No. 830-69 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$111,632. 

The work to be done under this project will provide
the ARB with information on the role of agricultural 
operations with respect to fugitive dust emissions and 
visibility degradation, and on the potential for changes 
in agricultural practices or equipment that may reduce 
ambient air concentrations of inhalable particulate 
matter and improve visibility. 

Five proposals were submitted in response to the RFP 
for this study. The proposal submitted by the Midwest 
Research Institute was determined by the staff and the 
Research Screening Committee to be the most experienced. 

The study proposed by Midwest Research Institute incorporates
identification of agricultural operations and farm equipment 
types and for testing. A substantial effort in field work 
is proposed with plans for testing at the San Joaquin Valley
and the Imperi a 1 Valley agricultural experiment stations. 
The factors influencing emissions and the air quality impacts
of control practices, with the bonus of an analysis of 
impacts associated with the trends in agricultural practices
will be evaluated. KVB and Meteorology Research, Inc. will 
be subcontractors for this study. KVB will provide support
for the selection of agricultural equipment and operations,
and assist in test-site selection and testing arrangements.
Meteorology Research, Inc. will be responsible for field 
measurements of visibility and for correlation of visibility 
measurements with meteorology and diffusion conditions. 



• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-25 

March 2 2, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 814-69 entitled "Emission 
Characteristics of Cooling Towers Using Reclaimed Waste-Water in California", 
has been submitted by the 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 814-69 entitled ''Emission Characteristics 
of Cooling Towers Using Reclaimed Waste-Water in California", 
submitted by the Science Applications, Inc., for an amount 
not to exceed $138,255; 

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 814-69 entitled "Emission Characteristics 
of Cooling Towers Using Reclaimed Waste-Water in California", 
submitted by the Science Applications, Inc., for an amount 
not to exceed $138,255, 

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 $138,255. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-25 as passed 
by the Air Resources Board . 

• 



• 
ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO.: 79-5-6b-8 
DATE: March 21, 1979 

Rese rch Proposal No. 814-69 entitled ''Emission 
Char cteristics of Cooling Towers Using Reclaimed 
Wast -Water in California." 

Adop Resolution 79-25 approving Research Proposal No. 
814- 9 for funding in an amount not to exceed $138,255. 

Rece tly there has been an increased interest in developing
facilities that can use wastewater from agricultural,
muni ipal sewage, industrial processing and geothermal 
sour es as make-up water for cooling towers. In some 
inst nces these sources are already providing water for 
cooling towers in California. The policy of some 
gove nmental agencies is to advocate the use of reclaimable 
orb ackish water whenever possible for thermal cooling.
This policy appears attractive since it preserves California's 
fres ater sources for more valuable uses and saves the cost 
of disposing of wastewaters at treatment or ocean outflow 
oper tions. Additionally, inland surface water discharge 
rest ictions are often costly to meet and thus make the 
use f reclaimed water in cooling towers economically 
attr ctive. 

The xpected increase in the use of reclaimed water in 
cooling towers raises questions about the potential air 
poll tion problems which may arise, including emissions of 
path genie microorganisms, toxic metals, asbestos, pesticides, 
and hlorinated and reactive hydrocarbons. While numerous 
studies of cooling tower inorganic saline drift have been 
cond cted, relatively little research has been dedicated 
to c aracterizing other potential emissions, especially
thos which could have an impact upon the health of the 
gene al public. 

The otential for a public health problem and the lack of 
sufficient information for regulatory decision-making,
has esulted in the proposed program for a comprehensive
stud of the emissions from cooling towers using waters 
of c ncern. The program proposed by Science Applications,
Inc. will utilize existing information on various waste
wate sand other waters of concern, cooling tower operation
char cteristics, information on existing control techno1-
ogie, past source tests, surveys of suspected users and 
a so rce testing program to obtain the following program 
obje tives: 



• 
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Ascertain the extent of cooling tower usage in 
California; 

Determine the source, constituents and extent of 
present usage of waste or contaminated waters in 
such cooling towers; 

Develop emission factors for pollutants of concern 
from cooling towers (emphasizing toxic emissions); 

Identify technologies and recommend strategies to 
control such emissions, and; 

Identify future trends in cooling tower usage and 
the utilization of waste waters as makeup in 
cooling towers . 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-26 

March 23, 1979 

WHEREAS, t e federal Clean Air Act requires that the states 
develop and implemen plans for achieving and maintaining the national 
ambient air quality tandards; 

WHEREAS, the California Legislature has found that the air 
pollution problem in this state is detrimental to the health, safety 
and welfare of the people of California, and has charged the Air Resources 
Board with coordinating statewide efforts to achieve and maintain state 
and national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the federal government has repeatedly stated in public 
testimony that national environmental objectives in general, and clean air 
standards in particular, can and should be achieved in concert with the 
achievement of national energy objectives; 

WHEREAS, despite such public statement, the federal government
is presently implementing crude oil pricing policies which restrict the 
ability of California oil producers to accommodate the costs of necessary 
pollution control measures by preventing these producers from recovering 
their costs for pollution control; 

WHEREAS, thermally enhanced production of California crude 
oil has already been curtailed because the artificially low oil price
allowed by federal regulations is exceeded by the high production 
cost associated with enhanced recovery techniques even without the 
additional cost of necessary pollution controls; 

WHEREAS, a continuation of such federal pricing policies could 
result in the further curtailment of crude oil production in California, 
unless both state and federal laws requiring that the health and welfare 
of the people of California be protected. are repealed; and 

WHEREAS, the repeal of state and federal air po11 uti on laws 
would be extremely damaging to the health and welfare of the citizens 
of California; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Air.Resources 
Board does hereby request that the President and the federal Department 
of Ener~y amend regulations controlling the price of domestically produced
crude 011 to allow the cost of needed pollution controls to be accommodated 
without rendering unprofitable the Enhanced Oil Recovery operations in 
Cal i fo rn i a. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-26 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-27 

May 10, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution 
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates 
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Basin was designated non
attainment for oxidant, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and total 
suspended particulates under provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean 
Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 
were designated by the ARB on March 31, 1978 as the local lead agencies 
for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for the South Coast 
Air Basin; 

E. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan 
(AQMP) was reviewed by the cities and counties of the region, other 
interested organizations, and the public; 

F. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan was 
adopted by the SCAG on January 25, 1979, and by the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) on January 26, 1979, to meet the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 after noticed 
hearing; 

G. WHEREAS, the SCAQMD transmitted the South Coast Air Basin 
AQMP to the ARB for approval as a revision to the State Implementation
Plan; 

H. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promul
gated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions 
to the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which a 30-day notice 
to the public has been provided; 
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• I. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California 
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part l, Chapter 4.5); 

J. WHEREAS, the Board has received testimony that certain 
modifications to the South Coast Air Basin AQMP are needed to make the 
plan conform with requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended; 

K. WHEREAS, the SCAG Executive Committee has, by Resolution 
No. 79-162-1, concurred with the modification of certain portions of the 
plan and has specifically requested that a number of changes be made; 

L. WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Board has, by Resolution No. 79-20, 
concurred with the modification of certain portions of the plan; 

LEAD AGENCY DESIGNATION 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Board recommends the 
continued designation of the SCAQMD and the SCAG as the local lead 
agencies for nonattainment area planning in the South Coast Air Basin in 
accordance with the legislative direction in Section 40460, Article 4 of 
Chapter 5.5, Part III of Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code, and 
subject to agreement between the SCAQMD, SCAG, and ARB upon a division 
of responsibilities for continued planning as required by Section 174 of 
the Clean Air Act. The Board further finds that the division of responsi
bilities should take the form of a detailed work program for air quality 
planning in the South Coast Air Basin and a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) between ARB and the local lead agencies; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board recommends the SCAQMD 
and SCAG work with the counties and cities to further develop subregional
plans; 

REQUEST FOR MODIFICATION OF THE CLEAN AIR ACT 
REQUIREMENTS FOR NITROGEN DIOXIDE 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the con
clusion made in the AQMP that attainment of the federal annual average
nitrogen dioxide (N02) standard is impossible by 1982, is premature and 
deletes this finding. The request for modification of the Clean Air Act 
to allow until 1987 to attain the N02 standard is also deleted from the 
plan. The Board finds that all currently reasonably available controls 
for NOx are being implemented, and a number of additional controls have 
been identified for inclusion in the SIP for further study. The Board 
also finds that the method of analysis in the AQMP must be revised 
before an adequate assessment of the attainment date for the N02 standard 
can be made. The Board directs the Executive Officer to work with 
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• SCAQMD and SCAG to develop a work program for this effort. The Board 
commits that a plan which contains the necessary analysis, rule imple
mentation schedules, and commitments to achieve the N02 standard by
December 31, 1982 will be submitted to EPA by December 31, 1981. The 
Board requests that EPA accept the present AQMP, along with the commit
ments to revise the N02 strategy as adequate for the 1979 SIP submission; 

REQUEST FOR REDEFINITION OF THE FEDERAL TSP STANDARD 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board deletes from the AQMP 
the request for exemption from the federal Total Suspended Particulate 
(TSP) standards. The Board finds that all currently reasonably avail
able controls to reduce ambient TSP levels have been implemented,
additional controls for study have been identified, and additional time 
for strategy development is necessary. The Board requests the EPA to 
expedite its work on the redefinition of the current TSP standard to one 
based on inhalable particulates, and requests that a new standard be 
established by December 1980. The Board commits that a plan which 
contains the necessary analysis, implementation schedules, and com
mitments to attain the TSP standards by December 31, 1982 will be sub
mitted by December 31, 1981. The Board requests that EPA accept the 
present plan, along with the commitments to revise the TSP strategy, as 
adequate for the 1979 SIP submission; 

INCLUSION OF EPA CONTROL TECHNOLOGY GUIDANCE I (CTG)
AND ARB CATEGORY I REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Executive Officer is directed 
to continue working with the Department of Interior and other federal 
agencies to resolve jurisdictional questions regarding the regulation of 
emissions from marine lightering and to work with the SCAQMD and other 
California coastal districts to recommend to the Board revisions to the 
ARB model rules for lightering as necessary to make the model rule 
consistent with the federal requirements. The Executive Officer is 
further directed to work with the SCAQMD to effect the adoption of a 
rule which is as effective as this model rule. The Board further 
directs the Executive Officer to forward such rule to the EPA as a SIP 
revision if he finds the rule to be consistent with the ARB model rule; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds the emission 
credits claimed for application of Control Measure N-8 (controls on 
small and medium utility boilers) are already provided for through the 
implementation of SCAQMD Rule 475.1, and these credits have been assumed 
in the baseline emission projections. Therefore, inclusion of addi
tional emission credits for this measure is not appropriate, and such 
credits are deleted from the AQMP; 
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• 7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that SCAQMD rules 
which implement measures in the plan for the control of emissions from 
gasoline bulk plants (measure H-29), petroleum coke calcining (measure 
S-1), metal cleaning operations (measure H-42), metal can and coil 
coating (measure H-39), fabric and paper products coating (measure H-
21), metal parts and products coating (measure H-49), process turnaround 
at refineries and other facilities (measure H-30), and refinery vacuum 
producing equipment (measure H-30) are not as effective as the appro
priate EPA CTG I and/or ARB Category I RACMs and, therefore, may not 
reduce emissions by the amount indicated in the AQMP. The Board re
quests that the SCAQMD amend these rules to make them as effective as 
possible. The Board recognizes that additional information which may be 
presented by the SCAQMD could require modification of the model rules in 
the future. The Board commits to amend the District rules to make them 
as effective as the ARB model rules should the SCAQMD fail to make the 
necessary changes. The Board further directs the Executive Officer, 
following action by the SCAQMD, to forward to the EPA as a revision to 
the SIP those amendments that he finds to be consistent with the appro
priate EPA CTG I and ARB Category I RACMs; 

NEW SOURCES REVIEW 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the existing
New Source Review (NSR) rules of the SCAQMD do not comply with Section 
173 of the Clean Air Act, and requests that the SCAQMD amend the District's 
NSR rules to make them as effective as the ARB model NSR rules I, II, 
and IV. The Board directs the Executive Officer to work with the 
SCAQMD to effect the adoption of such amendments and to report back to 
the Board by June 30, 1979, on the progress of the District in adopting
adequate NSR rules. If the SCAQMD adopts the necessary amendments, the 
Executive Officer is directed to forward them to the EPA as a SIP 
rev1s1on. If the District does not adopt NSR rules as effective as the 
model NSR rules, the ARB corrrnits to adopt rules as effective as the ARB 
model rules; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that for the 
purpose of demonstrating Reasonable Further Progress through 1982, the 
Board accepts the estimates of NSR emission reductions in the AQMP, but 
because the emission credits assumed for NSR application have not been 
fully supported the Board directs ARB staff to work with the SCAQMD to 
develop a documented estimate of NSR credits and to monitor and account 
for the credits gained from NSR application. Once estimated credits are 
adequately documented, appropriate modifications of the credits claimed 
in the AQMP will be made. Estimating the emissions reductions associated 
with this measure for the year 1987 is deferred until further study is 
completed; 
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• AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that, based on 
new infonnation, the ozone modeling in the South Coast Air Basin AQMP 
underestimated the hydrocarbon reductions necessary to attain the federal 
air quality standard for ozone. The Board includes in the SIP for the 
South Coast Air Basin an estimate that attainment of the federal ozone 
air quality standard will require approximately a 75% reduction in 
emissions of reactive organic gases (ROG). The Board commits to work 
with the SCAQMD and SCAG to refine and study not later than December 
1981 the additional ROG measures needed to attain and maintain the 
standards and to include those measures shown to be reasonable in the 
1982 revision to the plan. The Board recognizes that the emissions 
reduction goal may be modified as improved regional or photochemical
oxidant modeling becomes available. Furthermore, the Board recognizes
the need to deliberate and set policy in conjunction with the SCAQMD and 
SCAG, on any conflicts which may arise between the ozone and N02 con
trol strategies; 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the methods 
of analyses used in the AQMP to estimate the impact on ambient air 
quality of control strategies for ozone, nitrogen dioxide, carbon 
monoxide, and total suspended particulates must be improved as part of 
the effort to develop revised strategies which demonstrate attainment 
and maintenance of these standards. The Board directs the ARB staff to 
participate with SCAQMD and SCAG staff in the development of a work 
program by August 31, 1979 for utilizing appropriate modeling techniques
for the 1982 submission for ozone and carbon monoxide and for further 
revisions of the nitrogen dioxide and total suspended particulate
strategies. The Board further commits to utilizing a regional photo
chemical airshed model in cooperation with the SCAQMD and SCAG to analyze 
the effectiveness of the control strategies and determine the degree of 
emission control required to attain the ozone and N02 standards; 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the inven
tory contained in the AQMP for the 1979 NAP submission must be sub
stantially improved in the development of a 1982 nonattainment plan. 
The Board requests the SCAQMD and SCAG, in cooperation with ARB staff, 
to develop by August 31, 1979, a work program to prepare and utilize an 
acceptable inventory in the preparation of the 1982 plan; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the Trans
portation Control Measures (TCMs) listed in Attachment 1 of this reso
lution are appropriate for inclusion tn the SIP. For those measures 
designated as "pre-1982" measures, the Board accepts the 1oca1 com
mitment to implement these measul"es. Measures designated "post-1982" 

• 
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• are accepted for inclusion in the plan as measures for further study. 
The Wilshire Rail Line and the following High Occupancy Vehicle lanes 
should be implemented as expeditiously as practicable after 1982: 

o Route 5 - Union Station to Orange County line, 
o Route 11 - Route 105 to Convention Center, 
o Route 105- Portions not included in current 

transportation plan (TIP) 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the Clean 
Air Act requires enforceable commitments which assure implementation of 
measures by the legally responsible agencies and requests SCAG to sub
mit, by August 31, 1979, resolutions which demonstrate commitment by the 
major implementing agencies to the individual transportation control 
measures (TCMs) included in the plan for ''pre-1982'' implementation.
These resolutions should reflect a policy level commitment to implement 
measures which achieve the emission reductions assigned in the plan,
should identify financial and personnel resources needed to achieve that 
goal, and should provide schedules which delineate the major milestones 
and actions needed to implement the measures. The Board further requests 
SCAG to develop, by August 31, 1979, work programs which provide for 
timely and effective implementation and evaluation of the adopted 
transportation control measures; 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the inclu
sion in the AQMP of the assumption and finding that all of the highway 
and freeway projects included in the baseline RTP and Regional Trans
portation Improvement Program (RTIP) are consistent with the attainment 
and maintenance of the NAAQS is not supportable. The Board finds at 
this time the projects indicated in Attachment 5 are acceptable for 
inclusion in the AQMP transportation baseline. The inclusion of the 
above projects in the AQMP baseline by the Board is not meant to pre
clude or prejudice the process established by state law by which the 
California transportation Commission (CTC) must make the final deter
mination of which projects are appropriate for inclusion in the Region's 
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP). Therefore, the Board recognizes
that changes in the AQMP baseline may be appropriate and invites SCAG, 
after final decisions by the CTC, to periodically request such changes.
Recommendations for inclusion of projects in the AQMP baseline should be 
accompanied by analyses which demonstrate that adverse air quality
impacts of the project have been mitigated to the degree necessary to 
comply with federal consistency requirements. 

The ARB further requests SCAG to develop, in cooperation with the ARB 
and CALTRANS staff, acceptable criteria and procedures for determining
consistency of transportation plans, programs, and projects with the 
SIP; . 

• 
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• 16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the policies 
adopted by the SCAG Executive Committee on May 3, 1979 related to 
funding and priority of transportation measures which benefit air 
quality are appropriate for inclusion in the SIP. The Board includes 
these policies in the SIP and requests that SCAG, the County Trans
portation Commissions, and Cal trans develop by August 31, 1979 a program 
that will be used to implement these policies. This program
should establish the baseline funding affected by this policy, provide 
for reprogramming funding allocations to the extent necessary to achieve 
the targeted funding split, provide for development of criteria for 
determining which projects are appropriate for use as measures which 
improve air quality, and include a mechanism by which air quality will 
be given a defined higher priority in the selection of projects. The 
Board supports SCAG's efforts to obtain additional capital and operating 
funds for public transit, high occupancy vehicle lanes, and nonvehicular 
transportation facilities; 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds the AQMP includes 
a commitment to develop and document a plan for long and short range
public transportation improvement to meet basic transportation needs by
June 1980. The Board also finds that basic transportation needs include 
both those created by the implementation of transportation control 
measures and those transportation needs which currently exist. The Board 
accepts the commitment in the AQMP and requests SCAG and the County
Transportation Commissions to develop, by August 31, 1979, a work 
program for the establishment and improvement of the public transporta
tion system which will provide an acceptable level of mobility and an 
alternative to low occupancy vehicle transportation; 

STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROLS FOR FURTHER STUDY 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board accepts the SCAQMD's 
commitment to consider adoption of rules to implement the measures 
identified in Attachment 2 to this resolution. The inclusion of these 
measures in the SIP commits the SCAQMD to analyze all of these measures 
in order to assess their potential to reduce emissions and to determine 
whether such reductions can be obtained in a technically reasonable and 
cost-effective manner. If such an analysis shows that a measure is 
reasonably available, then the SCAQMD would be obligated to adopt rules 
to fully implement the measure as expeditiously as practicable. The 
Board directs the Executive Officer to work with SCAQMD staff to ensure 
development of adequate rules for these sources and to resolve the 
differences between ARB and SCAQMD staff estimates regarding the effec
tiveness and implementation schedule of these measures. The Board 
requests that each SCAQMD staff report on a proposed rule include a 
discussion of conformance of the rule with the appropriate AQMP measure 
and its effectiveness when compared with any applicable ARB model rule. 
At a minimum, the discussion should include a comparison of emission 
reduction effectiveness and the timing of implementation; 
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• 19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the measures 
identified in Attachment 3 to this resolution are included in the plan
for further study. The inclusion of these measures in the SIP con111its 
the ARB to analyze, in cooperation with the SCAQMD, all of these measures 
in order to assess their potential to reduce emissions and to determine 
whether emission reductions can be obtained in a technically reasonable 
and cost-effective manner. If such an analysis shows that a measure is 
reasonably available, then the ARB would request the SCAQMD to consider 
adoption of a rule to fully implement the measure as expeditiously as 
practicable; 

20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the control 
measure for future improvements in technological controls for stationary 
sources (measure H-90) is appropriate for inclusion in the AQMP as an 
emission reductions objective which the SCAQMD is committed to achieve 
through the application of more stringent rules or administrative prac
tices affecting existing stationary sources. In order to implement this 
measure, the Board requests that the SCAQMD staff work with the ARB 
staff to develop methods of identifying and verifying the emission 
reductions achieved and to report these reductions in the annual reason
able further progress report on the SIP's implementation; 

MOBILE SOURCE CONTROLS 

21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board accepts those mobile 
source emission control measures identified in Attachment 4 for inclu
sion in the SIP for further study. Emission credits for 1987 for these 
measures represent targets which will be refined. The Board directs the 
Executive Officer, after consultation with SCAG and SCAQMD, to develop a 
schedule by August 31, 1979 for the study and implementation of vehicle
related emission control measures H-7, H-15, H-22, and H-60 and to 
request that the EPA initiate the necessary studies to develop measures 
H-6 and H-16; 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that measure H-
24, More Stringent Motor Vehicle Standards, is not feasible as described 
in the AQMP, and the emission credit estimates for measure H-24 are 
therefore inappropriate. The Board directs the Executive Officer to 
develop by August 31, 1979, an alternative measure, an implementation
schedule, and an emission reduction target and to submit them to EPA as 
an SIP submission following consultation with SCAG and SCAQMD; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION FOR OZONE AND CARBON MONOXIDE 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the AQMP 
does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards for ozone and 
carbon monoxide by December 31, 1982 despite the implementation of a11 
reasonably available control measures; 

• 
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• 24. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process is equivalent to that required
by Section 172(b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial 
siting; 

25. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that to meet the 
requirements of Section 172(b)(ll)(B) of the Clean Air Act, the SIP must 
provide for an expanded Motor Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance pro
gram. The Board finds that the inclusion of measure H-18, Motor Vehicle 
Inspection and Maintenance, demonstrates local commitment to an adequate 
Inspection and Maintenance program, and the Board supports legislative
authorization of such a program for the South Coast Air Basin; 

26. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the AQMP 
identifies stationary and transportation control measures for further 
study by local governments, SCAG, SCAQMD, and the ARB. The AQMP also 
includes an overall commitment to develop expeditiously a plan con
taining revised air quality analyses and additional control measures to 
be submitted to EPA by July 1, 1982. The Board finds that these actions 
will provide for development of the strategies needed to attain and 
maintain the NAAQS for ozone and CO, and collectively meet the require
ments of Section 172(b)(ll)(C) of the Clean Air Act which relate to the 
identification of those measures needed to attain CO and ozone standards 
prior to December 31, 1987; 

27. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the adopted 
measures in the AQMP are adequate to meet the Clean Air Act requirements 
to maintain Reasonable Further Progress in reducing carbon monoxide and 
precursors of ozone emissions until a revised SIP can be prepared; 

28. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that all the 
requirements for obtaining extensions have been met and requests that 
EPA grant extensions of the attainment dates for the ozone and carbon 
monoxide national standards until no later than December 31, 1987; 

CONSISTENCY OF LOCAL PLANS AND PROJECTS WITH THE SIP 

29. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that for the SIP 
and other planning programs to be consistent, SCAG and local jurisdic
tions should commit to develop a well-defined process and schedule to 
achieve and maintain consistency among local plans, future revisions of 
the SCAG development guide, and the forecasts in the AQMP. The Board 
accepts the SCAG commitment to perform this work and requests SCAG to 
develop, by August 31, 1979, a work plan for designing and and imple
menting mechanisms to achieve, monitor, and maintain consistency among 
AQMP growth forecasts and those aspects of local plans which affect the 
emissions forecasts in the AQMP. A part of this work plan should be the 
development of emissions mitigation techniques within the authority of 
l oca1. governments; 
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• 

• 

30. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that further work 
is needed before the South Coast Air Basin AQMP is adequate to serve as 
a regional emission mitigation package for increased emissions antici
pated to result from federally assisted projects and federal permit
activities. The Board accepts the SCAG corrmitment to specifically
define the use of the AQMP for this purpose and requests SCAG to develop 
a work plan by August 31, 1979 for this task. This work plan should 
develop mechanisms consistent with Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act 
for determining that federally assisted projects and federal permit
activities which result in increases in emissions are compatible with 
both reasonable further progress and attainment and maintenance of 
NAAQS; 

31. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that waste
water treatment facilities meeting the following conditions are consis
tent with the AQMP and do not, in the opinion of the ARB, require additional 
analysis of regional air quality impacts or additional mitigation measures: 

A. Sizing of the facility does not exceed the 
disaggregated population forecasts on which 
either the state approved 208 plan or the 
SIP is based. 

B. The NP DES permit for the faci 1 i ty includes 
monitoring provisions requiring (1) consistency
between increases in plant flow and the population
projection used in sizing the facility or 
(2) that a demonstration be made satisfactory to 
the ARB that the increase in plant flow is consistent 
with the SIP. 

C. Flow restrictions included in existing Clean 
Water Grants continue in force until the 
facility's NPDES permit includes 
as described in B above. 

a provision 

D. SCAG makes a finding that local agencies
in the wastewater facility's service area 
are implementing the AQMP measures appropri
ate to their jurisdiction. 

32. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the AQMP in 
its present form does not suffice as a Master Environmental Assessment 
for regional air quality impacts of growth and development projects.
The Board supports implementation of such a concept and accepts the SCAG 
conmitment to design specific mecha.nisms to implement a process by which 
the AQMP can be used c1s the regional air quality c1ssessment portions of 
environmental impact reports and environmental impact statements. Upon
completion of specific mechanisms and acceptable revision of the AQMP to 



• contain all measures needed to attain and maintain the standards, use of 
the AQMP as a master environmental assessment for regional air quality 
impacts will be appropriate; 

• 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

33. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that continued 
compliance with the Clean Air Act will require annual Reasonable Further 
Progress (RFP) reports and requests SCAG and SCAQMD, in cooperation with 
the ARB, to develop by August 31, 1979, a work plan for the development
and submittal of RFP reports. The Board accepts the SCAG commitment, 
prior to the submission of the first RFP report, to develop, formulate, 
and implement a growth and development monitoring system. The Board 
further accepts SCAG's commitment to submit, where significant deviations 
from the AQMP growth forecasts are identified in the RFP report, re
visions to the SIP to ensure that air quality impacts of growth and 
development are being properly mitigated; 

34. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that because of 
the need to monitor progress of the numerous work efforts that must be 
completed by August 31, 1979, by SCAG, SCAQMD, and ARB staffs, the Board 
directs the Executive Officer to report to the Board at the September
1979 meeting on the status of the work plans; 

BOARD ADOPT! ON 

35. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise speci
fied above, the Board finds that the South Coast AQMP contains the 
elements necessary to meet the presently applicable requirements of Part 
D of the Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves the South Coast 
Air Basin AQMP, with the additions and modifications described above, 
and directs the Executive Officer to amend the AQMP as necessary to 
reflect these additions and modifications. The Executive Officer is 
also directed to delete those portions of the AQMP that exclusively
address state standards and to submit the appropriate portions of the 
AQMP, together with all acceptable technical support documentation as 
may be useful in showing compliance with the requirements of Part D, to 
EPA as a SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-27 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 
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Attachment l - ARB Resolution 79-27 

·~ IRANSffiRIATION CONTROL MEASURES 
JNCLUDED lii_I_HE SlP FOR THE S_CAB__ -

Pre-1982 Control Measures 

H-4 Modified Work Schedule 
H-5 Carpool Preferential Parking 
H-23 Increased Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities 
H-34 Employees Ridesharing Program 
H-35 Automatic Traffic Signal Control Systems 
H-118 Reduce Nonrecurrent Congestion 

Post 1982 (Further Study) Control Measures 

H-1 Increased Air Passenger Load Factor 
H-2 Jet Aircraft Ground Taxi Improvement 
H-3 Triple Trailer Trucking 
H-11 Electrify Rail Yards 
H-13 Voluntary Trip Reduction Program 
H-25 Eliminate Aircraft Delays 
H-36 Early Retirement of Older Cars 
H-72 Improved Trucking Efficiency- H-85 Freeway Facility and Transit Improvements Supporting High Occupancy

Vehicle Movement 
H-86 Wilshire Rail Line 
H-87 Los Angeles Downtown People Mover 
H-88 Freeway Widenings 
H-89 Transit Improvements 
H-112 Carpool Sign-ups for Government Employees 
H-113 Purchase of Low Emission Cars by Government 
H-117 Santa Ana Transportation Corridor 



Attachment 2 - ARB Resolution 79-27 

• STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROL MEASURES 
INCLUDED IN THE LOCAL PLAN FOR THE SCAB 

Hydrocarbon Control Measures 

H-9 Maintain Leaky Valves in Non-Refinery Industrial Process 
H-19 Emission Controls for Small Relief Valves 
H-26 Substitute Coatings for Industrial Maintenance 
H-28 Substitute Coatings Used in Ship Construction 
H-3O Fugttive Emission Controls for Random Leaks at Refineries 
H-43 Solvent Reductions in Printing Operations 
H-45 Substitute Coatings Used in Wood Furniture Finishes 
H-46 Emission Controls for Chemical Manufacturing Plants 
H-47 Emission Controls for Paint Manufacturing Plants 
H-48 Emission Controls for Rubber Products Manufacturing Plants 
H-5O Natural Gas and Oil Production 
H-53 Vegetable Oil Processing 
H-54 Substitute Coatings Used in Automobile Refinishing 
H-56 Oil Tank Cleaning 
H-57 Emission Controls 

Operations 
on Pharmaceutical and Cosmetics Manufacturing 

H-59 Substitute Coatings Used in Basic Wood Furniture Manuracturing 
H-62 Marine Fuel Transfer Operations 
H-65 Substitute Coatings Used in the Aerospace Industry 
H-9O Future Improvements of Technological Controls for Stationary Sources 

Oxides of Nitrogen Controls 

N-5 Emission Controls on New Residential Space Heaters* 
N-7 Emission Controls on Cement Kilns 
N-1O Emission Controls on Industrial Boilers 
N-11 Emission Controls on Refinery Heaters 

*The SCAQMD has adopted a regulation significantly less stringent than 
the ARB model rule. Further studies should be conducted to determine 
the feasibility of achieving the limits specified by the model rule. 

(Continued) 
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Attachment 2 - ARB Resolution 72-27 (Continued) 

Oxides of Nitrogen Controls (continued) 

N-13 Retardation of Fuel Injection Timing for Marine Diesel Engine 
N-14 Emission Controls on Glass Melting Furnaces 
N-16 Emission Controls on Stationary Internal Combustion Engines 

Oxides of Sulfur Control Measures 

S-3 Fluid Catalytic Cracking - 70% Reduction 
S-4 Refinery Fuel Burning Sources 
S-5 Sulfur Content of Diesel Fuel 

Particulate Matter Control Measures 

P-3 Filter Dust from Pharmaceutical Manufacturing Process 
P-4 Filter Dust from Rubber Products Manufacturing Processes 
P-9 Control Emissions from Construction and Demolition Projects 

• 



Attachment 3 - ARB Resolution 79-27 

• STATIONARY SOURCE CONTROL MEASURES 
ADDED BY THE ARB TO THE SIP FOR 

THE SCAB FOR FURTHER STUDY 

Hydrocarbon Control Measures 

Dry Cleaning (Perchloroethylene) 
Waste Solvent Disposal 
Marine Vessel Operations 
Valves and Flanges at Oil Production Fields 
Oil Production Well Vents under Steam Stimulation 
Storage Tanks at Oil Production Fields 
Secondary Oil/Water Separation Operations at Oil Refineries 
Pesticides 
Marine Lightering 

Oxides of Nitrogen Control Measures 

Power Plant Combined Cycle 
Pipeline Heaters 
CO Boilers 
Secondary Metal Furnaces 
Oilfield Steam Generators 
Utility Gas Turbines 

Oxides of Sulfur Control Measures 
(for control of precursors of particulate matter) 

Oilfield Steam Generators 
Sulfur Recovery Plants 
Marine Lightering 
Electric Utility Boilers 
Electric Utility Gas Turbines 
Electric Utility Combined Cycles 
Marine Vessels 



... 

ATTACHMENT 5 

HIGHWAY PROJECTS INCORPORATED IN THE 
AQMP BASELINE 

COUNTY: Los Angeles 

Route Description 

5 Route 605 to Washington - Widen 

118 De Soto to Balboa - Grade, Pave and Stonn Drains 

60 Interchange at Route 605 

91/11 Interchange 

105 605 to Route 1 - New Construction with transitway 

405 Interchange at Route 90 

COUNTY: Oran9~ 

Route Descr-iption 

1 MacArthur to Warner (portions} - widen 
(FY '79-AB 3020 Proj.} 

5 Overcrossing at Katella (FY '79-AB 3020 Proj,} 

5 Overcrossing at Aliso Blvd. 

5 Overcrossing at Broadway 

5 Interchange at Harbor - Ball 

5 San Mateo Creek to No. Camino Estrella• Widen (FY '79) 

• 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP) for the South Coast Air Basin 
as a Revision to the State of California Implementation 
Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and Maintenance of 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 

Public 
Hearing Date: April 26, 27. 28 and May 10, 1979 

Response Date: May l O, 1979 

Issuing 
Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: Public testimony related to tactics put into further 
study and other public testimony. 

Response: The SCAG AQMP was accompanied by an EIR which was 
subjected to public review. , During public testimony, environmental concerns were 
raised related to tactics that have been put into 
further study. Staff believes it is appropriate to 
consider the environmental impacts of those tactics 
at the time they are considered for implementation. 

There are no further environmental considerations 
that require a response from the Board. 

CERTIFIED: 

May 21, 1979DATE: 

Resolution No. 79-27 



Memorandum 

, Huey E. Johnson Date , May 30, 1979 

Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject, Filing of Notice of 

Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

From I Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards 
for posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised auring the comment period. 

Attachments 

Resolution No. 79-8 
79-9 
79-11 
79-12 
79-13 
79-14 
79-15 
79-27 
79-29 



; 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-28 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, the League of Women Voters of California has 
petitioned the Board pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 40451 
to review the decision of the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) to issue a Permit to Construct to Shell Oil Company for the 
Shell Beta Project, on the grounds that this decision is inconsistent 
with the purposes of Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code (relating 
to the control of air pollution); 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the League of Women Voters 
is an aggrieved party with standing to petition the Board pursuant 
to Health and Safety Code Section 40451; 

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code Sections 40451 and 40452, to review the SCAQMD's permit 
decision to determine whether it is consistent with the purposes of 
Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code; 

WHEREAS, the Board has held a public hearing pursuant to 
Sections 4045l(c) and 40452 of the Health and Safety Code, and has 
considered the available record before the SCAQMD pertaining to the 
Shell Beta Project, together with the evidence and testimony received 
from the Board's staff, Shell, and other interested persons regarding 
SCAQMD's permit decision; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the predominant wind flow will 
transport emissions from sources within California Coastal Waters 
adjacent to the South Coast District, including the Shell Beta project, 
to the South Coast Air Basin, and thus such sources will contribute to 
violations of state and federal ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the SCAQMD has not made efforts 
to control the substantial amounts of emissions from platforms associated 
with the Shell Beta project and located within California Coastal Waters; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that emissions from the platforms 
will prevent or interfere with the attainment and maintenance of state 
and federal air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the District's permit decision 
is inconsistent with the policies applied by the District to other permit 
applications involving substantially similar issues; and 
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WHEREAS, the Board finds that the SCAQMD's permit decision 
and other actions regarding the Shell Beta project is inconsistent 
with the purposes of Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board, pursuant 
to Health and Safety Code Sections 40451 and 40452, makes additions 
to the Permit to Construct issued by the District (Number C-21648) to 
include the offset package and permit conditions described in Exhibit A 
consistent with the District's rules and regulations. The ARB shall 
publish pursuant to Rule 213 the tradeoff package approved by the Board 
today and delegates to the Executive Officer the authority to issue 
the permit additions after the 30-day comment period has run. The 
additions to the permit shall contain an appropriate savings and 
severability clause to ensure that in the event of any successful 
judicial challenge to the ARB additions to the permit, the original 
underlying permit issued by the SCAQMD shall be unaffected. 

This is to certify that this is a 
true and correct copy of Resolution 
79-28 as passed by the Air Resourced 
Board. 



EXHIBIT A 

Additional Permit Conditions for Shell Beta Project 

4. Shell shall limit Beta project emissions (from the sources listed 
in Table 1) to a maximum of 363 tons/year of NOx, 84 tons/year HC, 
37 tons/year of SOx and 18 tons/year of PM. These emission limits 
are based on the maximum projected emission levels for Beta project 
through the thirteenth year of the project's operational phase. 
Prior to the beginning of the thirteenth year of the project's 
operational phase, Shell shall provide the Executive Officer of the 
SCAQMD with one of the following: 

(a) An analysis demonstrating to the reasonable satisfaction 
of the Executive Officer of the SCAQMD that the above emission 
levels will continue to be the maximum projected emission 
levels for Beta project after the thirteenth year of the 
project's operational phase; or 

(b) A revised analysis of emissions from Beta project for 
years after the thirteenth year of the project's operational 
phase, and proposed mitigation measures for any net increases 
in emissions above the maximum projected emissions levels 
allowed pursuant to this permit, to the extent such mitigation 
is required by applicable new source review rules. 

5. If other companies, by means of other platforms, develop tracts 254, 
255 and 268 of the Beta Unit, the crude oil produced from such 
platforms shall not be moved through the onshore facility for 
which this permit is issued, unless this permit or the 
operating permit then in effect for said facility is amended to 
authorize such use. 

6. Shell shall limit the oxides of nitrogen emissions from gas fired 
turbines and from diesel fuel fired turbines on Platform Elly to 
0.413 and 0.49 pounds per million BTU, respectively. 

7. The sulfur content of diesel fuel used in the turbines and drilling 
rigs shall not exceed 0.20% by weight through the thirteenth 
year of the project's operational phase and shall not exceed 0.1% 
by weight after the thirteenth year of the project's operational 
phase. 

8. Natural gas H2S content shall not exceed 2,000 grans per million 
standard cubic feet. 

9. Shell shall limit total fuel consumption by the 10 turbines 
installed on Platform Elly to 124 barrels of diesel fuel per 
day plus 122 million BTU heat input per hour of natural gas. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, if no diesel fuel is burned in 
the turbines on a given day, natural gas consumption by the 
turbines shall not exceed 170 million BTU heat input per hour 
for that day. 
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10. Shell shall record the daily fuel consumption rate for turbines 
and diesel engines and provide such record to the SCAQMD and 
ARB annually. Shell shall maintain these records for a period 
of two years. 

11. Shell shall reduce emissions from existing stationary sources 
adequately to demonstrate a net air quality benefit within the 
South Coast Air Basin. Compliance with conditions (12) and (13) 
below will satisfy this requirement. 

12. Shell shall reduce emissions by 251 tons HC/year and 1221 tons 
NOx/year from Shell's Ventura Oil field. The following conditions 
are required and sufficient to achieve these reductions: 

(a) Shell shall surrender its Permit to Operate (Number 00221) a 
natural gas plant in Ventura to the Ventura County Air 
Pollution Control District (VCAPCD). 

(b) Shell shall curtail fuel usage for waterflood plant engines 
and gas lift compressors in the Ventura Oil field. A 
list of waterflood plant engines and gas lift compressors 
included in the natural gas curtailment program is tabulated 
in Table 2. Shell shall not consume more than a total of 
700 million cubic feet of natural gas during any year in the 
units listed in Table 2. No fuel other than natural gas shall 
be burned in the units listed in Table 2. 

(c) Shell shall meter the fuel consumption rate for those 
units listed in Table 2 and provide such records to the ARB, 
VCAPCD, and SCAQMD annually. 

(d) Shell shall provide the Executive Officer of the SCAQMD with 
a letter from the VCAPCD verifying that Shell has surrendered 
the permit to Operate (Number 00221) to natural gas plant 
and submitted a list of equipment included in the natural 
gas curtailment program. 

13. Shell shall provide emission reductions of 60 tons SOx/year and 
140.6 tons NOx/year from Aminoil's Huntington Beach oil field. 
The following steps shall be sufficient to satisfy this requirement: 
Prior to Shell's receipt of a Permit to Operate the onshore 
facilities covered by this permit, (a) Aminoil obtains a Permit 
to Operate for the Stretford unit, and (b) gives up the right to 
reactivate its water injection plant #1 in the Huntington Beach 
oil field without going through the SCAQMD's New Source Review 
Procedures. 

14. As an alternate to satisfying condition 11, Shell may provide 
other offset sources upon written approval from the Executive 
Officer of the SCAQMD. 
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TABLE 2 

GAS Lin COMPRESSORS AND WATERFLOOD ENGINES 

INCLUDED I~ THE NAT~R~L r.AS CURTAILMENT PROGRAM 

Shell 
Unit No. Engine ~akeLModel Total Plant HP~ 

Compressor Plant 
Taylor 18 7,8,9,10, 11, 12 Clark, HMA6, 265 HP 2250 

27 IR,SVG 12, 660 HP 
Taylor 9 33,39 IR,SVG 12, 660 HP 1320 
Taylor 17 30,35,38 IR,SVG 12, 660 HP 2980 

41 Worthington, SLHC 1,000 HP 
Sub-Total 13 units 6,SSo HP 

~t 
Compressor Plant 

iaylor 22 44 45 CB, GMVH-12, 2400 HP 4800 

Sub-Total 2 units 4800- AREA III 

Compressor Plant 
Taylor 14 24 Clark, HMA 10, 440 HP 2760 .... 28,31 IR, SVG 12, 660 HP 

42 Worthington, SLHC 1,000 HP 
Taylor 19 32,37 IR, SVG 12, 660 HP 2320 

43 Worthington SLHC 1,000 HP 
Taylor 23 29,34 IR, SVG 12, 660 HP 2320 

40 Worthington, SLHC 1,000 HP 

Sub-Total 10 units 7400 

AREA IV 

Compressor Plant 

Taylor 12 6 Clark, HMfl 6, 265 HP 925 
36 IR, SVG 12, 660 HP 

Taylor 21 13, 17 Clark, HMA 6, 265 HP 1310 - 21 Clark, HMA 8, 340 HP 
23 Clark, HMA 10, 440 HP 

Injection Plant 
Taylor l 1,2 White, G-825-8, 625 HP 1250 

Centrifugal Sys. Bingham Pumps
Taylor 2 1,2,3,4,5 White, G-825-8,625 HP 4375 
Poritive Disp. 6,7 Ajax Pumps
Sys,, 4500 _QS i 
Taylor 3 l ,2 White, GT 825-12, 1500 HP 4875 

Centrifugal Sys. Bingham Pumps
3000 psi 3 4 5 White G-825-8, 625 HP 

Sub-Total 20 units 12,735 

Grand Total 45 units Total HP 31,485 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-29 

May 9, 1979. 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution 
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, Sacramento County was designated nonattainment 
for carbon monoxide, and the Sacramento AQMA was designated nonattain
ment for oxidant under provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air 
Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Sacramento Regional Area Planning Commission 
(SRAPC) was designated by the ARB on April 3, 1978 as the local lead 
agency for the preparation of the 1979 oxidant and carbon monoxide 
nonattainment plan for the Sacramento AQMA; 

E. WHEREAS, the SRAPC AQMP/NAP (SRAPC Plan) was prepared
under the guidance of the Environmental Management Policy Committee; 

F. WHEREAS, the SRAPC Plan was reviewed by the cities of the 
region, the County Boards of Supervisors, the Air Pollution Control 
Boards, other interested organizations, and the public; 

G. WHEREAS, the SRAPC Plan was adopted by most cities and 
all of the counties of the AQMA, the Sacramento County Air Pollution 
Control Board (SCAPCB), the Placer County Air Pollution Control Board 
(PCAPCB), the Yolo-Solano Air Pollution Control Board (YSAPCB), and 
SRAPC to meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 
after noticed hearing; 

H. WHEREAS, SRAPC transmitted the SRAPC Plan to the ARB for 
approval as a revision to the State Implementation Plan; 

I. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promul
gated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revi
sions to the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days
notice to the public has been provided; 
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J. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days not ce and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance w th the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the .Administrative Procedures Act (California 
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

LEAD AGENCY AND AREA DESIGNATION 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board concurs in 
the SRAPC Plan request for continued designation of SRAPC as the lead 
agency for nonattainment area planning in the AQMA subject to agreement 
between ARB, SRAPC, the City of Sacramento, the SCAPCB, the PCAPCB, and 
the YSAPCB upon Division of Responsibilities required by Section 174 of 
the Clean Air Act. The Board finds further that the Division of 
Responsibilities should take the form of a detailed work program and an 
interagency memorandum of understanding for air quality planning in the 
AQMA. The Board directs the Executive Officer to forward a designation 
of SRAPC as the continuing lead agency to the EPA upon completion of the 
aforementioned agreements; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends that 
SRAPC, the Sacramento County Air Pollution Control District (SCAPCD), 
the Yolo-Solano Air Pollution Control District (YSAPCD) and the Placer 
County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD) work with the other 
nonattainment lead agencies in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin and with 
the Sacramento Valley Air Basin Control Council in developing basinwide 
control strategies where appropriate for consideration for the 1982 
plan; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSES 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
SRAPC Plan does not include an analysis of the effect of the recent EPA 
action to adopt a 1-hour ozone standard as a revision to the former 1-
hour oxidant standard, and directs the Executive Officer to amend the 
plan with the analysis included in the ARB staff report (Figure 2 on 
page 17 and Appendix C); 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that addi
tional effort is needed to comply with the Clean Air Act requirements 
for demonstrating the attainment and maintenance of the carbon monoxide 
and ozone standards and that the following work must be completed by
September 30, 1979 for submission to the ARB: completion by the SRAPC 
of a satisfactory work plan for the development of the 1982 NAP sub
mittal. The Board directs the Executive Officer to work with SRAPC to 
develop this work plan; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
effort to develop and apply areawide photochemical simulation modeling 
to analyze oxidant formation and the impact of control measures is 
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necessary and desirable, and directs the Executive Officer to complete a 
feasibility study in cooperation with SRAPC, the local APCDs, and other 
appropriate public entities; 

REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
adoption of the federally and state required RACMs for the PCAPCD and 
the SCAPCD, including controls for architectural coatings, Stage I and 
II vapor recovery, organic liquid storage, degreasing, cutback asphalt,
and, in addition for the SCAPCD, can and coil coating, manufactured 
metal parts and products coating, and valves and flanges at chemical 
plants, is necessary to make reasonable further progress toward attain
ment of the ozone NAAQS and to provide a plan for the Sacramento AQMA 
which meets CAA requirements. The Board finds further that the commit
ments of the SCAPCB and PCAPCB should be accompanied by adoption of 
these RACMs to meet the requirements of Section 172(b)(l0) of the CAA. 
The Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after hearing, 
a rule for each of those RACMs if he determines that the respective
district has not adopted and will not adopt by June 30, 1979 a rule as 
effective as the ARB model rule for each RACM. The Executive Officer is 
authorized to submit such rules to the EPA as a SIP revision; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
adoption of the federally and state required RACMs for the YSAPCD 
(including controls for architectural coatings, Stage I and II vapor 
recovery, organic liquid storage, degreasing, cutback asphalt, and metal 
parts and products coatings) is necessary to make reasonable further 
progress toward attainment of the ozone NAAQS and to provide a plan for 
the Sacramento AQMA which meets CAA requirements. The Board finds 
further that the commitments and actions of the YSAPCB to adopt these 
RACMs do not meet the requirements of Section 172(b)(l0) of the Clean 
Air Act. The Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, 
after hearing, a rule for each of those RACMs if he determines that the 
district has not adopted, and will not adopt by June 30, 1979 a rule as 
effective as the ARB model rule for each RACM. The Executive Officer is 
authorized to submit such rules to the EPA as a SIP revision; 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the ARB 
Executive Officer to hold a public hearing to consider adoption or 
amendment as necessary of the state required RACM for Phase II 95% vapor 
recovery if the SCAPCB, PCAPCB, and YSAPCB do not adopt an equivalent
rule by June 30, 1979. The Executive Officer is authorized to submit 
such adopted rule to the EPA as a SIP submission; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that various 
stationary source control measures require further study (see the ARB 
staff report, Tables 2 &3 on pages 13 &14) and directs the Executive 
Officer study these measures further; 
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MOTOR VEHICLE INSPE TION PROGRAM 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for grating an extension for attaining
the ozone standard, the Sacramento AQM must commit to an Inspection and 
Maintenance program. The Board finds hat the local government reso
lutions adopting the SRAPC Plan demons rate local commitment to an 
adequate Inspection and Maintenance pr gram, and the Board supports 
legislative authorization of such a pr gram for the Sacramento AQMA; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL EASURES 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 75% 
increase in vehicle miles of travel (VT) which is projected in the Plan 
to occur between 1976 and 1995 will in erfere with the attainment and 
maintenance of the NAAQS for ozone and carbon monoxide unless additional 
mitigation measures are provided. The Board finds that significant
reductions in transportation emissions will be necessary to project 
attainment of the NAAQS by no later th n 1987; 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the Clean 
Air Act requires a commitment to assur the adoption and implementation
of measures by the legally responsible agencies. The Board requires 
SRAPC to submit, by September 30, 1979, resolutions of commitment to the 
specific transportation control measur s included in the locally adopted
plan by SRAPC, the City of Sacramento, the County of Sacramento, and the 
Sacramento Regional Transit District. These resolutions should reflect 
a clear policy level commitment to ach·eve the emission reductions 
included in the locally adopted plan fr Transportation Control Package
"A", and should identify financial and personnel resources which will be 
used for the analysis of these measure 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that as part
of the required September 30, 1979 sub ittal to ARB of a work plan for 
development of the 1982 NAP, SRAPC mus include planning targets for 
area-wide emission reductions, motor v hicle trips and VMT reductions, 
and reduction targets for specific maj r projects. The work plan targets 
should be adopted by SRAPC and the res ective implementing agencies. 
The Board further finds that based on the present air quality analysis
and on the testimony received at this pearing, that the necessary area
wide targets may be as large as 10 tonf per day reduction in 1987 
Reactive Organic Gases (ROG), equivale t to approximately a 40% area
wide reduction in projected 1987 motor vehicle trips and VMT. To accom
plish this goal, the Board requires SR PC to develop cooperatively, with 
the responsible local and state implem nting agencies, a work plan which 
considers at least the following speci ic project mitigation targets: 
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PROJECT TARGET 

a. Downtown Parking Management a. Reduction in the 1987 
parking supply for single-
occupant automobiles and 
provision for alternative 
means of transportation. 

b. Sacramento Metro Airport Expansion b. Add transit and parking 
management to reduce 
projected 1987 single-
auto travel. 

c. I-8O Corridor Study c. Construction of a facility 
devoted exclusively to High
Occupancy Vehicles. 

- d. Sacramento-Stockton Corridor Study d. Reduction of projected 
1987 single-auto trips/VMT. 

e. Folsom Corridor Light Rail 
Study 

e. A light rail system. 

- f. Regional Transit General Plan f. 100% or greater expansion
of the SRTD bus fleet. 

g. Sacramento County Transporta-
tion Study 

g. 40% reduction of projected 
1987 single-auto trips/VMT. 

h. Natomas Station Development h. Light rail service. 

i . Freeport Shores Development ;. Light rail service. 

j . Existing Large Shopping Centers j. Timed transfer transit service. 

k. Natomas Sewer Service Area 
Developments 

k. Reduction in projected 
1987 single-auto trips/VMT. 

1. Transit Passes 1. Fund 100% employee transit 
passes for city and county 
employees. 

m. New Major Residential Areas m. Transit Service/Transit Impact 
Fee. 

n. McClellan AFB {MAFB) n. Transit for journey-to-work
between the northeast area 
and MFAB. 

-
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The work plan to be submitted by September 30, 1979 must contain spe
cific target reductions to be achieved by each of the measures including
those listed above; 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts the com
mitments given in the SRAPC Plan to the implementation of the following
transportation control measures: Employer-Subsidized Transit Passes, 
Ride-Sharing Incentives, Pedestrian Controls and Amenities, Education 
Programs, and Increased Parking Fees; 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Execu
tive Officer to include the vehicle-related emission control tactics in 
the SRAPC Plan for further study and to determine as soon as feasible 
what emission reductions should be attributed to each tactic. The Board 
further directs the Executive Officer to amend the SIP submission in 
accordance with this direction; 

16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the CAA 
requires public involvement in the development of nonattainment area 
plans and recommends that SRAPC establish mechanisms to assure extensive 
public involvement as part of its program to develop the 1982 NAP 
submission; 

OTHER MEASURES 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the plan, as 
modified by the ARB, identifies specific categories of measures for 
further study of stationary and transportation controls by SRAPC, the 
local APCDs, the City and County of Sacramento, and the ARB. The ARB 
commits to study and develop additional mobile source control tactics. 
The Plan also includes an overall commitment to develop expeditiously a 
plan containing revised air quality analyses and additional control 
measures to be submitted to the EPA by July 1, 1982. The Board finds 
that these actions, when carried out, will be sufficient to provide for 
attainment and maintenance of the NAAQS for ozone and CO, and collec
tively meet Section 172(b)(ll)(C) of the Clean Air Act which requires
the identification of those measures needed to attain CO and ozone 
standards prior to December 31, 1987; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
SRAPC Plan does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards for 
ozone and carbon monoxide by December 31, 1982 despite the implementa
tion of all reasonably available control measures; 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an 
extension of the attainment date for the ozone and CO nationa1 standards 
until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 
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20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the 
request of the local agencies for such an extension for attainment of 
the ozone and CO standards; 

EMISSIONS GROWTH - NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board delegates to the 
ARB Executive Officer the authority to adopt, after hearing, the ARB 
model New Source Review rule for the SCAPCD, PCAPCD, and YSAPCD if he 
determines that the respective District has not adopted, and will not 
adopt by June 30, 1979, a rule as effective as the ARB model rule. The 
Executive Officer is authorized to submit such a rule to the EPA as an 
SIP revision; 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the adopted 
measures in the Plan are adequate to meet the Clean Air Act requirements 
to maintain Reasonable Further Progress in reducing carbon monoxide and 
the emission of ozone precursors until such time that a revised plan can 
be prepared; 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reason
able Further Progress toward attainment of the NAAQS, the Board directs 
SRAPC to provide ARB with an annual analysis and verification of emis
sions reductions and air quality improvements to demonstrate that RFP is 
occurring; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

24. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other 
planning programs, SRAPC and participating local jurisdictions should 
commit to develop a well-defined process and schedules to bring regional
plan/population forecasts and local general plans/population forecasts 
into consistency as part of the continuing planning and implementation 
program. SRAPC should submit to the Board by September 30, 1979 a 
commitment to and schedule for the completion of this task; 

25. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that further work 
is needed before the SRAPC Plan is adequate to provide for increased 
emissions which may reasonably be anticipated to result from federally
assisted projects and federal permit activities. The Board requests 
SRAPC to develop a work plan by September 30, 1979 to design mechanisms 
acceptable to ARB and consistent with Sections 176(c) and 316(b) of the 
Clean Air Act for determining that federally assisted projects and 
federal permit activities which result in increases in emissions are 
compatible with reasonable further progress toward attainment and mainte
nance of NAAQS. Until such mechanisms are operational, individual 

- projects will be reviewed expeditiously by the ARB; 
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PRE-PERMIT REVIEW 

26. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA} process equivalent to that required by 
Section 172{b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial siting; 

BOARD ADOPTION 

27. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise speci
fied above, the Board finds that the SRAPC Plan contains the elements 
necessary to meet the presently applicable requirements of Part D of the 
Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves those elements of the 
SRAPC Plan, except as modified above, and directs the Executive Officer 
to submit the same to EPA for approval, together with all acceptable
technical support documentation as may be useful in showing compliance
with the requirements of Part D. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-29 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



• 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Sacramento Metropolitan
Air Quality Maintenance Plan/Nonattainment Plan (AQMP/NAP) as a 
Revision to the State of California Implementation Plan (SIP}
for the Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. 

Public 
Hearing Date: May 8, 1979 

Response Date: May 9, 1979 

Issuing 
Authority: Executive Officer 

Comment: Suzanne Butterfield, representing the Sacramento Lung Association, 
indicated that there would be adverse environmental impacts due to 
growth of transportation activity which is encompassed in the Plan's 
projections. 

Response: This comment was answered in Items 11-14 of the adopted resolution 
where ARB establishes targets for reduction of transportation
activities. These targets, which are to be used in the Region's
air quality-related transportation planning, provide mitigation of 
the adverse impacts discussed. 

CERTIFIED: 

DATE: May 18, 1979 



Stote of California 

Memorandum 

Date I May 30, 1979Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: Filing of Notice of 

Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

From I Air R-c•s Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards 
for posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised auring the connnent period. 

Attachments 

Resolution No. 79-8 
79-9 
79-11 
79-12 
79-13 
79-14 
79-15 
79-27 
79-29 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-30 

May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Shasta County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant and the secondary standard for particulate matter by the ARB 
under the provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Shasta County Air Pollution Control Board 
was designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local 
lead planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan
for Shasta County; 

E. WHEREAS the Shasta County Air Pollution Control Board 
held a public hearing on March 26, 1979 and adopted a nonattainment plan
for Shasta County; 

F. WHEREAS, Shasta County on March 30, 1979 transmitted the 
"Shasta County Nonattainment Plan" (Shasta Plan) to the ARB for approval 
as a revision to the SIP; 

G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations
promulgated by the EPA require that revisions to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.); 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds 
because: the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a 
change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone standard; 
there were no violations of the revised ozone standard in 1978, and; EPA 
requires eight consecutive quarters of violation-free air quality 
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monitoring data to support an attainment designation for an area, Shasta 
County is unclassifiable for ozone. The Board directs the Executive 
Officer to notify the EPA of such change in the designation status of 
Shasta County; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds because 
Shasta County recorded one exceedance of the national ozone standard in 
1978, is one of the fastest growing counties in the state, and has a 
rate of growth and development likely to cause locally generated organic 
gas emissions to increase and result in violations of the ozone standard 
in the near future if no further control measures are implemented, the 
Reasonably Available Control Measures (RACMs) in the Shasta Plan should 
be implemented as part of a maintenance strategy pursuant to Sections 
110(a)(2)(B) and (D) of the Clean Air Act; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Shasta 
County should adopt as a maintenance strategy by January 1, 1980, rules 
for Stage I Vapor Recovery, Architectural Coatings, Dry Cleaning, De
greasing, and Cutback Asphalt; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to review by February 1, 1980 the 1979 air quality
monitoring data for Shasta County and determine if Shasta County is to 
be redesignated attainment or nonattainment for ozone. The Board finds 
that if Shasta County is found to be nonattainment for ozone, the County
is to adopt by July 1, 1980 a plan meeting requirements of Part D of the 
Clean Air Act; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that if 
Shasta County is found to be attainment for ozone, the County is to 
submit by July l, 1980 a long-term maintenance plan. Furthermore, 
Shasta County shall submit an annual report to the ARB on progress in 
maintaining the national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). The 
first annual report shall be due July 1, 1981; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that while 
Shasta Plan contains a discussion of the potential impact of pollutant 
transport from sources outside Shasta County and a request for ARB to 
conduct a comprehensive pollutant transport analysis, the County does 
not corrmit to participation in such studies. Therefore, Shasta County
should convnit to participate actively in a pollutant transport study for 
the Sacramento Valley; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the emission 
inventory for particulate matter in the Shasta Plan differs substan
tially from the ARB emission inventory and these differences need to be 
resolved to clarify areas of potential further reduction. Therefore, 
Shasta County should commit to work with the ARB to resolve current 
inconsistencies in the emission inventory for particulate matter; 



• 

-3-

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that parti
culate emissions from point sources are well controlled at present, and 
that the air quality analysis for total suspended particulates does not 
demonstrate progress toward attainment of the secondary standard because 
of the overwhelming influence of fugitive dust emissions. Therefore, 
the Board finds Shasta County qualifies under EPA policy for an 18-month 
extension for submittal of a plan for achieving the secondary standard 
for particulate matter, and directs the Executive Officer to submit such 
a request to the EPA. The Board also finds Shasta County should commit 
to study further the contribution of fugitive dust to violations of the 
standard; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Shasta 
County Air Pollution Control District's (APCD) New Source Review (NSR)
rule does not comply with requirements in Section 110(a)(2)(B) and (D)
of the Clean Air Act. Shasta County has committed to consider for 
adoption an NSR rule consistent with an outdated ARB model rule, but 
needs to adopt an NSR rule as effective as the current revised ARB model 
NSR rule. The Board commits to include in the Shasta SIP submission an 
adequate NSR rule and delegates to the Executive Officer the authority 
to adopt, after hearing, an NSR rule for Shasta County if he determines 
that the Shasta County APCD has not adopted or will not adopt by June 30, 
1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to revise the Shasta Plan to conform to this resolu
tion and to submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as a SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-30 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Shasta County
Nonattainment Plan as a Revision to the State of California 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and i-laintenance 
of National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 

79-30 

May 8, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

None received 

N/A 

JUN 61979DATE: 



State of Callfornla 

Memorandum 

Dme I June 14, 1979Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 

Subject: ARB HearingsResources Agency 
Resolutions -7wo,-·.-·-. ·, 
79-31, 79-32, 79-33, 
79-34, 79-35, 79-36, 
79-49, 79-50 

From I Air Resources Boord 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-31 

May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Tehama County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant and for the secondary standard for particulate matter by the ARB 
under the provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Tehama County Air Pollution Control Board 
was designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local 
lead planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan
for Tehama County; 

E. WHEREAS, the Tehama County Air Pollution Control Board 
held a public hearing on December 5, 1978 and adopted a nonattainment 
plan for Tehama County; 

F. WHEREAS, Tehama County on January 2, 1979 transmitted the 
"Tehama County Nonattainment Plan" (Tehama Plan) to the ARB for approval 
as a revision to the SIP; 

- G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations
promulgated by the EPA require that revisions to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.); 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds that 
because the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a 
change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone standard and 
there have been no violations of the revised ozone standard within the 
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last three years, Tehama County is now an attainment area for ozone. 
The Board directs the Executive Officer to notify the EPA of such change 
in the designation status of Tehama County; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that although 
Tehama County now qualifies as an attainment area for ozone, a mainte
nance strategy is considered desirable. Therefore, the RACM for vapor 
recovery as described in the plan can and should be implemented as part
of a maintenance strategy; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Tehama 
County should contnit to undertake and/or participate actively in studies 
to develop means for reducing emissions from pesticide usage and agri
cultural waste burning, and studies on photochemical oxidant formation 
and transport in the Sacramento Valley; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds implementa
tion of an NSR rule in Tehama County is needed to insure maintenance of 
ambient air quality standards pursuant to Section llO(a)(2)(B) and (D)
of the Clean Air Act. The Tehama County Air Pollution Control District 
(APCD) has a permit program that contains a New Source Review (NSR) rule 
that does not comply with requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended 
in 1977. Therefore, authority is delegated to the Executive Officer to 
adopt, after hearing, an NSR rule for Tehama County if he determines 
that the Tehama County APCD has not adopted or will not adopt by June 30, 
1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that al
though Tehama County is designated nonattainment for the secondary
standard for particulate matter, the plan does not contain measures 
demonstrating attainment of the standard. However, an ARB-developed 
particulate matter control plan for the Sacramento Valley will be con
sidered by the Board in June 1979, and therefore further consideration 
of a particulate matter plan for Tehama County is deferred until that 
time; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to revise the Tehama Plan to conform to this reso
lution and submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as a SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-31 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

Public Hearing to Consider the Tehama County Nonattainment 
Plan as a Revision to the State of California Implementation
Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and Maintenance of the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS} 

79-31 

May 8, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air Reso1.1rces Board 

None received 

N/A 

fJUN 61979DATE: 



State of Callfornla 

Memorandum 

Huey E. Johnson Date s June 14, 1979 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: ARB Hearings 

Resolutions 79-30, 
1~, 79-32, 79-33, 
79-34, 79-35, 79-36, 
79-49, 79-50 

From , Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-32 

May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Glenn County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant by the ARB under the provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean 
Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Glenn County Air Pollution Control Board was 
designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local lead 
planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for 
Glenn County; 

E. WHEREAS the Glenn County Air Pollution Control Board held 
a public hearing on November 21, 1978 and adopted a nonattainment plan
for Glenn County; 

F. WHEREAS, Glenn County on December 7, 1978 transmitted the 
"Glenn County Plan to Attain National Ambient Air Quality Oxidant 
Standard" (Glenn Plan) to the ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 

G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations 
promulgated by the EPA require that revisions to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.); 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds 
because the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} promulgated a 
change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone standard; 
there were no violations of the revised ozone standard in 1978, and; EPA 
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requires eight consecutive quarters of violation-free air quality moni
toring data to support an attainment designation for an area, Glenn 
County is unclassifiable for ozone. Furthermore, the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to notify the EPA of such change in the designation 
status of Glenn County; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Glenn County
recorded one exceedance of the national ozone standard in 1978 and 
measures to prevent increases of locally-generated organic emissions are 
desirable as part of a maintenance strategy. Therefore, the Reasonably 
Available Control Measures (RACMs) in the Glenn Plan can and should be 
implemented as part of a maintenance strategy; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Glenn County
should commit to undertake and/or participate actively in studies to 
develop means for reducing emissions from pesticide usage and agricul
tural waste burning, and studies on photochemical oxidant fonnation and 
transport in the Sacramento Valley; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Glenn 
County Air Pollution Control District's (APCD) New Source Review (NSR)
rule does not comply with requirements in Section 110(a)(2)(B) and (D)
of the Clean Air Act, and Glenn County needs to adopt an NSR rule 
consistent with the current ARB model NSR rule. The Board delegates to 
the Executive Officer the authority to adopt, after hearing, an NSR rule 
for Glenn County if he determines that the Glenn County APCD has not 
adopted or will not adopt by June 30, 1979 a rule as effective as the 
ARB model rule; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to revise the Glenn County Plan to conform to this 
resolution and to submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as a SIP 
revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-32 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



State of California• AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

-
Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

-

Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Glenn County 
Plan to Attain National Ambient Air Quality Oxidant 
Standard as a Revision to the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and Maintenance of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 

79-32 

May 8, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

None received 

N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

DATE: JUN 61979 
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Memorandum 

Dcle , June 14, 1979Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
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Resolutions 79-30, 
79-31, ■J ., 79-33, 
79-34, 79-35, 79-36, 
79-49, 79-50 

From : Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 

• 



... 
May 9, 1979 
Colusa County 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-33 

May 8, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Colusa County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant by the ARB under the provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean 
Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Colusa County Board of Supervisors was 
designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local lead 
planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for 
Colusa County; 

E. WHEREAS, the Colusa County Air Pollution Control Board 
held a public hearing on October 24, 1978 and adopted a nonattainment 
plan for Colusa County; 

F. WHEREAS, Colusa County on November 1, 1978 transmitted 
the "Colusa County Federal Clean Air Act Nonattainment Plan" (Colusa
Plan) to the ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 

G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations 
promulgated by the EPA require that revisions to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.); 
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1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds that 
because the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a 
change in the o~oa ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone standard, 
the areawide ozone nonattainment designation is no longer appropriate,
and; there has been no air quality monitoring performed in Colusa County
within the last three years, Colusa County is unclassifiable for ozone. 
Furthermore, the Board directs the Executive Officer to notify the EPA 
of such change in the designation status of Colusa County; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that although 
Colusa County now is unclassifiable for ozone, a maintenance strategy is 
desirable. Therefore, the proposed model vapor recovery rule developed 
by the Sacramento Valley Air Basin Control Council which has been 
committed to for adoption by all other counties in the Northern Sacramento 
Valley, should also be adopted by Colusa County and implemented as part
of a maintenance strategy; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Colusa 
County should commit to undertake and/or participate actively in studies 
to develop means for reducing emissions from pesticide usage and agri
cultural waste burning, and studies on photochemical oxidant formation 
and transport in the Sacramento Valley; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds implementa
tion of an NSR rule in Colusa County is needed to insure maintenance of 
ambient air quality standards pursuant to Section 110(a)(2)(B) and (D)
of the Clean Air Act. The Colusa County Air Pollution Control District 
(APCD) has a permit program that does not contain a New Source Review 
(NSR) rule as required by the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977. The 
Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after hearing, an 
NSR rule for Colusa County if he determines that the Colusa County APCD 
has not adopted or will not adopt by June 30, 1979 a rule as effective 
as the ARB model rule. 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to revise the Colusa County Plan to conform to this 
resolution and to submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as a SIP 
revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-33 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

• 
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Comment: 

Response: 

• 

Public Hearing to Consider the Colusa County Federal Clean 
Air Act Nonattainment Plan as a Revision to the State of 
Californta Implementation Plan (SIP) for the Attainment 
and Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) 

79-33 

May 8, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air Reso~rces Board 

None received 

N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

:JUN 61979DATE: 
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State of California 

Memorandum 

From 

Huey E. Johnson 
Secretary 
Resources Agency 

Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Date I June 14, 1979 

Subject: ARB Hearings 
Resolutions 79-30, 
79-31, 79-32, ----
79-34, 79-35, 79-36, 
79-49, 79-50 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007{b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-34 

May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Butte County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant, carbon monoxide, and particulate matter by the ARB under the 
provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Butte County Association of Governments was 
designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local lead 
planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for 
Butte County; 

E. WHEREAS the Butte County Association of Governments held 
a public hearing on January 17, 1979 and adopted a nonattainment plan
for Butte County; 

F. WHEREAS, Butte County on February 16, 1979 transmitted 
the "Butte County Nonattainment Plan" (Butte Plan) to the ARB for 
approval as a revision to the SIP; 

G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations 
promulgated by the EPA require that revisions to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.); 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds 
although the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a 
change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone standard, 
air quality monitoring conducted in Butte County during 1978 revealed 
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violations of the ozone standard, such that the designation of non
attainment for ozone is continued in Sutte County;· 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Butte County 
a rural area as defined by EPA policy on rural area nonattainment plans
and therefore not required to conduct an air quality analysis for ozone 
nor demonstrate reasonable further progress; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the air 
quality analysis for carbon monoxide in the Butte Plan showing the 
effect of federally mandated motor vehicle emission standards will be 
sufficient to demonstrate attainment of the NAAQS for CO by 1982 to be 
adequate, and, therefore, no RACMs for CO are required; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Sacramento 
Valley Air Basin Control Council (SVABCC) model vapor recovery rule, 
although not as stringent as the ARB model vapor recovery rule, is 
adequate for Butte County to comply with requirements for a RACM for 
Stage I vapor recovery systems. The Board, furthermore, finds the 
County should commit to study the feasibility of adopting vapor recovery 
rules consistent with the ARB model rules; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds credit for 
emissions reduction from controls on solvent based architectural coatings 
cannot be taken unless the County comnits to adopt a rule implementing 
such control. The Board commits to include in the Butte SIP submission 
an architectural coatings rule. The Executive Officer is delegated the 
authority to adopt, after hearing, a rule for the County if he deter
mines the County has not adopted and will not adopt by June 30, 1979 a 
rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds emissions 
from degreasing activities in Butte County are approximately 100 tons 
per year and the SVABCC model degreasing rule is not adequate for Butte 
County to comply with RACM requirements. The Board commits to include 
in the Butte SIP submission rules for cold and vapor degreasing. The 
Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after hearing, a 
rule for the County if he determines the County has not adopted and will 
not adopt by September 30, 1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model 
rule; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Plan 
fails to include a rule for control of cutback asphalt although it is a 
RACM Category I and EPA Control Technique Guidance I and commits to 
include in the Butte SIP submission a cutback asphalt rule. The Execu
tive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after hearing, a rule 
for the County if he determines the County has not adopted and will not 
adopt by September 30, 1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 
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8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Butte 
County commitment to adopt the SVABCC proposed model rule for petroleum
dry cleaners to be acceptable, but Butte County should also commit to 
study the feasibility of adopting a dry cleaning rule that is consistent 
with the ARB model rule; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Butte County
should, as part of a continuing planning program, conmit to undertake 
and/or participate actively in studies to develop means for reducing 
emissions from pesticide usage and agricultural waste burning, and 
studies on photochemical oxidant formation and transport in the Sacramento 
Valley; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the SVABCC 
model New Source Review (NSR) rule, which Butte County has committed to 
adopt, fails to comply with requirements of Section 173 of the Clean Air 
Act as amended. The Board conmits to include in the Butte SIP sub
mission an adequate NSR rule and delegates to the Executive Officer the 
authority to adopt, after hearing, a NSR rule for Butte County if he 
determines that the Butte County APCD has not adopted or will not adopt
by June 30, 1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds an ARB
devel oped particulate matter control plan for the Sacramento Valley will 
be considered in June 1979, and therefore further consideration of a 
particulate matter plan for Butte County is deferred until that time; 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Execu
tive Officer to revise the Butte Plan to conform to this resolution and 
submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as an SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-34 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Public ·Hearing to Consider the Butte County Nonattainment 
Plan as a Revision to the State of California Implementation
Plan (SIP) for the Attainment and Maintenance of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) · 

Resolution 
Number: 79-34 

Public 
Hearing Date: May 8, 1979 

Response Date: May 9, 1979 

Issuing
Authority: Air Reso4rces Board 

Comment: None received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

DATE: 



State of California 

Memorandum 

Huey E. Johnson Date , June 14, 1979 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: ARB Hearings 

Resolutions 79-30, 
79-31, 79-32, 79-33, 
19•a'4, 79-35, 79-36, 
79-49, 79-50 

From I Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



State of Califo nia 
AIR RESOURCES BARD 

May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of he Health and Safety Code 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) s the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in fede al law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

• 
B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 

the revision of the SIP for designated no attainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and mai tenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Yuba County was d signated nonattainment for 
oxidant and the secondary standard for pa ticulate matter by the ARB 
under the provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Yuba County A'r Pollution Control Board was 
designated and certified by the ARB on Ap il 4, 1978 as the local lead 
planning agency for the preparation of th 1979 nonattainment plan for 
Yuba County; 

E. WHEREAS the Yuba County Ai Pollution Control Board held 
a public hearing on February 13, 1979 and adopted a nonattainment plan
for Yuba County; 

F. WHEREAS, Yuba County on Ma ch 6, 1979 transmitted the 
"Yuba County Air Quality Plan (Nonattainm nt Area Plan for Ozone)" (Yuba
Plan) to the ARB for approval as a revisi n to the SIP; 

G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations
promulgated by the EPA require that revis'ons to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing pon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Adminis rative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq;); 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLED, that the Board finds 
although the U.S. Environmental Protectio Agency (EPA) promulgated a 
change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard tb a 0.12 ppm ozone standard, 
air quality monitoring conducted in Yuba aunty during 1978 revealed 
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violations of the ozone standard such that the designation of nonattain-
ment for ozone is continued in Yuba County; · 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Yuba County 
a rural area as defined by EPA po1icy on rural area nonattainment plans 
and therefore not required to conduct an air quality analysis for ozone 
nor demonstrate reasonable further progress; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Sacramento 
Valley Air Basin Control Council (SVABCC) model vapor recovery rule, 
although not as stringent as the ARB model vapor recovery rule, is 
adequate for Yuba County to comply with requirements to implement the 
RACM for Stage I vapor recovery systems. The Board further finds the 
County should commit to study the feasibility of adopting vapor recovery 
rules consistent with the ARB model rules; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds there are 
floating roof tanks in Yuba County presently not subject to the level of 
emissions control available under the ARB model rule. The Board commits 
to include in the Yuba SIP submission a rule to control emissions from 
floating roof tanks, and the Executive Officer is delegated the authority 
to adopt, after hearing, a rule for the County which is as effective as 
the ARB model rule unless, by September 30, 1979, the County either 
adopts a rule which is as effective as the ARB model rule or otherwise 
insures that the emissions from all floating roof tanks in the County 
will be controlled in a manner which the Executive Officer finds to be 
equivalent to the controls required by the ARB model rules; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds credit for 
emissions reduction from controls on solvent based architectural coatings 
cannot be taken unless the County commits to adopt a rule implementing 
such control. The Board commits to include in the Yuba SIP submission 
an architectural coatings rule and the Executive Officer is delegated
the authority to adopt, after hearing, a rule for the County if he 
determines the County has not adopted and will not adopt by June 30, 
1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the SVABCC 
model degreasing rule is adequate at present for Yuba County to comply 
with requirements for control of emissions from degreasing activities, 
but Yuba County should also commit to consider a degreasing rule con
sis tent with the ARB mode1 rule; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Plan 
fails to include a rule for control of cutback asphalt although it is a 
RACM Category I (and EPA Control Technology Guidance Category I) and 
commits to include in the Yuba SIP submission a cutback asphalt rule. 
The Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after hearing, 
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a rule for the County if he determines the County has not adopted and 
will not adopt by September 30, 1979 a rule as effective as the ARB 
model rule; 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Yuba County
should, as part of a continuing planning program, commit to undertake 
and/or participate actively in studies to develop means for reducing
emissions from pesticide usage and agricultural waste burning, and 
studies on photochemical oxidant formation and transport in the Sacramento 
Valley; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the SVABCC 
model New Source Review (NSR) rule, which Yuba County has committed to 
adopt, fails to comply with requirements of Section 173 of the Clean Air 
Act as amended. The Board commits to include in the Yuba SIP submission 
an adequate NSR rule and delegates to the Executive Officer the authority 
to adopt, after hearing, a NSR rule for Yuba County if he determines 
that the Yuba County APCD has not adopted or will not adopt by June 30, 
1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds an ARB
developed particulate matter control plan for the Sacramento Valley will 
be considered in June 1979, and therefore further consideration of a 
particulate matter plan for Yuba County is deferred until that time; 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Execu
tive Officer to revise the Yuba Plan to conform to this resolution and 
submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as an SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-35 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



State of California• AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

Public Hearing to Consider the Yuba County Air Quality
Plan (Nonattainment Area Plan for Ozone) as a Revision 
to the State of California Implementation Plan (SIP) for 
the Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS} 

79-35 

May 8, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

None received 

N/A 

JUN 6 t979DATE: 



State of California 

Memorandum 

Huey E. Johnson Date , June 14, 1979 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: ARB Hearings 

Resolutions 79-30, 
79-31, 79-32, 79-33, 
7 9- 3 4 , ,.,•• r 7 9 - 3 6 I 

79-49, 79-50 

From , Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007{b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-36 

May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code. 
designated the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and as the state 
agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards; 

C. WHEREAS, Sutter County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant and particulate matter by the ARB under the provisions of 
Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Sutter County Air Pollution Control Board 
was designated and certified by the ARB on April 4, 1978 as the local 
lead planning agency for the preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan
for Sutter County; 

E. WHEREAS the Sutter County Air Pollution Control Board 
held a public hearing on February 13, 1979 and adopted a nonattainment 
plan for Sutter County; 

F. WHEREAS, Sutter County on February 23, 1979 transmitted 
the "Sutter County Air Quality Plan (Nonattainment Area Plan for Ozone)"
(Sutter Plan) to the ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 

G. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations
promulgated by the EPA require that revisions to the SIP be adopted at 
a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the public has been provided; 

H. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.}; 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds 
although the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a 
change in the 0.08 ppm oxidant standard to a 0.12 ppm ozone standard, 
the geographic location of Sutter County and the violations of the 0.12 
ppm ozone standard recorded at a Yuba County site immediately adjacent 
to Sutter County provide the basis for continuing the ozone nonattain
ment designation for Sutter County; 
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2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Sutter 
County a rural area as defined by EPA policy on rural area nonattainment 
plans and therefore not required to conduct an air quality analysis for 
ozone nor demonstrate reasonable further progress; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Sacramento 
Valley Air Basin Control Council (SVABCC) model vapor recovery rule, 
although not as stringent as the ARB model vapor recovery rule, is 
adequate for Sutter County to comply with requirements for a RACM for 
Stage I vapor recovery systems. The Board further finds the County 
should commit to study the feasibility of adopting vapor recovery rules 
consistent with the ARB model rules; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds credit for 
emissions reduction from controls on solvent based architectural coatings 
cannot be taken unless the County commits to adopt a rule implementing
such control. The Board commits to include in the Sutter SIP submission 
an architectural coatings rule. The Executive Officer is delegated the 
authority to adopt, after hearing, a rule for the County if he deter
mines the County has not adopted and wi 11 not adopt by June 30, 1979 a 
rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the SVABCC 
model degreasing rule is adequate at present for Sutter County to comply
with requirements for control of emissions from degreasing activities, 
but Sutter County should also commit to consider a degreasing rule con
sistent with the ARB model rule; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Plan 
fails to include a rule for control of cutback asphalt although it is a 
RACM Category I and EPA Control Technology Guidance Category I and 
commits to include in the Sutter SIP submission a cutback asphalt rule. 
The Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after hearing, 
a rule for the County if he determines the County has not adopted and 
will not adopt by September 30, 1979 a rule as effective as the ARB 
model rule; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds Sutter 
County should, as part of a continuing planning program, commit to 
undertake and/or participate actively in studies to develop means for 
reducing emissions from pesticide usage and agricultural waste burning,
and studies on photochemical oxidant formation and transport in the 
Sacramento Valley; 
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8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the SVABCC 
model New Source Review (NSR) rule, which Sutter County has committed to 
adopt, fails to comply with requirements of Section 173 of the Clean Air 
Act as amended. The Board commits to include in the Sutter Plan an 
adequate NSR rule and delegates to the Executive Officer the authority 
to adopt, after hearing, a NSR rule for Sutter County if he determines 
that the Sutter County APCD has not adopted or will not adopt by June 30, 
1979 a rule as effective as the ARB model rule; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds an ARB
developed particulate matter control plan for the Sacramento Valley will 
be considered by the Board in June 1979, and therefore further con
sideration of a particulate matter plan for Sutter County is deferred 
until that time; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Execu
tive Officer to revise the Sutter Plan to conform to this resolution and 
submit the appropriate portions to the EPA as an SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-36 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

- Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

Public ·Hearing to Consider the Sutter County Air Quality
Plan (Nonattainment Area Plan for Ozone) as a Revision 
to the State of California Implementation Plan (SIP) for 
the Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS) 

79-36 

May 8, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air Resoyrces Board 

None received 

N/A 

JUN 61979DATE: 



State of California 

Memorandum 

1 Huey E. Johnson Dme I June 14, 1979 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: ARB Hearings 

Resolutions 79-30, 
79-31, 79-32, 79-33, 
79-34, 79-35, ~; 
79-49, 79-50 

From , Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-37 
May 9, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution 
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act (CAA); 

B. WHEREAS, the CAA as amended in 1977 mandates the revision 
of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure the attainment and maintenance of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) by specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, the California and Nevada portions of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin were designated nonattainment for carbon monoxide and oxidant 
under Section 107{b) of the CAA; 

D. WHEREAS, the ARB, pursuant to authority delegated to it by
the Governor, certified on June 7, 1978 that it retains the lead agency 
responsibility for the preparation of the 1979 carbon monoxide and 
oxidant nonattainment plan for the California portion of the Lake Tahoe 
Basin; 

E. WHEREAS, the ARB as lead agency for the California portion 
of the basin and Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) as lead agency
for the Nevada portion of the basin, committed themselves to a coordinated 
program for the development of a bi-state plan with the active participation
of agencies possessing resources and expertise in the air quality and 
transportation fields; 

F. WHEREAS, the vehicle for this coordinated effort to 
develop a bi-state plan is the Tahoe Air Program Ad Hoc Committee (Ad
Hoc Committee) formed jointly by the ARB and the Nevada Department of 
Environmental Protection (NDEP) in 1976 and consisting of members from 
the agencies indicated in E; 

G. WHEREAS, the Lake Tahoe Basin Nonattainment Plan (NAP) was 
prepared by the Ad Hoc Committee; 

H. WHEREAS, the Lake Tahoe Basin NAP received review and 
comment by interested organizations and the public and was subsequently
reviewed and approved or adopted, in part or whole, by the Ad Hoc 
Committee, City of South Lake Tahoe, El Dorado County APCD, California 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, and the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency; 



I. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to 
the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which a 30-day notice to 
the public has been provided; 

J. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings has been held in accordance with the CAA and 
the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California Government 
Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part l, Chapter 4.5); 

K. WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has denied the Pl acer 
County Board of Supervisor's request to amend the designation of the 
Lake Tahoe portion of Placer County from nonattainment to attainment 
for ozone and carbon monoxide; 

L. WHEREAS, the ARB recognizes the unique national significance
of the Lake Tahoe Basin and the need to preserve and enhance the Basin's 
environmental quality, and has established a special 30 mile visibility 
standard applicable in the Basin; 

M. WHEREAS, because at higher elevations humans are susceptible 
to adverse health impacts at lower concentrations of ambient carbon 
monoxide, the ARB has established an 8-hour carbon monoxide ambient air 
quality standard of 6 ppm for the Lake Tahoe Air Basin which is more 
stringent than for the remainder of the state; 

N. WHEREAS, the State of Nevada has established state ambient 
air quality standards for carbon monoxide, oxidant and visibility which 
are identical to California's standards for the Tahoe Basin; 

0. WHEREAS, while there are no recorded violations of the new 
national .12 ppm ozone standard in the Lake Tahoe Basin, Tahoe's national 
significance requires special consideration and the Executive Officer 
has directed that an air quality simulation analysis of current ozone 
projections be performed before considering redesignation to attainment 
for ozone; 

P. WHEREAS, the ARB recognizes that certain activities in the 
Nevada portion of the Lake Tahoe Basin impact air quality problems in 
the California portion of the Basin and that Nevada must cooperate with 
California to assure basinwide attainment of air quality standards; 

Q. WHEREAS, the NAP process has functioned satisfactorily
with the ARB serving as lead agency in working with the Ad Hoc Committee; 



AREA AND LEAD AGENCY DESIGNATIONS 

l . NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board concurs with 
the Executive Officer that the Lake Tahoe portion of Placer County shall 
not be redesignated from nonattainment to attainment for carbon monoxide, 
and pending further analysis, shall retain its nonattainment designation 
for ozone; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board reaffirms that 
retention of the ARB as lead agency, working with local and regional 
governments and the Ad Hoc Committee, is the best short term solution 
for the nonattainment planning process. The Board will reconsider the 
designation of TRPA as lead agency if and when the bi-state compact is 
revised to assure that TRPA will be more responsive to environmental 
concerns; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that further 
analysis of basinwide oxidant formation is necessary and directs staff 
to perform further basinwide photochemical simulation modeling in order 
to analyze the oxidant formation mechanism and the impact of control 
measures; 

CONTINUING PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that addi
tional effort is needed to comply with the CAA requirements for demon
strating attainment and maintenance of the carbon monoxide standard and 
that control measures relegated to further study be studied and scheduled 
for implementation according to the schedule for "further analysis or 
reanalysis" included as Appendix E of the NAP as amended by Board action 
reflected in this resolution; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs staff to 
continue to coordinate and work with other governmental entities in 
California and Nevada to develop and implement appropriate basinwide 
control strategies for attainment of air quality standards; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the Lake 
Tahoe Plan does not demonstrate attainment of the national standard for 
carbon monoxide by December 31, 1982 despite the implementation of all 
reasonably available control measures; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for receiving an extension for attaining 
the national carbon monoxide standard, the Lake Tahoe Basin must commit 
to an Inspection and Maintenance Program. The Board finds that the 



inclusion of Inspection and Maintenance (T-1) demonstrates initial local 
commitment to an adequate Inspection and Maintenance Program, and the 
Board supports legislative authorization of such a program for the Lake 
Tahoe area; 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
commitment to the further study of mobile source controls, stationary 
source controls, and transportation measures, as well as other require
ments of the continuing planning process, demonstrates adequately
compliance with Section 172(b)(ll)(C) of the Clean Air Act which re
quires the identification of other measures necessary to provide for 
attainment of the national standard for carbon monoxide not later than 
December 31, 1987; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an 
extension of the attainment date for the carbon monoxide national 
standard until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other 
planning programs, all jurisdictions in the Basin need to commit to 
develop a well-defined process and schedules to bring regional plan/
population forecasts into consistency as part of the continuing planning 
and implementation program. Appropriate agencies should commit to and 
schedule for the completion of this task in the work program for the NAP 
update; 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Execu
tive Officer to work in cooperation with appropriate agencies to develop
mechanisms consistent with Sections 176(c) and 316(b) of the Clean Air 
Act for determining that federally assisted projects and federal permit 
activities which result in increases in emissions are consistent with 
reasonable further progress toward attainment and maintenance of NAAQS. 
Until such mechanisms are adopted, the ARB shall make such determina
tions on a project-by-project basis and transmit them with an appro
priate recommendation to the relevant local, state, and federal agencies.
The Board further finds that future federally funded projects which 
enable population growth beyond that projected to occur in the Tahoe 
plan should be required to provide for additional mitigation measures 
necessary to maintain RFP and/or the NAAQS depending upon the condition 
at the time; 

ADOPTION 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board adopts the Lake 
Tahoe Plan as amended by its action at its May 9, 1979 public hearing on 
this matter. As such, the Board specifically adopts the following 
measures: T-1, T-4, T-5, T-6, T-7, T-9, T-10, T-11, T-12, T-14, T-15, 



T-17, T-18, T-20, T-21, T-22, T-23, T-25, T-26, T-27, L-1, L-3, L-4, S-
1. S-2, and S-10. These measures are necessary to meet the requirements
of Part Dof the Clean Air Act. The Board further resolves that those 
measures adopted by the Board which constitute a total basinwide public 
transportation system, specifically T-5, T-10, T-12, T-14, T-15, T-17, 
T-18, T-20, T-21, T-25, T-26, and T-27 are deemed essential to the 
attainment and maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality Standards for 
CO. The Board further resolves that implementation of some of those 
measures, specifically T-5, T-15, T-17, T-18, T-26, and T-27, will be 
replaced by any set of equally effective measures which may be adopted
by TRPA or adopted pursuant to changes in the bi-state compact currently
being considered by the California and Nevada State Legislatures. The 
Board further resolves that in the event the bi-state compact is not 
adequately revised, and a legally enforceable commitment to adopt and 
require basinwide implementation of equally effective alternative measures 
timely received, the implementation of the measures constituting a 
public transportation system in the California portion of the basin are 
to be initiated as expeditiously as practicable but no later than January 1, 
1981. The Board approves the plan as amended above and directs the 
Executive Officer to submit the plan to EPA for approval, together will 
all acceptable technical support documentation as may be useful in 
showing compliance with the requirements of Part D; 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Section 127 of 
the Clean Air Act, the ARB commits to implement an intensive public
information program, utilizing the mass media, to advise the public of 
the special health hazards associated with levels of CO in excess of 
ambient standards at high altitudes and to encourage the public to 
participate in regulatory efforts to improve air quality at Lake Tahoe 
and requests the State of Nevada to do the same. The Board further 
requests the EPA to fund this program pursuant to provisions of Clean 
Air Act Section 127(b}; 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the 
Executive Officer to amend the SIP submission in accordance with the 
supplement to the staff report and other direction provided by the Board 
during the public hearing; 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requires the 
appropriate responsible local and regional implementing agencies to 
adopt by September l, 1979 in regulatory format (e.g., ordinances, 
rules, or regulations) those measures which are adopted as part of this 
plan but which are not presently in such format. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-37 
as passed by the Air Resources Board . 

... 



• 
Item: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing 
Authority: 

Comment: 

Response: 

CERTIFIED: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Lake Tahoe Basin Nonattainment Plan Staff Report. 

May 9, 1979 

May 9, 1979 

Air !:!esources Roard 

Representatives of the California Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency and the League to Save Lake Tahoe 
commented that the staff proposed nonattainment 
plan as developed by the Lake Tahoe Ad Hoc Committee 
did not contain sufficient transportation control 
measures to attain and maintain the ambient air 
quality standard. 

The Board responded by adopting an extensive array 
of transportation control measures which are 
identified in item number 12 of the Board's 
Resolution, 79-37 dated May 9, 1979. 

DATE: June 15, 1979 

Resolution No.; 79-37 

' 



State of Callfornlci 

Memorandum 

Huey E. Johnson Dcite June 20, 1979 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: Filing of Notice of 

Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 
Resolution #79-37 

From Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080,5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards 
for posting the attached notice of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period, 

Attachment 



'• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-38 
April 25. 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 848-70 entitled ''Investigation
of the Role of Natural Hydrocarbons In Photochemical Smog Formation in 
California" has been submitted by the University of California, Riverside,, 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 fund
ing the proposal: 

Proposal Number 848-70 entitled "Investigation of the Role of Natural 
Hydrocarbons In Photochemical Smog Formation in California" submitted 
by the University of California, Riverside,for an amount not to exceed 
$128,222; 

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 Connnittee and approves
the following proposal: 

Proposal Number 848-70 entitled "Investigation of the Role of Natural 
Hydrocarbons In Photochemical Smog Formation in California'' submitted 
by the University of California, Riverside, for an amount not to exceed 
$128,222, 

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 $128,222. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-38 as passed by
the Air Resources Board 

ecretary 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

ITEM NO.: 79-8-5b (1)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 848-70 entitled "Investigation
of the Role of Natural Hydrocarbons in Photochemical 
Smog Formation in California". 

Adopt Resolution 79-38 approving Research Proposal
No. 848-70 for funding in an amount not tc exceed 
$128,222. 

Recent reports in the literature have advanced the 
hypothesis that a significant relationship exists 
between enhanced emissions attributable to biomass 
increases resulting from wet winters and abnormally
high ozone levels during the following summer. 
Naturally-occurring hydrocarbons volatilized from 
supposedly larger biomass were suggested as the 
primary factor responsible for the observed increase 
in days with ozone concentrations exceeding the federal 
air quality standard. 

One of the weakest links in the biomass hydrocarbon
ozone hypothesis is that no evidence is available 
to show whether reactive hydrocarbons of biomass 
origin are actually accumulating to a concentration 
sufficiently high to cause greater ambient ozone 
levels in locations such as the South Coast and Bay
Area Air Basins. While a substantial amount of data 
gathered under ambient conditions suggests that bio-
mass hydrocarbons do not accumulate to concentrations 
that would have a significant effect on ozone production,
such conclusions have been challenged in the published
literature and the issue remains unresolved. 

The objective of this investigation by the Statewide 
Air Pollution Research Center at U.C. Riverside will 
be to determine whether there are circumstances under 
which common types of California vegetation emit 
sufficient hydrocarbons to result in significant
changes in oxidant concentrations in the ambient 
atmosphere. 

• The staff and the Research Screening Committee believe 
that the question concerning the importance of natural 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-39 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 847-70 entitled "Effects 
of Acid Rain on Plants and Soils in California", has been submitted by
the University of California, Berkeley, 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 847-70 entitled "Effects of Acid Rain on Plants and 
Soils in California", submitted by the University of California, 
Berkeley, for an amount not to exceed $83,771; 

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 847-70 entitled "Effects of Acid Rain on Plants and 
Soils in California", submitted by the University of California, 
Berkeley, for an amount not to exceed $83,771, 

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 $83,771. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-39 as passed by
the Air Resources Board 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

ITEM NO: 79-8-5b(2)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 847-70 entitled ''Effects 
of Acid Rain on Plants and Soils in California" 

Adopt Resolution 79-39 approving Research Proposal
No. 847-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$83,771. 

The California Air Resources Board and staff 
became aware and concerned about the possible
impact of acid deposition, resulting from SOx and 
NOx emissions, upon California plants, soils, 
aquatic biota and ecosystems. The Board considered 
the problem during hearings on the sulfate and 
sulfur dioxide ambient air standards. Testimony 
given at that time contended that acid rain was 
unlikely to occur in California, and that, should 
it occur in California, the soils and vegetation
likely to experience such occurrence would not be 
detrimentally impacted. Since that time, primarily 
because of research funded by the ARB, we have 
found that precipitation events occur with signifi
cantly increased acidity (lower than the expected
pH value of 5.65) over widespread areas of 
California. A low pH value of 2.7 has been 
measured in the South Coast Air Basin for one 
event, Events with low pH values such as 4.05 in 
the San Joaquin Valley, 3.7 at Lake Tahoe, 4.4 near 
the Napa Valley and 4.7 in the Plumas National 
Forest have also been reported. 

The mean weighted annual pH of rain at Pasadena was 
measured at 4.05, some 50 times more acidic than 
•~xpected. Increased pressures to use higher sulfur 
fuels and for increased industrial and tertiary 
oil recovery activity wi 11 no doubt result in 
further increases in deposition unless proper 
controls are utilized. Because of the above 
mentioned considerations it is both timely and 
·important to gain a better understanding of the 
·impact acid rain may have upon California soils 
and plants. 

Research proposed by the University of California 

• 
at Berkeley involves two major efforts: l} the 
study of acid rain effects upon selected California 
soils; and 2) studies of selected California plants 



• includtng agricultural crops. The artificial 
acid rain is to consist of several actual acid 
rain constituents, reflecting California's rain 
which has been altered by air pollutant emissions. 

• 

The same three treatment levels of acid rain are 
to be used for both plants and soils. These levels 
approximate severe, existing or average and unaffected 
conditions of rain. 

California plant species selected include: fir, 
pine, barley, apple, grass, clover, sugar beets 
and grapes. Plants are to be studied under con
trolled but realistic field conditions in 
fertilized and unfertilized soils. They are to be 
potted or trayed and grown outdoors in a field 
facility which has a high plastic overhead to 
protect the plants from prevailing rainfall. Test 
plants will receive the acid rain treatments 
mentioned above at this field facility. Injury 
will be noted on short 1i ved p1ants grown to 
maturity and effects upon growth of plant parts
and thus yield determined. Special attention is 
also to be given to possible effects on leaf cuti
cles and suspected sensitive tissue such as over
wintering buds. 

As part of the soil effects studies, samples from 
the upper soil horizon will be gathered from 
approximately thirty-four "type locations" in 
California that have received designations from 
the USDA Soil Conservation Service. These soils 
will be tested to determine the effects of acid 
rain upon nutr,ent 1eaching and ion mobility
using~ standardized leachjng device an~ procedures. 
These procedures are presently widely accepted and 
practiced. The acid rain treatments will be the 
same as those proposed for the plant studies. 
The large array of soils screened for sensitivity
will be reduced to a smaller subset to study the 
effects of repetitive wetting/drying cycles, 
various acid inputs where ion constituents are 
varied, etc. 

Leachates are to be analyzed for all major compon
ents of interest such as Na, Ca, Mg, K, electrical 
conductivity, acidity, alkalinity, pH, N03, so4
and possibly heavy metals. Interpretation of · 

• 
results will incorporate, as possible, considera
tions of effects likely to occur simultaneously 
to sensitive plants growing on sensitive soils . 



'• 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-40 
April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 840-69a entitled Adaptation to 
Ozone Exposure_ has been submitted by the University of California, Santa Barbara, 
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 840-69a entitled Adaptation to Ozone Exposure submitted 
by the University of California, Santa Barbara,for an amount not to exceed 
$122,279; 

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 840-69a entitled Adaptation to Ozone Exposure submitted 
by the University of California, Santa Barbara,tor an amount not to exceed 
$122,279, 

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 $122,279. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-40 as passed by
the Air Resources B0ard 

• 



• 
State of California 

• 
ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

• 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO.: 79-8-5b (3)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 840-69a entitled ''Adaptation to 
Ozone Exposure" 

Adopt Resolution 79-40 approving Research Proposal 
840-69a for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$122,279. 

A current controversy surrounding the health effects 
of ozone involves the question of whether humans 
exhibit tolerance or desensitization to repeated 
exposures. Studies conducted to date indicate that, 
over a period of about three days, decreased sensitivity, 
as measured by pulmonary function, seems to occur in some 
subjects tested. No one really knows the persistence 
of this adaptation or if intervening days of low ozone 
causes the phenomenon to reverse itself. 

What is proposed by U.C, Santa Barbara in this study
is a continuation of a current contract which began a 
two-year study into ozone-sulfur dioxide effects and 
ozone adaptation. Subjects of various ages and health 
status will be exposed sequentially to high, low and/or 
zero ozone levels while undergoing an intermittent 
moderate exercise protocol. The intent of the varying 
sequences is to study different facets of the functional 
adaptation. For example, there will be a test to check 
whether one or two days of exposure to low ozone levels 
between high exposure days will alter the response to 
subsequent high level ozone exposures. As many as 290 
two-hour exposures will be carried out in these proto
cols. 

The results of the proposed effort would help provide a 
final resolution to the issue of whether meaningful
"protective" changes occur after repeated ozone ex
posure, as has been suggested by other researchers. 
The results will also point the way to a better physio
logical understanding of the body's overall response
mechanism to ozone insult. 

At that point, a reasonable assessment of the acute 
health implications of repeated ozone exposure, such 
as those occurring in urban areas, might be possible. 
Directions for other more basic studies should also be 
evident at the completion of the proposed effort. 



• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-41 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 806-68a entitled "Augmentation 
to the Sulfuric Acid-Nitric Acid Program", has been submitted by the Cali
fornia Department of Health Services, 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 806-68a entitled "Augmentation to the Sulfuric 
Acid-Nitric Acid Program", submitted by the California Department 
of Health Services, for an amount not to exceed $55,201; 

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 806-68a entitled "Augmentation to the Sulfuric 
Acid-Nitric Acid Program", submitted by the California Department
of Health Services, for an amount not to exceed $55,201, 

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 $55,201. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-41 as passed by
the Air Resources Board 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO; 79...S-5b (4)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

ITEM: Research Proposal No. 806-68a entitled "Augmentation 
to the Sulfuric Acid-Nitric Acid Program" 

RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Resolution 79-41 approving Research Proposal 
No. 806-68a for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$55,201. 

SUMMARY: California's significant harm level for airborne 
sulfate of 25 11g/m3 24-hour average, is based upon
total water-soluble sulfate in high-volume filter 
samples. Such sulfate may include ammonium 
sulfate, ammonium acid sulfate and sulfuric acid as 
well as various metal and mixed metal-ammonium 

• 

· salts. Some of these are relatively harmful 
(e.g., sulfuric acid and ammonium acid sulfate).
In part, the rationale for setting the California 
standard is based on the presumption that a signi
ficant mechanism for formation of the total water
soluble sulfate, as currently measured, involves 
sulfuric acid as an important constituent; but the 
actual levels of the acid in the atmosphere may 
vary substantially. As yet, no technique has been 
accorded general acceptance for determining 
sulfuric acid concentrations. 

There exists a need for a validated technique to 
monitor sulfuric acid and nitric acid. There also 
exists a need for a field study to measure ambient 
concentrations of these strongly acidic respiratory
irritants. 

At the February l, 1979 Research Screening Committee 
meeting, Proposal No. 806-68 entitled "Evaluation 
and Development of Procedures for Determination of 
Sulfuric Acid, Total Particle Phase Acidity and 
Nitric Acid in Ambient Air" was revi~wed. The 
project was recommended forfunding; however, 
because this project·was·not·a budgeted item,only
$62,000 of the requested $135,145 was awarded, with 
the understanding that additional funding would be 
considered if there were uncommitted funds at the 
end of the fiscal year. 

The Board adopted resolution 79-6 at its February
20, 1979 meeting approving funding in the amount 
of $62,000. 



., 

State of California" AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-42 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 852-70 entitled "A Study 
of Transferable Licenses to Emit Air Pollutants in the South Coast Air 
Basin", 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 852-70 entitled "A Study of Transferable Licenses to 
Emit Air Pollutants in the South Coast Air Basin", submitted by the 
California Institute of Technology, for an amount not to exceed 
$273,519; 

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 852-70 entitled "A Study of Transferable Licenses to 
Emit Air Pollutants in the South Coast Air Basin", submitted by the 
California Institute of Technology, for an amount not to exceed 
$273,519, 

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 $273,519. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-42 as passed by 
the Air Reso ces Board 

..

• 
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• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

ITEM NO: 79-8-5b(5)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal 852-70 entitled "A Study of 
Transferable Licenses to Emit Air Po11 utants 
in the South Coast Air Basin'' 

Adopt Resolution 79-42 approving Research Proposal
852-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$273,519. 

This p·roposal from the California Institute of 
Technology opens up a new area of research for the 
Air Resources Board; that is, the investigation of 
economic incentives for air pollution abatement. 
This type of research is responsive to the public's
demand for a cleaner environment and for a lower 
cost of government regulation. The contractor 
proposes to investigate and test a strategy for 
pollution abatement which when compared to current 
regulatory procedures could allow for greater
growth in the California economy while meeting the 
air quality standards, and do it for less cost to 
both business and government. 

The proposal comprises two major tasks. The first 
involves: 1) a complete technical description of 
the air pollution problem being addressed; 2) an 
economic analysis of the key industries affected, 
3) an investigation of alternative systems of 
allocating "rights" to emit pollutants, and 4) an 
identification of the most promising allocation 
systems. 

Given the technical air quality and economic 
description of the problem and the theoretical 
merits of the most promising systems, the second 
task would investigate the actual implementation
of this innovative strategy. Careful testing of 
the most promising systems of rights allocation 
will be made to prevent any costly mistakes that 
might be made from implementing an untested approach.
The testing will help to determine the most efficient 
systems, the effects on air quality and the cost of 
the rights to the polluters. 

• 
The objective of the study is to investigate a 
promising new system which would place a fixed 
upper limit on emissions, induce industries and 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-43 
Apri 1 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 850-70 entitled ''Proposed
Additions to the Project 'Visibility in California'", has been submitted by
the Technology Service Corporation, to the Air Resources Board; and 

WHEREAS, the Research staff has reviewed and recommended Tasks, A, Band 
C of this proposal for approval; and 

WHEREAS, the Research Screening Committee has reviewed and recommends for 
funding Tasks A, Band C of the proposal: 

Proposal Number 850-70 entitled ''Proposed Additions to the Project
'Visibility in California"', submitted by the Technology Service 
Corporation, for an amount not to exceed $22,489 for this study or 
$115,938 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 Conrnittee 
and approves the following proposal: 

Proposal Number 850-70 entitled "Proposed Additions to the Project
'Visibility in California'", submitted by the Technology Service 
Corporation, for an amount not to exceed $22,489 for this study or 
$115,938 for the entire study, 

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 $22,489 for this study or 
$115,938 for the entire study. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resoiution 79-43 as passed by
the Air R rces Board 

• 

• 



• 
State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

ITEM NO.: 79-8-5b (6) 
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 850-70 entitled "Proposed
Addition to the Project 'Visibility in California"' 

Adopt Resolution 79~43 approving Research Proposal
No. 850-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$22,489. 

The 1977 Clean Air Act requires an ARB program to pre
vent visibility deterioration in Class l areas of 
California. This will require California to identify 
sources of emissions that contribute to impairment of 
visibility in such areas, identify allowable emissions 
from these sources and develop schedules of compliance 
to meet these emission limits. In addition there is a 
need to acquire a fuller understanding of the relation
ship between visibility and particulate matter levels 
in urban areas of the State. 

In order to devise compliance plans to meet the emission 
limitations,the staff will need to document existing
baseline visibility levels and evaluate control strate
gies designed to prevent impairment of visibility. In 
addition, it will be necessary to identify local sources 
and sources associated with long-range transport and 
the degree to which these sources contribute to 
visibility degradation. 

In response to these needs, Technolpgy Services 
Corporation (TSC) has completed the first phase of a 
comprehens i ve study to characterize visibility in 
California. During the course of this first phase,
the staff and the contractor have identified several 
areas where a small addition to the scope of work would 
significantly increase the probability that the results 
of the study would more clearly identify the sources of 
visibility degradation in California. The reconrnended 
addition includes three tasks: 

Task Awould provide four isopleth maps illustrating
the spatial variation of median 1:00 p.m. visibilities 
in California for each season of the year. In addition, 
the seasonal variation in the spatial visibility patterns
would be discussed. Also the time of occurrence of the 
lowest visibility and the magnitude of the lowest 
visibility would be determined. 
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• As part of Task B, long-term visibility trends from 
1948-1976 would be determined separately for each 
quarter. This analysis will include 10 to 15 loca
ti.ons and the results would be used to help identify
the types of sources or controls responsible for the 
major long-term changes in seasonal visibilities. 

Task C would result in a definition of general 
meteorological classes to help isolate air quality
effects at various locations from climatological
effects. Existing visibility levels would be strati
fied according to these meteorological classes for 
approximately 15 locations. The portion of the spatial
gradients in California visibility that are due to 
aerosol concentrations could then be distinguished
from that due to climatology . 

• 



• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-44 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 851-70 entitled "Source
Receptor Reconciliation of South Coast Air Basin Particulate Air Quality
Data", has been submitted by the Consultants on Air Pollution Control, 
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 851-70 entitled "Source-Receptor Reconciliation of 
South Coast Air Basin Particulate Air Quality Data", submitted by
the Consultants on Air Pollution Control, for an amount not to exceed 

- $59,731; 

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 851-70 entitled "Source-Receptor Reconciliation of 
South Coast Air Basin Particulate Air Quality Data", submitted by the 
Consultants on Air Pollution Control, for an amount not to exceed 
$59,731, 

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 $59,731. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-44 as passed by
the Air Resources Board 



.
• 

• 
ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

• 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-8-5b(7)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 851-70 entitled "Source 
Receptor Reconciliation of South Coast Air Basin 
Particulate Air Quality Data" 

Adopt Resolution 79-44 approving Research Proposal 
No. 851-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$59,731. 

State and federal long-term air quality standards 
for tota1 suspended particulate matter, 60 and 
75 µgm/m annual geometric mean respectively, 
are exceeded by roughly a factor of two in many 
parts of the South Coast Air Basin. The constitu
ents of this total suspended particulate matter 
burden include an unusual high fraction of very 
fine particles of diameter less than one micro
meter. These aerosols are largely responsible for 
the well-known visibility problem in the South 
Coast Air Basin, and they are easily respirable. 

This proposal from Glenn Cass and Gregory McRae 
would provide source/receptor relationships for 
particulate matter in the South Coast Air Basin. 
This would be accomplished through a trace metal 
balance approach for allocating South Coast Air 
Basin ambient particulate matter among emission 
sources. The proponents would: 

l) Perform an analysis and presentation of 
South Coast Air Basin trace metal air quality 
data; 

2) Prepare South Coast Air Basin particulate 
matter source signatures; and 

3) Trace the relative contribution of different 
source types to the ambient particulate 
matter observed at selected monitoring sites. 

This proposal presents an opportunity to employ
newly-gained emissions and air quality data sets 
in a way that will assist the staff in the de
velopment of control strategies for particulate 
matter. 

' 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-45 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 855-70 entitled "Toxicological 
Investigation of Fine Particle Emissions From Oil-Fired Power Plants" has 
been submitted by the University of California at Davis 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 855-70 entitled ''Toxicological Investigation of Fine 
Particle Emissions from Oil-Fired Power Plants", submitted by the 
University of California at Davis for an amount not to exceed $132,527; 

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 855-70 entitled "Toxicological Investigation of Fine 
Particle Emissions from Oil-Fired Power Plants", submitted by the 
University of California at Davis, for an amount not to exceed $132,527, 

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 $132,527. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-45 as passed by
the Air R urces Board 

• 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

ITEM NO; 79-8-5b (8)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 855-70 entitled ''Toxicological 
Investigation of Fine Particle Emissions from Oil
Fi red Power Pl ants" 

Adopt Resolution 79-45 approving Research Proposal
855-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$132,527. 

Oil-fired power plants produce the majority of 
combustion generated electricity in California. 
In the process they emit considerable amounts of 
fine particles in the respirable size range. Only 
a limited number of studies have been done on the 
physical and chemical nature of this material. 
None has been done on their toxic nature. 

These limited data indicate that oil ash is 
different in many ways from other fly ashes, such 
as from coal. The overall distribution of parti
cle sizes is shifted toward the smaller end of the 
spectrum for oil; trace-element enrichment and 
particle morphology also differ for coal. The 
trace elements present in oil ash include some 
believed to be harmful in very low concentrations. 
Previous studies on the analysis of such ashes 
suggests their presence but the method of analysis 
leaves questions on the elements of concern as 
well as the size distribution of over 85% of the 
particles. They were too fine to be separated
with the methods used in these studies. 

The main objective of this study by U.C. Davis is 
to evaluate the relative biological hazards of 
ashes from oil-fired power plants in terms of their 
mutagenic and toxicological properties. These 
findings will be compared with what is already
known about ash from coal fired plants and data 
that will become available to compare with wet
scrubbed, baghouse-filtered coal plants that are 
expected to be constructed in California. 

• 
The Board and other state and local regulatory
agencies will be faced with decisions on trade
offs dealing with coal- and oil-fired plants in 



• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-46 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 856-70 entitled "Chemical 
Consequences of Air Quality Standards and of Control Implementation Plans", 
has been submitted by the University of California, Riverside, 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 856-70 entitled "Chemical Consequences of Air 
Quality Standards and of Control Implementation Plans", submitted 
by the University of California, Riverside, for an amount not to 
exceed $124,886; 

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 N~mber 856-70 entitled ''Chemical Consequences of Air 
Quality Standards and of Control Implementation Plans", submitted 
by the University of California, Riverside, for an amount not to 
exceed $124,886, 

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 $124,886. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-46 as passed by 
the Air IYll!!~rces Board 

Secretary 



• State of California 
AtR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

ITEM NO: 79-8-5b(9l
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 856-70 entitled "Chemical 
Consequences of Air Quality Standards and of Control 
Implementation Plans" 

Adopt Resolution 79-46 approving Research Proposal 
No. 856-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$124,886. 

This proposal from the Statewide Air Pollution 
Research Center at the University of California, 
Riverside consists of three major program elements: 

l. Effects of Relative Humidity on Photochemical 
Smog Formation. 

Although temperature and relative humidity 
are anticipated to significantly affect smog 
formation, the amount of well-defined and 
unambiguous data relating ozone build up to 
these variables is extremely limited. In 
order to address the need for well character
ized data concerning these effects, the in
vestigators are presently conducting a number 
of variable-temperature smog chamber experi
ments. For the coming year it is proposed to 
extend this temperature effects study to an 
examination of effects of humidity on smog
chamber simulations of photochemical air 
pollution over a range of temperatures. 

2. Atmospheric Reactions of Selected Pesticides. 

Increasing attention is being focused on the 
environmental hazards posed by pesticide 
materials and their transformation products
in soil, water and air. The yearly applica
tion of pesticide chemicals in the United 
States now exceeds one billion pounds and 
estimates of pesticide use in California 
amount to as much as 20 percent of the 
national use. 

Recently, the California Air Resources Board 

• has been concerned with reactive ,organic 
emissions from pesticide formulations and 
their possible contributions to oxidant 



• formation in the California central valleys.
A further concern is the potential adverse 
health effects associated with the exposure 
of humans to pesticide ingredients and the 
related compounds resulting from smog-induced
decomposition in the atmosphere. 

This element of the proposal focuses on two 
insecticides which are widely used in 
California: Carbaryl and Phorate. They are 
representative of the two important classes 
of compounds, carbamates and organo-phosphates,
which are increasingly displacing organo~chlorine 
compounds. The atmospheric products generated
under photoreactive c.onditions as well as in 
clean air will be investigated. Carbamates, 
for example, have the potential to form 
highly carcinogenic nitrosamines when incor
porated in NOx-rich photochemical smog.
Carbaryl has already been demonstrated to 
react with sodium nitrite in acid solution 
to form nitroso-carbaryl which is a mutagen 
fn an in vitro bacterial test system. 

3. Atmospheric Fate of Nitro9ene0t:1s Comlounds 
Anticipated from Ammonia Injection a Power 
Plants. 

Ammonia injection is being considered to 
reduce NOx emissions from stationary fuel 
burning facilities such as electric utility 
power plants. Because of this, it is 
important to establish whether significant 
emissions of NH3 may occur and whether 
secondary products may be fonned which in 
themselves may constitute a hazard or which 
under atmospheric transfonnations may lead 
to the fonnation of toxic species. 

The major thrust of this program element will 
be an investigation of the atmospheric 
reactions of the nitrogen-containing organic 
trace products which are anticipated to be 
formed in the NH3-NO reduction process and 
for which, to our knowledge, virtually no 
information concerning their atmospheric
reaction chemistry is available . 

• 



State of California• AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-47 

April 25, 1979 

l4HEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 861-70 entitled "The 
Selective Reduction of NO Through Ammonia Addition: Application to 
the Combustion of Oil Fuels", has been submitted by the Lawrence 
Berkeley Laboratory, to the Air Resources Board; and 

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

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

• 
Proposal Number 861-70 entitled "The Selective Reduction of NO 
Through Arrmonia Addition: Application to the Combustion of Oil 
Fuels", submitted by the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, for an 
amount not to exceed $100,000; 

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 861-70 entitled "The Selective Reduction of NO 
Through Ammonia Addition: Application to the Combustion of Oil 
Fuels", submitted by the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, for an 
amount not to exceed $100,000, 

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 $100,000. 

I certify that the above is 
a true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-47 as passed by
the Air Resources Board 



• 
ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATroN: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-8~5b (101
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 861-70 entitled "The 
Selective Reduction of NO Through Ammonia 
Addition: Application to ttie Combustion of Oil 
Fuels" 

Adopt Resolution 79-47 approving Research Proposal
No. 861-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$100,000 

The ammonia injection method of controlling NOx 
emissions from large stationary sources is currently 
being considered as a control measure in California. 
During a research project that is now nearing
completion, these investigators have studied the 
ammonia-related combustion products from a labora
tory burner, using propane as the fuel. Trace 
compounds formed in the ammonia denox process will 
be identified and measured as a function of: 
1) equivalence ratio, 2) ammonia concentration, 
3) NO concentration, and 4) temperature of com
bustion products at the point of ammonia injection. 
These compounds include, in addition to ammonia, 
hydrogen cyanide, low molecular weight amines and 
ni tril es. 

The purpose of the new project proposed by the 
University of California at Berkeley is to extend 
this work to fuel oils, to identify products 
resulting from combustion of fuel-bound nitrogen
and to investigate the influences of sulfur oxides. 
In this project, special analyses for nitrosamines 
will be made through a cooperative arrangement with 
the Statewide Air Pollution Research Center at the 
University of California, Riverside. All products 
will be evaluated for photochemical reactivity to 
determine whether they might react with polluted
air to form other hazardous compounds such as 
nitrosamines or nitramines or promote oxidant or 
aerosol formation. 



• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-48 

April 25, 1979 

WHEREAS, a solicited research Proposal Number 845-70 entitled "Alternatives 
to Agricultural Waste Burning of Rice Straw in California", has been 
submitted by the Copley International 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 845-70 entitled "Alternatives to Agricultural
Waste Burning of Rice Straw in California", submHted by the 
Copley International Corporations, for an amount not to exceed 
$59,477; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BEfl'RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board under the 
powers and authori~y 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 845-70 entitled "Alternativ.es to Agricultural
Waste Burning of Rice Straw in California", submitted by the 
Copley International Corporation, for an amount not to exceed 
$59,477, 

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 $59,477. 

I certify that the above is 
a -true and correct copy of 
Resolution 79-48 as passed by 
the Air R Board 

• 

https://Alternativ.es
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ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM NO: 79-8-56(11)
DATE: April 25, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 845-70 entitled ''Alternatives 
to Agricultural Waste Burning of Rice Straw in 
California" 

Adopt Resolution 79-48 approving Research Proposal
No. 845-70 for funding in an amount not to exceed 
$59,477. 

This project is intended to provide the Air 
Resources Board with information on the technical 
and economic feasibility of short-term alternatives 
to the burning of rice straw in the Sacramento 
Valley and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins with 
emphasis on incorporating the rice straw into the 
soil and on the implications for stem rot control. 

Four proposals were submitted in response to the 
Request for Proposals for this study. The proposal 
submitted by Copley International Corporation was 
judged by the Research Screening Committee and the 
staff to be the best proposal and most likely to 
provide the ARB with the requested economic and 
technical details on incorporation, the stem rot 
problem, and related issues. 

Prominent features of the study are the focus on 
the economics in addition to the technical aspects
of alternatives to the open burning of rice straw, 
and a survey of all rice growers in the Sacramento 
and San Joaquin Valleys. All reasonable alterna
tives to rice straw burning will be considered in 
terms of small, medium and large rice farms. A 
technical evaluation committee composed of 
recognized experts in this field will be employed 
to comment on the literature review, on information 
voids, and on the various alternatives to burning. 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-49 

May 24, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution 
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates 
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, Ventura County was designated nonattainment for 
oxidant and total suspended particulates under provisions of Section 
107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Ventura County Board of Supervisors and the 
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) were designated 
by the ARB as the local lead agencies for the preparation of the 1979 
nonattainment plan for Ventura County; 

E. WHEREAS, the Ventura County Air Quality Management Pl an 
(AQMP) was reviewed by the cities of the county, other interested 
organizations, and the public; 

F. WHEREAS, the AQMP was adopted by the Ventura County Board 
of Supervisors on May 27, 1979 to meet the requirements of the Clean 
Air Act as amended in 1977 after noticed hearing; 

G. WHEREAS, the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District 
(VCAPC~ deferred to the ARB the adoption of the proposed Rule 59.l for 
electric power generating equipment, oxides of nitrogen emissions; 

H. WHEREAS, the County Board of Supervisors transmitted the 
AQMP to the ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 

I. ~JHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated
by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to 
the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which a 30-day notice to 
the public has been provided; 

J. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
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Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act 
(California Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

K. WHEREAS, the Board has received testimony that certain 
modifications to the AQMP are needed to make the plan conform with 
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act, as amended; 

LEAD AGENCY DESIGNATION 

l. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Board recommends the 
continued designation of the Ventura County Board of Supervisors and 
the SCAG as the local lead agencies for nonattainment area planning
in Ventura County subject to agreement between the Ventura County Board 
of Supervisors, SCAG, and ARB upon a division of responsibilities for 
continued planning as required by Section 174 of the Clean Air Act. The 
Board further finds that the division of responsibilities should take the 
form of a detailed work program for air quality planning in Ventura County
and a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between ARB and the local lead 
agencies; 

INCLUSION OF EPA CONTROL TECHNOLOGY GUIDANCE I (CTG)
AND ARB CATEGORY I REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board accepts the VCAPCD 
commitments to adopt enforceable regulations to implement the federally
required CTG I and state required Category I RACMs (including controls 
for architectural coatings. dry cleaning, floating roof tanks, valves and 
flanges at oil refineries, cutback asphalt, degreasing, paper and fabric 
coatings, refinery vacuum producing equipment, oil/water gravity separation 
devices, and process turnarounds at refineries and other facilities).
The Executive Officer is delegated the authority to adopt, after public
hearings. enforceable regulations for the VCAPCD if the District has not 
adopted rules as effective as the ARB model or suggested rules by June 30, 
1979. The Executive Officer is authorized to submit such adopted rules 
to the EPA as an SIP revision; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board directs the ARB staff to 
work with the VCAPCD staff to determine whether the District's vapor 
recovery rules are as effective as the ARB model rules. If the Executive 
Officer determines, after consultation with the District, that the rules 
are not as effective as the ARB model rules, and that the District will 
not adopt acceptable rules by June 30, 1979, the Executive Officer shall 
adopt for Ventura County, after public hearings, rules as effective as 
the ARB model rules for vapor recovery; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Executive Officer is directed 
to continue working with the Department of Interior and other federal 
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agencies to resolve questions regarding the regulation of emissions 
from marine lightering and to work with the VCAPCD and other California 
coastal districts to recommend to the Board revisions to the ARB model 
rules for lightering as necessary to make the model rule at least as 
effective as the federal requirements. The Executive Officer is 
furthter directed to work with the VCAPCD to effect the adoption of 
a rule which is as effective as this model rule. The Board further 
directs the Executive Officer to forward such rule to the EPA as an SIP 
revision if he finds the rule to be consistent with the ARB model rule; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the AQMP 
includes credit for emission reductions which would result from the 
implementation of the proposed Rule 59.1 for the control of nitrogen
dioxide from power plants. The Board also finds that the AQMP does not 
project attainment of the ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) by 1982. Rule 59. l would be effective in helping to attain the 
standard by 1987. The Board adopts Rule 59.l, electric power generating 
equipment, oxides of nitrogen emissions, as proposed for the VCAPCD. 
The Executive Officer is directed to delay the forwarding of Rule 59.l 
to EPA until August 31, 1979. Prior to August 31, 1979, the Executive 
Officer is directed to work with the VCAPCD to develop amendments to 
Rules 59 and 59.l which incorporate the terms of the existing variance 
on the Southern California Edison Ormond Beach facility. The Executive 
Officer shall forward modified versions of 59 and 59.l reflecting amendments 
made by the VCAPCD providing the Executive Officer has determined the 
modified rules result in an air quali:ty benefit;• 

NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the District's 
current New Source Review (NSR) rules are neither consistent with Section 
173 of the Clean Air Act nor as effective as the ARB model NSR rules. 
The Board further finds that the District has committed to adopt by
June 30, 1979, NSR rules whiGh (1) are consistent with the.Clean Air Act, 
(2) are as effective as the ARB model NSR rules, and (3) implement the 
emission growth allocation system described in the AQMP. The Board 
accepts the District's commitment to adopt such rules, provided that 
proposed large sources be required to tradeoff emission increases in a 
manner consistent with the requirements of the ARB model NSR rules 
instead of following the requirements of Ventura's emission allocation 
system. However, the VCAPCD rules may permit the construction of a 
large source under the provisions of their emission allocation system
if the VCAPCD determines, after public and ARB notice similar to that 
required for major sources under the ARB model NSR rules, that the source 
will not adversely affect the employment or services that would have 
resulted had the allocations been used by other than large sources. For 
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the purposes of this resolution, a large source is: (l) a new source 
which will emit at least 250 pounds per day of oxides of nitrogen or 
volatile organic compounds or (2) an existing source which due to 
modification will increase its emissions of oxides of nitrogen or 
volatile organic compounds by at least 250 pounds per day. 

Further, the Board delegates to the Executive Officer the authority 
to adopt, after public hearings, appropriate NSR rules if the District 
has not done so by June 30, 1979; 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that 
increased petroleum development in the Outer Continental Shelf which 
results in an adverse impact on air quality in Ventura County is not 
in conformance with the SIP. The Executive Officer is directed to 
pursue aggressively all available legal remedies to prevent unmitigated 
emission increases from occurring on the Outer Continental Shelf; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds the VCAPCD has 
submitted to the ARB a revised air quality analysis which the Board finds 
acceptable for the 1979 SIP submission. The Board directs the Executive 
Officer to amend the plan to replace the air quality analysis with this 
revised district analysis; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the methods 
of analyses used in the AQMP to estimate the impact on ambient air 
quality of control strategies for ozone and total suspended particulates 
must be improved as part of the effort to develop revised strategies 
which demonstrate attainment and maintenance of these standards. The 
Board directs the ARB staff to participate with the VCAPCD, SCAG, and 
the South Coast AQMD staff in the development of a work program by 
August 31, 1979 for utilizing appropriate modeling techniques for the 1982 
submission for ozone and for further revisions of the total suspended 
particulate strategies. The Board further commits to utilizing a regional 
photochemical airshed model in cooperation with the VCAPCD, SCAG, and 
the South Coast AQMD to analyze the effectiveness of the control strategies 
and determine the degree of emission control required to attain the ozone 
standard; 

TOTAL SUSPENDED PARTICULATES 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that all currently
reasonably available controls to reduce ambient TSP levels have been 
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applied to traditional sources in Ventura County and that such controls 
are not sufficient to demonstrate attainment of the TSP standards. 
The Board adds to the SIP submission a commitment to study further 
a rule for controlling particulate emissions from electric utility 
boilers. The Board requests Ventura County to develop a work program 
by June 30, 1979 to study the TSP problem. The work program should 
include a schedule to develop, submit, and implement the necessary 
regulations for controlling non-traditional particulate matter sources 
to attain the NAAQS by December 31, 1982 and maintain thereafter~ 

The Board requests that EPA accept the present pl an, along with the 
conmitments to revise the TSP strategy as adequate for the 1979 
submission. The Board approves the requests contained in the Ventura 
County Plan for an 18-month extension to develop control strategies for 
the attainment of the secondary standards for TSP; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

ll. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that a program for 
further evaluation of each of the 18 transportation control measures 
(TCMs) outlined in Section l08(f) of the Clean Air Act needs to be 
developed pursuant to the EPA/DOT Guidelines. The Boar.d finds that 
Ventura County and SCAG need to submit by June 30, 1979 the resource 
commitments of each implementing agency identified in the AQMP for the 
development of TCMs and the implementation of those identified by the 
county as reasonably available; 

12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds the Ventura AQMP 
recognizes the Clean Air Act Section llO(c)(5)(B)(i) requirement to 
establish, expand, and improve public transportation measures to meet 
basic transportation needs, but does not contain a satisfactory commitment 
to meet this requirement. The Board also finds that basic transportation 
needs include both those created by the implementation of TCMs and those 
transportation needs which currently exist. The Board requests Ventura 
County and SCAG to develop a work program by August 31, 1979 for the 
establishment and improvement of the public transportation system which 
will provide an acceptable level of mobility and an alternative to low 
occupancy vehicle transportation; 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board also finds the use of the 
inspection and maintenance program to meet the 1982 emission reduction 
goal for transportation sources is not in conformance with EPA requirements 
and that the plan does not include transportation source emission 
reduction goal for 1987. The Board requests Ventura County and SCAG to 
develop a work program by August 31, 1979 which commits to schedules for 
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the development and implementation of additional TCMs. Consideration 
should be given to ambitious packages of measures to achieve an emissions 
reduction target or percent reduction to meet the requirements of the 
Clean Air Act for reasonable further progress and maintenance of the air 
quality standard for ozone; 

LOCAL GENERAL PLAN CONFORMITY WITH THE SIP 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board supports the AQMP emission 
allocation system as a mechanism to maintain consistency between regional 
air quality projections and AQMP growth forecasts and accepts the 
emission allocation system for inclusion in the 1979 SIP, provided the 
allocation system for stationary sources is modified to reflect provision 
No. 6 of this resolution and provided the VCAPCB submits by September 30, 
1979 a method to monitor and report on: (l) the effectiveness of adopted
control measures; (2) the consistency of local growth with the AQMP regional
growth forecasts; and, (3) the conformance of actual emissions with the 
allocated emissions. This method will be utilized as a part of the annual 
reasonable further progress report, with the first report due January 31, 
1980; 

OTHER MEASURES 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the ARB includes in the SIP rev1s1on 
a commitment to work with the VCAPCD to study further those stationary 
source control measures identified as appropriate for further study in 
Table l of the staff report, SIP Revision - Ventura County. The VCAPCD 
shall consider adoption of all such measures which these studies show to be 
RACMs; 

16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the plan, as 
modified by the ARB, identifies specific categories of measures for further 
study of stationary and transportation controls by Ventura County, SCAG, 
and the ARB. The plan also includes an overall commitment to develop
expeditiously a plan containing revised air quality analyses and additional 
control measures to be submitted to the EPA by July l, 1982. The Board 
finds that these actions, when carried out, will be sufficient to provide
for attainment and maintenance of the NAAQS for ozone and collectively meet 
Section 172(b)(ll)(C) of the Clean Air Act which requires the identification 
of those measures needed to attain ozone standards prior to December 31, 
1987; 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds the commitment of 
the VCAPCD to implement control measures for pesticides and mgrine tanker 
loading is appropriate and includes these measures in the plan for further 
study. The emission reductions associated with these measures are 
appropriate as target reductions which will be defined upon further study. 
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Pending development and implementation of the rules necessary to 
achieve the estimated emission reductions, credit for these measures 
is deleted from the plan. The Board directs the Executive Officer to 
work with the VCAPCD to develop appropriate rules for these measures, 
and to modify the SIP to include appropriate emission reduction credits 
upon adoption of such rules by the VCAPCD; 

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attaining 
the ozone standard, Ventura County must commit to an Inspection and 
Maintenance program. The Board finds that Ventura's request for "Motor 
Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance Program" demonstrates local commitment, 
and the Board supports legislative authorization of such a program for 
Ventura County; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
AQMP does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards for ozone 
by December 31, 1982 despite the implementation of all reasonably
avail ab1 e contro 1 measures; 

20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an 
extension of the attainment date for the ozone national ambient air 
quality standard until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board approves the request for 
an extension for attainment of the ozone standard; 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the adopted 
measures in the AQMP are adequate to meet the Clean Air Act requirements 
to maintain Reasonable Further Progress in reducing the emission of ozone 
precursors until such time that a revised plan can be prepared; 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reasonable 
Further Progress toward attainment of the NAAQS, the Board directs Ventura 
County in cooperation with SCAG to provide ARB with an annual analysis 
and verification of emission reductions and air quality improvements to 
demonstrate that Reasonable Further Progress is occurring; 
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PRE-PERMIT REVIEW 

24. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the California 
Envi ronmenta1 Qua1 i ty Act (CEQA) process equi va1ent to that required by
Section 172(b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating to industrial siting; 

BOARD ADOPTION 

25. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as other.wise specified
above, the Board finds that the AQMP contains the elements necessary to 
meet the presently applicable requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act 
as amended. The Board approves those elements of the Ventura County Plan, 
except as modified above, and directs the Executive Officer to submit 
the same to EPA for approval, together with all acceptable technical 
support documentation as may be useful in showing compliance with 
the requirements of Part D. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-49 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

Public 
Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 

Issuing
Authority: 

Comment: 

• Response: 

Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Ventura County
Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) as a Revision to the 
State of California Implementation Plan (SIP) for the 
Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) 

79-49 

May 23 and 24, 1979 

May 24, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

Testimony was presented by Ms. Laurie Chisler of the 
Citizens Advisory Committee that the population growth
projected in the Ventura plan is too high and will 
therefore have negative environmental impacts due to 
pollution associated with growth . 

The ARB is not a land use planning agency. What the ARB 
must require, however, is that the population projections
of local planning agencies be consistent with each other 
so that pollutant emissions engendered by this growth will 
be adequately mitigated by control strategies sufficient 
to demonstrate reasonable further progress and to attain 
and maintain the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
by the dates required by the Clean Air Act. 

The air quality impacts of the growth projected in the 
Ventura County plan will be adequately compensated for 
through implementation of regulatory measures committed 
to in the adopted plan. Water quality impacts of increased 
population growth are not addressed in this plan, but will 
be addressed by the areawide 208 plan. Mitigation of 
other negative impacts of projected growth is a responsi
bility of local governments, ghrough continuing planning
and during consideration of specific projects. 

CERTIFIED: 

JUN 111979DATE: 



State of California 

Memorandum 

Huey E. Johnson Dme I June 14, 1979 
Secretary 
Resources Agency Subject: ARB Hearings 

Resolutions 79-30, 
79-31, 79-32, 79-33, 
79-34, 79-35, 79-36, 
~, 79-50 

From I Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



• State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-50 

May 24, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the 
revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state in order 
to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient air quality
standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, Santa Barbara County was designated nonattainment 
for oxidant, carbon monoxide, and total suspended particulates under 
provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors was 
designated by the ARB on March 31, 1978 as the local lead agency for the 
preparation of the 1979 nonattainment plan for Santa Barbara County; 

E. ~IHEREAS, the Santa Barbara County Air Quality Attainment Plan 
(AQAP) was reviewed by the cities of the region, other interested organiza
tions, and the public; 

F. WHEREAS, the Santa Barbara County AQAP was adopted by the Santa 
Barbara County Board of Supervisors on May 14, 1979 to meet the requirements 
of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 after noticed hearing; 

e G. WHEREAS, the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors transmitted 
the AQAP to the ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 

H. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated by
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to the SIP 
be adopted after a public hearing for which a 30-day notice to the public
has been provided; 

I. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean Air 
Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

J. WHEREAS, the Board has received testimony that certain 
modifications to the Santa Barbara County AQAP are needed to make the plan
conform with requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act, as amended; 
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LEAD AGENCY DESIGNATION 

• 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board recognizes 
Santa Barbara County's desire to independently pursue actions to 
protect:and enhance air quality. The Board recommends the continued 
designation of the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors as the 
local lead agency for nonattainment area planning in Santa Barbara 
County subject to agreement between the Santa Barbara County Board 
of Supervisors and ARB upon a division of responsibilities for continued 
planning as required by Section 174 of the Clean Air Act. The Board 
further finds that the division of responsibilities should take the 
form of a detailed work program for air quality planning in Santa 
Barbara County and a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between ARB and 
the local lead agency; 

INCLUSION OF EPA CONTROL TECHNOLOGY GUIDANCE I (CTG) AND 
ARB CATEGORY I REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES 

2. BE IT FURT~ER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts the Santa 
Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) commits to _adoot 
enforceable reguJations to implement the federally required CTG I and 
state required RACMs (including dry cleaning, degreasing, architectural 
surface coatings, valves and flanges at refineries, cutback asphalt,
manufactured metal parts and products coatings, fixed and floating 
roof tanks, refinery vacuum producing equipment, oil/water gravity
separation devices, and process turnarounds at refi neries,;and other 
facilities). The Executive Officer is delegated the authority to 
adopt, after public hearing, enforceable regulations for the Santa 
Barbara APCD if the District has not adopted a rule as effective as the 
ARB rule or suggested rules by June 30, 1979. The Executive Officer is 
authorized to submit such adopted rules to the EPA as an SIP revision; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
ARB staff to work with the Santa Barbara County APCD to provide the 
District with all available information on field studies comparing 
various Phase II vapor recovery systems. This should include the on
going study in the South Coast Air Basin and any other similar studies. 
If such studies show that the assist systems have the claimed advantage
in recovery efficiency, a significant advantage in areas such as 
reliability, customer acceptance, maintainability, and enforceability,
and a reasonable cost effectiveness, the Executive Officer wi 11 work 
with the District to consider adoption of rules which will require the 
use of assist systems by 1982. The District will continue the immediate 
implementation of their current vapor recovery rule• 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer is 
directed to continue working with the Department of Interior and other 
federal agencies to resolve questions regarding the regulation of 
emissions from marine lightering and to work with the Santa Barbara 
County APCD and other California coastal districts to recommend to the 
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Board rev1s1ons to the ARB model rules for lightering as necessary to 
make the model rule at least as effective as the federal requirements. 
The Executive Officer is further directed to work with the Santa 
Barbara County APCD to effect the adoption of a rule which is as 
effective as this model rule. The Board further directs the Executive 
Officer to forward such rule to the EPA as an SIP revision if he 
finds the rule to be consistent withtthe ARB model rule; 

OIL PRODUCTION DEVELOPMENT 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that 
increased petroleum development in the California Coastal Waters off the 
coast of Santa Barbara County results in an adverse impact on air qual itv 
in Santa Barbara and is not in conformance with the SIP. The Executive 
Officer is directed to pursue aggressively all available legal remedies 
to prevent unmitigated emission increases from occurring on the Outer 
Continental Shelf; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recognizes the 
need for measures for effecting further reductions in the emissions of 
organic compounds from off-shore petroleum production facilities in order 
to attain and maintain the NAAQS for ozone in Santa Barbara County, and 
the Board commends the District for including Rule 327 in the AQAP. 
The Board directs the Executive Officer to determine whether the Santa 
Barbara County APCD's Rule 327 and the alternative measure of an oil 
transport pipeline are reasonably available measures for the control of 
emissions of organic compounds due to the transportation of petroleum 
from off-shore production fields en route to refineries. The Board 
further directs the Executive Officer to work with the Santa Barbara 
County APCD to effect the adoption of a rule to implement the pipeline 
measure, and to include these measures in the SIP to be submitted to 
EPA if he finds them to be reasonably available control measures. Also, 
the Board directs the Executive Officer to work with the District to 
determine the maximum feasible degree of control of emissions resulting 
from the on-loading and off-loading of organic compounds to and from 
marine tankers; 

CARBON MONOXIDE CONTROL STRATEGY 

7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the AQAP 
adequately demonstrates attainment of the carbon monoxide (CO) standards 
by 1982, largely through the emission reductions achieved by existing
mobile source controls and an annual motor vehicle inspection and 
maintenance program. The Board finds the Santa Barbara plan for CO 
acceptable as a 1979 nonattainment plan and urge the Legislature to 



• -4-

provide the necessary authority to allow an enforceable commitment to 
an annual motor vehicle inspection program. The County should commit 

• 

to monitor strategy effectiveness through the annual RFP reporting 
process to ensure attainment of the standards by 1982; 

TOTAL SUSPENDED PARTICULATES 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that all 
currently reasonably available controls to reduce ambient TSP levels 
have been applied to traditional sources in Santa Barbara County and 
that such controls are not sufficient to demonstrate attainment of the 
TSP standard. The Board accepts Santa Barbara County's commitment to 
develop a work program for TSP reanalysis and strategy development. The 
work program should be developed by June 30, 1979 and should include 
a schedule to develop, submit, and implement the necessary regulations for 
controlling nontraditional particulate matter sources to attain the NAAQS 
by December 31, 1982 and maintain thereafter; 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to work with the District staff to determine by
October 31, 1979, whether the adoption of more stringent TSP control 
measures on traditional sources in the northern part of the District 
are reasonably available and would help to attain the national ambient 
air quality standards for total suspended particulate matter. Such a 
determination is to include an assessment of the extent to which such 
rules could be made more stringent, the extent to which emissions of 
TSP would be reduced, and the degree to which such emission reductions 
would affect ambient TSP levels. If the Executive Officer determines 
that more stringent TSP control measures on traditional sources are RACT 
and would contribute to reductions in ambient TSP levels, the District 
shall consider making such amendments to its rules and regulations. If 
the District does not take effective action, the Executive Officer is 
delegated the authority to adopt after hearing, appropriate amendments 
to District rules; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the requests
contained in the Santa Barbara County plan for an 18-month extension to 
develop a control strategy for the attainment of the secondary standard 
for TSP is justified; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS 

11. BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the locally
adopted AQAP contains an acceptable EKMA air quality analysis for the 
Santa Barbara South Coast to serve as justification for an extension to 
1987; 
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12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Boatd finds that the 
methods of analyses used in the AQAP to estimate the impact on ambient 
air quality of control strategies for ozone, carbon monoxide, and 
total suspended particulates must be improved as part of the effort to 
develop revised strategies which demonstrate attainment and maintenance 
of these standards. The Board directs the ARB staff to participate
with the Santa Barbara County staff in the development of a work program 
by August 31, 1979 for utilizing appropriate modeling techniques for 
the 1982 submission for ozone and carbon monoxide and for further 
revisions of the total suspended particulate strategies; 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board acknowledges the 
expressed desire of the Santa Barbara County Supervisors to develop and 
apply a regional photochemical model to analyze the effectiveness of 
control measures and strategies and to determine more precisely the 
emissions limitations consistent with attainment and maintenance of the 
ozone standard. The Board encourages these efforts and commits to 
working closely with the Santa Barbara County APCD, its staff and 
consultants, to assist them in developing their regional model. The 
Board is also committed to the development of a regional photochemical
model that can properly account for the effects of interdistrict 
transport of pollutants. Modeling efforts for Santa Barbara should be 
coordinated with this ARB modeling effort and with modeling efforts of 
other districts to provide the necessary information on boundary conditions 
for models in both Santa Barbara and in neighboring counties; 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board accepts the revised 
County emission inventory for RHC as included in the adopted AQAP as 
adequate to meet the Clean Air Act requirements for a 1979 SIP revision; 

NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
existing New Source Review (NSR) rules of the Santa Barbara APCD do not 
comply with Section 173 of the Clean Air Act and that the District has 
committed to adopt a rule as effective as the ARB model NSR rules by 
June 30, 1979. The Board accepts the Santa Barbara County APCD commitment 
to adopt such an NSR rule and delegates to the Executive Officer the 
authority to adopt, after hearing, the ARB model NSR rules if the District 
has not adopted a rule as effective as the ARB model rules by June 30, 1979; 

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES 

16. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Santa 
Barbara County recommends future reanalysis of the 18 Transportation
Control Measures (TCMs) identified in Section 108(f) of the Clean Air Act 
in developing a 1982 SIP revision. The Board finds the AQAP does not 
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identify an emission reduction goal or percent reduction to be achieved 
by the transportation system. The Board also finds that to meet the 
Clean Air Act requirements for further planning related to the granting 
of an extension for attainment of the ozone or carbon monoxide standards, 
Santa Barbara County must affirmatively consider and analyze ambitious 
alternative packages of transportation control measures, including
public transportation measures to meet basic transportation needs, which 
are designed to achieve a locally determined emissions reduction target 
or a percent reduction in the continuing planning and implementation 
program. The Board requests Santa Barbara County to develop a work plan
by August 31, 1979 which commits to schedules and resources for the 
development and implementation of future RACM and TCMs. Consideration 
should be given to ambitious packages of TCMs to achieve an emissions 
reduction target or percent reduction to meet reasonable further progress
and maintenance of the air quality standards; 

OTHER MEASURES 

17. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ARB includes in the SIP 
revision a commitment to work with the Santa Barbara APCD to study
further those stationary source control measures identified in Table I 
of the staff report, SIP Revision - Santa Barbara County. The Santa 
Barbara APCD shall consider adoption of all such measures which these studies 
show to RACMs; 

18. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the plan, 
as modified by the ARB, identifies specific categories of measures for 
further study of stationary and transportation controls by Santa Barbara 
County and the ARB. The Board finds that these actions, when carried out, 
will be sufficient to provide for attainment and maintenance of the NAAQS 
for ozone and collectively meet Section 172(b)(ll)(C) of the Clean Air 
Act which requires the identification of those measures needed to attain 
ozone standards prior to December 31, 1987; 

19. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the commitment 
of the Santa Barbara County APCD to implement control measures for 
pesticides is appropriate and includes these measures in the plan for 
further study. The emission reductions associated with these measures 
are appropriate as target reductions which will be defined upon further 
study. Pending development and implementation of the rules necessary 
to achieve the estimated emission reductions, credit for these measures 
is deleted from the plan. The Board directs the Executive Officer to work 
with the Santa Barbara County APCD to develop appropriate rules for this 
measure, and to modify the SIP to include appropriate emission reduction 
credits upon adoption of such rules by the Santa Barbara County APCD; 

• LOCAL GENERAL PLAN CONFORMITY WITH THE SIP 

20. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to meet 
the Clean Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other plan
ning programs, Santa Barbara County has committed to develop a well-defined 
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process and schedule to achieve, monitor, and maintain consistency between 
regional growth forecasts, plans and those aspects of local general 
plans which affect the emissions forecasts in the AQAP. The Board 
requests Santa Barbara County develop a work plan to develop this 
mechanism by August 31, 1979; 

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION 

21. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
AQAP does not demonstrate attainment of the national standards for 
ozone by December 31, 1982 despite the implementation of all reasonably 
available control measures; 

22. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that an 
extension of the attainment date for the ozone national ambient air 
quality standard until no later than December 31, 1987 is justified; 

23. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board approves the 
request for an extension for attainment of the ozone standard; 

REASONABLE FURTHER PROGRESS 

24. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
adopted measures in the AQAP are adequate to meet the Clean Air Act 
requirements to maintain Reasonable Further Progress in reducing the 
emission of ozone precursors until such time that a revised plan can 
be prepared; 

25. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to monitor Reasonable 
Further Progress toward attainment of the NAAQS, the Board directs Santa 
Barbara County to provide ARB with an annual analysis and verification of 
emission reductions and air quality improvements to demonstrate that RFP 
is occurring; 

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM 

26. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that to 
meet the Clean Air Act requirements for granting an extension for attain
ing the ozone standard, Santa Barbara County must commit to an Inspection
and Maintenance Program. The Board finds that Santa Barbara's request
for "Motor Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance Program" demonstrates local 
commitment and the Board supports legislative authorization of such a 
program for Santa Barbara County; 
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PRE-PERMIT REVIEW 

• 

27. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process equivalent to 
that required by Section 172(b)(ll)(A) of the Clean Air Act relating 
to industrial siting; 

BOARD ACTION 

28. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified
above, the Board finds that the AQAP contains the elements necessary to 
meet the presently applicable requirements of Part D of the Clean Air 
Act as amended. The Board approves those elements of the Santa Barbara 
County plan, except as modified above, and directs the Executive Officer 
to submit the same to EPA for approval, together with all acceptable
technical support documentation as may be useful in showing compliance
with the requirements of Part D. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-50 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 
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Memorandum 

Huey E. Johnson Dme a June 14, 1979 
Secretary 
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79-31, 79-32, 79-33, 
79-34, 79-35, 79-36, 
79-49, ~ 

From a Air Resources Board 
Joan Gilpin 
Board Secretary 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 



Corrected Copy 

State of California• AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-51 

May 25, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Basin presently violates the 
state ambient air quality standards for oxidant, carbon monoixde, nitrogen
dioxide, total suspended particulates, sulfates, sulfur dioxide, lead, and 
visibility; 

B. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 
was directed by state legislation to prepare an Air Quality Management Plan 
(AQMP) with the cooperation and active participation of the counties and cities 
within the South Coast District, the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG), the Department of Transportation, and the Air Resources 
Board (ARB); 

C. WHEREAS, the South Coast AQMP was reviewed by the cities and 
counties of the region, other interested organizations, and the public; 

D. WHEREAS, the South Coast AQMP was adopted by the SCAG on 
January 25, 1979, and by the SCAQMD on January 26, 1979, to meet the require
ments of the Lewis Air Quality Management Act after noticed hearing; 

E. WHEREAS, the SCAQMD transmitted the South Coast AQMP to the 
ARB for approval; 

F. WHEREAS, Section 40465 of the Health and Safety Code requires
the ARB to review the South Coast AQMP to modify it as necessary to ensure 
that it contains all reasonable and available methods necessary to achieve and 
maintain air quality standards; 

G. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the provisions 
of the Administrative Procedures Act (California Government Code, Title 2, 
Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

H. WHEREAS, the SCAG Executive Corrmittee has, by Resolution No. 
79-162-1, concurred with the modification of certain portions of the AQMP 
and has specifically requested that a number of changes be made; 

I. WHEREAS, the SCAQMD Board has, by Resolution No. 79-20, 
concurred with the modification of cer.tain portions of the AQMP; 
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l. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
AQMP does not provide for attainment of all'state ambient air quality 
standards by January l, 1980, and must be revised to contain the earliest 
feasible compliance schedules for state standards for oxidants, nitrogen 
dioxide, total suspended particulates, sulfates, and visibility as required 
by Health and Safety Code Section 40462; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the AQMP, 
as amended by the Board at its May 10, 1979 meeting, now includes all 
Reasonable Available Control Measures (RACMs) with the exception of a New 
Source Review rule; 

• 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that the 
existing New Source Review (NSR) rules of the SCAQMD do not comply with 
requirements of AB 250 and requests that the SCAQMD amend the District's 
NSR rules to make them as effective as the ARB model NSR rules I, II, III 
and IV. The Board directs the Executive Officer to work with the SCAQMD 
to effect the adoption of such amendments and to report back to the Board 
by June 30, 1979, on the progress of the District in adopting adequate 
NSR rules. If the District does not adopt NSR rules as effective as the 
model NSR rules, the ARB commits to adopt rules as effective as the ARB 
model rules; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the AQMP must 
be expanded to include provisions which ensure that future growth and 
development within the South Coast AQMD are, to the maximum extent 
feasible, consistent with the goal of maintaining the air quality standards. 
The Board finds that SCAG has not adequately pursued available policy 
alternatives to reduce detrimental air quality impacts of various plans. 
The Board further finds that its actions at its May 10, 1979 hearing have 
amended the AQMP to include commitments which upon implementation will 
partially meet the requirements of AB 250 for mitigation of air quality 
impacts of growth; 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board requests SCAQMD and SCAG 
to develop and submit to ARB by August 31, 1979 a workplan which will be 
used as the AQMP revision to correct the deficiencies identified above in 
provisions one and four, and the ARB commits to assist SCAG and SCAQMD 
in this work; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests the Executive 
Officer to transmit this resolution to the Legislature by June l, 1979 to 
inform it of the actions necessary to meet the requirements and AB 250. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-51 as 
passed by t · Resources Board. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-53 

June 27, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air po11ution
contro1 agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the presentation of the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. l~HEREAS, the San Joaquin Va11ey Air Basin (SJVAB) was 
designated nonattainment for total suspended particulates (TSP) under 
provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D: ~IHEREAS, the ARB is the lead agency for the preparation
of the 1979 nonattainment plan for TSP for the SJVAB and has prepared an 
SIP revision for TSP for the SJVAB; 

E. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promul
gated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions 
to the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which a 30-day notice 
to the public has been provided; 

F. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California
Government Code, Tit1e 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

G. HHEREAS, the violations of the federal TSP standards in 
the SJVAB are 1argely attributable to fugitive dust and secondary 
aerosols which at this time are not fu1ly controllable; 

H. WHEREAS, the current national ambient air quality standards 
for particulate matter are under review and may be revised before 1982 
to limit the ambient levels of small particles rather than a11 particles; 

• 
I. WHEREAS, any strategy to attain size-specific standards 

would have to be based on the size of the particles emitted by various 
sources, and it has not been determined whether the most stringent 
particulate matter rules in effect in other areas of the state would 
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constitute an effective control strategy for the attainment of such a 
standard in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin; 

J. WHEREAS, Reasonably Available Control Technology has been 
applied to sources of TSP and is not sufficient to attain the federal 
primary TSP standards by December 31, 1982; 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Board finds that the 
existing rules of the air pollution control districts (APCDs) in the 
SJVAB adequately meet the requirement that Reasonably Available Control 
Technology be applied to existing traditional sources of particulate 
matter. The Board directs the Executive Officer to submit to the EPA 
those APCD rules necessary to meet requirements for implementation of 
Reasonably Available Control Technology. The Board further directs the 
Executive Officer to submit as an SIP revision, Kern County Rule No. 
424, Control of Sulfur Compounds for Steam Generators in Oilfield 
Operations, following final action on this rule based on a determination 
that federal actions affecting the decontrol of the price of Kern oil 
are sufficient to make the rule economically feasible. If prior to 
action by the Executive Officer the Kern County APCD adopts an equally 
effective regulation, the Executive Officer is directed to submit the 
locally adopted rule as an SIP revision in lieu of the ARB rule; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that, because 
much of the TSP in the SJVAB 1s from nontraditional sources, the imple
mentation of Reasonably Available Control Technology on existing tradi
tional sources is not sufficient to attain the TSP standards, and 
additional time for strategy development is needed. The Board commits 
to develop and submit by December 31, 1981, a plan which contains the 
analysis, control measures, and provisions for rule adoption and imple
mentation needed to attain the federal primary TSP standards by December 31, 
1982, and the secondary standards as expeditiously as practicable. The 
Board directs the Executive Officer to work with the affected APCDs to 
develop, by September 30, 1979, a work program for this effort; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the current 
federal TSP standards do not adequately consider the health impact of 
inhalable particulates and strongly encourages EPA to review the TSP 
standard and establish, according to its published calendar, by December 
1980, a revised standard which will mitigate health impacts of inhalable 
particulates; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the existing standards for TSP do 
not provide an adequate basis for addressing the air quality impacts of 
agricultural burning activities; therefore, the Board directs the 
Executive Officer to investigate all aspects of open field burning of 
agricultural wastes and to schedule a Board meeting on the subject as 
soon as possible; 
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• - 5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board find that the proposed 

SJVAB SIP revision for TSP meets the presently applicable requirements
of Part D of the C1ean Air Act as amended. The Board approves the 
proposed SJVAB SIP revision for TSP and directs the Executive Officer to 
submit the plan, together with technical support documentation as may be 
useful in showing compliance with the requirements of Part D, to the EPA 
as an SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-53 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



Item: 

Resolution 
Number: 

Public 
- Hearing Date: 

Response Date: 
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State of California 
AIR· RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

The San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB) is designated 
as a nonattainment area for the primary and secondary
total suspended particulate (TSP) standards. This 
staff report summarizes the findings of the plan
prepared by ARB staff and recorrmends the Board adopt
the plan as an SIP revision. 

79-53 

June 27, 1979 

June 27, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

None received 

N/A 
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with Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for 
posting the attached notices of decision and response to 
environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

Attachments 

• 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-54 

June 27, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code 
designates the Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) as the air pollution
control agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates
the ARB as the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates 
the revision of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the state 
in order to assure the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by new specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, portions of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 
(SVAB) have been designated nonattainment for total suspended parti
culates (TSP) under provisions of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the ARB is the lead agency for the preparation 
of the 1979 nonattainment plan for TSP for the SVAB and has prepared an 
SIP revision for TSP for the SVAB; 

E. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promul
gated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions 
to the SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which a 30-day notice 
to the public has been provided; 

F. WHEREAS, a public hearing upon 30 days notice and other 
administrative proceedings have been held in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and the provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act (California 
Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 4.5); 

G. WHEREAS, the violations of the federal TSP standards in 
the SVAB are largely attributable to fugitive dust and secondary aerosols 
which at this time are not fully controllable; 

H. WHEREAS, the current national ambient air quality standards 
for particulate matter are under review and may be revised before 1982 
to limit the ambient levels of small particles rather than all particles; 

I. WHEREAS, any strategy to attain size-specific standards 
would have to be based on the size of the particles emitted by various 
sources, and it has not been determined whether the most stringent 
particulate matter rules in effect in other areas of the state would 
constitute an effective control strategy for the attainmen,t of such a 
standard in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin; 
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J. WHEREAS, except for Sacramento County, the violations of 
the federal TSP standards have occurred in non-urban areas as defined by 
EPA; 

K. WHEREAS, Reasonably Available Control Technology has been 
applied to sources of TSP in Sacramento County and is not sufficient to 
attain the federal primary TSP standards by December 31, 1982; 

1. NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Board finds that the 
existing rules of the Sacramento County Air Pollution Control District 
(SCAPCD) adequately meet the requirement that Reasonably Available 
Control Technology be applied to existing traditional sources of parti
culate matter. The Board directs the Executive Officer to submit to the 
EPA those APCD rules necessary to meet requirements for implementation 
of Reasonably Available Control Technology; 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that, because a 
majority of the TSP in the SCAPCD is from nontraditional sources, the 
implementation of Reasonably Available Control Technology on existing 
traditional sources is not sufficient to attain the TSP standards, and 
additional time for strategy development is needed. The Board commits 
to develop and submit by December 31, 1981, a plan which contains the 
analysis, control measures, and provisions for rule adoption and imple
mentation needed to attain the federal primary TSP standards by December 31, 
1982 and the secondary standards as expeditiously as practicable. The 
Board directs the Executive Officer to work with the affected APCDs to 
develop, by September 30, 1979, a work program for this effort; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that exceedances 
of the federal TSP in those portions of the SVAB outside of Sacramento 
County are attributable to airborne soil materials which are not sub
stantially contaminated by man-made pollutants. The Board directs the 
Executive Officer to request that EPA reclassify these areas from non
attainment to unclassifiable, and corrmits to examine this classification 
upon the establishment of an inhalable particulate standard. The Board 
also finds that the implementation of an adequate New Source Review rule 
for those areas is necessary to insure that any new major stationary 
sources are controlled to the extent necessary to prevent violations of 
the TSP standards; 

4. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board finds that the current 
federal TSP standards do not adequately consider the health impact of 
inhalable particulates and strongly encourages EPA to review the TSP 
standard and establish, according to its published calendar, by December 
1980, a revised standard which is based upon the health impacts of 
inhalable particulates; 
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5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the existing standards for 
TSP do not provide an adequate basis for addressing the impacts on air 
quality of agricultural burning activities; therefore; the Board directs 
the Executive Officer to actively investigate all aspects of open field 
burning of agricultural wastes and to schedule a Board meeting on the 
subject as soon as possible; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board find that the proposed
SVAB SIP revision for TSP meets thell!Jlresently applicable requirements of 
Part D of the Clean Air Act as amended. The Board approves the proposed 
SVAB SIP revision for TSP and directs the Executive Officer to submit 
the plan, together with technical support documentation as may be 
useful in showing compliance with the requirements of Part D, to the EPA 
as an SIP revision. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-54 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 
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CERTIFIED: 

State of California 
AIR·RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Portions of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB) are 
designated as a nonattainment area for the primary and 
secondary total suspended particulate (iSP) standards. 
This staff report summarizes the findings of the plan
prepared by ARB staff and recommends the Board adopt
the plan as an SIP revision, 

79-54 

June 27, 1979 

June 27, 1979 

Air Resources Board 

A written statement provided by the Sacramento Valley Lung
Association commented on the problems agricultural burning 
creates for public health. 

The Board direction to the Executive Officer "to actively
investigate all aspects of open field burning of agricultural 
wastes and to schedule a Board meeting on the subject as soon 
as possible" is responsive to the corrments of the Lung
Association and provides the path for any remedial action 
necessary in addition to ARB's existing programs on agricultural
burning. 

• DATE: 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-55 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control agency for all purposes 
set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the state agency 
responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of 
the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure that the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the 
national ambient air quality standards by specified deadlines; 

• 
WHEREAS, Butte County Air Pollution Control District was designated as a 
nonattainment area for ozone and particulate matter pursuant to Section 
l07(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required 
by Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to 
endeavor to achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, 
after public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein 
it determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code 
or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is required by Sectiifo 41507 of the Health and Safety
Code to review rules and regulations and programs of the districts to 
determine whether the rules and regulations and programs assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the national ambient 
air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, emissions of organic gas are directly responsible for, or 
contribute to violations of ambient air quality standards for ozone and 
for particulate matter; 

• WHEHE.AS, during the last year the staff has requested Butte County
Air Pollution Control District to adopt rules to further reduce the 
emissions of organic gases; 
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• 

WHEREAS, the ARB has found that the adoption of federally and state 
required RACMs for the control of emissions of organic gases is necessary 
in order for the Butte County Air Pollution Control District to 
show reasonable further progress towards the attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standard for ozone; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the controls required by the federally
and state required RACMs are cost effective; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code Sections 39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine 
whether the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 

1. The Butte County Air Pollution Control District's Rules and 
Regulations (Architectural Coatings Usage; Chapter 4, Section 
4-5, New Source Review) are amended to read as set forth in 
Attachment A to this Executive Order; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended 
hereby, but such further amendments shall not be effective 
until the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board .makes 
a finding that they do not diminish the effectiveness of the 
District's Rules and Regulations. 

I certify that the above. is. a true. and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-55 as 
passed /?Y the Air ~~sources Board 

_:/1~--J)~ 
Helen Forrest 

• 
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,. 

• 
ATTACHMHIT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-55 

Adopt the following rule, Architectural Coatings Usage, for Butte County APCD: 

Rule 2.12(f) Architectural Coatings 
1. Definitions 

a. Architectural Coatings 

For the purpose of this rule, an architectural coating is defined 
as any coating applied to stationary structures and their appurtenances, 
to mobile homes, to pavements, or to curbs. 

b. Bi~uminous Coatings Materials 

• 
· Black or brownish materials, soluble in carbon disulfide, consisting 
mainly of hydrocarbons and which are obtained from natural deposits, 
or as residues from the dis ti 11ation of crude petroleum oils, 
or of low grades of coal. 

c. Fire Retardant Coatings 

Architectural coatings which are designed to retard fires and 
which will significantly: (a) reduce the rate of flame spread 
on the surface of a material to which such a coating has been 
applied, or (b) resist ignition when exposed to high temperatures, 
or (c) insulate a substrate to which such a coating has been 

· applied and prolong the time r~quired to reach ignition temperature . 
. 
d. Graphic Arts Coatings 

. . ' 
Coatings which are marketed s·olely for application to indoor and 
outdoor signs and include lettering enamels. poster colors and 
bulletin colors. 

e. Industrial Maintenance Finishes 

High performance coatings which are formulated for the purpose 
of heavy abrasion, water immersion. chemical, corrosion, temperature, 
electrical or solvent resistance. 

f. ~etalli~ Pigmented Paints 

• Non-bituminous coatings which are formulated with metallic pigment. 



• g. Opaque Stains 

All stains that are not.classified as semitransparent stains. 

h. Primers 

Coatings which are intended to be applied to a surface to provide 
a firm bond between the substrate and subsequent coats. 

i. Sealers 

Coatings which are:intended for use on porous substrates to 
protect the substrate, to prevent subsequent coatings from 
being absorbed by the substrate, or to prevent harm to subsequent 
coatings by materials in the substrate. • 

j. Semitransparent Stains 

Coatings which are formulated to change the color of a surface 
but not conceal the surface. -· 

k. Tile-like Glaze.Coatings 

• 
Coatings which are formulated to provide a tough, extra-durable 

· coating system, which are applied as a continuous (seamless) 
high-build film and which cure to a hard glaze finish • 

1. Undercoaters 

Coatings which are designed to provide a smooth surface for 
subsequent coats. 

m. Varnishes, Lacquers, and Shellacs 

: Coatings which contain resins and binders but not opaque pigments 
and tshich are specifically formulated to form a transparent or• 
translucent solid protective film. 

n. Waterproofing Coating 

Coatings which are formulated for the sole purpose qf preventing 
penetration of the substrate by water .. These coatings in~lude, but 
are .not limited to •. bituminous roof and resilient type coatings. 

o. Uood Preservatives 

Coatings which are formulated for the purpose of protecting exposed
wood from decay and insect attack. These coatings perform their ' . 

·function by penetrating into t~e wood. • 

2. No person shall sell. offer for sale. or apply any architectural coating 
manufactured after July 26, 1980 which: 

a. contains more than 250 grams of volatile orgilnic material per
liter of coating as applied, excluding water, except as provided 
in subsection b of this section. 



;. 

• 
b. contains more than 350 grams of volatile organic material per

liter of coating as applied, excluding water, and is recorrmended 
solely for use on interior surfaces. Inferior coatings manufactured 
after July 26, 1982 may not contain more than 250 grams of volatile 
organic material per liter of coating as applied; excludlng water. 

c. ·· is reconmended for use as a bituminous pavement sealer unless it 
· · is an emulsion type coating. . . 

3. The provisions of Section 2 of this rule shall not apply to architectura1 
coatings sold in this district for shipment outside of this district 
or for shipment to other manufacturers for repackaging. 

4. The provisions of Section 2 of this rule shall not apply ·to coatings 
· manufactured prior to July 26, 1981 by a Small Business.· 

e 
a. A "Small Business" for the purposes of this rule means any business 

which in 1976 sold less than 200,000 gallons of paints and coatings. 

· (i} A business shall not qualify for this exemption if it would 
not be considered a Small Business, as defined in Subsection (1)
of Section 1896 of Title 2 of the California Administrative 
Code. 

• (ii} A business shall not qualify for this exemption if its total 
annual sales volume of paints and coatings 1~hich would other
wise be subject to this rule exceeds by ir,ore than 10 percent
the business's total sales volume of such coatings in calendar 
year 1976. 

. 
b. To qualify for a Small Business exemption, a company requesting such 

exemption shall file a request in writing with the Air Pollution Control 
.. Officer. The company shall provide the Air Pollution Control Officer 

any necessary information inc'.luding, but not limited to: · {i} total 
volume (in gallons) of paints and coatings sold in 1976; (ii) the 
number of persons employed by the company; (iii} the gross sa 1es 
receipts (in· dollars) for 1976; and (iv) total annual sales volur.ie 
of paints and coatings in 1976 and any subsequent year which would 
otherwise be subject to this rule. Other information necessary 
to document that the business is not an affiliate of another business 
concern which would not be considered a ,•Small Business for the 
purposes of this rule shall also be provided to the Air Pollution 
Control Officer. 

The Air Pollution Control Officer after considering information 
submitted by the business concern shall determine whether such 
concern qualifies as a Small Business as defined in Subsection a. . of thi~ section and shall inform the business concern of this 
determination in writing. · ·• 
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. .. 

The provisions of this rule shall not apply to the foll~wing coatings 
manufactured prior to ,Jul_y 26, 1984: 

a. architectural coatings supplied in containers having capacities
of one liter.or less; 

b. traffic coatings applied to public streets and highways; however, 
this exemption shall not extend to traffic coatings applied to 
other surfaces, including, but not limited to curbs, berms, 

· driveways and parking lots. 

c. architectural coatings recorrmended by the manufac;turer for use 
solely as a: 

1) varnish, lacquer, or shellac 
2} semitransparent stain · 
3) opaque stain on bare redwood, cedar, mahogany, and douglas fir 
4) primer, sealer, or unaercoater 
5) wood preservative 
6) fire retardant coating ..
7} tile-1 i ke glaze coating . . .. • 
8)--waterproofing toating, except bituminous pavement sealers 
9) industrial maintenance finish 

10) metallic pigmented coatings 
11} swimming pool coating 
12) graphic arts coatings 

6. Identification of Coatings 

Containers for all coatings subject to Section 2 shall display the date 
of manufacture of the contents or a code indicating the dates of 
manufacture. The manufacturers of such coatings shall file with the 
Air Pollution Control Officer and the Executive Officer of the California 
Air Resources Board prior to (one year from date of adoption) an 
explanation of each code. 

7. labeling of Coatings , 

a. If anywhere on the coating container, on any sticker or label 
affixed thereto, or in any sales or advertising literature, any 
indication is given that the coating may be used or is suitable 
for use for any purpose other than those specifically provided 
for in Section 5 of this rule, then the exemption provided 
for in said Section 5 shall not apply to that coating. 

b. _In any instance where more than one of the standards set forth 
in Section 2 of this rule may be applicable, the most restrictive 

• 
standard sh~ll apply • 

. ·. •... • .· 
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ATTACHMENT A 

• TO RESOLUTION 79-55 

Rescind Butte County APCD Sections 4-5, Standards for Granting Application for Permits, 
and 4-6, Conditional Approval, and replace them with the following New Source Review 
rules. 

Section 4-5 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources or modifications which result in 
either: 

• 

(1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 
source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
sources, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant . 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications.as defined in l) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
although Best Available Con.trol Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will 1 ikely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

• 
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• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

• 
(2) Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 

(3) Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets purs-uant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for tl}e gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi

• 
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations . 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 

• 

a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 
construct for a new stationary source or modification as 
defined in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new statiof1ary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless the district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a} Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARS approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 

• 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxi~um design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



• 
c) In determining emissions from an existing stationary source 

emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
~ast operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludin9 any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rt!les or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Available Control Technoloqy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespective or whether or not offsets are provided. 

• 
5) Mitioation (Offsets): 

a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in l (a) 
of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
{l) Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambient air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 

• operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



• (3) Emissions offset profiles may be used to detennine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources. a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emi-ssi ons tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4} A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:l shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15.mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

• 
(5) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 

emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the are~ affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6) If an applicant certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail-· 
ment may be used as offsets for the. proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

(7} Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 

• unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 



• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitigation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(a}(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

• 

6) Permit Condition Reauirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source.(s) used to provide 
offsets for· that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
1 imitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 

• 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



• b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the ~ime notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at. the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

• 

d} No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written conments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8) Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or Application for Certification (AFC) 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission may be evaluated 

• in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979 . 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to compy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

{2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate,-and emit quantities 
of· air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, and 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall not 
include: 

• 
{l) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



• (2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the fflOre 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

• 
c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 

standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation i:ilan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
formation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 

• 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



, 

• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

. 16) Severabil ity 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

Section 4-6 State Ambient Air Quality Standards 
---· All references in Section 4-5 to national a~bi~~t ai;qual-ity sta~;rd;-shall ___ 

be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Section 4-6A Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5 
of Section 4-5 only if all district regulations contained in the State 

Implementation Plan approved by the Environ~ental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan . 

• 



Attachment l 

• State of Ca l'i forn i a 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Su~:::~ental Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pub}ic Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Da.te of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

• 
1. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, Ca1ifornia 

Administrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Beard on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues . 

• 



• 

Attachment 2 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item; Amend'1!ents to the Rules and Regu'fations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



l\l1emorandum 

Dcrte I August 27, 1979To Huey D. Johnson 
SECRETARY 

Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

r-rom , Air Resovrcas Boc:ird 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

f // • 
, ..~,t/ty- J',tt-,ic/-~ 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

• Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-56 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code §42301 requires that district pennit 
systems prohibit the issuance of a permit for the construction, altera
tion, use or operation of any emission source where the same 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, establish rules and 
regulations for a district which so provide if the district has not 
established such rules and regulations; 

WHEREAS, the Board adopted on February 16, 1979, suggested new source 
review rules which meet the aforesaid state and federal mandates, and by
letter dated March 12, 1979, requested the Colusa County Air Pollution 
Control District to adopt the suggested new source review rules or 
equivalent rules; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Colusa County 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, 
use 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 is requested 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, Health and Safety Code §39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety 
Code or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code §§39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine whether 
the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable 
provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air 
quality standards; 



• WHEREAS, the Board finds that without new source review rules substantially 
equivalent to those proposed for adoption by the staff, the rules and 
regulations of the Colusa County Air Pollution Control District do not 
make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The Colusa County Air Pollution Control District Rules and Regulations 
(Rules 2.7 and 2.8 New Source Review) are amended to read as set 
forth in Attachment A to this Resolution; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended hereby, 
but such further amendments shall not be effective until the 
Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a finding that 
they do not diminish the effectiveness of the District's Rules and 
Regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-56 

• 
as passed by the Air Resources Board 

Helen Forrest 

• 



• 
ATTACHMENT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-56 

Rescind Colusa County APCD Rules 2.7, Standards for Granting Applications for Permits 
and 2.8, Conditional Approval, and replace them with the following New Source Review'
rules. · 

Rule 2:. 7 Standards for Authority to Construct in the Sacramento Vallev 
Air Basin 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources or modifications which result in 
either: 

• 

(1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 
source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
sources, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant . 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications as defined in 1) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
al.though Best Ava;Jable Control Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in l) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

• 



• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

• 
(2) Will be used exclusively for providing public servi~es, 

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. 

(3) Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for the gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi

• 
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations . 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) Genera1: 

• 

a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 
construct for a new stationary source or modification as 
defined in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new stationary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless the district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a) Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARB approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO orior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 

• 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxil!'ur.i design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



• 
c) In determining emissions from an existin~ stationary source 

emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
~ast operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excluding any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rules or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Available Control Technology: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespectiv.e or whether or not offsets are provided. 

• 
5) Mitioation (Offsets): 

a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in 1 (a) 
of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1) Of each pollutant for whic.h a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambient air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 

• operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



(3) Emissions offset profiles may be used to detennine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources, a yearly e~issions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emissions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4) A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:l shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15 mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

• 
(5) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 

emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected-by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6) If an applicant certifies that the orooosed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

(7) Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 

• unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 



• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitigation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(a}(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

• 

6) Permit Condition Reouirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a} Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 

• 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis . 



• b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the time notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency.

• e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8) Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a No~ice of Intention (NOi). or Application for Certification (AFC) 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission may be evaluated 

• in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979 . 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to compy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate, and emit quantities 
of air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, and 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
• included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 

compliance with these rules. 
b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 

of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required ·solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceabJe permit condition, shall not 
include: 

• 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the operating design capacity of the source . 



• (2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technoloqy means for any source the more 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 
standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation plan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means _any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
formation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 

• 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards . 



• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

•Rule 2.8 State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

All references in Rule 2.7 to national ambient air quality standards shall 

be interpreted to include state ambient air quaiity standards. 

Rule 2.8A · Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Sectfon 5 ~ ~ --~ 

of Rule 2.7 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the EnvironMental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan . 

• 



Attachment l 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Supp1ementa1 Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pubifc Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Va11ey Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration:. July 26, 1979 

l. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 

Administrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues . 

• 



Attachment 2 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Amendments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



JVlemorandum 

T::, Dm& • August 27, 1979 

• 
Huey D. Johnson 
SECRETARY 

Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

•rom , Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

/ ,('(,.L L,/. ' .L>,----~-£,.ts,- /-----C<.- ..-,./L"/-

Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-57 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code §42301 requires that district permit 
systems prohibit the issuance of a permit for the construction, altera
tion, use or operation of any emission source where the same 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, establish rules and 
regulations for a district which so provide if the district has not 
established such rules and regulations; 

• 
WHEREAS, the Board adopted on February 16, 1979, suggested new source 
review rules which meet the aforesaid state and federal mandates, and by
letter dated March 12, 1979, requested the Glenn County Air Pollution 
Control District to adopt the suggested new source review rules or 
equivalent rules; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Glenn County 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, 
use 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 is requested 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, Health and Safety Code §39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety 
Code or by any other provision of law; 

• 
WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code §§39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine whether 
the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable 
provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air 
quality standards; 



• WHEREAS, the Board finds that without new source review rules substantially 
equivalent to those proposed for adoption by the staff, the rules and 
regulations of the Glenn County Air Pollution Control District do not 
make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state and national ambient 
air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The Glenn County Air Pollution Control District Rules and Regulations 
J._,I;~ _ J 5/ ..-5,l(~i!J ; Y i'. atiil 2 8 New Source Review) are amended to read as set 
~·- ~~.,forth in Attachment A to this Resolution; and 

fr\~.,1~ .~) 2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended hereby,
,~:J.f but such further amendments shall not be effective until the

ii>"" Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a finding that 
they do not diminish the effectiveness of the District's Rules and 
Regulations. 

' 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-57 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board

• .:tlkJ~ 
Helen Forrest 

• 



• ATTACHMENT A 
TO RESOLUTION 79-57 

Rescind Glenn County APCD Section 51, Standards for Granting Authority to Construct 
or Permit to Operate, and Section 52, Conditional Approval, and replace them with 
the following New Source Review rules. 

Section 51 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 

• 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources.or modifications which result in 
either: 
(1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 

source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
s~urces, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 

• such a pollutant .. 
(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 

50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications as defined in l) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
al though Best Available Contra l Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

• 

https://sources.or


• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling ·that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after ~roperly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

• 
(2) Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 

(3) Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 

- to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for the gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi

• 
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations . 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 

• 

a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 
construct for a new stationary source or mod~fication as 
defined-in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b} The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new stationary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless th.e district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a) Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARS approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 

• 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxill'ur.i desi9n 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



• 
c) In determining emissions from an existing stationary source 

emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
~ast operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludin~ any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rules or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Available Control Technoloqy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in 1 (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespective or whether or not offsets are provided. 

• 
5) Mitioation (Offsets): 

a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in 1 (a) 
of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1) Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that t~e net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambien~ air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

• 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
irn:rease and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



• (3} Emissions offset profiles may be used to determine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pol1utant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emissions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a_ net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4) A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio} of 1.2:l shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15 mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

• 
(5} Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 

emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6} If an applicant-certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

(7} Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 

• unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and reg·ulations. 



• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitio,ation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(a)(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

• 

6) Permit Condition Reouirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emiss-ion rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



• b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the time notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by- the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

• 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written corrrnents. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
n~spaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8} Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or Application for Certification (AFC) 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission mav be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979. 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer. pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees. incurred in order to compy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate, and emit quantities 
of air contaminants, consistant with the conditions·imposed 
on their respective permits, arid 

• (3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source. 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall not 
include: 

• 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



• (2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the more 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

• 
c) For pollutants which exceed the national ameient air quality 

standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation plan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13} Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
fonnation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 

• 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

State Ambient Air Quality Standards- Rule 52 

All references in Section 51 to national ambient air quality standards shall 
be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 52. 1 Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5. · 

of Section 51 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environnental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan . 

• 



Attachment 1 

• State of Ca1ifornia 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

5'.lp;i1ementa1 Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pub1ic Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Va1ley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

l. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 

Administrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

• pertaining to this ite~. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues . 

• 



Attachment 2 

if
F • 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Iten: Amendments tc. the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacra~ento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Jl.uthority: Air Resources Board 

Corrment: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



fi/lemorandum 

Om9 1 August 27, 1979 

•
To Huey D. Johnson 

SECRETARY 
Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 

Air Resources Board 

From Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

/ ' 
_,-Cct,/4'- /t[~/'-P 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-59 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) _as the airpollution .control agency for all purposes 
set forth iri federal law and designates the ARB as the State agency 
responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of 
the SIP for desionated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure that the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the 
national ambient air quality standards by specified deadlines; 

W!EREAS, Sacramento County Air Pollutton Control District Wi:lS designated as 
a nonattainment area for ozone pursuant to Section 107(g) of the 'clean 
Atr Act; . 

• WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required
by Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to 
endeavor to achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety
Code or by any other provision of law; 

~/HEREAS, the ARB is required by Section 41507 of the Health and Safety
Code to review rules and regulations and programs of the districts to 
determine whether the rules and regulations and programs assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the national ambient 
air quality standards; 

t,JHEREAS, emissions of organic gas are directly responsible for, or 
contribute to violations of ambient air quality standards for ozone; 

HHEREAS, during the last year the staff has requested Sacramento County 
Air Pollution Control District to adopt rules to further reduce the 

• 



• 

emissions of organic gases; 

WHEREAS, the ARB has found that the adoption of federally and state 
required RACMs for the control of emissions of organic gases is necessary
in order for the Sacramento County Air Pollution Control District to 
show reasonable further progress towards the attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standard for ozone; · 

~IHEREAS, the Board finds that the controls required by the federally 
and state required RACMs are cost effective; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code Sections 39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine 
whether the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 

l. The Sacramento County Air Pollution Control District's Rules and 
Regulations (Rule 19, Cutback Asphalt Usage; Rule 17, Manufactured 
Metal Parts and Products Coasting; Rule 11, Storage of PetrolelNll 
Products; Rule 56, New Source Review) are amended to read as set 
forth in Attachment A to this Executive Order; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended 
hereby, but such further amendments shall not be effective 
until the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a 
finding that they do not diminish the effectiveness of the 
District's Rules and Regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-59 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Jlt.AJJJ-~ 
Helen Forrest 

• 



• Attachment A, Resolution 79-59 

Revise Sacramento County APCD Rule 19, Cutback Asphalt Usage, as follows: 

RULE 19. CUTBACK ASPHALT PAVING MATERIALS 

a. 1. After July 1, 1979, no person shall cause or allow the use or application 

of rapid cure cutback asphalt for highway or street paving or maintenance, 

nor manufacture, sell, or offer for sale rapid cure cutback asphalt for 

such use or application. 

2. After July 1, 1980, no person shall cause or allow the use or application 

of cutback asphalt for highway or street paving or maintenance, nor 

manufacture, sell, or offer for sale cutback asphalt for such use or 

application except as specified below: 

(i) Where the use or application commences on or after November 1 of 

• any year and such use or application is completed before April 1 

of the following year. 

(ii) Where the manufacture or sale is for immediate shipment and 

eventual use outside of the County of Sacramento, State of 

California. 

(iii) Where the cutback asphalt is to be used solely as a penetrating 

prime coat. 

3. After January 1, 1982, no person shall cause or allow the use or 

application of cutback aspha.lt or sha.Zl cause or allOlil the use or 

application of an emulsified asphalt containing petroleum solvents 

(diluents) in excess of 3 percent by volume as determined by ASTM 

D244-75 for highway or street paving or maintenance, nor sell, or offer 

• for sale such asphalt for such ase or application . 

https://aspha.lt


• 
4. After January 1, 1982, road oils used for highway or street paving 

or maintenance applications shall contain no more than 0.5 percent 

of organic compounds which boil at less than 500 Fas determined by 

ASTM D402-73. 

5. Section a.3. of this rule shall be irrrplemented on January l, l982, 

unless after a puhlic hearing the Air Resources Board finds that 

there are legitimate higfllJ)a:y and roadhJa:y construotion and maintenance 

needs whiah aan not be fulfilled in a teahnically feasible and 

eaonomiaally reasonable manner by the use of either emulsions or 

road oils whiah aorrrply with this rule. At the puhlia hearing, the 

Air Resources Board shall take into aaaount the recommendations of 

loaal publia works and air pollution aontrol officials. If the 

ARB makes the above-described finding, the corrrpliance date of 

Section a. 3. will be d&layed by one year and such one-year d&la:ys 

may be repeated if the Board reaffirms such a finding after 

- suhsequent publia hearings. 

b. Definitions 

l. "Asphalt" means the dark brown to black cementitious material (solid, 

semi-solid, or liquid in consistency) of which the main constituents 

are bitumens which occur naturally or as a residue of petroleum 

refining. 

2. "Cutback asphalt" means paving grade asphalts liquefied with 

• 
petroleum distillate and conforming to specifications of the 

American Society for Testing &Materials (ASTM) as follows: 

Rapid Cure Type: ASTM D2028-76 
Medium Cure Type: ASTM D2027-76 



• 3. "Dust palliative" means any light application of liquefied asphalt 

(cutback, emulsified, or road oil) for the expressed purpose of 

controlling dust. 

4. "Emulsified asphalt" means any asphalt liquefied with water and 

containing a nonionic, anionic, or cationic emulsifier. 

5. "Tack Coat" means any application of asphalt to an ex_isting 

ReRaese~~t4ve surface to bond it to a new surface. 

6. "Penetrating prime coat" means any application of asphalt to an 

absorptive surface to penetrate that surface, to bind the aggregate, 

and/or to promote adhesion to new construction. Dust palliatives 

or tack coats shall not be included in this definition. 

7. "Road oils" shall be synonomous with slow cure asphalts . 

• 

• 



• Attachment A, Resolution 79-59 

~evise Sacramento County .!\PC) f?;ul e 17, Manwflactured ;1eta 1 Parts 
and Products Coatings, as follows: 

Rule 17. SURFACE COATINGS OF MAf\JUFACTURED METAL PARTS AND PRODUCTS 

a. After January l, 1982, a person shall not use or apply any coating 

(except as provided in Section b) on any manufactured metal part or 

product subject to the provisions of this rule which emit or may 

emit volatile organic compounds into the atmosphere in excess of.: 

l. 340 grams per liter of coating as applied, excluding water, if 

the coating is air dried or forced air dried. 

2. 275 grams per liter of coating as applied, excluding water, if 

the coating is baked. 

BT- -.!\fteP-JaR1:1aPy-h- :i.98!i,-a-13ePS8R-sl=la:i. :i.-R8t-1:1se-8P-a 1313:i.y-aRy-e9aH R!'h 

wl:! :i- eI:!- :i- s-e*138 seEl-t8-a-e81"1"8 s :i-¥e-atffl8S131:!eFe, -eR-aRy-ffla Rl:I f ae tl:ll"eEl-ffleta :i. 
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C. A person shall not use or apply any oven-baked coating on any 

manufactured metal part or product subject to the provisions of this 

rule which emit or may emit volatile organic compounds into the 

atmosphere in excess of 180 grams per liter of coating as applied, 

excluding water, on any application line for which a permit to build, 

erect, or install is required after January 1, 1982. 

d. Before January l, 1982, the amount of volatile organic compounds which 

• may be emitted from any manufactured metal part or product coating 

application line shall be re-evaluated by the California Air Resources 

Board to determine whether another limit is justified. 



• e. The emission limits prescribed in this rule shall be achieved by: 

l. The use of low solvent coating; or 

2. Any other emission reduction process determined by the Air Pollution 

Control Officer to be effective as (1). 

f. After January l, 1982, a person shall not use or operate any coating 

application equipment subject to the provisions of this rule that does 

not provide transfer efficiency equal to or greater than 65 percent. 

g. Exemptions 

• 

l. The provisions of this rule shall not apply to coatings which emit 

or may emit volatile organic compounds in excess of the specified 

limits provided that the total emissions from the use of such 

coatings do not exceed 20 pounds in any one day• 

2. The provisions of this rule shall not apply to the coating of automobiles, 

light duty trucks, aircraft, aerospace vehicles, marine vessels, cans, 

coils, and magnetic wire. 

3. The provisions of Section (f) of this rule shall not apply to 

touchup and repair. 

4. The provisions of section (f) of this rule shall not apply if it can 

be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control 

Officer that a transfer efficiency of 65 percent cannot be achieved 

by any means. In this case the most efficient application method 

shall be used. 

5. Until Janua,ry l, l985 the provisions of section a. shall not 

apply to offshore platfoY'rrt parts if it is deteY'rrtined by the 

• Air Pollution Control Officer that substitution of contraetuaZZy 

required noncorrrpZying coatings with corrrpZying eoatings would 

result in Zoss of eontract. 



• 
h. Definitions 

l. Forced Air Dried - a process whereby the coating object is heated 

above ambient temperature up to a maximum of 90° Celsius to 

decrease drying time. 

2. Manufactured Metal Parts and Products - any metal parts or 

products manufactured under the Standard Industrial Classification 

code of Major Group 25 (furniture &fixtures), Major Group 33 

(Primary metal industries). Major Group 34 (fabricated metal 

products), Major 35 (non-electrical machinery), Major Group 36 

(electrical machinery), Major Group 37 (transportation equipment), 

Major Group 38 (miscellaneous instruments), Major Gr.oup 39 

(misc. manufacturing industries). 

3. Repai'r - recoating portions of previously coated products due to 

mechanical damage to the coating following normal painting operations. 

4. Touch up - that portion of the coating operation which is 

incidental to the main coating process but necessary to cover minor 

imperfections or to achieve coverage as required. 

5. Transfer Efficiency - the ratio of the amount by volume of coating 

which is deposited on the object to be coated to the amount by volume 

of coating sprayed expressed as a percentage. 

6. Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) - any volatile compound of carbon 

(excluding methane, carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, carbonic acid, 

metallic carbides or carbonates, and ammonium carbonate) as determined 

by the procedure outlined in ASTM D-2369-73 with California Air 

Resources Board modifications. 



• ATTACHMENT A 
TO RESOLUTION 79-59 

Rescind Sacramento County APCD Rule 56, New Facility Review and replace with the 
fo11 owing New Source Review rules. 

Rule 56 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources or modifications which result in 
either: 

• 

(1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 
source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
sources, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant . 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications as defined in 1) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
al.though Best Avai.lable Control Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

• 



• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

• 
(2) Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 

(3} Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for the gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi

• 
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations . 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
{nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 

• 

a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 
construct for a new stationary source or modification as 
defined in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new stationary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified 1n Section 1) a) 
unless the district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a) Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARB approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 

• 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maximum design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



• c) In determining emissions from an existing_ stationary source 
emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
past operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or -a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludinq any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rules or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Available Control Technoloqy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespecti\1e or whether or not offsets are provided. 

• 5) Mitioation (Offsets): 
a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in l (a) 

of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1) Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambient air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 

• 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



• (3) Emissions offset profiles may be used to determine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emissions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4) A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:1 shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15 mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

(5) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 
• emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 

increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected.by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6) If an applicant certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

{7} Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 

• 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 
unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 



• (8} The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of.a mitigation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(a}(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for i nterpoll utant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

• 

6) Permit Condition Reauirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary w~itten evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 

• disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



b} Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the time notice of the preliminary evaluatio.n is published, 
make available for puol ic inspection at the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written cormnents submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written cormients. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office, 

8) Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a No~ice of Intention (NOI). or Application for Certification (AFC) 

• 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission may be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC aqreement adopted on January 23, 1979 . 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to campy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

• 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate, and emit quantities 
of air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, and 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required ·solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceabJe permit condition, shall not 
include: 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

• not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



{2} An increase in the hours of operation. 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the more 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

• 
c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 

standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation plan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
formation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 
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14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect• 

• Rule 56a State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

All references in Rule 56 to national ambient air quality standards shall 
be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 56b Implementation Pl ans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5 

of Rule 56 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environmental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan . 

• 



Attachment l 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Su~o1ementa1 Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pubiic Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Va1ley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

• 
l. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Tit1e 17, California 

Ad~inistrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public: comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues . 

• 



Attachment 2 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Amendments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Cormient: None Received 

• Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Date,~ -'- ( 1 /'i 7 J 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 

• 
79-64 



Memorandum 

Date , August 27, 1979

•
To Huey D. Johnson 

SECRETARY 
Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 

Air Resources Board 

From , Air Resourcu Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

,~/ty .,f:'~i ,;cp 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

• Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-60 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code §42301 requires that district permit 
systems prohibit the issuance of a permit for the construction, altera
tion, use or operation of any emission source where the same 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, establish rules and 
regulations for a district which so provide if the district has not 
established such rules and regulations; 

• 
WHEREAS, the Board adopted on February 16, 1979, suggested new source 
review rules which meet the aforesaid state and federal mandates, and by
letter dated March 12, 1979, requested the Shasta County Air Pollution 
Control District to adopt the suggested new source review rules or 
equivalent rules; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Shasta County 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, 
use 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 is requested 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, Health and Safety Code §39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety
Code or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code §§39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine whether 
the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable 
provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air 
quality standards; 



• 
WHEREAS, the Board finds that without new source review rules substantially 
equivalent to those proposed for adoption by the staff, the rules and 
regulations of the Shasta County Air Pollution Control District do not 
make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The Shasta County Air Pollution Control District Rules and Regulations 
~ .r;.• , ::i.:i. J.3 {11111 s 2,7 411 I 2 8 New Source Review) are amended to read as set 

' ~ forth in Attachment A to this Resolution; and 
,J _1t\fi I,Md0~1 J)y· 2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended hereby, 

i' ✓- but such further amendments shall not be effective until the 
Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a finding that 

\ they do not diminish the effectiveness of the District's Rules and 
Regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-60 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board• JI~ fr 
Helen Forrest 

• 



• ATTACHMENT A 
TO RESOLUTION 79-60 

Rescind Shasta County APCD Rules 2.1, Authority to Construct; Rule 2.2, Standards 
for Authority to Construct; and 2.3, Permit to Operate, and replace them with the 
following New Source Review rules. 

Rule 2.1 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

,) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources .or mod'ifications which result in 
either: 
(1) A net increase in emissions·from any stationary 

source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 

• 
- s~urces, during any day of any pollutant for which 

there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant .. 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year {or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications as defined in l) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
although Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in l) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(l) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

• 



• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

• 
(2) Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 

(3} Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for the gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi

• tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations • 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 

construct for a new stationary source or mod~fication as 
defined- in Section l) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b} The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new stationary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless th.e district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a) Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARS approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 

• 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxill'ur.i design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



• c} In determining emissions from an existing stationary source 
emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
~ast operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excluding any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rules or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4} Best Jl.vailable Control Technolooy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespective or whether or not offsets are provided. 

• 5) Mitioation (Offsets): 
a} For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in l (a) 

of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1) Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambien_t air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



• (3) Emissions offset profiles may be used to determine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emissions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a. net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4) A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:l shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15 mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

{5) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 
• emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 

increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6) If an applicant-certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with suc.h shutdown or curtail
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

(7) Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 

• 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 
unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 



• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
whfch exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitigation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5}(al(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

6) Permit Condition Reouirements: 
The ·APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract. by its terms. shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a} Perform the evaluations required to detennine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the P..PCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the time notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by. the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

• 
d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 

analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
conment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
n~wspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8) Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or Application for Certification (AFC) 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission mav be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979. 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to campy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

• 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate, and emit quantities 
of air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, arid 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b} The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 

- permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall not 
include: 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



• (2) An increase in the hours of operation. 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the more 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sou:ces locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

• 
c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 

standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation !)lan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
formation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 

• contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15} Modeling: 
. Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 

specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

- Rule 2.2 State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

All references in Rule 2.1 to national ambient air quality standards shall 

be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 2.3 Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to_Section 5 
of Rule 2.1 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environ~ental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan . 

• 
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• State of Ca1ifornia 

Attachment 1 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Supp1~ental Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pub1ic Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the ,L\PCDs in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

1. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 

A~~inistrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues . 

• 



Attachment 2 

• 'State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

!ten: Amendments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Corrment: None Received 

• Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 

• 
79-64 



11\emorandum 

Date , August 27, 1979

•
To Huey D. Johnson 

SECRET.Z\.RY 
Subject: Filing of Notice of

RESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

Fcom , Air Resovrces Boord 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

J // .
_4.ecp ~LL-,,-"-P 

Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

• 
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State of California 

AIR RESOURCES goARD 

Resolution 79-61 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control agency for all purposes 
set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the state agency 
responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of 
the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure that the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the 
national ambient air quality standards by specified deadlines; 

WHEREAS, Sutter County Air Pollution Control District was designated as a 
nonattainment area for ozone and particulate matter pursuant to Section 
107(d) of the Clean Air Act; , 

WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required 
by Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations 1•1hich assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to 
endeavor to achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, 
after public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein 
it determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilttiPs qiven to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code 

· or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is requ'ired by Section 41507 of the Health and Safety 
Code to review rules and regulations and programs of the districts to 
determine whether the rules and regulations and programs assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the national ambient 
air quality standards; 

t,JHEREAS, emissions of organic gas are directly responsible for, or 
contribute to violations of ambient air quality standards for ozone and 
for particulate matter; 

!~HEREAS, during the last year the staff has requested Sutter County Air 
Pollution Control District to adopt rules to further reduce the emissions 
of organic gases; 



HHEREJI.S, the ARB has found that the adoption of federally and state 
required RACMs for the control of emissions of organic gases is necessary
in order for the Sutter County Air Pollution Control District to 
show reasonable further proqress towards the attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standard for ozone; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the control required by the federally and 
state required RACMs are cost effective; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has held public hearing required by Health and Safety 
Code Sections 39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine whether the 
district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable 
provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air 
quality standards; 

NOH, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 

1. The Sutter County Air Pollution Control District's Rules and 
Regulations (Architectural Coatings Usage; Rule 3.4, New Source 
Review) are amended to read as set forth in Attachment A to 
this Executive Order; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended 
hereby, but such further amendments shall not be effective 
until the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a 
finding that they do not diminish the effectiveness of the 
District's Rules and Regulations. 

I certify tnat tneabove is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79--61 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board. 

····di I,.) h, '' ~, - .~_J-~r-,. .. 
Helen Forrest 



ATTACHMENT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-61 

Adopt the fo11owin~ rule. Architectural Coatings for Sutter County APCD_ 

Rul~ 2. 21 ,!rchitectural Coatings 
1. D2finit: :::::s 

• 
For t:.'!e p:;:-p-Jse of this ruie. an architectural coating is defined 
as ~ny coating applied to stationary structures and their appurtenances, 
to ro~i1e hmr~s, to pavements. or to curbs. 

-b. Bitu=inous Coatings ~aterials 

· Black o:- brG\·mi'sh rr.atedals. so1uble in carbon disulfide. consisting 
-~ainly of hydrocarbons and which are obtained from natural deposits, 
or as residues from the distillation of crude petro1eum oils. 
or of 'le;-, grades of coal • 

c. Fire Retardant Coatings. e 
Architectural coatings which are designed to t~e:tard fires and 
which will significant1y: (a) reduce the rate of flc:rr,e spread 
on the surface of a ;;:aterial to \·1hich such ,, coating has been 
ap?lied, or (b) resist ignition when exposed to high tern?eratures. 
or {c) insulat~ a substrate to which such a coating has been 

· app1ie::l and prolong the time required to rea.ch- ignition ter.1perature • .. 
d. Graphic Arts Coatings 

. 
Coatings which are marketed solely for application to indoor and 
outdoor signs and include lettering enamels. poster colors and 
bu11etin colors. 

e. Industrial Maintenance Finishes 

High pcrfomance coatings which are fonnulated for the purpose 
of h::!avy abrasion, water irmiersion. chc111ica1 • corrosion. temperature, 
electrictll or solvent resistance. 

f. !·)eta11ic. Pig~nted Paints 
" 

• Hon-bitu;;1inous coatings which are fon:iu10.tc,j with meta11ic pigrr:ent. 



g. Opaque Stains 

All stains that are not. classified as semitransparent stains. 

h. Primers 

Coatings which are intended to be applied to a surface to provide 
a firm bond between the substrate and subsequent coats. 

1.· Sealers 
• 

Coatings which are·intended for use on porous substrates to 
protect the substrate, to prevent subsequent coatings from 
being absorbed by the substrate, or to prevent harm to subsequent
coatings by materia1s in the substrate. · • 

j. Semitransparent Stains 

Coatings which are formulated to change the color of a surface 
but not concea1 the surface. 

k. Tile-like Glaze.Coatings 

Coatings which are formulated to provide a tough, extra-durable 
· coating system, 1·1hich are applied as a continuous (seamless) 
high-build fi1m and which cure.to a hard g1aze finish. 

1. Undercoaters 

Coatings which are designed to provide a smooth surface for 
subsequent coats. 

m. Varnishes. Lacquers, and Shellacs 

: Coatings which contain resins and binders but not opaque pigments 
and which are specifically formulated to form a transparent or• 
translucent sol id protective film. 

n. Waterproofing Coating 

Coatings which are formulated for the sole purpose 9f preventing
penetration of the substrate by water .. These coatings in~lude, but 
are .not limited to •. bituminous roof and resi1ient type coatings. 

o. Uood Preservatives 

Coatings which are formulated for the purpose of protecting exposed 
wood from decay and insect attack. These coatings perform their 

· function by penetrating into t~e wood. • 

2. No person shall sell, offer for sale. or apply any architectural coating 
manufactured after July 26, 1980 which: 

1. contc1ins more than 250 grams of vol.:itile org,1nic m,,tcrial per 
liter of coating as applied, excluding water, except as provided 
in subsection b of this section. 



.. .; 
. -•-

b. contains more than 350 grams of volatile organic material per 
liter of cnating as applied, excluding ~1i:lter, and is recorr.'1lendcd 
solely for use on interior surfaces. Interior coatings manufactured 
after July 26, 1982 may not contain more tnan 250 grams of volatile 
organic material per liter of coating as applied, excluding water. 

c. ·· is recorr.nended for use as a bituminous pavement sealer unless it 
· is an emulsion type coating • 

. 3. The provisions of Section 2 of this rule shall not apply to architectura1 
coatings sold in this district for shipment outside of this district 
or for shipment to other manufacturers for repackaging. 

4. The provisions of Section 2 of this rule shall not apply ·to coatings
ma-nufactured prior to July 26, 1981 by a Small Business. 

a. A "Small Business" for the purposes of this rule means any business 
which in 1976 sold less than 200,000 gallons of paints and coatings • 

. (i) A business shall not qualify for this exemption if it would 
not be considered a Small Business, as defined in Subsection (l}
of Section 1896 of Title 2 of the California Administrative 
Code. 

(ii) A busin~ss shall not qualify for this exemption if its total 
annual sa1es volume of paints and coatings 1~hich would other
wise be subject to this rule exceeds by more than 10 percent 
the business's total sales volume of such coatings in calendar 

.. year 1976. 

b. To qualify for a Small Business exemption, a company requesting such 
exemption shall file a request in \-triting with the Air Pollution Control 
Officer. The company shall provide the Air Pollution Control Officer 

·· any necessilry information including, but not limited to: · {i) total 
volume (in gallons) of paints and coatings sold in 1976; (ii) the 
number of persons employed by the company; {iii) the gross sales 
receipts (i~ do11i!rs) for 1976; and (iv) total znnual sales volurae 
of paints and coatings in 1976 and any subsequent year which would 
otherwise be subject to this rulG. Other information necessary 
to document thilt the business is not an affiliate of another business 
concern 1~hich would not be considered a ,•Small Business for the 
purposes of this rule shall also be provided to the Air Pollution 
Control Officer. 

The Air Pollution Control Officer after considering information 
submitted by ·the business concern shall determine whether such 
concern qualifies as a Small Business as defined in Subsection a. 
of thi~ section and shall inform_ the business concern of this 
determination in writing. · 



.
-'as. The provisions of this rule shall not apply to the following coatings

'9' ·'manufactured prior to July 26, 1984: '· · 

a. architectural coatings supplied in containers having capacities 
· of one liter.or less; 

b. traffic coatings applied to public streets and highways; however, 
this exemption sha 11 not extend to traffic coatings applied to 

· · . .:..,. ,~.other surfaces, including, but not limited to curbs, bermss 
· driveways and parking lots. 

c. architectural coatings recommended by the manufasturer for use 
solely as a: 

1) varnish, lacquer, or shellac •2l semitransparent stain 
3; opaque stain on bare redwood, cedar, mahogany, and douglas fir 

primer, sea1er, or unaercoa ter 
wood preservative

6 · fire retardant coating ...
7 tile-1 ike glaze coating . . _ • 
8 · -waterproofing ·coating, except bituminous pavement sealers 
9 industrial maintenance finish 

10 metallic pigmented coatings
11) swir.iming pool coating . 
12) graphic arts coatings 

-.6. Identification of Coatings 

Containers for all coatings subject to Section 2 shall display the date 
. of manufacture of the contents or a code indicating the dates of 

manufacture. 1he manufacturers of such coatings shall file with the 
Air Pollution Control Officer and the Executive Officer of the California 
Air Resources Board prior to (one year from date of adoption) an 
explanation of each code. 

7. 1.abeling of Coatings 

a. lf an)'\·there on the coating container. on any sticker or label 
affixed thereto, or in any sales or advertising literature, any 
indication is given that the coating may be used or is suitable 
for use for any purpose other than those specifically provided
for in Section 5 of this rule, then the exemption provided
for in said Section 5 shal 1 not apply to that coating. 

b • . In any instance where more than one of the standards set forth 
in Section 2 of this rule may be applicable, the most restrictive 
standard shall apply.-- . ·• •. .. . . • .. 
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ATTACHMENT A 
TO RESOLUTION 79-61 

Rescind Sutter County APCD Rules 3.4, Standards for Granting Permits to Construct 
and Operate, and 3.5, Conditional Approval, and replace them with the following
New Source Review rules. 

Rule 3.4 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources or modifications which result in 
either: 
(1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 

source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
sources, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant. 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications.as defined in 1) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
although Best Available Con.trol Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

https://modifications.as


expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

(2) Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 

(3) Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the.applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for t~e gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi

• tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



District regulations. 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 

construct for a new stationary source or modification as 
defined in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new statio~ary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section l) a) 
unless the district regulatjons are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a} Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARB approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b} In determining the emissions f~om a proposed new or modified 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxifl'ur.i design 

• capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



c) In determining emissions from an existing stationary source 
emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
past operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludin~ any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, r4les or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Available Control Technolooy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespective or whether or not offsets are provided. 

5} Mitiqation (Offsets): 
a} For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in l (a) 

of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1} Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambient air auality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 

• 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



(3) Emissions offset profiles may be used to detennine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emi-ssions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4) A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:1 shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15.mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

(5) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 
emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6) If an applicant certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail-· 
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

(7} Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 

• 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 
unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 



(8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitigation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5}(a}(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

6) Permit Condition Reouirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source.(s) used to provide 
offsets for· that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 

• disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the ~ime notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at. the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8} Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or Application for Certification (AFC) 

• 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission may be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979 . 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to compy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate,.and emit quantities 
of"air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, and 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall not 
include: 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



• {2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology·(BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the more 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 
standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation plan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
- Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 

installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
fonnation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
. Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 

specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board • 

. 16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

a 
• 

Rule 3.5 State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

All references in Rule 3.4 to national ambient air quality standards shall 

be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 3.5A Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5 

of Rule 3.4 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environr.iental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan. 



Attachment 1 

State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Su;~1emental Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pub1ic Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

• 
l. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 

Administrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues. 



f, 

• 'State of California 

Attachment 2 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: .Amendments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Corrment: None Received 

• Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 



JVlemorandum 

To D~e • August 27, 1979 

• 
Huey D. Johnson 
SECRETARY 

Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY 
Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

!'rem Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

_,.:£/iy /t{-?/Lp 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-62 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code §42301 requires that district permit 
systems prohibit the issuance of a permit for the construction, altera
tion, use or operation of any emission source where the same 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, establish rules and 
regulations for a district which so provide if the district has not 
established such rules and regulations; 

WHEREAS, the Board adopted on February 16, 1979, suggested new source 
review rules which meet the aforesaid state and federal mandates, and by
letter dated March 12, 1979, requested the Tehama County Air Pollution 
Control District to adopt the suggested new source review rules or 
equivalent rules; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the Tehama County 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, 
use 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 is requested 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, Health and Safety Code §39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety 
Code or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code §§39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine whether 
the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable 

· provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air 
quality standards; 



• WHEREAS, the Board finds that without new source review rules substantially 
equivalent to those proposed for adoption by the staff, the rules and 
regulations of the Tehama County Air Pollution Control District do not 
make reasonable provision to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The Tehama County Air Pollution Control District Rules and Regulations
(Rules 2.7 and 2.8 New Source Review) are amended to read as set 
forth in Attachment A to this Resolution; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended hereby,
but such further amendments shall not be effective until the 
Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a finding that 
they do not diminish the effectiveness of the District's Rules and 
Regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-62 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board 

..·.·3/dw)J-~ 
Helen Forrest 



ATTACHMENT A 
TO RESOLUTION 79-62 

Rescind Tehama County APCD Rules 2.5, Standards for Granting Applications for Permits, 
and 2.6, Conditional Approval, and replace them with the following New Source Review
rules. 

Rule 2.5 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources .or modifications which result in 
either: 

• 

(1) A net increase in emissions ·from any stationary 
source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
s~urces, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant .. 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day} for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications as defined in 1) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
although Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

I 



• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 

(2) 

(3) 

the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 
Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 
Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for the gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations . 
{4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 

construct for a new stationary source or mod~fication as 
defined-in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new stationary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless the district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a) Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any CARB approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxirrum design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



• c) In determining emissions from an existing stationary source 
emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 
past operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludinp any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rules or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best /1.vailable Control Technolooy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespective or whether or not offsets are provided. 

5) Mitioation (Offsets): 
a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in 1 {a) 

of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1) Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modelinp, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambien~ air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated {offset} by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
irn:rease and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



• (3) Emissions offset profiles may. be used to determine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 

{4} 

{5} 

(6} 

(7) 

sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emissions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a. net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 
A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:1 shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15 mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 
emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 
If an applicant ·certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 
Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 
unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and reg·ulations. 



• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a miti~ation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(a)(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

6) Permit Condition Reouirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emiss-ion rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



• b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the time notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by- the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental P~otection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
n~wspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8) Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or Application for Certification (AFC) 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission mav be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979. 



,. 

• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to compy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate, and emit quantities 
of air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, arid 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall not 
include: 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



• (2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the ~ore 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 
standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation ~lan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
fonnation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

- Rule 2. 6 State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

All references in Rule 2.5 to national ambient air quality standards shall 
be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 2.6A Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5. 
of Rule 2.5 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environ~ental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan. 



Attachment l 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Supp.1:=mental Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pub1tc Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of all of the APCDs in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

1. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17. California 

A~~inistrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Beard on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues. 



' 
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• State of California 

Attachment 2 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: A.-nendments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comnent: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 



Memorandum 

• 
Dme , August 27, 1979To Huey D. Johnson 

SECRETARY 
~~ect, Filing of Notice ofRESOuRCES AGENCY Decision for the 

Air Resources Board 

From , Air Resourt:es Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental cormnents raised during the comment period. 

,d/,t14; ~~L-7/Lp 

Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-63 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control agency for all purposes 
set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the state agency
responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of 
the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure that the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the 
national ambient air quality standards by specified deadlines; 

HHEREAS, Yolo-Solano Air Pollution Control District was designated as a 
nonattainment area for ozone pursuant to Section 107(d) of the Clean Air 
Act; 

WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required 
by Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to 
endeavor to achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code 
or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is required by Section 41507 of the Health and Safety
Code to review rules and regulations and programs of the districts to 
determine whether the rules and regulations and programs assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the national ambient 
air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, emissions of organic gas are directly responsible for, or 
contribute to violations of ambient air quality standards for ozone; 

WHEREAS, during the last year the staff has requested Yolo-Solano 
Air Pollution Control District to adopt rules to further reduce the 
emissions of organic gases; 



• WHEREAS, the ARB has found that the adoption of federally and state 
required RACMs for the control_~oLgmissions of organic gases is necessary 
in order for the Yolo-Solano Air Pollution Control District to show 
reasonable further progress towards the attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standard for ozone; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the controls required by the federally 
and state required RAOMs are cost effective; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code Sections 39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine 
whether the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 

1. The Yolo-Solano Air Pollution Control District's Rules and 
Regulations (Architectural Coatings Usage, Cutback Asphalt
Usage; Degreasing; Manufactured Metal Parts and Products 
Coatings; Rule 2,21.1, Ston~ge of Petroleum Products; Rule 2.21, 
Vapor Cdntpol for Organic Ltquid Transfer and Storage i Rule 3. 4, 
N:ew Source Review) are amended to read as set forth in Attachment 
A to this Executive Order; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended 
hereby, but such further amendments shall not be effective 
until the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a 
finding that they do not diminish the effectiveness of the 
District's Rules and Regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-63 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board. 

.;1/~ rr 
Helen Forrest 



• 
ATTACHMENT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-63 

Amend the following rule, Architectural Coatings for Yolo-Solano APCD 
Rule 2.14 Architectural Coatings 

1. Definitions 

a. Architectural Coatings 

For the purpose of this rule,' an architectural coating is defined 
as any coating applied to stationary structures and their appurtenances, 
to mobi1e homes, to pavements, or to curbs. 

b. Bi~uminous Coatings Materials 

· Black or brownish materials, soluble in carbon disulfide, consisting 
· mainly of hydrocarbons and which are obtained from natural deposits, 
or as residues from the distillation of crude petroleum oils, 
or of low grades of coal. · . • 

c. Fire Retardant Coatings 

Architectural coatings which are designed to retard fires and 
which will significantly: (a) reduce the rate of flame spread 
on the surface of a material to which such a coating has been 
applied, or (b) resist ignition when exposed to high temperatures, 
or {c) insulate a substrate to which such a coating has been 

· applied and prolong the time r~quired to reach ignition temperature • 
. 
d. Graphic Arts Coatin~s 

Coatings which are marketed s·olely for application to indoor and 
outdoor signs and include lettering enamels, poster colors and 
bulletin colors. 

e. Industrial Maintenance Finishes 
' . 

High performance coatings which are formulated for the purpose
of heavy abrasion, water immersion. chemical, corrosion, temperature, 
electrical or solvent resistance. 

f. ~etalli~ Pigmented Paints .. • • 
Non-bituminous coatings which are formulated with metallic pigment. 



• g. Opaque Stains 

All stains that are not.classified as semitransparent stains. 

•' 

h. Primers 

Coatings which are intended to be applied to a surface to provide 
a firm bond between the substrate and subsequent coats. 

1. Sealers 

Coatings which are·intended for use on porous substrates to 
protect the substrate, to prevent subsequent coatings from 
being absorbed by the substrate, or to prevent harm to subsequent 
coatings by materials in the substrate. • 

j. Semitransparent Stains 

Coatings which are formulated to change the color of a surface 
but not conceal the surface. 

k. Tile-like Glaze.Coatings .. 

Coatings which are formulated to provide a tough, extra-durable 
coating system, which are applied as a continuous (seamless) 
high-build film and which cure.to a hard glaze finish. 

1. Undercoaters 

Coatings which are designed to provide a smooth surface for 
subsequent coats. 

m. Varnishes, Lacquers, and Shellacs 

. Coatings which contain resins and binders but not opaque pigments 
and which are specifically formulated to form a transparent or• 
translucent solid protective film. 

n. Waterproofing Coating 

Coatings which are formulated for the sole purpose 9f preventing
penetration of the substrate by water. These coatings include •.but 
are .not limited to. bituminous roof and resilient type coatings. 

o. Uood Preservatives .• 

Coatings \~hich are formulated for the purpose of protecting exposed 
wood from decay and insect attack. These coatings perform their 

-function by penetrating into t~e wood. ,e 
2. No person shall sell. offer for sale, or apply any architectural coating

manufactured after July 26, 1980 which: 

a. contains more th,1n 250 grams of volatile organic material per 
liter of coJting as applied, excluding water, except as provided
in subsectio11 b of tl1is section. 



• .. . . 

• 
b. contains more than 350 grams of volatile organic material per

liter of c0ating as applied, excluding wilter, and is recorr:nended 
solely for use on interior surfaces. Interior coatings manufactured 
after July 26, 1982 may not contain more tnan 250 grams of volatile 
organic material per liter of coating as applied, excluding water. 

c. ·· is recorr.nended for use as a bituminous pavement sealer unless it 
· is an emulsion type coating. 

3. The provisions of Section 2 of this rule shall not apply to architectural 
coatings sold in this- district for shipment outside of this district 
or for shipment to other manufacturers for repackaging. 

4. The provisions of Section 2 of this ·rule shall not apply ·to coatings
manufactured prior to July 26, 1981 by a Small Business. 

·a. A "Small Business" for the purposes of this rule means any business 
tthich in 1976 sold less than 200,000 gallons of paints and coatings • 

. (i) A business shall not qualify for this exempti.on if it would 
not be considered a Small Business. as defined in Subsection (1) 
of Section 1896 of Title 2 of the California Administrative 
Code. 

(ii) A business shall not qualify for this exe....ption if its total 
annual sales volume of paints and coatings which would other
wise be subject to this rule exceeds by more than 10 percent
the business's total sales volume of such coatings in calendar 
yea". 1976. • · 

-
b. To qualify for a Small Business exemption, a 

' 

company requesting such 
exemption shall file a request in \'triting with the Air Pollution Control 
Officer. The company shall provide the Air Pollution Control Officer 

·· any necessary information inducting, but not limited to: · (i) total 
volume {in gallons) of paints and coatings sold in 1976; (ii) the 
number of persons employed by the company; (iii) the gross sales 
receipts (in• dollars) for 1976; and (iv) total annual sales volur.ie 
of paints and coi!tings in 1976 and any subsequent year which would 
otherwise be subject to this rule. Other information necessary 
to document that the business is not an affiliate of another business 
concern which would not be considered a ,•Sma11 Business for the 
purposes of this rule shall also be provided to the Air Pollution 
Control Officer. · 

The Air Pollution Control Officer after considering information 
submitted by the business concern shall determine whether such 
concern quJlifies as a Small Business as defined in Subsection a. 
of this. section and shall inform the business concern of this 
determinJtion in writing. ·· 

https://volur.ie
https://exempti.on


. . 

The provisions of this rule shall not apply to the foll~wing coatings 
manufactured prior to Jul.Y 26, 1984: · 

a. architectural coatings supplied in containers having capacities
of one liter.or less; 

b. traffic coatings applied to public streets and highways; however. 
this exemption shall not extend to traffic coatings applied to 
other surfaces, including, but not limited to curbs, berms, 

· driveways and parking lots. 

c. architectural coatjngs recorrrnended by the manufac;turer for use 
solely as a: 

.. 
1) varnish, lacquer, or shellac •21 semitransparent stain · 
3 opaque stain on bare redwood, cedar, mahogany, and doug1as fir 
4 primer, sea 1 er, or unaercoater 
5) wood preservative
6) fire retardant coating · . . · .. · 
7) tile-like glaze coating .. •. · · ·· • 

.J 

8)-·waterproofing toating, except bituminous pavement sealers 
9) industrial maintenance finish 

10) meta1l ic pigmented coatings 
11) swir.111ling pool coating 
12) graphic arts coatings 

.6. Identification of Coatings 

Containers for all coatings subject to Section 2 shall display the date 
. of manufacture of the contents or a code indicating the dates of 
manufacture. The manufacturers of such coatings shall file with the 
Air Pollution Control Officer and the Executive Officer of the California 
Air Resources Board prior to (one year from date of adoption) an 
explanation of each code. 

7. 'labeling of Coati-ngs 
• 

a. Jf anywhere on the coating container, on any sticker or label 
affixed thereto, or in any sales or advertising literature, any 
indication.is given that the coating may be used or is suitable 
for use for any purpose other than those specifically provided 
for in Section 5 of this rule, then the exemption provided 
for in said Section 5 shall not apply to that coating. 

b • . In any instance where more than one of the standards set forth 
in Section 2 of this rule may be applicable. the most restrictive 
standard shall apply.

-1 
• .-
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ATTACHMHIT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-63 

Adopt for Yo1o-So1ano APCD the following Cutback Asphalt Pavjna Material Rule: 

Rule 2.23 Cutback Asphalt Paving Material 

l. Oefinitiqns 

a. "Asphalt" means the dark-brown to black cer.ientitious material 

{solid, semi-solid, or liquid in consistency} of which the 

main constituents are bitumens which occur naturally or as a 

residue of petroleum refining. 

b. "Cutback asphalt" mea_ns paving grade asphalts li~uefied with · 

petroleum distillate and as further defined by American Society 

for Testing and Materials (ASTM) specifications as follo1"1s: 

• Rapid cure type: ASTM 02028-76 

Medium cure type: ASTM D2027-76 

c. "Dust palliative" means any light app1ication of liquefied 

asphalt (cutback or emulsified asphalt} for the express purpose 

of controlling loose dust. 

d. "Emulsified asphalt" means any asphalt liquefied with water 

containing an emulsifier, either anionic or cationic. 

e. "Tack coat'' means any a~plication of asphalt applied to an 

existing surface to provide a bond between ne1•1 surfacing and 

existing surface and to eliminate slippage planes where the· 

ne\</ and existing surfaces meet. 

f. "Penetrating prime coat" means any application of asphalt to an 

absorptive surface to penetrate and bind the aggregate surface 

and/or to promote adhesion between it and the new superimposed 

construction. Oust palliatives or tack coats are not included. 

g. "Road oils'' shall be synonomous with slow cure asphalts. 

I 



2. a. After July 1, 1979, no person sha11 cause or al low the use or 

application of rapid cure cutback asphalt for highway or street 

pc)ving or maintenance, nor manufacture, sell, or offer for sale 

cutback asphalt for such use or application. 

b. After July 1, 1980, no person shall cause or allow the use or 

application of cutback asphalt for highway or street paving or 

maintenance, nor sell,or offer for sale cutback asphalt for 

such use or application except as specified below: 

1) where the cutback asphalt is to be used solely as a 

penetrating prime coat; 

2) where the National Weather Service official forecast of the 

high temperature for the immediate vicinity of the asphalt 

application for the 24-hour period following application is 

below 5o°F (10°c). 

These provisions do not apply to cutback asphalt sold in a 

district for shipment.Bnd use outside that district. 

c. After January 1, 1982, no person shall cause or allow the use or 

application of cutback asphalt, or shall cause or allow the use 

or application of an emulsified asphalt cont~ining petroleum 

solvents (diluents) in excess of 3 percent by volume as determined 

by ASTM D244-75 for highway or street paving or maintenance, nor 

sell, or offer for sale such asphalts for such use or application. 

These provisions do not apply to cutback asphalt sold in a district 

for shipment and use outside that district. 
I 



• ATTACHMENT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-63 

Adopt for Yo1o-Solano APCO the fol lowing Solvent Cle;'lnir,g 
Operations (Degreasing) rule: 

RuJe 2.24 Solvent Cleaning Operations (Degreasing) 

A. Af"te'r Ja:r...urry :1,. 1980, any person 1,Jho employs solvent n.etal clean.inf! 
-. 

(degreasi~-{f) shall utilize a device for such cleaning, vhich inc!udes 

tr.a follooir..g equ.ipr.:ent: . 

1. A contai:n.er (degTeaser) for the soZvent and the aTticles being cleo::ned. 

2. An apparatus or cover which prevents the solvent from evapor

ating ~han not processing vork in the degreas~r. 

a. for coZd solvent cleaning, if the Va?Or pressure 

cf the so'lvent is greater than 15 mm of mercur"~ (Hg) 

(0.3 psi) measured at sa0 c (1006 F), or if the soZvent 

is heated, or if the solvent is agitated, then the 

cover must be designed so that. it can be opened and closed 

easily LJith one hand. 

b. for open-top vapor deqr'Oase1°s, the cover shall. be 

designed such that it can be opened and closed easily 

··· r.nthout disna>bing the 1Japor zone. 

c. for cor:veyorized degreasers, covers shaU be provided 

for closing off the entrance and exit du...y,,£ng shutdown 

hours. 

3. A facility for c.r-aining cleaned. perts such that the drained 

so!vent is retu!"l'!ed to the container. 
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• 4. A permanent, conspicuous label, which lists each of the 

operating requirements contained in Section B. 

5. Fqr cold solvent cleaning, if the vapor pressure of the solvent 

is greater them 33 mrr: Hg or 0. 6 psi at JB°C, or if the solvent 

is heated above so0 c, then one of the foll01:Jing control devices 

shall be used: 

a. a freeboard such that the freeboaz>d ratio is greater than 

or equal to 0.75; 

b. a water cover if the solvent is insoluble in and heavier 

than water_: or 

c. any other system demons1;-i•ated to be equf,valent in emission 

control efficiency to the ahove, such as a refrigerated 

freeboaPd chiller or carbon adsorption system, and approved 

by the Air Pollution Control Officer. 

6. If open-top vapor degreasing or conveyorized degreasing are 

employed, then the following equipment shall be utilized. 

a. All of the following safevy devices: 

- 1. a device which shuts off the sump heat if either the 

condenser coolant stops circulating or becomes warmer 

than specified; 

2. for degreasers of the spray type, a device which prevents 

spray pump operation unless the solvent vapor level is 

at the designed operating level; and 

3. a device (of the manual reset type) which shuts off the 

• 
sump heat if the solvent vapor level rises above the 

designed operating level. 



• b. One of the fo7,1,owing oI' a combination of the foUowing 

m.ajoI' contI'ol devices: 

1. a freeboard such that the freeboa.rd I'atio is greateI' 

than OI' equal to 0.75; 

2. a refrigerated freeboard chiller which achieves a 

minimum of 8.8 watts cooling capacity per meter of 

air-vapor interface peri~eter; 

3. a carbon adsorption system which ventilates the air-vapor 

interface at a minimum 1'ate of 15 m3/min/m2, but not 

greater than 20 m3/min/m2, and with a solvent vapor 

concentr>a.tion exiting the exhaust duct of the car>bon 

adsorbt;Y!' less than 25 ppm solvent a;rJeraged over one 

corrplete adsorption cycle; or 

4. any otheI' system demonstrated to be equivalent in 

emission control efficiency to the above and approved 

by the Air Pollution Control Officer. 

c. For aonveyorized degreasers, both of the follOtJing control 

devices: 

1. either a drying tunnel, or another means such as a 

rotating basket, sufficient to prevent cleaned pa:r>ts 

from CaPr'!Jing out solvent liquid or vapor, and 

2. minimized opening: entrances and exits should silhouette 

work loads so trtat the average clearance between rarts and 

• the edge of the degreaser opening is either less tr.an 10 cm 

or less than 10 percent of the width of the opening. 

) 
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• E. After January 1, 1980, any person who employs solvent metal 

cleaning (degreasing) must conform to the following operating 

requirements: 

1. Operate and maintain the degreasing equipment and emission 

control equipment in proper working order. 

2. Do not allOI;) any solvent to leak from any portion of the 

degreasing equipment. 

3. Do not store or dispose of any solvent, including waste 

solvent, in such a manner as will cause or allow its 

evc:poration into the atmosphere .. 

4. Perfo1'T:1 distillation recovery of waste solvent,so that after 

distillation, solvent residues do not contain more than 

10 percent solvent by volu~e. 

5. Do not remove or open any device designed to cover the solvent 

unless processing work in the degreaser or performing main

tenance on the degreaser. 

6. Drain cleaned parts for at least 15 seconds after cleaning 

or until dripping ceases. (Cold solvent cleaning only) 

7. If using a solvent flow, use only a continuous, fluid stream 

(not a fine, atomized, or shower type spray) at a pressure 

which does not cause liquid solvent to splash outside of the 

solvent container. 

8. Perform solvent agitation, where necessaI'?J, through pump 

recirculation or by means of o:mixer. Do not use air agitation 

• 
of the solvent bath. 



9. For open-top vapor degreasers, a person shall minimize solvent• 
carry-out by the following measures: 

a. ·rack parts to facilitate d:rainage, 

b. move parts in and out of the degreaser at less than 3.3 m/min., 

a. degrease the work load in the vapor zone at least 30 seconds 

or until condensation ceases, 

d. allow parts to d:ry -within the degreaser until visually dr-:J. 

10. For conveyorized &greasers, a person shall minimize solvent 

aarry-out by the following measures: 

a. raak parts to facilitate d:rainage, 

b. maintain vertiale conveyor speed at less than 3. 3 m/min. 

11. For open-top vapor degreasers: 

a. do not degrease porous or absorbent ma.terials suah as 

aloth, leather, wood, or rope, 

b. work "loads shall not occupy more than half of the degreasers 

open-top area, and 

a. do not spray solvent above the vapor level. 

C. Exemptions 

1. The p11ovisions of this rule do not apply to wipe cleaning; 

2. The provisions of Section A(6)(b) do not apply to the following: 

a. open-top vapor degreasers whiah have an air-vapor interface 

2area less than 1.0 m . 

b. conveyorized degreasers which have an air-vapor interface 

• area less than 2.0 m2• 



• 
D. Definitions 

1. "Cold cleaner" means any batch loaded, non-boiling solvent 

degreaser. 

2. "Open-top vapor degreaser" means any batch Zoaded, boilirl{J 

solvent degreaser. 

3. "Conw,yorized degreaser" means any continuously loaded, convey

orized solvent degreaser, either boiling or non-boiling. 

4. "Freeboard height" 

a. For cold cleaning tanks, freeboard height means the distance 

from the top of the solvent or solvent dI>ain to the top of 

the tank. 

b. For vapor degreasing tanks, freeboard height means the distance 

from the solvent vapor-air interface· to the top of the basic 

degreaser tank. 

5. "Freeboard ratio" is defined as the freeboard height divided by 

the width of the degreaser. 

6. "Wipe cleaning" is defined as that method of cleaning which 

utilizes a mateiial such as a rag !Jetted with a solvent, coupled 

with a physical rubbing process to remove contaminants fr>om metal. 

sia>faces. 

'1. "Volatile organic compound" mecm.s any compound of carbon 

(excluding carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, carbonic acid, 

• 
metaZZic carbides or aarbonates, CJ7r.7oniu.m carbonate, and methane) 

that has a vapor pressure gr>eater tr.an 0.1 rmz of Hg at standard 

aonditions. 



A I I Al.Hf·Jt.[11 A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-63 

• Adopt for Yolo-Solano APCD the follm·iing Manufactured Metal Parts and 

Products rule: 
Rule 2.25 Surface Coating on Manufactured ·Metal Parts and Products 

1. !kfi1t"':.tions 

a. "Manufactured !-fetal Parts and Products" inclu<le any metal parts 

or products manufactured under the Stancia:rd Industrial Classifi

cation c_ode of Major Group 25 (furniture and fixtures), Majo1• 

Group 33 (pr:mJX"J metal indusrnes)., Major Group ·34 (fabri.cated 

metal. products), M°"?or Group 35 (non-e'!.ec:trical. machinery), 

Major Group 36 (electrical machinery}, Major Group 37 (tral'.s

-portation equipment), Major Group 38 (mi.scellaneous. manufact:u..r-i.ng 

indusrnes}. 

b. "Volatile Organic Corrpouni! (VOC) 11 means any voZati.1.e cor.rpound of 

ca:rbcm, excluding methane, ca:I'Don monoxide, cabon dioxide, 

carbonic acid~ metallic ca:rbides or carbonates, and mnmoniwn 
. 

car-bar.ate as detenirined by an ARB o:pprovea reyerence test method. 

c. "Forced Ail• IJried" means a pr·ocess whereby the coated object: is 

heated above ambient tempercrtz.o.•e up to a. ma:d,m.on of 90° Cetsi.w1 

to tie.crease J:rying time. · 

· d. "Transfer Efficiency" means the ratio of the amount by vo!ume of 

coating which is deposited on the object; to b;, coated to the 

amc,wrt' by votwne of coating sprayed·· e.~ressed as ·a percentage• 

• e. "Touch Up" means that portion of the coating operation tJhich is 

incidental to the main coating process but necessary to cover 

minor imperfections or to achieve coverage as required. 
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• f. "Repair" means recoating portions of previously coated product 

due to mechanical. damage to the coating foZlMng nomal. paintin..3 

operations. 

2. Emissions Standa.rds 

E:r:cept as otheruise provided in Section 4, this rule is applicable 

to the coating of any manufactured metal parts and products excluding 

automobiles, light-duty trucks, airaraft, aerospace vehicles, ma:r-ine 

vessels, cans, coils, and magnetic wire. 

a. After Janumy 1, 1982, a person shall not use or apply any· coating 

on any manufactu:Ped metal part or product subject to the p11ovisio-,-_ 

of this regulation which emits or may emit volatile organic 

compounds into the atmosphere in excess of the foUwing limits: 

VOC Limitation 
grams per Ziter of coating)

( applied excluding water 

Ai2' Dried or 
Forced Air Dried Baked 

340 275 

b. Nei.J SoW'ces 

A pe2'son shall not use or apply any oven-baked coating on any 

manufactured metal pa.rt or product subjeat t;o the provisions of 

this regulation which emits or may. emit voZatiZ.e or>ganic compow:.:: j 

• 
into the atmosphere in excess of 180 gt'ams per liter> of coatina : 

applied exaluding water> on any application line for> ?Jhich a pn.,·::· 

to build, erect, or install is -required after January 1, 198::. 

1 



• c. Before Jcmuary 1, 1982, the amount of volat;ile organic compounds 

'lJhioh may be emitted from any manufaatured meta1, part or product 

coating appUcation line shall be re-evaZ.uated to detel'lTline whether 

another limit is justified. 

d. The emission limits prescribed in this section aha1,1, be achieved 

by: 

(1) The use of 1,01.,)-solvent coating; or 

(2) Any other emission reduation process detemned by the Air 

Pollution Control Officer to be as effect;ive as (1). 

3. Application Equipment Regyirements 

Except as othe!'l,Jise provided in Section 4, after January 1, 1982, 

a person shaiz not use or operate any coating appl-ication equipment 

subjeat to the provisions of this regulation that does not provide 

t;r,ansfer efficiency equal to or greater than 65 percent. The appli

cation of coatings by electrostatic attraction shall be deemed to 

- constitute compliance with this ,:,equirement. 

4. Exemptions . 

a. 'l'he provisions of this ruZe shall not apply to coatings 'l,)hich 

emit or may emit voZatile organic compounds in excess of the 

specified limits provided that the total emissions from the use 

of such coatings do not exceed 20 pounds in any one do:tJ. 

• b. The provisions of Section 3 shall "not apply to touch-up and 

repair. 



• Attachment A, Resolution 79-63 

Adopt Yolo-Solano APCD Rule 2.21.1 Storage of Petroleum Products as 
follows: ' 

Rule 2.21.1 Storage of Petroleum Products 

(a) No person sh.:ill place, store ur hold in any stationary ti!nk, 

reservoir er other cont.iincr of more th;in 150,000 liters (39,630 gall?ns} 

cilpcldty, any organic fiqufd having il. true vapor prcs,surc of 77.5 rr::n Ilg 

(1.5 psi) absolute or greater under actual storage conditions. unless s~ch 

tank, reservoir or other contafoet is a pres~urc tank maintuining working 
. .· 

prrssurcs sufficient at all times to prevent oqJanic vapor or gas loss to . . 

the Jtrnosphere, or is designed and equipped with one of the follawfng vapor 

loss contro1 c!cvices, properly installed, properly maintained and in good 

operating cr.dcr: 

(1) A floating roof, consisting of a pontoon-type or double.;.decl<-· 

type cover that rests on the surface.of the liquid contents and is cqu'ippE:_d 

~ith a closure device between the tank shell and roof edge. Excrpt as provided 

tn paragraphs (a){1 )(C} and (D), the closure device sha11 consist of t1·10 

seals, 0111: above ·the other; the one below sha1l be referred to as the primary 

SN1. and the one above shall be referred to as the secondary seal. Seal 

designs sh.111 be submitted to the /\ir Pollution Control Officer ·and shall not 

b: fr.stalled or used unless they are approved by th~ l\ir Pollution Contro1 Officer 

~' rt:"ctfr.9 the criteria set forth 1n paragraphs (a)(l)(A) through (a}(1){D), as 

a;-::lfcablc. 

(A} For a c1o·sure device on a welded tank shell Hhid1 uses a 

• rnetal"!ic-sho~-type seal as fts primary seal: 

(f) ciaps between the tank shell and t.he priwary seal shall not 

exceed l.~ crnttmctcrs (1~1/2 inches) for an accu~ulative le11qth of 10 percent, 

\ 

\ 
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• 

1.3 centiineters {l/2 inch) fur another 30 percent, and 0.32 centimeters 

(1/8 incfi) for the re111aininy GO pcn.:cnL of the circumference of the tarik. 

Ho gap between the tank shell and the primary seal 'Shall exceed 3.8 

centimeters (1-1/2 inches). No continuous gap greuter than 0.32 centimeters 

(l/8 inch) shall exceed 10% of the circumference of the tank. 

{ii) Gaps between the tank shell and the secondary seal shall not 

- exceed O. 32 centimeters (1/8 inch) for an accumulative length of 95 

percent of the circum~rence of the tank, and shall not excee~ 1.3 centimeters 

{l/2 inch) for an accumulative le_ngth of the remaining 5 percent of the 

circumference of the tank.· r-Io gap bet1~een the tank shell and the secondary 

seal shall exceed 1.3 centimeters (l/2 inch}. 

(iii) Metallic-shoe-type seals installed on or ·after July 10? 19-79, 

shall be installed so that one end of the shoe extends into the stored liquid 

and the other end ~xtends a minimum vertical distance of 61 centimeters 

(24 inches} above the stored liquid surface. 

_(iv} The geometry o·f the-.shoe shall.be such that.the maximum gap 

between the shoe and the tank shell is no greiter than double the gap 

allowed by the seal gap criteria for a length of at least 46 centimeters 

(l-8 inches) in the vertical plane above the liquid surface. There shall be 

no holes or tears in. or openings which allow the emission of organic vapors 

through the secondary seal or in the prin1ary seal enve1ope surrounding the 

annular vapor space enclosed by the roof edge, stored liquid surface, shoe, 

• and seal fabric. 
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(v} The sccouJ.:iry seal sha l1 allow ec1sy insertion of probes uµ 

e ·to 3.8 centimeters {l-l/2 incht!s) in \·1idth in order to m!:!asure gaps in Lhe 

primJry seal. 

(vi) The secondary seal shall extend from the roof to th~ tank· 

shell ·and shall not be attached to the primary seal. 

{vii) The o~mer or operator of any contpiner subject to paragraph 
, 

(a)(l)(A), and which i~ installed after July 10, 1979, shall comply with the 

requirements of paragraph (a)(l)(A) at the time of installation. 
• 

(viii) The owner or operator of any existing container which 

e requires 1nodifica~ion to comply with paragraph (a)(t)(A)(ii) shall be in 

compliance by May 1, 1981, and shall comply with the following increments 

of progress: 

(I) January 1, 1980. Submit to the Air Pollution Control Officer a 

4t ffnal 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. 

(II) April 1, 1980. Negotiate and sign initial contracts for 

emission control systems, or issue orders for the purchase of component parts 

tq accomplish emission control. 

(III) May 1, 1980. Initiate on-site construction or installation 

of emission control equipment as indicated on the cons~ruction schedule 

submitted with the final control plan. 

(Iv) May 1, 1981. Complete on-site construction .or installation 

of emission control equipment as indicated .on the construction schedule 

submitted with the final control plan. 

(B} For a closure device 1·1hich uses a ·resilient-toroid-type seal 

as its primary sea1: 



•· 
(i) lf in:;t<l I lat ion was or is commenced prior to· July 10, 1979, 

gap:; between the tan!-: shcl I and the primilry sc..il shall not exceed 0.32 , 

centimeters (1/8 inch) for a~ accumulative length of 95 percent of 

the circumference of the tank, and shall not exceed 1.3 centimeters (1/2 inch) 

for an accumulative length of the remaining 5 percent of the- tank 

circumference. Ho gap between the tank shell and the primary seal shall. exceed 

1.3 centimeters (1/2 inch) . 

. (ii) If insta11ation was or is commenced prior to July 10, 1979 

gaps between the tank she1l and the secondary seal shall not exceed 0.32 

centimeters (1/8 inch) for anaccumulcttive length of 95 percent of 

the circumference of the tank, and shall not exceed 1.3 centimeters (l/2 inch)

I· for an accu~u1ative length of the remaining 5 pe:cent of the tank 

circumference. No gap between the tank shell and the secondary seal shall 

exceed 1.3 centimeters (1/2 inch}. 

(iii) If installation is commenced after July 10, 1979, the tank 

owner or operator shall, prior to installation, demonstrate to the Executive 

Officer that the tlosure d_evice controls vapor loss with an effectiveness 

equivalent to a closure device on a welded tank which meets the require,n,:nts 

of paragraph (a)(l )(/\). The Air Pollution Control Officer shall determine whether · 

equivalence exists in accordance with paragraph (a)(l)(D). If equivalence is 

demonstrated using prirn<1ry or secondary seal 'gap criteria (if any) different 

from the criteria specified in paragraphs (a}(l){B)(i) or (ii}, those criteria 
• 

shall be controlling for all purposes of this rule in lieu of the criteria 

• specified in paragraphs (a){l}(B)(i) a·nd (ii). 



• 

{iv} There shall be no ho1cs or tears in, or openings vihich allow 

• the emi!;sion of organic vapors throuyh the secondary seal or in the primary 

seal envelope surrounding the annular vapor space enclosed by the roof edge. 

seal fabric and secondary seal. 

(v) The secondary seal shall allow easy insertion of probes up 

to 1.3 centimeters (1/2 inch) in width in order to measure gaps in the 

primary ':iea1. 

{vi) The secondary seal shal 1 extend from the roof of the tank to. the 

shell and not be attached to the primary seal •. 
(vii) The owner or operat~r of any existing container which requires 

modification to comply with paragraph (a){1 )(B)(ii }. shall comply .with the 

schedule of increments of progress and final compliance date set forth in 

paragraph (a)(l )(A)(viii). 

(C) For a closure device on a riveted tank shell which uses a_ 

metallic-shoe-type seal as its primary sea1: 

(i) Effective November 1, 1979,, the closure device shall consist 
y 

of at least one seal. Gaps bet\<1een the tank shell and the seal shall not 

exceed 6.4 centimeters (2-1/2 inches} for an accumulative length of 10 percent 

of the circumference of the tank, and shall not exceed 3.8 centimeters (1-1/2 

inches) for an accumulatiye length of the remaining 90 percent of the cir

cumference of the tank. No gap between the tank shell and the seal shall · 

exceed 6. 4 centimeters (2-1/2 inches). In addition, any existing secondary 

seal or other vapor loss control device shall re~ain in place and comply with 

the same gap criteria. 

(ii} Effective May 1, 1982, the closure device shall constst 

of two seals, one above the other; the one belm'i shall be referred to as the 

primJry sea1, and the one above sha11 be referred to as the secondary sea1. 

The closure device shall cont1·ol vapor loss \1ith an effectiveness equivalent 



• 

• to a closure device on c1 wel<le<l Lank 1-1ldch rncets the i·equirements of 

·paragraph (a)(l)(A). The Air Pollution Control· Officer shall determine whether 

equivalence exists in accordance with paraqraph (a)(l }(D). Gaps between the primary 

and secondary seals and the tank shell shall not exceed the gaps (if"any) associated 

with the closure device approved as equivalent by the· Air Pollution Control 

Officer, and shall be controllinq for all purposes of this rule. 

' (iii)· Metallic-shoe-type seals installed on or after· July 10, 1979, 

shall: be installed so that one end of the shoe extends into the stored liquid• 

and the other end extends a minimum vertical distance of 61 centimeters 

- (24 inches) above the stored liquid surface. The geometry of the shoe shall 

be such that the maximum gap between the shoe and the tank shell is no greater 

than double the gap a110~1ed by the seal gap criteria for a length of at least 

46 centimeters (18 inches) in the vertical plaae. (A typical metallic-shoe-

- type seal with a pantagraph-type hanger is shown in Figure 1. This sketch 

is for illustrative purposes· only and does not constitute endorsement of any 

product or company.) 
. 

(iv} There shall be no holes or tears in, or openings which allow 

the emission of organic vapors through the eiwelope _surrounding the annular 

vapor space enclosed by the roof edge, stored liquid surface, shoe. and seal 

· fabric. 

(v) Any secondary seal shall a1low easy insertion of probes uo to 

6.4 centimeters (2-1/2 inches) in width in order. to measure· gaps _in the primary 

seal. 

(vi) Any secondary seal shall extend from the roof to the tank shell 

and shall not be attached to the primary seal. 



• 

{vii) The owne,· or opcr,1tur of any cxi,; tinu cont<1iner which 

.• requircsmodificatiuns tu co111µlyvtilh pa1·a9raph {d)(1)(C}(ii) shall be in 

compliance by May 1, 1082, and shall comply with the followinq increments 

of progress: 

(I). November 1, 1980. Submit to the Air Pollution Control Officer a final 

control plan which describes, as a minimum, the steps, including a construction 

schedule, that vti11 he. taken to achieve compliance with the provisions of 

this rule. • 
(II) March 1, 1981. Negotiate and sign initial contracts for 

- emission control' systems, or issue orders for the purchase of. component parts 

to actomplish emission control • 

. . (III) April 1, 1981. .Initiate on-site construction or installation 

of emission control equipment as indicated on the construction schedule 

e submitted with the final control plan. 

· (IV) April l, 1982. Complete on-site construction or installation 

of emission control equipment as indjcated on the construction schedule 

submitted with the final control plan. 

(D) The requirements of paragraphs·(a)(l)(A) through (a)(l)(C) 

sh.all not apply to any person who demonstrates to the Air Pollution Control Officer 

that a c1osure device has been installed, or t•Jill be installed, which 

by itself or in conjunction with other vapor loss control devices, controiS 

vapor loss at all tank levels ~ith an effectiveness equival~nt t~ a closure 

device on ; welded tank which meets the requirements of paragraph (a){l )(A). 

The 01·mer or operator of any tank with such a ·system, or proposed to be 
. . 

equipped with such a system, shall. prior to use or installation, demonstrate 

e equiv.1lence to the Air Pollution Control Officer as follows: 



{i) By an actu~I c:i:b:;ion-; test in u ful I-size or scale sealed 

• tank facility which accurc1tr:ly ...ol1e:cts and 111c<1sures a11 hydroca1·bon emissions 

assotiated with a giveri closure device, and which accurately simulates 

other emission -variables, such as temperature, barometric pressure· and wind. 

The test faci1 ity shall be subject to prior approval by the Air Pollution 

Control Officer. Or, 

(ii} by a-pressure leak test, engineering evaluation or other 

· means, where the Air Pollution Control Officer determines that the same is an 

accurate method of determining ~quivalence. 

(E) The primary seal enve!ope shall be made available for un

obstructed inspection by the Air Pollution Control Officer on an annual basis 

at locations selected alori9 its circumference at random by the Air Pollution . ' . . 

Control Officer. In the case of riveted tanks with toroid-type seals, eight 

such locations shall be made available; in all other cases, four such locations 

shall be made available. If the Air Pollution Control Officer detects one or 

w~re violations as a result of any such inspection, the Air Pollution Control 

Officer may require such further unobstructed inspection of the primary seal as 

may be necessary to determine the seal condition for its entire circumference. 

In addition, for tanks with secondary seals installed after 

July 10, 1979, the primary se~l envelope shall be made available for 

inspection by the Air Pollution Control Officer prior t0 installation of the 

secondary seal. Thereafter, and for tanks with secondary seals installed before 

July 10, 1979, the primary seal envelope shall be made available for un-

obstructed inspection b_v the Air Pollution Control Officer for its full len(Jth every 

5 years after July 10, 1979, except that if the secondary seal is voluntarily 
0 

· removed by the owner or operator prior thereto. it shall be made available 

for such inspection at that time. The 01,mer or operator shall provide 

notification to the Air Pollution Control Officer no less than 7 working tLlys prior t 

\'Oluntary removal of the secondary seal. 
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" 

• (I·) All openings in the roof cxcepl 1iressun:~-vJcuum v.1lvcs, \·1hich 

•;li,111 be set l;u within ten percent of the m.1xi111um <1l1m·1a!Jle \-1orking pressure 

of the roof, shall provide a projection be101-1 the liquid surface to prevent 

belching of liquid and 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 lid shall at all times be in a 

closed position, with no-visible gaps, except when the device or appurtenance 

is in- use. • 
. (G} Any emergency roof tlr,lin shal1 be provided with a slotted 

e membrane fabric cover, or equivalent, that covers at least nine-tenths of 

the area of the opening. 

(H) A floating roof shall not be used if the organic liquid stored 

has a true vapor pressure of 569 mm Hg (11 psi) absolute or greater under 

e. storage conditions. 

(2) A fixed roof with an internal-floating-,type cover, provided 

the cover prevents the release or cm;ission to the atmosphere of organic;: . 
vapors or gases at an efficiency equivalent to a floating roof closure device 

I 
which meets the requirements. of paragraph {a)(1 )(A}. · The Air Pollution Control Officer 

. . 

shall determine \-:hether equivalence exists in accordance with paragraph {a)(l)(D). 

{A) A fixed roof contafner· with an internal-floating-type cover 

shall not be used if the organic liquid stored has a true vapor pressure off 
569 wro Hg (11 psi) absolute or greater under storage conditions. 

(B) Any existing fixed roof container which requires modi-fication 

in order to comply with paragraph (a)(2) shall comply with the schedule of 

increments of progress and fi na 1 comp1 i ance date set forth in paragraph 

(a)(l )(C}( vii f. • 

(J}(A) A vapor recovery system, consisting of a system capable of 

collecting all org.:rnic \'t1pors and gases, dnd a vapor return or dispo:;.:;1 :;y::;tcm 

capable of processing such vapors and gases. so as to prcyent their emission 



• to lhe atmo!:..phcrc at iln 1!1, icicncy 01 at least YS pen.:P.nl by ,-,eight, if ton-

structcd on or artcr July 10, 1979. 

(B} A s.ystcm constructed before July 10, 1979, shall have a 

recovery efficiency of at least 90 percent by wright, and, by May l, 1982 

a recovery efficiency of at least 95 percent by weight. 

(C) Any tank gauging or sampling device on a tank vented to the 
-

vapor recovery s.ystem shall be equipped with a gas-tight cover ~ihich shall be 
. 

closed at all times except during gauving or sampling. 

(0) All piping, valves and fittings sh.:ill be constructed and. 
- maintained in a gas-tight condition,. such that no 0t·ganic vapor or gas leaks 

are detectable. 

. .... (E) Any container constructed before July 10, 1979, which requires 

modification in order to comply with the 90% recovery requirement in paragraph 

(a)(3)(B) shall comply with the schcilule of incr~ments of progress and final 

compliance date set forth in paragraph (a)(l}{/\)(viii}. 

(F} Any container constructed before July 10, 1979, which requires 

modification in order to comply with the 95% recovery requirement in paragraph 

(a)(3)(B) shall comply with the sthedule of increments of progress and final 

campliance date set forth ~n paragraph (a)(l)(C)(vii). 

(4) Other equipment having a vapor loss control efficiency of at 

least 95 percent by weight, pr·ovided an appHcation for installation of such 

· equipment is submitted to and approved by the Air Pollution Control Officer. 

• 
(5) A person whose tanks arc subject to paragraph (a) of this 

rule shall keep an accurate record of liquids stored in such containers and 

the true vapor pressure ranges of such liquids. The true vapor pressure in 

psf. ab~olute of stored liquid may be dPtcrmincd by using the nomographs 

contained in Amcric,:in Petroleum Institute Gullctin 2517 for conversion of 

Reid vapor pressure to true v.:ipor prcs~urc. 

https://pen.:P.nl


• ATTACHMENT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-63 

Amend Rule 2.21 (Vapor Control for Organic Liquid Transfer and Storage) of 

the Yolo-Solano APCD by adding the following: 

''e. This rule shall not apply to the following sources: 

1. stationary containers with capacities exceeding 150,000 liters 

(39,630 gallons) which store organic liquids other than gasoline; 

2. stationary containers with capacities exceeding 7570 liters 

(2000 gallons) which were in service prior to January 9, 1976, 

which store gasoline, and 

3. stationary containers with capacities exceeding 950 liters 

(251 gallons) installed after January 9, 1976, which store 

gasoline.'' 

• 
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• ATTACHMENT A 
TO RESOLUTION 79-63 

Resc~n~ Yolo-Solano APCD Rules 3.4, Standards for Granting Applications, and 3.5, 
Conditional Approval, and replace them with the following New Source Review rules. 

Rule 3.4 Standards for Authority to Construct &Permit to Operate 

l) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources or modifications which result in 
either: 
(1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 

\ 

source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
sources, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant. 

(2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications as defined in l) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
al.though Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
(1) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology. and which can be 

• 
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• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 
the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 

(2) Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 

(3) Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for the gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 
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• District regulations . 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 

construct for a new stationary source or modification as 
defined in Section 1) a) unless the applicant certifi~s that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.) 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an-authority 
to construct for a new stationary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless the district regulations are being met by the applicant. 

3) calculation of Emissions: 
a) Calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any GARB approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO ~rior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions from a proposed new or modified 

_e stationary source estimates shall be based on maxill'um design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



c) In determining emissions from an existing_ stationary source 
• emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 

past operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludinq any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rules or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Jl.vailable Control Technoloqy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespectiv.e or whether or not offsets are provided. 

5) Mitiaation (Offsets): 
a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in l {a) 

of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(l) Of each pollutant for whic.h a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambient air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

• 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated {offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification _and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 
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• {3} Emissions offset profiles may be used to determine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 
sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed ne1-1 or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emissions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 

(4) A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:1 shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15 mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 

(5) Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 
emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 

(6) If an applicant certifies that the proposed ne1-1 source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 

emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 

(7) Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 

• 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 
unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 
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• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitia,ation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(a)(4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission 
reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

6) Permit Condition Reauirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the permits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7} Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 

• 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary w~itten evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



• b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the time notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmenta1 Protection -Agency and the Ca 1 ifornia Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8) Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI).or Application for Certification {AFC) 

• 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission may be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC agreement adopted on January 23, 1979 . 
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• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to compy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
(1) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

(2} The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate, and emit quantities 
of air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, and 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b} The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required ·solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10} Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceab.le permit condition, shall not 
include: 

• (1} An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 
not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 

https://enforceab.le


• (2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the More 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 
standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation plan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
- Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 

installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
fonnation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15) Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model,. based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

16) Severability 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 

- portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

State Ambient Air Quality Standards- Rule 3.5 

All references in Rule 3.4 to national ambient air quality standards shall 
be interpreted to include state ambient air quaiity standards. 

Rule 3.5. l Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5. 
of Rule 3.4 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environmental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan. 
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Attachment 1 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Supplemental Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pubiic ~aring to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

1. Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 

Administrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmental 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues. 
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• State of California 

Attachment 2 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Amendments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Corrrnent: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Date:~ .i( / /'j 7 J 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 
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Memorandum 

• 
D~e , August 27, 1979To Huey D. Johnson 

SECRETARY 
Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 

Air Resources Board 

From 1 Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. e 

/dj1p- /!a---/cp 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 

' 
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' 
State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

PROPOSED 

Resolution 79-64 

July 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health a.nd Safety Code designates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control agency for all purposes 
set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the state agency
responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of 
the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to 
assure that the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the 
national ambient air quality standards by specified deadlines; 

WHEREAS, Yuba County Air Pollution Control District was designated as a 
nonattainment area for ozone and the secondary standard for particulate 
matter pursuant to Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required
by Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to 
endeavor to achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, 
after public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein 
it determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code 
or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is required by Section 41507 of the Health and Safety
Code to review rules and regulations and programs of the districts to 
determine whether the rules and regulations and programs assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the national ambient 
air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, emissions of organic gas are directly responsible for, or 
contribute to violations of ambient air quality standards for ozone and 
for particulate matter; 

\•lHEREAS, during the last year the staff has requested Yuba County Air 
Pollution Control District to adopt rules to further reduce the 
emissions of organic gases; I 



' WHEREAS, the ARB has found that the adoption of federally and state required 
RACMs for the control of emissions of organic gases fs necessary ih 
order for the Yuba County Air Pollution Control District to 
show reasonable further progress towards the attainment of the national 
ambient air quality standard for ozone; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the controls required by the federally
and state required RACMs are cost effective; and 

WHEREAS, the Board has held the public hearing required by Health and 
Safety Code Sections 39002 and 41502 and EPA regulations to determine 
whether the district has adopted rules and regulations which assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain state and national 
ambient air quality standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, 

1. The Yuba County Air Pollution Control District's Rules and 
Regulations (Architectural Coatings Usage; Rule 3.4, New 
Source Review) are amended to read as set forth in Attachment 
A to this Executive Order; and 

2. The District may further amend any rules that are amended 
hereby, but such further amendments shall not be effective 
until the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board makes a 
finding that they do not diminish the effectiveness of the 
District's Rules and Regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-64 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board. 

~/~JI:~
Helen Forrest 

, 



ATTACHMENT A' TO RESOLUTION 79-64 

Adopt the followin9 rule, Architectural Coatings for Yuba County APCD 

Rule 2.31 Architectural Coatings 
1. Definitions 

a • .Architectural Coatings 

For the purpose of this ~ule, an architectural coating is defined 
as any coating app1ied to stationary structures and their appurtenances, 
to mobile homes, to pavements. or to curbs. 

-b. Si~uminous Coatings Materials 

· Black or brownish materials, soluble in carbon disulfide, consisting
•mainly of hydrocarbons and which are obtained from natural deposits, 
or as residues from the distillation of crude petroleum oils, 
or of ~ow grades of coa1. 

c. Fire Retardant Coatings 

Architectural coatings which are designed to retard fires and 
which will significantly: (a) reduce the rate of flame spread 
on the surface of a material to which such a coating has been 
applied, or (b) resist ignition when exposed to high temperatures, 
or {c) insulate a substrate to which such a coating has been 

· applied and prolong the time r~quired to reach ignition temperature . 
•
d. Graphic Arts Coatings 

Coatings which are marketed s·olely for application to indoor and 
outdoor signs and include lettering enamels, poster colors and 
bulletin colors. . 

e. lndustr.ial Maintenance Finishes 
. 

High performance coatings which are formulated for the purpose 
of heavy abrJsion, water illVllersion, chefllical, corrosion, temperature,
electrical or solvent resistance. 

f. Hetalli~ Pigmented Paints 

Non-bituminous coatings which are formulatc<l with metallic pigment.,·· .. • • 



I 
g. Opaque Stains 

All stains that are not.classified as semitransparent stains. 

h. Primers 

.. Coatings which are intended to be applied to a surface to provide 
a firm bond bebieen the substrate and subsequent coats . 

. 
Coatings which are·intended for use on porous substrates to 
protect the substrate, to prevent subsequent coatings from 
being absorbed by the substrate, or to prevent harm to subsequent 
coatings by materials in the substrate. • 

J. Semitransparent Stains 

Coatings which are formulated to change the color of a surface 
but not conceal the surface . 

.. 
t. Tile-like Glaze.Coatings 

Coatings which are formulated to provide a tough, extra-durable 
coating system, \·1hich are applied as a continuous (seamless) 
high-build film and which cure _to a hard glaze finish. 

1. Undercoaters 

Coatings which are designed to provide a smooth surface for 
subsequent coats. 

m. Varnishes, lacquers, and Shellacs 

: Coatings which contain resins and binders but not opaque pigments 
· and tmich are specifically formulated to form a transparent or• 

translucent sol id. protective film •. 

n. Waterproofing Coating 

Coatings which are formulated for the sole purpose qf preventing
penetration of the substrate by water. These coatings include. but 
are.not limited to._bituminous roof and resilient type coatings. 

o. Uood Preservatives .• 

Coatings which are formulated for the purpose of protecting exposed
wood from decay and insect attack. These coatings perform their 

· function by penetrating into the wood. • . . 
2. No person shall sell, offer for sale. or apply any architectural coating 

manufactured after July ?6, 1980 which: 

a. contains more than 250 grams of volatile organic m,1terial per
liter of coating as applied, excluding water. except as provided
in subsection b of this section. 

I 



. 

I 
b. contains more than 350 grams of volatile organic material per

liter of coating as applied, excluding wilter, and is rccorr.11ended 
-solely for use on interior surfaces. Inferior coatings manufactured 
after July 26, 1982 may not contain more tnan 250 grams of volatile 
org<l:nic material per liter of coating as applied, excluding water. 

c. ·· 1s recorr.nended for use as a bituminous pavement sealer unless it 
· is an emulsion type coating. . . . 

.' 

. .3• . The provisions cf Section 2 of this rule shall not apply to architectural 
coatings sold in this· district for shipment outside of this district 
or for shipment to other manufacturers for repackaging. 

4. The provisions of Section 2 of this ·rule shall not apply.to coatings 
manufactured prior to July 26, 1981 by a Small Business. 

a. A "Small Business" for the purposes of this rule means any business 
which in 1976 sold less than 200,000 gallons of paints and coatings. 

· (i) A business shall not qualify for this exemption if it would 
not be considered a Small Business, as defined in Subsection (1)
of Section 1896 of Title 2 of the California Administrative 
Code. 

(ii) A business shall not qualify for this exe[;".ption if its total 
annual sales volume of paints and coatings which would other
wise he subject to this rule exceeds by more than 10 percent
the business's total sales volume of such coatings in calendar 

.. year 1976. . 
b. To qualify for a Small Business exemption, a company requesting such 

exemption shall file a request in \-triting with the Air Pollution Control 
Officer. The company shall provide the Air Pollution Control Officer~ any necessary information 'induding, but not 1imited to: • (i) total 

• volume (in gallons) of paints and coatings sold in 1976; (ii) the 
number of persons employed by the company; (iii) the gross sales 
receipts (in· dollars) for 1976; and (iv} total annual sales volur.ie 
of paints and coatings in 1976 and any subsequent year which would 
otherwise be subject to this rule. Other information necessary 
to document that the business is not an affiliate of another business 
concern which would not be considered a-·Small Business for the 
purposes of this rule shall also be provided to the Air Pollution 
Control Officer. 

., 
The Air Pollution Control Officer after considering information 
submitted by ·the business concern shall determine whether such 
concern qualifies as a Small Business as defined in Subsection a. 
of thi~ section and shall inform the business concern of this 
determin:ition in writing. ·· 

https://volur.ie
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The provisions of this rule shall not apply to the folluwing coatings 
manufactured prior to Jul.v 26, 1984: · 

a. architectural coatings supplied in containers having capacities
of one liter.or less; 

b. traffic coatings applied to public streets and highways; however, 
this exemption shall not exte11d to traffic coatings applied to 

···other surfaces, including, but not limited to curbs, berms, 
driveways and parking lots. 

c. architectural coatings recommended by the manufac;turer for use 
solely as a: 

l) varnish, lacquer, or shellac .. 
2 semitransparent stain 
3 opaque stain on bare redwood, cedar, mahogany, and douglas fir 
4 primer, sealer, or uhHercoater 
5 wood preservative 
6 fire retardant coating 

.J

7 tile-like glaze coating .. .• • 
8 •·waterproofing coating, except bituminous pavement sealers 
9) industrial maintenance finish 

10) metallic pigmented coatings
11) swirr.rning pool coating . ·· 
12) graphic arts coatings 

·6. Identification of Coatings 

Containers for all coatings subject to Section 2 shall display the date 
. of manufacture of the contents or a code indicating the dates of 
manufacture. The manufacturers of such coatings shall file with the 
Air Pollution Control Officer and the Executive Officer of the California 
Air Resources Board prior to (one year from date of adoption) an 
explanation of each code. 

7. 'labeling of Coatings 
• 

a. If anywhere on the coating container, on any sticker or label 
affixed thereto, or in any sales or advertising literature, any 
indication.is given that the coating may be used or is suitable 
for use for any purpose other than those speci fi cal ly provided
for in Section 5 of this rule, then the exemption provided
for in said Section 5 shall not apply to that coating. 

, 
b. _In any instance where more than one of "the standards set forth 

in Section 2 of this rule may be applicable. the most restrictive 
standard sh~ll apply • 

• .· 
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I 
ATTACHMENT A 

TO RESOLUTION 79-64 

Rescind Yuba County APCD Rules 3.4, Standards for Granting Applications for Permits 
to Construct, and 3.5, Conditional Approval, and replace them with the following
New Source Review rules. 

Rule 3.4 Standards for Authority to Construct and Permit to Operate 

1) Applicability and Exemptions: 
a) Sections 2 through 10 of this rule shall apply to new 

stationary sources or mod.ifications which result in 
either: 
{1) A net increase in emissions from any stationary 

, 
source of 250 pounds or more, excluding seasonal 
sources, during any day of any pollutant for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard 
(excluding carbon monoxide), or any precursor to 
such a pollutant. 

{2) A net increase in emissions from seasonal sources of 
50 tons per year (or 1000 pounds per day) for 
particulate matter. 

(3) A net increase in emissions of 1000 or more pounds 
during any day of carbon monoxide. 

b) New sources and modifications.as defined in 1) a) shall be 
exempt from the requirements for offsets (Section 5), 
although Best Available Con.trol Technology (BACT) for those 
pollutants defined in 1) a) is still required providing 
the source: 
{l) Which uses innovative control equipment or processes 

which will likely result in a significantly lower 
emission rate from the stationary source than would 
have occurred with the use of previously recognized 
best available control technology, and which can be 

' 
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• expected to serve as a model for technology to be 
applied to similar stationary sources within the state 
resulting in a substantial air quality benefit, provided 

(2) 

(3) 

the applicant establishes by modeling that the new 
stationary source or modification will not cause the 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard 
at the point of maximum ground level impact. This 
exemption shall apply only to pollutants which are 
controlled by the innovative control equipment or 
processes. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 
obtain concurrence from the Sacramento Valley Basinwide 
Air Pollution Control Council after properly notified public 
hearing prior to granting an exemption pursuant to this 
subsection, and findings of such hearing sent to ARB for 
concurrence. 
Will be used exclusively for providing 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. 
Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of 
a gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable 
shortage of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes 
to the satisfaction of the Air Pollution Control Officer 
that it has made its best efforts to obtain sufficient 
emissions offsets pursuant to Section 5 of this rule, that 
such efforts had been unsuccessful as of the date the 
application was filed, and the applicant agrees to continue 
to seek the necessary emissions offsets until construction 
on the new stationary source or modification begins. This 
exemption shall only apply if, at the time the permit to 
operate was issued for tl)e gas burning equipment, such 
equipment could have burned the liquid fuel without addi
tional controls and been in compliance with all applicable 



• District regulations . 
(4) Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived 

or biomass-derived fuels for energy generation, or a 
resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided: 
the applicant establishes by modelinq that the new source 
or modification will not cause a violation of or a 
continuation of an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact and allowing for the subtraction 
of any natural background levels of particulate matter 
(nonrespirable size). 

2) General: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny authority to 

construct for a new stationary source or modification as 
defined in Section 1) a} unless the applicant certifies that 
all other stationary sources in the state which are in excess 
of 50 T/yr for any pollutant for which there is a national 
standard (1000 lbs for CO) and owned or operated by the 
applicant are in compliance with all applicable emission 
limitations and standards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
7401 et seq.} 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny an authority 
to construct for a new statio~ary source or modification with 
a net increase in emissions as specified in Section 1) a) 
unless the district regulatjons are being met by the applicant. 

3) Calculation of Emissions: 
a) calculation of emissions shall be by a method approved by the 

APCO. Any GARB approved method is acceptable. Any method 
used must be approved by the APCO 1Jrior to acceptance of the 
application to construct as complete. 

b) In determining the emissions f~om a proposed new or modified 
stationary source estimates shall be based on maxirrum design 
capacity, permit limitations on the operation of the new source 
or modification, or source test data from identical equipment or 
estimates based upon a combination of these methods. 



c) In determining emissions from an existing stationary source 
• emissions shall be based on specific limiting permit conditions, 

~ast operating history of the source, or source test data 
based upon normal operating conditions, or a combination of these 
methods. 

d) Cumulative net emission changes (increases and reductions) 
which are represented by authorities to construct associated with 
the existing stationary source and issued pursuant to the 
district rules, excludinq any emissions reductions required to 
comply with federal, state or district law, rl!les or regulations 
shall be taken into account. 

4) Best Available Control Technoloqy: 
New stationary sources and modifications subject to this rule for 
those pollutants defined in l (a) shall be constructed using BACT 
irrespective or whether or not offsets are provided. 

5) Mitiaation (Offsets): 
a) For new stationary sources and modifications as defined in l (a) 

of this rule, mitigation shall be required for net emission 
increases: 
(1) Of each pollutant for which a national ambient air quality 

standard is being violated, unless the applicant demonstrates, 
through modeling, that the net increases in emissions from 
the new source or modification will not cause a new violation 
of any national ambient air quality standard for any pollutant, 
or cause the continuation of any existing violation for such 
a standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

(2) Net emissions increases subject to this section may be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing 
stationary, nonstationary or area sources. Emission 
reductions shall be sufficient to offset any net emissions 
increase and shall take effect at the time, or before initial 
operation of the new source, or within 90 days after initial 
operation of a modification and shall continue as long as the 
new or modified source is operating. 



• (3) Emissions offset profiles may be used to determine increases 
from proposed new sources or modifications. For all offset 

(4} 

(5) 

(6) 

{7} 

sources, a yearly emissions offset profile shall be constructed 
in a manner similar to that used to construct the yearly 
emissions profile for the proposed new or modified source. 
A separate profile shall be constructed for each pollutant 
emitted. The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow an 
emi-ssions tradeoff from any quarter to be applied to any 
other quarter of the year provided that a net air quality 
benefit is demonstrated. 
A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source 
or modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:1 shall be required for 
emissions offsets located within a 15 mile radius of the new 
source or modification. For offsets located outside of the 
15_mile radius, the applicant shall demonstrate by modeling 
that the offsets will result in a net air quality benefit. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any 
emissions reductions may be used as offsets of emissions 
increases from the proposed source provided the applicant 
demonstrates that such reductions will result in a net air 
quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from the 
new source or modification, and provided the written concurrence 
of the ARB is obtained. 
If an applicant certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for the applicant's pre-existing 
source which was shut down or curtailed after July 13, 1978, 
emissions reductions associated with such shutdown or curtail-· 
ment may be used as offsets for the proposed source, subject 
to the offset provision of this section. 
Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by 
adopted federal, state or district laws, rules or regulations 
which were necessary for the attainment of national ambient 
air quality standards shall not be allowed as emissions offsets 
unless a complete application incorporating such offsets was 
filed with the district prior to the date of adoption of the 
laws, rules and regulations. 



• (8) The Air Pollution Control Officer may allow emissions reductions 
which exceed those required by this rule for a new source or 
modification to be banked for use in the future. Such 
reductions, when used as part of a mitigation plan, shall 
be used in conformance with Part (5)(aH4) of this rule. 

(9) Emissions reductions of one precursor (or primary pollutant) 
may be used to offset emission increases of another precursor 
of the same secondary pollutant. The ratio of emission . . 

reductions for interpollutant offsets shall be based on 
existing air quality data and subject to the approval of 
the Air Resources Board. 

6) Permit Condition Reouirements: 
The APCO shall place written conditions on the pennits of the new 
stationary source or modification and the source.(s) used to provide 
offsets for that source to ensure that all sources are operated in 
a manner consistent with those conditions assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. Any emission 
limitations corresponding to the application of BACT shall be specified 
on the permit. In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the 
control technique or limit exceed the amount allowable under applicable 
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). If offsets are obtained 
from a source for which there is no permit to operate, a written 
contract shall be required between the applicant and the owner or 
operator of such source which contract, by its terms, shall be 
enforceable. 

7) Analysis, Notice and Reporting: 
Following acceptance of an application as complete for any source 
subject to review under this rule, the APCO shall: 
a) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with this 

rule and make a preliminary written evaluation as to whether a 

permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved or 
disapproved. The evaluation shall be supported by a written 
analysis. 



• b) Within 10 calendar days following such evaluation, publish a 
notice by prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the district stating the preliminary 
evaluation of the APCO and where the public may inspect the 
required information. The notice shall provide 30 days from 
the date of publication for the public to submit written comments 
on the preliminary evaluation. 

c) At the ~ime notice of the preliminary evaluation is published, 
make available for public inspection at. the Air Pollution Control 
District's office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the Air Pollution Control Officer's analysis and the preliminary 
evaluation, including any proposed conditions, and the reasons 
therefor. 

d) No later than the date of publication of the notice, forward the 
analysis, the preliminary evaluation and copies of the notice to 
the Air Resources Board and the Regional Office of the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

e) Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

f) Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall 

provide written notice of the final action to the applicant, 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air 
Resources Board. The APCO shall publish such notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation and shall make the notice and 
all supporting documents available for public inspection at the 
Air Pollution Control District's office. 

8} Power Plants: 

All power plants proposed to be constructed in the district and for 
which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or Application for Certification (AFC) 
has been accepted by the California Energy Commission mav be evaluated 
in accordance with the ARB/CEC aqreement adopted on January 23, 1979. 



• The Air Pollution Control Officer, pursuant to Section 25538 of the 
Public Resources Code, may apply for reimbursement of all costs, 
including cost fees, incurred in order to campy with the provisions 
of this section. 

9) Permits to Operate: 
a) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall deny a permit to 

operate for any new or modified stationary source or any portion 
thereof to which this rule applies unless: 
{l) The new or modified source has been determined to emit 

quantities of air contaminants which are consistent with 
the emission limitations imposed by this rule, and 

(2) The Air Pollution Control Officer has determined that the 
source and any sources which provide offsets have been 
constructed and/or modified to operate,-and emit quantities 
of"air contaminants, consistant with the conditions imposed 
on their respective permits, and 

(3) Conditions imposed on the authority of construct are also 
included on the permit to operate as necessary to ensure 
compliance with these rules. 

b) The Air Pollution Control Officer shall exempt for the provisions 
of this Rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal or 
change of ownership. 

10) Modification: 
a) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 

operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
except that routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered 
to be a physical change. A change in the method of operation, 
unless limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall not 
include: 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

• not exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 



• (2) An increase in the hours of operation . 

11) Best Available Control Technology (BACT): 
Best Available Control Technology means for any source the more 
stringent of: 
a) The most effective control technique which has been achieved 

in practice, for such category or class of source, and which 
for sources locating in and impacting an attainment area, 
takes into account energy, environmental and economic impacts 
and other costs; or 

b) Any other emissions control technique found by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer or the Air Resources Board to be technologically 
feasible and cost/effective for such class or category of sources; 
or 

c) For pollutants which exceed the national ambient air quality 
standard in the district, the most effective emission limitation 
which the EPA certifies is contained in the implementation ~lan 
of any state approved under the Clean Air Act for such class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO that such 
limitations are not achievable. 

12) Stationary Source: 
Stationary Source means any structure, building, facility, equipment, 
installation, operation or aggregation thereof as determined by the 
APCO (other than vehicular or area sources) which is located on one 
or more bordering properties within the district. 

13) Precursor: 
Precursor means a directly emitted pollutant that, when released to 
the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
fonnation of a secondary pollutant for which an ambient air quality 
standard has been adopted, or whose presence in the atmosphere will 
contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standards. 



• 14) Seasonal Source: 
Seasonal Source means any source which emits more than 75 percent of 
its annual emissions within a consecutive 90 day period. 

15} Modeling: 
Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, based on 
specified assumptions and data, which has been approved by the Air 
Resources Board. 

. 16) Severabi l ity 
If any portion of this rule is found to be unenforceable, such 
finding shall have no effect on the enforceability of the remaining 
portions of the rule which shall continue to be in full force and 
effect. 

State Ambient Air Quality Standards' Rule 3.5 

All references in Rule 3.4 to national ambient air quality standards shall 
be interpreted to include state ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 3.10 Implementation Plans 

The Air Pollution Control Officer may issue a permit to construct 
for a new stationary source or modification which is subject to Section 5 
of Rule 3.4 only if all district regulations contained in the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environ~ental Protection Agency 
are being carried out in accordance with that plan . 

• 



Attachment 1 

• State of Ca1ifornia 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Sup;:i1enenta1 Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Pubitc Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Rules and Regulations 

of a11 of the APCDs in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

Date of Release: May 29, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: July 26, 1979 

l. Discuss ion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 

Ad~inistrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board regarding 

environmental issues raised by public comments, for consideration by the 

Board on any matter for which a public hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental issues 

pertaining to this item. The staff report also identified no environmenta1 

issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any final action 

on this item, the attached proposed response to Significant Environmental 

Issues. 



Attachment 2 

• State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Iten; A.11endments to the Rules and Regulations of all of the APCDs in the 

Sacramento Valley Air Basin 

- Public Hearing Date: July 26, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

COfmlent: None Received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 

Date,M .~~I / 'i 7 J 

Resolution No 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 



Memorandum 

Dme I August 27, 1979• To Huey D. Johnson 
SECRETA.'qY 

Subject: Filing of Notice ofRESOURCES AGENCY Decision for the 
Air Resources Board 

From , Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b) and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under Section 21080.5 of 
the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby for
wards for posting the attached notices of decision and response 
to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

_,dJ1;- At-=h-P 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments: 

Resolution No: 79-55 
79-56 
79-57 
79-59 
79-60 
79-61 
79-62 
79-63 
79-64 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES B0ARD 

Resolution 79-66 

June 28, 1979 

WHEREAS, Joan Gilpin has served as the Board Secretary since 
June, 1978; 

WHEREAS, she has cheerfully and efficiently, and with great fortitude 
carried out the duties of the position; 

WHEREAS, she has accepted a position with the State Water Resources 
Control Board as Secretary to the Board Chairman; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board members 
and staff express their appreciation for the excellent job she has 
done for the Air Resources Board and further wish to express their 
best wishes for continued success in her new endeavor. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-66 as 
passed by the Air Resources Board. 

~(!{M.::;; 
Thomas C. Austin, Executive Officer 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-67 

September 27, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates 
the Air Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control agency for 
all purposes set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the 
state agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation 
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, Section llO(a)(l) of the Clean Air Act as amended 
requires revision of the SIP within nine months of the promulgation of a 
national ambient air quality standard to provide for the attainment and 
maintenance of said standard; 

WHEREAS, the federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
promulgated a national ambient air quality standard for lead on October 5, 
1978; 

WHEREAS, the national ambient air quality standard (NAAQS) for 
lead is based on the effects of lead on the most sensitive age group 
children between the ages of l and 5; 

WHEREAS, the Board, at public hearings on November 3 and 4, 
1975 found substantial evidence of adverse health effects attributable 
to particulate lead in the atmosphere at concentrations above 1.5 micro
grams per cubic meter (30 day average) and also recognized the particular 
sensitivity of young children to concentrations of lead above the ambient 
standards; 

WHEREAS, a recent study by the Department of Health Services 
has indicated that in certain areas of the South Coast Air Basin, 20 
percent of the children have elevated levels of lead in their blood; 

WHEREAS, there are areas in the South Coast Air Basin t~at 
have had excessive ambient levels of lead for several years, which are 
not projected to attain the standard by 1982 and these high concentrations 
over long periods have resulted in high concentrations of lead in the 
soil near heavy traffic areas; 

WHEREAS, Clean Air Act Section 110(a)(2)(A) requires the SIP 
revision to provide for attainment of .the primary standard within three 
years from the date of EPA approval of the revision and for attainment 
of the secondary standard within a reasonable time except under the 
specific circumstances set forth in Section llO(e) of the Clean Air Act; 



WHEREAS, Clean Air Act Section llO(e) allows the Administrator 
of EPA to extend for a period of not more than two years the date by 
which the primary standard must be attained upon application of the 
Governor and upon a determination that despite implementation of reason
ably available measures to all emission sources, the necessary technology 
or other alternatives are not available or cannot be implemented soon 
enough to permit compliance within the three-year period; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and implementing regulations 
promulgated by the EPA require that SIP revisions be adopted after a 
public hearing for which 30 days public notice has been provided; 

WHEREAS, the Board finds: 

That a public hearing has been held in accordance with the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act and the provisions of the 
California Administrative Procedure Act (Government Code 
Section 11371 et~.); 

That the NAAQS for lead is presently exceeded in the South 
Coast, San JOaquin Valley, Sacramento Valley, San Francisco 
Bay Area, San Diego, and South Central Coast Air Basins; 

That the NAAQS for lead is projected to be attained by 1982 
throughout California without the necessity for additional 
controls due to the gradual reduction in the lead content of 
gasoline required by existing state regulations, except in 
portions of the South Coast and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins; 

That the development and application of all reasonably available 
alternative means of attaining the standard are required by 
the SIP revision but will not permit compliance in the South 
Coast and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins by 1982 due to the 
impossibility of implementing certain measures in those Basins 
in the time available; 

That therefore an extension until 1984 of the attainment date 
for the lead NAAQS for the South Coast and San Joaquin Valley
Air Basins is justified. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board adopts as a 
revision to the SIP, Chapter 27, California Lead Control Strategy, as 
proposed in ARB staff report No. 79-22-2, dated August 27, 1979, as 
amended today, and directs the Executive Officer to submit Chapter 27 to 
the EPA for approval; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Executive 
Officer to include the gasoline lead phasedown regulations, as set forth 
in 17 California Administrative Code Sections 2253 and 2253.l, as 
amended pursuant to Resolution 79-75 (September 27, 1979) as part of the 
Chapter 27 SIP submittal to EPA; 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests from EPA a two 
year extension of the lead standard attainment date for the Los Angeles 
County portion of the South Coast Air Basin and the Fresno County portion 
of the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin pursuant to the requirements of 
Clean Air Act Section llO(e); 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests Fresno County 
Air Pollution Control District, the Council of Fresno County Governments, 
the Southern California Association of Governments, and the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District, in cooperation with other appropriate 
local agencies and the ARB staff, to conduct microscale analyses and if 
such analysis shows additional control measures are needed for attainment 
of the lead standard by 1984, to develop and implement sufficient control 
strategies to attain the NAAQS for lead in "hot spot" locations within 
their jurisdictions as expeditiously as practicable and no later than 
October 5, 1984; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board authorizes the Executive 
Officer to submit the new analysis to the Environmental Protection 
Agency as a revision to the State Implementation Plan; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the strategies referred to above 
should be submitted to the ARB by December 1981, and that the Executive 
Officer shall assist local and regional agencies in strategy development 
by providing to them, by December 1979, reports on preliminary ARB 
modeling efforts for Lennox, in Los Angeles County, and Olive Street, 
the City of Fresno, in Fresno County; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests the remaining 
nonattainment lead agencies to review the lead control strategy in their 
areas to insure progress toward attainment of the standard, to incorporate 
additional local controls if needed, and to coordinate those controls 
with compatible controls for other pollutants; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board recommends the State 
Department of Health and other local agencies in areas with historically
high concentrations of lead, consider taking the following actions to 
reduce exposure to existing high concentrations of lead: 

That the State Department of Health Services continue its lead 
screening program and work with local health agencies, regional 
transportation planning agencies, and local traffic engineers 
to map the locations of estimated high concentrations of lead; 

That school districts identify schools for kindergarten and 
primary school age children located in presently or histor
ically high lead areas and should have tests done at these 
sites to determine the present concentrations of lead in the 
soil ; 



That school districts work with the Department of Health 
Services to mitigate the effects of high lead concentrations; 

That local and county planning agencies stipulate a lead soil 
check before the future location of pre-schools, nurseries, 
kindergartens, primary schools, and parks and playgrounds for 
young children is decided upon. In locations of high soil 
and/or air concentrations of lead, the location should be 
denied or effective mitigation measures implemented; 

That the Department of Health Services develop educational 
materials to give to parents in areas with high concentrations 
of lead so that they may protect their children from the lead 
in the dirt, in their yards and school areas, and from lead in 
the air. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-67 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Board Secretary 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE ADOPTION OF CHAPTER 27 
AS A REVISION TO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA IMPLEMENTATION 
PLAN FOR THE ATTAINMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF THE NATIONAL 
AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS FOR LEAD 

Resolution 
Number: 79-67 

Public 
Hearing Date: September 27, 1979 

Response Date: September 27, 1979 

Issuing 
Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: None received 

Response: N/A 

CERTIFIED: 
Sallyump I 

Board Secretary 

Date: 



Stctte of Callfornla 

Memorandum 

Date , October 17, 1979Huey D. Johnson 
Resources Agency ~~eci: Filing of Notice of 

Decision of the 
1\ir Resources Board 

From I Air Resources 8-rd 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(bi, and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under section 21080.5 
of the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby 
forwards for posting the attached notice of decision and res
ponse to environmental comments raised during the:1 comment 
period. 

157 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments 

Resolution 79-67 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-68 

September 12, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code destgnates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB} as the air pollution control agency for all purposes 
set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the state agency
responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
required by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of the 
SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to assure that 
the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the national ambient 
air quality standards by specified deadlines; 

WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin was designated as a nonattainment 
area for ozone pursuant to Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required by
Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce rules and 
regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to achieve and 
maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to endeavor to achieve 
and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, after 
public hearing, to undertake control activities in any area wherein it 
determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the responsi
bilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code or by 
any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB has been directed by Section 39600 to do such acts as may
be necessary for the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to 
and imposed upon, the state board by Di.vi.sion 26 or by any other provision 
of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is required by Sections 41500, 41507 and 41602 of the Health 
and Safety Code to review the rule.s and regulations and programs of the 
districts to determine wh.ether the rules and regulations and programs 
assure that reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the 
national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is di.rected by Secti.on 41504 to establish a program or rules 
or regulations as it deems necessary to enable the dis:trictto a<::hieve and 
maintain the ambient ai.r quality· standards upon finding that the program 
or rules or regulations of the distri.ct will not likely do so; · 
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WHEREAS, the state board held a public hearing on Maren 22 and 23 to consider 
the Kern County Ai.r Quality Ma,intenance Plan/Nonattainment Plan and directed 
the Executi.ve Officer to evaluate the adequacy of the locally adopted "level 
l" stationary source control measures. and either approve the submi'ttal in 
whole or in part, or amend it as necessary, including th.e addition of all 
of the federally and state required stationary source RACMs, to accomplish
the emission reductions projected to occur in the Kern Plan in order to 
attain the ozone NAAQS by 1982 and to submit the finally determined control 
strategies to EPA; 

WHEREAS, the staff and the Board have reviewed the Kern County Air Pollution 
Control District's Rules and Regulations, Rules 210.l, Standards for 
Authority to Construct; 21 O. 2, Standards for Permits to Operate; 

WHEREAS, representatives of botn the Kern County Air Pollution Control District 
and the oi.l industry have expressed a desire that the ARB provide clear and 
explicit guidance for the application of the Kern County Air Pollution Control 
District's new source review rules; 

WHEREAS, al though the staff has reviewed Kern County Air Po 11 uti on Control 
District Rules 410.3, Control of Volatile Organic Compounds from Degreasing
Operations; 410.5, Cutback Asphalt Pavtng Materials; 411, Storage of Petroleum 
Distillates or Light Crude Oil; 411.1, Steam Drive Wells - Oil Production; 
414, Wastewater Separators; and 414.3, Refinery Process Unit Turnaround, 
the Board has not had sufficient opportunity at its meeting held September 7 
and 12, 1979 to consider said rules and there is substantial likelihood that 
the Kern County Air Pollution Control District will amend those rules to 
satisfy the concerns raised in the staff report; 

WHEREAS, the Board on March 22 and 23 and September 7 and 12, 1979 has held 
public hearings as required by Section 39002 and 41502 of the Health and 
Safety Code and EPA regulations to determine whether the District has 
adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is 
made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air quality 
standards; and 

WHEREAS, the Board finds: 

The air quality monitoring data for Bakersfield indicate consistent 
yearly increases in ambient concentrations of nitrogen dioxide CN02)
approaching the national ambient air quality standard CNAAQS) for 
that pollutant, and further indicate that if current trends continue 
the standard will likely be exceeded in the near future; and 

Th. a. t exceedance of .the N02 NAAQ.S wo. u.ld necess. itate redestgnation of 
Kern County as nonatta.inment for that pollutant and would furt~er 
necessitate preparation of a revtston to tne State lmplementat1on 
Plan in accordance with the Clean Air Act; and 

Th.at oxides of nitrogen and organic gases have been demonstrat1:d to be 
chemical precursors to photochemical oxidant Cozonel and contribute 
to or are responsible. for exceedance of ambi.ent air qua,lity standards 
for ozone; and 
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That increas.es in oxides of nitrogen emissions have been demonstrated 
to result in decreas.es i.n ambient ozone levels in the near vicinity 
of the sources of such emissions, and in increases in ambient ozone 
concentrations in areas downwind of such sources; and 

That the City of Bakersfield and other Kern County towns and cities are 
often downwind receptor areas for emissions from the major oil fields 
and other indus tri a 1 sources in Kern County and the San Joaquin Valley, 
and, as a result, ambient ozone levels in these locations would be 
adversely impacted by increases in oxides of nitrogen emissions from 
those sources; and · 

That other portions of Kern County al so lie downwind of the major oil 
fields and other industrial sources in the County and Valley, and these 
areas would be adversely affected by increases in oxides of nitrogen
emissions; and 

That although the Board has previously found that the control of hydro
carbon emissions in Kern County represents the most effective strategy 
to reduce ambient ozone levels, the prevention of increases in oxides 
of nitrogen emissions from sources in Kern County is an essential 
element of a control strategy to achieve the maximum air quality bene
fits from such hydrocarbon controls; and 

That analysis of current air quality data indicates that increased 
emissions of oxides of nitrogen in Kern County will lead to aggra
vation of existing exceedances of the federal ozone standard and 
the state oxidant standards; and 

That the state ambient air quality standard for sulfates is exceeded 
by a wide margin in the Kern County portion of the San Joaquin Valley 
Air Basin; and 

That the state and federal ambient air quality standards (annual and 
24-hour) for total suspended particulate matter and the state 
visibility standard are exceeded in the Kern County portion of the 
San Joaquin Valley Air Basin; and 

That sulfur oxides emitted in that portion of the Basin as a result of 
the combustion of sulfur-containing fuels lead to the formation of 
sulfate aerosols in the atmosphere, contributtng to exceedances of both 
the state ambient air quality standards for sulfates and visibility 
and the state and federal amb.ient air quality standards for total 
suspended particulate matter; and 

That a substantial fraction of the oxtdes of nitrogen emttted in that 
portion of the Basin is converted to nitrate aerosols in the atmosphere, 
contributing to exceedances of the state and federal ambient air quality
standards for total suspended particulate matter and the state visibi:l ity 
standard; and 
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That by virtue of the prov1.s1.ons. of Rule 210.l of th.e Kern County 
Air Pollution Control District's Rules.and Regulations, as adopted
June 26, 1979, such Ru 1 es and Regulations wi 11 not likely achieve 
and maintain the national amotent atr quali.ty standards for ozone 
and total suspended particulates by December 31, 1982 or the state 
ambient air qualtty standards for oxidant, sulfates and total 
suspended particulates; and 

That further increases in emissions of ozone, s.ulfate, and total 
suspended particulate precursors will interfere with progress toward 
achievement of the national air quality standards for ozone and total 
suspended particulates and of the state air quality standards for 
oxidant, sulfates and total suspended particulates; and 

That technically feasible and economically reasonable amendments can 
be made to the District's Rules and Regulations, which will prevent
further emission increases; and 

That application of the 1976 version of Rule 210.l to numerous pending 
applications for the construction or modification of major new 
stationary sources will likely result in the increased emission of 
air contaminants which wi 11 interfere with the achievement and 
maintenance of state and national ambient air quality standards; 
and 

That a need exists for explicit guidance from the Board relating to the 
application of the Kern County Air Pollution Control District's new 
source review rules; and 

That the Board has prepared a set of preliminary guidelines which are 
intended to provide this explicit guidance; and 

That these guidelines should promote the prompt, consistent and fair 
application of the new source review rules of the Kern County Air 
Pollution Control District in accordance with the requirements of 
state and federal law; and 

That substantial increases i.n emissi.ons wi.11 result if th.e large number 
of major new source permit applications currently pending before the 
Kern County Air Pollution Control District for wh.ich. no preliminary
decision has been issued are considered under the 1976 version of 
Rule 210. l; and 

That such increased emi.ssions would interfere w.i.th the. attainment 
and mai.ntenance of s:tate and national ambient air quali:ty standards. 
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NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, th<1t the Kern County Air Po11 ut"ion Control 
District's Rules and Regulations, Rule 210. l, Standard for Authority to 
Construct, is amended to read as. set forth in Attachment A to this Resolution. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the amendments referred to above shall be 
enforced by the Kern County Air Pollution Control District in accordance 
with Section 41504 of the Health and Safety Code. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests the Kern County Air Pollution 
Control Officer to propose to the Kern County Air Pollution Control District 
changes in Rules 410.3, 410.5, 411, 411.1, 414, and 414.3 which are 
responsive to the concerns raised in the ARB staff report on such rules. 
The ARB Executive Officer shall review the revisions to said rules adopted by 
the Kern County Air Pollution Control District, and if he finds that substantial 
deficiencies remain in them, he shall notice a hearing before the Board. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the District may further amend any rules that 
are amended hereby, but such further amendments shall not be effective until 
the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board has found that they do not 
diminish the effectiveness of the District's Rules and Regulations. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby offers the preliminary 
guidelines attached hereto as Attachment Bas its official policy guidance 
for the application of the Kern County Air Pollution Control District's 
new source review rules to proposed major new sources of emissions; and 
that the Board shall review and revise these guidelines as appropriate. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-68, 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 



.·State of California 
.AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
Attachment A to Resolution 79-68 
Adopted: September 12, 1979 

Kern County
NEW SOURCE REVIEW RULES 

RULE 210.l Standard for Authority to Construct: 

l. Definitions 

A. Best Available Control Technology (BACT) means for any stationary source 
or modification the technology which gives the maximum degree of reduction 
of each air contaminant emitted from or resulting from such class or category
of source which the Control Officer determines is achievable for such source. 
The Control Officer shall make this determination on a case-by-case basis, 
taking into account energy, environmental and economic impacts and other 
costs. The Control Officer shall consider production processes and available 
methods, systems, and techniques for control of each such air contaminant, 
including fuel cleaning or treatment or innovative fuel combustion techniques. 

In no event shall the emission rate reflected by the control technique 
or limitation exceed the amount allowable under applicable new source 
performance standards. 

B. Lowest Achievable Emission Rate (LAER) means for any stationary source 
or modification the more stringent of: 

1. The most effective emissions control technique which ha.s been 
achieved in practice, for such class or category of source; or 

2. The most effective emission limitation which the Federal Envi.ron
mental Protection Agency certifies is contained in the implementation 
plan of any State approved under the Clean Air Act for s.uch class or 
category of source, unless the owner or operator, of the proposed 
source demonstrates that such limitations are not achievable; or 

3. The emission limitation specified for such class or category of 
source under applicable Federal new source performance standards 
pursuant to Section 111 of the Clean Air Act; or 

4. Any other emissions control technique found, after pub.lie h_ear'{ng,
by the Control Officer or the Air Resource~ Board to be technologi.
cally feasible and cost effective for such class or category of 
sources or for a specific source. 

C. Modeling means using an ai.r quality simulation model, bas:ed on specified 
assumptions and data which has been approved in writing by the Executive 
Officer of the Air Resources Board. 

D. Modification means any physical change in, change in method of operation
of, or addition to an existing stationary source, except that routine 
maintenance or repair shall not be cons.idered to be a physical ch_ange. 
A change in the method of operation, unless previously limited o.y an 
enforceable permit condition, shall not include: 



1. An increase in the production rate, if such increase does not 
exceed the operating design capacity of the source. 

2. An increase in the hours of operation. 

3. Change in ownership of a source. 

4. Any part or item of equipment used to replace an existing part 
or item of equipment, on the same property, which has failed, 
provided the applicant certifies in writing to the Control Officer 
that the replacement component is identical in all material respects 
to the component replaced and that the replacement will not result 
in an increase in emissions. 

E. Precursor means a directly emitted air contaminant that, when released 
to the atmosphere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes. to the 
formation of a secondary pollutant for which a ni;\tional amb.ient air 
quality standard has been adopted or whose presence in the atmosphere 
will contribute to the violation of one or more national ambient air 
quality standard. The following precursor-secondc1ry air contaminant 
relationships shall be used for the purposes of this rule. 

PRECURSOR SECONDARY AIR CONTAMINANT 

Hydrocarbons and substituted hydro a. Photochemical Oxidants (Ozone}
carbons (Reactive organic gases) b. The organic fraction of suspended 

particulate matter. 

Nitrogen Oxides a. Nitrogen dioxide 
b. The nitrate fraction of suspended 

particulate matter. 
c. Photochemi ca1 oxidant (ozone} . 

Sulfur Oxides a. Sul fur dioxide 
b. Sul fates 
c. The sulfate fraction of suspended

particulate matter. 

F. Seasonal Source means any stationary source with more than 75 percent
of its annual operating hours within a consecutive 9O-day period. 

G. Stationary Source includes any structure, building, facility, equipment,
installation or operation (or aggregation thereof) which is owned, 
operated, or under shared entitlement to be used by the same person and 
which is located within the District on: 

1. One property or on bordering properties; or 

2. One or more properties wholly within either the Western Kern County
Oil Fields or the Central Kern County Oil fields and is w~ed for 
the production of oil. 



Items of air-contaminant-emitting equipment shall be considered aggregated
into the same stationary source, and items of nonair-contaminant-emitting
equipment shall be considered associated with air-contaminant emitting
equipment only if: 

l. The operation of each item of equipment is dependent upon, or affects 
the process of, the others; and 

2. The operation of all such items of equipment involves a common raw 
material or product. 

Emissions from all such aggregated items of air-contaminant-emitting
equipment and all such associated items of nonair-contaminant-emitting
equipment of a stationary source shall be considered emissions of the 
same stationary source. 

H. Upwind area shall be bounded by a line drawn perpendicular to the 
predominant wind flow line passing through or nearest to the site 
of the new source or modification and extending to the boundaries 
of the same or adjoining counties within the same air basin except 
where the Control Officer determines that for reasons of topography 
or meteorology such a definition is inappropriate. The predominant 
wind flow lines used in this rule shall be those contained '{n figure t. 
For sites located between diverging and converging wi.nd flow lines, an 
interpolated line shall be constructed which bisects the distance 
between the applicable flow lines shown in figure I.. 

I. Major Stationary Source is a stationary source which emits 200 pounds. 
or more during any day of any air contaminant for which there is a national 
ambient air quality standard or any precursor of such contaminant. 

J. National Ambient Air Quality Standard: All references in Rule 210.1 and 
210.2 to national ambient air quality s.tandards shall b.e interpreted to 
include state ambient air quality standards. (This subs.ecti.on shall not 
be submitted or is it intended to be a part of the State tmplementation
Pl an.) 

K. Point of maximum ground level· impact means that area where the actua.l or 
projected air contaminant concentrations resulting from the new or 
modified stationary source are at the maximum level after including the 
effect of any control technology and mitigation employed. 

L. Central Kern County Fields boundaries are described as: 

Beginning at a point common to the northerly boundary line of Kern 
County and the line bearing in a southerly direction between Range 
24E and Range 25E, MDB&M; thence south. along said li.ne b.etween 
Range 24E and Range 25E to a point on the line between Township 28S 
and Township 29S, MDB&M; thence west along said line between 
Township 28S and Township 29S to a point on the line bearing in a 
southerly direction between Range 24E and Range 25E, MDB&M; thence 
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south along said line between Range 24E and Range 25E to a point 
on the line between Township 32S, MDB&M, and Township 12N, SBB&M; 
thence east along said line between Township 32S and Township 12N 
to a point on the line between Range 22W and Range 23W, SBB&M, thence 
south along said line to a point on the line between Township lON and 
Township llN, SBB&M; thence east along said line between Township lON 
and Township llN to a point on the line between Range 20W and Range 21W, 
SBB&M; thence south along said line between Range 20W and Range 21W 
to a point on the line bearing in an easterly direction between 
Township lON and Township llN, SBB&M; thence east on said line between 
Township lON and Township llN to a point on the line between Range 17W 
and Range lSW, SBB&M; thence north along said line between Range 17w· 
and Range lSW to a point on the line between Township 32$, MOB&M, and 
Township 12, SBB&M; thence east along said line oetween Township 32S 
and Township 12N to a point on the line between Range 30.E_ and Range 31E, 
MOB&M; thence north along said line between Range 30E and Range 31E to 
a point on the line between Township 285 and Township 29$, MDB&M; thence 
east along said line between Township 285 and Township 29Sto a point 
on the line bearing in a northly direction between Range 30.E and 
Range 31E, MOB&M; thence north along said line between Range 30E and 
Range 31E to a point on the northerly boundary line of Kern County;
thence west along said boundary to the point of ljegtnning. (Figure 2) 

M. Western Kern County Fields boundaries are described i;!,S: 

Beginning at a point common to the northerly bound;;!,ry of Kern County 
and the line between Range 24E and 25E, MDB&M, and following the 
Kern County boundary in a westerly, then a southerly, and then easterly 
and southerly directions to a. point common to the easterly County
boundary and the line between Township lON and Township llN, SBB&M; 
thence easterly along said line between Township lON and Township llN 
to a point on the line between Range 22W and Range 231{, SB.B&M; 
thence north along said line between Range 22W and Range 23\4 to a 
point on the line between Township 32S, MDB&M, and Township 12N, SBB&M; 
thence westerly along said line between Township 32$ i;!,nd Township l2N 
to a point on the line between Range 24E and Range 25E, MOB&M; thence 
north on said line between Range 24E and 25E to a pQi.nt on the line 
between Township 28S and Township 29$, MDB&M; th.ence east along 
said line between Townships 28S and 29S to the point on th.e l i.ne 
bearing in a northerly directi.on .be.twe.en.. Range.. 24E and. Range 25[,
MDB&M; thence north along said line between Range 24[ and 25E to 
the point of beginning. (Figure 3) 

2. General 

A. The Control Officer shall deny an Authority to Construct for any new 
stationary source or modification, or any porti.on thereof, unles.s: 

1. The new source or modification, or applicable portion thereof, 
complies with the provisions of this rule and all nther ~nnlici'ble 
District rules and regulations; and · · 
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2. For a major stationary source, the applicant certifies that all 
major stationary sources in the State that are owned or operated 
by the applicant are in compliance, or are on approved schedule 
for compliance, with all applicable emission limitations and stand
ards under the Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401 et seq.) and all applicable
emission limitations and standards which are part of the State 
Implementation Plan approved by the Environmental Protection Agency. 

B. The Control Officer may issue an Authority to Construct for a new 
stationary source or modification which is subject to Section (5) only 
if all District regulations contained in the State Implementation Plan 
approved by the EPA are being carried out in accordance with that plan. 

3. Applicability and Exemptions 

A. This rule, excluding Section 5, shall apply to all new or modified 
stationary sources which are required pursuant to District rules to 
obtain an Authority to Construct. 

This rule shall be effective September 12, 1979, and shall apply to 
all applications for Authority to Construct which are received after 
September 12, 1979, or which are pending on its adoption. However 
all applications reviewed under Rule 210.1, as adopted 12/28/76, and 
which prior to September 12, 1979, received a preliminary decision 
pursuant to Section (h) of that rule, shall not be subject to this 
provision. 

B. Section 5A of this Rule shall apply to all new stationary sources or 
modifications which are to result in a net increase i_n erois.sions of 
150 lbs or more during any day of any air contaminant for whi.cb there. 
is a national ambient air quality standard (excluding carbon monoxide) 
or any precursor of such contaminant. 

C. Sections 58 of this Rule shall apply to all new stationary sources or 
modifications which will result in either: 

1. A net increase in emissions of 200 lbs or more during any day of 
any air contaminant for which there is a national ambient air 
quality standard (excluding carbon monoxide) or any precursor of 
such a contaminant; or 

2. A net increase in carbon monoxide emissions which_ the Control 
Officer determines would cause the violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard for carbon monoxide at the point 
of maximum ground level impact. 

D. The provisions of Part C of the Clean Air Act, as amended i_n 19.77, and 
any regulations adopted pursuant to those provisions, shall not be 
applicable to any new stationary source or modification which receives 
and Authority to Construct pursuant to this rule, provided such source 
or modification complies with the requirements of Section (S)(B)(Z) 



for all pollutants for which there is a national ambient air quality 
standard and all precursors of such pollutants. All sources. applying 
for an Authority to Construct pursuant to this section snall be · · 
shown not to significantly impact Class r areas as specified in 
Part C of the Clean Air Act. 

E. Notwithstanding the provisions of Section (3)(C), the Control Qffi.cer 
may exempt from Section (5)(8) any new source ·or modiffcati.on: 

1. Which will be used exclusively for providing essential public 
services, such as schools, hospitals, or police and ffre 
fighting facilities, but specifically excluding sources of 
electrical power generation other than for eniergency standby 
use at essential public service facilities. · 

2. Which is exclusively a modification to convert from use of a 
gaseous fuel to a liquid fuel because of a demonstrable shortage 
of gaseous fuels, provided the applicant establishes to the 
satisfaction of the Control Officer that it has made tts best 
efforts to obtain sufficient emissions offsets pursuant to 
Section (5) of this rule, that such efforts had been unsuccessful 
as of the date the application was filed, and the applicant 
agrees to continue to seek the necessary emissions offsets until 
construction on the new stationary source or modification begins .. 
This exemption shall only apply if, at the time the Permit to 
Operate was issued for tile gas burning equipment, such equipment 
could have burned the liquid fuel without addi ti.ona 1 controls and 
been in compliance with all applicable district regulations. 

3. Which is portable sandblasting equipment used on a temporary 
basis within the District. · 

4. Which uses innovative control equipment or processes which wi.11 
likely result in a significantly lower emission rate fro1T1 the 
stationary source than would flave occurred wtth the us:e of 
previously recognized LAER, and wnich can be expected to serve 
as a model for technology to be applied to similar stationary 
sources within the state resulting in a substanttal ai.r qual i.ty 
benefit, provided the applicant establishes by modeling that the 
new stationary source or modification will not cause the violation 
of any national ambient air quality standard at the point of 
maximum ground level impact. This exemption shall apply only to 
air contaminants which are controlled b.y the innovati.ve control 
equipment or processes. The Control Officer shall consult with 
the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board prior to granting 
an exemption pursuant to this subsection. 

5. Which consists solely of the installation of air pollution control 
equipment which, when in operation, will directly control emissions 
from an existing source. 
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F. 

_4. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

Calculation of Emissions 

6. Which wishes to construct in an area which has a lack of major
industrial development or absence of significant industrial 
particulate emissions and low urbanized population as long as 
the source can comply with the BACT and applicable federal, state 
and District emission regulations; and the impact of the emissions 
plus emissions from other stationary sources in the vicinity of 
the proposed location, along with non-rural fugitive background, 
will not cause a violation of the national ambient air quality
standards. This exemption shall apply only to particulate
emissions. 

This rule shall not apply to any air pollution control equipment for 
a specific pollutant, which when in operation, will reduce air 
contaminant emissions from the source operation provided that 
equipment does not increase emissions of another pollutant. 

The maximum design capacity of a new stationar.y source or modificatton 
shall be used to determine the emissions from the new source or 
modification unless the applicant, as a condition to receiving 
Authorities to Construct and Permits to Operate such new source or 
modification, agrees to limitations on the operations of the new 
source or modification, in which event the limitations shall be used 
to establish the emissions from the new source or modification. 

The emissions from an existing source shall be based on the specific 
1imi ting conditions set forth in the source's Authorities to Construct 
and Permits to Operate, and, where no such conditions are specified, 
or where no Authority to Construct is required, 6n the actual operating
conditions of the existing source averaged over the three consecutive 
years immediately preceding the date of application, or such shorter 
period as may be applicable in cases where the existing source has not 
been in operation for three consecutive years, or is cyclic in nature. 
Where the operation of a specific source has been stgntficantly reduced 
during the previous three years, the Air Pollution Control Officer 
may specify an averaging period or emission rate which h.e determines 
provides an equitable emission base. If violations of laws, rules, 
regulations, permit conditions, or orders of the District, the 
California Air Resources Board, or the Federal Environmental Protection 
Agency occurred during the period used to determine the operating
conditions, then adjustments to the operating conditions shall be made 
to determine the emissions the existing source would have caused 
without such violations. 

The net increase in emissions from new stationary sources. and modificati.ons 
which are not seasonal sources sh.all be determined ustng yearly emissi.on 
profiles or equivalent method (as specified by the Contro1 Officer) sub
ject to consultation with the ARB Executive Officer. Yearly emissions 
profiles for an existing or proposed stationary source or modification 
shall be constructed by plotting the daily emissions from such source 
in descending order. A separate profile s.hall be constructed for each 
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D. 

E. 

5. 

A. 

B. 

Control Technology and Mitigation Requirements 

pollutant. The net increase in emissions from a modification to an 
existing source shall be determined by comparing the yearly emissions 
profiles for the existing source to the yearly emissions profiles for 
the proposed source after modification. A net increase in emissions 
exists whenever any part of an emissions profile for a modified source 
exceeds the emissions profile for the existing source. 

The net increase in emissions from new stationary sources and modifications 
which are seasonal sources shall be determined using yearly and quarterly
emissions profiles, or equivalent method as specified by the Air Pollution 
Control Officer, subject to consultation with tne ARB Executive Officer.·. 
Quarterly emissions profiles shall be constructed by plotting the daily 
emissions from an existing or proposed seasonal facility in descending
order for the continuous 90 day period during which the greatest emissions 
from the proposed new or modified source will occur. A separate profile
shall be constructed for each pollutant. The net increase in emi.ssions 
from the modification to an existing seasonal source shall be determined 
by comparing the yearly and quarterly emissions profiles for the existing 
source to the yearly and quarterly emissions profiles for the proposed 
source after modification. A net increase in emissions exists whenever 
any part of an emissions profile for the modified source exceeds the 
emissions profile for the existing source. 

When computing the net increase in emissions for modifications, the 
Control Officer shall take into account the cumulative net emissions 
changes which are represented by Authorities to Construct associated 
with the existing stationary source and issued after December 28, 1976, 
excluding any emissions, reductions required to comply with federal, 
state, or district laws, rules or regulations. 

Best Available Control Technology (BACT} 

All new stationary sources and modifications subject to this section 
shall be constructed using BACT for such net air contaminant increases 
as specified in Section 3.B. 

Lowest Achievable Emission Rate (LAER) and Mitigation 

1. All new stationary sources and modifications. subject to this 
section shall be constructed using LAER, and mitigation shall 
be required for such net emission increases (i.e. increo,ses after 
the application of LAER) as specified in Sections 3.B. and 3.C. 

a. of such air contaminant(s) for which a national ambient air 
quality standard was exceeded within th.e air bo,sin more th.an 
three discontinuous times within the three years immediately 
preceding the date when the o,pplication for the Authority to 
Construct was filed, and for a11 precursors of s.uch air 
contaminants; provided, however, that mitigation of net 
emission increases of sulfur oxides, total suspended particulates, 
oxides of nitrogen or carbon monoxi.de sha11 not be required if 
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the applicant demonstrates through modeling that emissions 
from the new source or modification will not cause a new 
violation of any national ambient air quality standard for 
such air contaminants, or make any existing violation of any
such standard worse, at the point of maximum ground level 
impact. 

b. not subject to Subsection (a) but which the Control Officer 
determines would cause a new violation of any national ambient 
air quality standard, or would make any existing violation 
of any such standard worse, at the point of maximum ground 
level impact. Emissions reductions required as a result of 
this subsection must be shown through modeling to preclude
the new, or further worsening of any existing, violation of 
any national ambient air quality standard that would otherwise 
result from the operation of the new source or modification, 
unless such reductions satisfy the requirements of Section 
(5)(8)(2). 

2. Net emissions increases subject to Section (S)(B)(l)(a) shall be 
mitigated (offset) by reduced emissions from existing stationary 
or nonstationary sources. Emissions reductions. sha_ll be sufficient 
to offset any net emission increase and shall take effect at the 
time, or before, initial operation, of the new source, or within 
90 days after initial operation of a modification. 

3. Emissions offset profiles or equivalent method, as specified
by the Air Pollution Control Officer, subject to cqnsultation 
with the ARB Executive Officer, shall be used to determine 
whether proposed offsets mitigate the net emis.sions. i_ncreas.es 
from proposed new sources or modifications; 

a. For all offset sources, a yearly emissi.ons offs.et profUe 
shall be constructed in a manner similar to that used to 
construct the yearly emissions profile for the proposed 
new or modified source. Daily emissions reducti.ons which 
will result from the further control of such sources shall 
be plotted in descending order. A separate profile sha.11 
be constructed for each pollutant. Seasom~l offsets shall 
not be used to mitigate the emissions from nonseasonal 
sources. 

b. In addition, for seasonal offset sources, a quarterly
emi ss i ans offset profile sha11 be constructed for the same 
time period and in the same manner as that used to construct 
the quarterly emissions profile for the proposed new or 
modified source. Daily emissions reductions. which wi.11 
result from further control of existing sources s.hall be 
plotted on the quarte.rl y. offset p. rofi l.e in .d...escenoi.ng. order. 
A separate profile (which may cover different monthsl shall 
be plotted for each pollutant. 
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c. Adjusted emissions offset profiles shall be constructed by 
dividing each entry used in the construction of the emissions 
offset profiles by the offset ratio determined in Subsection (d). 

d. The adjusted emissions offset profiles shall be compared with 
the emissions profiles to determine whether net emissions 
increases have been mitigated at all points on the profiles. 

4. A ratio of emissions offsets to emissions from the new source or 
modification (offset ratio) of 1.2:l shall be required for emissions 
offsets located either: 

a. upwind in the same or adjoining counties; or 

b. within a 15 mile radius of the proposed new source or 
modification. 

For emissions offsets located outside of the areas described 
above, the applicant sha11 conduct modeling to determine an offset 
ratio sufficient to show a net air quality benefit in the area 
affected by emissions from the new source or modification. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of this section the yearly
emissions profiles and the yearly emissions offset profiles for 
a source subject to this section may be constructed based on the 
daily emissions from the source averaged on a monthly uasis. ln 
such event, an offset ratio of 2.0:l shall be required. 

5. If an applicant certifies that the proposed new source or 
modification is a replacement for a source whtch was s.hut down 
or curtailed after December 28, 1976, emissions reducti.ons 
associated with such shutdown or curtailment may be used as 
offsets for the proposed source, subject to the other provisions 
of this section. 

Sources which were shut down or curtailed prior to December 28, 1976, 
may be used to offset emissions increases for replacement for such 
sources, subject to the other provisions of thi f section provided: 

a. the shutdown or curtailment was made in good faith pursuant 
to an established plan approved by the Control Officer for 
replacement and emission control, and in reli.ance on air 
pollution laws, rules and regulations applicable at the time;
and · 

b. the applicant demonstrates to the satisfaction of the 
Control Officer that there was good cause (which may
include business or economic condit ons) for delay in 
construction of the replacement fac lities. 



6. Notwithstanding any other provision of this section any emissions 
reductions not otherwise authorized by this rule may be used as 
offsets of emissions increases from the proposed source provided 
the applicant demonstrates that such reductions will result in a 
net air quality benefit in the area affected by emissions from 
the new source or modification; the Control Officer shall consult 
with the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board prior to 
granting such reduction. 

7. Emissions reductions resulting from measures required by adopted
federal, state, or district laws, rules or regulations shall not 
be allowed as emissions offsets unless a complete application
incorporating such offsets was filed with the District prior to 
the date of adoption of the laws, rules, or regulations. 

8. The Control Officer shall allow emissions reductions. which exceed 
those required by this rule for a new source or modification to 
be banked for use in the future by the applicant. Such reductions 
may be used only to offset emissions increases from proposed new 
sources or modifications owned or operated by the applicant within 
a 15 mile radius of the site where the reductions occurred. All 
such reductions, when used as offsets for the increased emissions 
from a proposed new source or modi fi cation, sha11 be used in 
accordance with the other prov is i ans of this Sec ti on. 

9. For all power plants subject to Section 8, the applicant may, 
upon written notice to the Control Officer and the Executive 
Officer of the Air Resources Board, establish ~n emissions offset 
bank for a specific power plant at a specific locatic,n. Th~ 
emissions offset bank sha11 be establ i.shed no earlier than th.e 
date the applicant's Notice of Intention for the power plant is 
accepted by the California Energy Commission. The emissions 
offset bank shall lapse if the Commission rejects the applicahle 
power plant or site; however, in such case the applicant may
transfer the emissions offsets contained in the bank to ,;1nother 
power plant and location for which the Commission has accepted 
a Notice of Intention. Emissions offsets may be deposited in 
the bank only by the applicant to construct the power plant, and 
all emissions offsets contained in the Bank shall be used in 
accordance with Section (5) (B). 

10. If an applicant for a resource recovery project using municipal 
waste demonstrates to the satisfaction of the Control Officer 
that the most likely alternative for treating s.uch wa,ste would 
result in an increase in emissions allowed under existing distri.ct 
permits and regulations, those emissions increases which would 
not occur as a result of the resource recovery project m,;1y o.e 
used to offset any net emissions increase from the resource 
recovery project in accordance with the 0th.er provisions of 
this section. 
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11. Emissions reductions of one precursor may be used to offset 
emissions increases of another precursor of the same secondary
air contaminant provided the applicant demonstrates to the satis
faction of the Control Officer that the net emissions increase of 
the latter secondary precursor will not cause a new violation, or 
contribute to an existing violation, of any national ambient air 
quality standard at the point of maximum ground level impact. 
The ratio of the emission reductions between precursor pollutants
of the same secondary air contaminant sha11 be determined by the 
Control Officer based on existing air quality data after consul
tation with the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board. 

6. Permit Condition Requirements for Offsets 

The Control Officer shall, as a condition for the issuance of an Authority 
to Construct for a new stationary source modification and with the prior 
written consent of the owner or operator of any source which provides offsets: 

A. Require that the new source or modification and any new sources which 
provide offsets sha11 be operated in the manner assumed in making the 
analysis required to determine compliance with this rule. 

B. Modify, or require modification of, the Permit to Operate for any source 
used to provide offsets to ensure that emissions reductions at that 
source which provide offsets will be enforceable and shall continue 
for the reasonably expected useful life of the proposed source. If 
offsets are obtained from a source for which there is no Permit to 
Operate, a written contract shall be required between the applicant 
and the owner or operator of such source which contract, by its terms, 
sha11 be enforceable by the Control Offker to ensure that such 
reductions will continue for the reasonably expected useful life of 
the proposed source. 

Such modification does not have to take effect until the new. modified 
source, subject to this rule, commences operation; 

C. Permit any other reasonably enforceable methods, other than those 
described in Subsections (A) and (B) which the Control Officer is 
satisfied will assure that all required offsets are achi.eved. 

7. Analysis, Notice, and Reporting 

A. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall determine w.hether the 
application is complete not later than 30 calendar days after 
receipt of the application, or after such longer time as both the 
applicant and the Air Pollution Control Officer may agree. Such 
determination shall be transmitted in writing imrnediately to the 
applicant at the address indicated on the application. lJ the 
application is determined to be incomplete, the determination s.ha.11 
specify which parts of the application are incomplete and how they 
can be made complete. Upon receipt by the Air Pollution Control 
Officer of any resubmittal of the application, a new 3Q,-day period 



in which the Air Pollution Control Officer must determine completeness 
shall begin. Completeness of an application or resubmitted application 
shall be evaluated on the basis of the requirements set forth in 
(district regulations adopted pursuant to AB 884 regarding information 
requirements) as it exists on the date on which the application or 
resubmitted application was received. After the Air Pollution Control 
Officer accepts an application as complete, the Air Pollution Control 
Officer shall not subsequently request of an applicant any new or 
additional information which was not specified in the Air Pollution 
Control Officer's list of items to be included within such applications. 
However. the Air Po11 ution Contra 1 Officer may, during the processing 
of the application. request an applicant to clarify. amplify. correct. 
or otherwise supplement the information required in such list i.n 
effect at the time the complete application was received. Making any 
such request does not waive, extend, or delay the time limits in this 
rule for decision on the completed application, except as the applicant 
and Air Pollution Control Officer may both agree. 

B. Following acceptance of an application as complete the Air Pollution 
Control Officer shall: 

1. Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance with 
this rule and make a_ prel il]linary written decision as to wbether 
a permit to construct should be approved, conditionally approved, 

______Cl_r_di_sapproved. J_h~ g_~c:_i§jQn shall be supported by a. succinct 
written analysis. 

2. Within 10 calendar days following such decision, publish a 
notice of prominent advertisement in at least one newspaper of 
general circulation in the District stating the preliminary 
decision of the Air Pollution Control Officer and where the 
public may inspect the information required to be made available 
under Subsection (3). The notice shall provide 30 da,ys from the 
date of publication for the pu51ic to suomit written comments 
on the preliminary decision. 

3. At the time notice of the preliminary decision is publ is.h.e<;\. 
make available for public inspection at the Air Pollution 
Contra l District's office the information subroi tted by the 
applicant, the Air Pollution Control Officer's supporting ana,lysis 
for the preliminary decision. and the preliminary decis.ion to 
grant or deny the permit to construct, including any proposed 
permit conditions, and the reasons. therefor. The confidentiality 
of trade secrets shall be considered in accorda,nce with Section 
6254. 7 of the Government Code and relevant sections of th_e 
Administrative Code of the State of California. 

4. No later than the date of publication of the notice required by 
Subsection (2), forward the analysis, the preliminary decision, 
and copies of the notice to the Air Resources Board (attn: Chief, 
Stationary Source Control Division) and the Regional Office of 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 



5. Consider all written comments submitted during the 30 day public 
comment period. 

6. Within 180 days after acceptance of the application is complete,
take final action on the application after considering all written 
comments. The Air Pollution Control Officer shall provide written 
notice of the final action to the applicant, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and the California Air Resources Board, shall 
publish such notice in a newspaper of general circulation, and 
shall make the notice and all supporting documents available for 
public inspection at the Air Pollution Control District's office. 

C. The public notice and reporting requirements set forth in Subsections 
(B) (2) through (8)(6) shall not be required for any permit which does 
not include conditions requiring the control of emissions from an 
existing source. 

8. Power Plants 

This section shall apply to all power plants propos:ed to be constructed in 
the District and for which a Notice of fntention (NOI} or Applicttion for 
Certification (AFC) has been accepted by the California Energy Commission, 
The Contra l Officer, pursuant to Sec ti on 25538 of the Public Resources Code, 
may apply for reimbursement of all costs, including lost fees, incurred in 
order to comply with the provisions of this section. 

A. Within fourteen days of receipt of an NOI, the Contra l Off"lcer sha.ll 
notify the Air Resources Board and the Commis.sion of the Distri_ct's 
intent to participate in the NOf proceeding. If the District chaos.es 
to participate in the NOI proceeding, the Control Offi.cer sJia,11 prepare
and submit a report to the Air Resources Board and the Commission prior 
to the conclusion of the nonadjudicatory hearings specified in Secti.on 
25509.5 of the Public Resources Code. That report s.ha11 include, at a 
minimum: 

1. a preliminary specific definition of BACT and LAER for the 
proposed facility; 

2. a preliminary discussion of whether there is substanti.al l ikeli
hood that the requirements of this rule and all other District 
regulations can be satisfied 6y the proposed facility; 

3. a pre 1 imi nary 1 i st of conditions which the proposed factl i ty 
must meet in order to comply with this. rule or 1',ny other 
applicable District regulation. 

The preliminary determinations conta.ined i.n the report Sh1',ll be as 
specific as possible within the constraints of the information contained 
in the NOI. 
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B. Upon receipt of an AFC for a power plant, the Control Officer shall 
conduct a Determination of Compliance review. This Determination 
shall consist of a review identical to that which would be performed
if an application for an Authority to Construct had been received 
for the power plant. If the information contained in the AFC does 
not meet the District's established requirements for permit appli
cations, the Control Officer shall, within 20 calendar days of receipt
of the AFC, so inform the Cammi ssi on, and the AFC sha11 be considered 
incomplete and returned to the applicant for resubmittal. 

C. The Control Officer shall consider the AFC to be equivalent to an 
application for an Authority to Construct during the Determination 
of Compliance review, and shall apply all provisions of this rule 
which apply to applications for an Authority to Construct. 

D. The Control Officer may request from the applicant any information 
necessary for the completion of the Determination of Compliance 
review. If the Control Officer is unable to obtain the information, 
the Control Officer may petition the presiding Commissioner for an 
order directing the applicant to supply such information. 

E. Within 180 days of accepting an AFC as complete, the Control Officer 
shall make a preliminary decision on: 

1. whether the proposed power plant meets the requirements of this 
rule and all other applicable district regulations; and 

2. in the event of compliance, what permit conditions wi 11 be 
required including the specific BACT and LAE.R requirements and 
a description of required mitigation measures. 

F. The preliminary written decis.ion made under Subs.ection CE) s.hall be 
treated as a preliminary decision under Sub.section (7HA)(1) of thi.s 
rule, and shall be finalized by the. Control Of.fi.cer only. a.fter bein.9 
subject to the public notice and comment requirements of Section (7). 
The Control Officer shall not issue a Determination of Compliance·
unless all requirements ot this rule are met. 

G. Within 240 days of the filing date, the Control Officer shall i.ssue 
and submit to the Commission a Determination of Compliance or, if 
such a determination cannot be issued, s.ha 11 so inform the Co1T11T1i ssi on. 
A Determination of Compliance s.hall confer the same rights and pri:vtleges 
as a permit to construct only when and if the Commtsston approves the 
AFC, and the Commission certificate includes all conditions of the 
Determination of Compliance. 

H. Any applicant receiving a certificate from the Co1T11T1i•ssion pursuant to 
this section and in compliance with all conditions by the certifiG<~te 
shall be issued a Permit to Operate by the Control Offi.ce.r. 



.. 
RULE 210.2 Standards for Permits to Operate 

- 1. Definitions 

The definitions contained in Rule 210.0 shall be applicable to this Rule. 

2. General 

The Control Officer shall deny a Permit to Operate for any new or modified 
stationary source or any portion thereof to which Rule 210.1 applies unless: 

A. The owner or operator of the source has obtained an Authority to 
Construct granted pursuant to Rule 210.1; and 

B~ The Control Officer has determined that the source and any sources 
which provide offsets have been constructed and/or modified to operate, 
and emit quantities of air contaminants, consistent with the conditions 
imposed on their respective Authorities to Construct under Section (6)
of Rule 210.l; and 

C. The Control Officer has determined that any offsets required as a 
condition of the Authority to Construct will co11111ence at the time of 
or prior to initial operations of the new source or modifications, 
and that the offsets will be maintained throughout the operation of 
the new or modified source. In the case of a new or modified source 
which will be, in whole or in part, a replacement for an existing 
source on the same property, the Control Officer may allow a maximum 
of ninety (90) days as a start-up period for simultaneous. operation
of the existing statiqnary source and the new stationary 5,ource qr
replacement; and 

D. The Control Officer has determined that all conditions specified
in the Authority to Construct have been or will be likely cqmplied
with by any dates specified. 

- 3. Requirements 

The Contro 1 Officer sha11 require as a condi. t'lon for the is.suance of any 
Permit to Operate for a new or modified source, that the s.ource and any 
offset source be operated consistent with any conditions imposed on their 
respective Authorities to Construct under Section (6) of Rule 21 Q. l. 

4. Severabi 1 i ty 

If any portions of this Rule is found to be unenforceable, such. finding 
sha11 have no effect on the enforceaoi 1 i ty of the rerna ini ng pqrtiQns of 
the Rule which shall continue to be in full force and effect. 



... 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Attachment 8 to Resolution 79-68 

Preliminary Guidelines for Interpreting Kern County's 
New Source Review Rule (Rule 210.. l} 

1. In interpreting Rule 210.1(5)(8) (7} the District shall have made a 
finding that an application is ''complete'', including proposed offset 
measures, prior to the date of adoption of a new rule in order for 
a permit applicant to claim offsets as provided by the exemption
in this clause. 

2. For the purposes of Section 210.1(5)(8)(7):
A rule which is adopted to be effective or to achieve emissions 
reductions at a later date shall have the same effect as a rule 
adopted to taken effect immediately. 

3. If one form of control technology has been required by the Kern County
Air Pollution Control District as Best Available Control Technology 
on one project and this has been shown to be better than other 
control technologies, the same type of control technology (or
another type which has equivalent performance) shall be required 
on all similar projects. 

4. If one form of control technology has been required as 8ACT in other 
control districts within the state, it should be applied as BACT 
to similar sources in Kern County, unless the applicant can show 
that equivalent emissions reductions can be obtained by another 
process. 

5. The Kern County Air Pollution Control District will exercise its 
own engineering judgement as the final decision in evaluating
applications. The applicant has the burden of proof to show 
that any proposed control system will, in fact, achieve the 
proposed design efficiency. 

6. Only that fraction of fugitive dust emissions smaller than three 
microns in size shall be acceptable as emissions offsets for new 
sources of combustion particulates. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Adoption of a Regulation Controlling Emissions of Sulfur Compounds 
from Steam Generators Used in Oilfield Operations in the Kern County
Air Pollution Control District 

Public Hearing Date: September 7 and 12, 1979. 

Response Date: September 12, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Conment: EPA has proposed regulations which would designate scrubber 
waste as a hazardous waste. There would not be sufficient 
disposal sites in Kern County for the disposal of hazardous 
waste and the cost of scrubbing would be greatly increased. 

Response: Both EPA and the state Department of Health have proposed 
regulations which may result in scrubber waste as being 
designated as hazardous. Such hazardous waste would have to 
be disposed of in impoundments with impervious linings, The 
impoundments would have to have groundwater and leachate 
monitoring systems installed. The staff believes that such 
hazardous waste disposal sites could be constructed in Kern 
County. The need to manage scrubber waste as hazardous would 
increase the cost of meeting the regulation from $0,28 to as 
much as $0.42 per pound of SO reduced. This cost is lower 
than other programs proposed by the staff and therefore, the 
Executive Officer believes that Regulation 424 should not be 
revised by this environmental consideration. The supplemental 
staff report (79-7-1) prepared in response to comments raised 
at the Board's March 23, 1979 hearing on this matter, discusses 
these issues in greater detail and is incorporated by reference 
herein. Further, use of low sulfur fuel (or a combination of 
low sulfur fuel and scrubbers) could obviate the need for total 
reliance on scrubbers, since Rule 424 does not specify the 
particular control measure to be used to meet the emission 
requirements of the rule. 

Certified: _./,./~j ~ 
-..-B"o_a_r_d~.=-,;S-e-c-t,--a~r~y=~(#--,,,'-'--------

Da te: 

(Resolution No, 79-68) 



5tate of California 

M-emorandum 

Date 1To Huey D. Johnson, Secretary September 21, 1979 
Resources Agency Subject: Filing of Notice of 

Decision of the 
Air Resources Board 

From , Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance 
with Air Resources Board certification under section 21080.5 
of the Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby 
forwards for posting the attached notice of decision and res
ponse to environmental comments raised during the comment 
period. 

~~ 
Sally Rump 
BOARD SECRETARY 

Attachments 

Resolution 79-68 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-69 

September 27, 1979 

WHEREAS, the Board is required pursuant- to Health and Safety Code 
Section 41500 to review the rules, regulations, and programs of air 
pollution control districts to assure that they make reasonable provision 
to achieve and maintain state ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized pursuant to Health and Safety Code 
Sectioti 41504, on making a finding that a district's rules and regu
lations will not likely achieve and maintain the state's ambient air 
quality standards, to establish rules, regulations, and programs as it 
deems necessary to enable a district to achieve and maintain the state's 
ambient air quality standards, and is further authorized pursuant to 
Health and Safety Code Section 39002 to undertake control activities 
in any area where it determines that the regional authority has failed 
to meet its responsibilities under Division 26 of the Health and Safety 
Code or any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 41700 prohibits the discharge 
by any person of such quantities of air contaminants which cause injury, 
detriment, or nuisance to any considerable number of persons or to the 
public, or which endanger the health or safety of such persons or the 
public; 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 21080.5 and Title 17, California 
Administrative Code, Section 60006 require that where significant adverse 
effects stemming from a proposed action are identified during a hearing, 
any action taken at the hearing must incorporate feasible measures to 
mitigate such effects; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 42301 requires that no permit 
shall be issued for the construction, modification, use or operation of 
any source of air contaminants where such source wi 11 prevent or interfere 
with the attainment or maintenance of any applicable ambient air quality 
standards; 

WHEREAS, the Board has after 30 days notice held the public hearing 
required by Health and Safety Code Section 41502 pursuant to the 
procedures set forth in the California Administrative Procedure Act 
(Government Code Section 11371, et.~.), and has considered the 
evidence and testimony presented at the public hearing by the BAAQMD's 
staff, the affected industries, and other interested persons pertaining 
to Regulation 2_ (Permits) of the BAAQMD; and 

WHEREAS , the Boa rd finds : 

That the San Francisco Bay Jl,rea Air P,asfr <1nd the neiCJhboring 
Sacramento Valley, San Joaquin Valley and North Central Coast 
Air Basins exceed state ambient air quality standards for oxidant 
among other pollutants; 
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That organic gases and oxides of nitrogen have been demonstrated to 
be chemical precursors to photochemical oxidant and contribute to 
exceedances of the state oxidant standard; 

That the new source review rules and regulations of the BAAQMD 
governing permits for the construction, modification, and 
operation of emission sources are dgficie11t in that they will not 
likely achieve and maintain the state's ambient air quality standards 
in the San Francisco Bay Area Air!3asin_and wj_lJ lik_e_ly interfere with 
the attainment and maintenance of the state's ambient air quality 
standards in the Sacramento Valley, San Joaquin Valley, and North 
Central Coast Air Basins; - -

That the amendments -to Regulation 2 of the BAAQMD adopted by the 
Board through this resolution will correct the deficiencies and 
will contribute to the achievement and maintenance of the state 
ambient air quality standards for oxidant and other pollutants 
in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Bas.in, as. we11 as. in the Sacra
mento Valley, San Joaquin Valley, and North Central Coast Air 
Basins; 

That in the NOI proceedings leading to approval by the California 
Energy Commission for a coal-fired power plant known as Fossil l 
and 2 to be built on Montezuma Slouqh, the calculations of emissions 
and emission reductions expected from the plant's operation and 
construction were based on the Board's model new source review 
rules on the assumption that the BAAQMD would adopt a similar or 
identical rule; 

That unless amended to be in conformity with the Board's model new 
source review rules, the BAAQMD's Regulation 2 will permit emissions 
from Fossil land 2 greater than those on which the California Energy 
Commission's approval is based and hence may imperil the entire NOi 
process relating to Fossil land 2; 

That significant adverse environmental effects have been identified 
which will likely result from adoption of proposed amendments to 
the new source review rules of the BAAQMD if emissions of 1,1,1-
trichloroethane, methylene chloride, and several fully halogenated 
organic compounds are exempt from the coverage of such rules; 

That exemption .of such substances will likely result in depletion of 
the ozone layer and/or injurious effects to the public health, 
and may be expected to affect adversely plant and insect life; 

tli:ll~ THEREFORE :BE IT RESOLVED that the Air Resources Board amends 
Regulation 2 of the BAAQMD as set forth in Attachment A hereto; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Regulation 2 as amended in this resolution 
shall have the same force and effect as rules and regulations adopted 
by the BAAQMD and shall be enforced bi-the District in accordance with 
the provisions of the Health and Safety (ode; 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BAAQMD's Regulation 2 as amended may 
subsequently be amended by the District, provided that no such amendment 
shall be effective unless and until the Executive Officer finds that 
such amendment does not impair the overall effectiveness or stringency
of said rules. The Executive Officer shall be deemed to have made such 
a finding unless he notifies the District to the contrary within thirty 
days of the filing with the Bbard of such amendments; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Regulation 2, Rules l, 2, and 3 as amended 
by the Board September 27, 1979, shall be effective immediately, except 
that any application for Authority to Construct which received an affirma
tive preliminary decision prior to September 27, 1979, shall not be 
subject to Regulation 2 as amended September 27, 1979, and shall receive 
final review under applicable pre-existing regulations; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that to the extent that Regulation 2, Rules l, 2, 
and 3 are in conflict or are not consistent with any other provision of 
the BAAQMU's rules or regulations, the provisions of Regulation 2, 
Rules 1, 2, and 3 adopted September 27, 1979, shall prevail. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-69 
as passed by the Air Resources Board 

Board Secretary 
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REGULATION 2 - PERMITS 

RULE l - GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 

GENERAL 

Description 
Applicable Requirements 

Exerr.,_pti.on> Sources and Operations 
E:x:ampti.on., Equipment 

DEFINITIONS 

Organic Compounds
J••.ajor Sta.tlonary Source 

Authorj_ty to Construct 
Per:-::.it t0 Operate 

Denial, F'ailure to Meet Emission Lj_mi tations 
Denial, Equ.:!.pr;'Jent not in Conformance wjth Au.th.ority 
tu Constr'"UCt 
Deniq.J, Failure of' all Faci11 tJ c,; to be jJ-i CompJ.iance 

.1\Dc:EKIS'I'R/\.TIV'E RE QUI RFJv'.:EN'I' S 

Persons Affected 
App11cations 
Perrn:i.t Cond:.i.ticms 
Ghanges .in Throughput and Hours of OpP:ration
Pasting or Permit to Operate 
'l'ra.nsf",r 
Permit Expiration 
Action on Applications 
Appeal 

Su.spensio:-1 
Appeal f'r·om Suspension 
Revocation 
Hearings 

MONITOHING AND RECORDS (.Not Included) 

MANUAL OF PhOCE.DUR.E::S (Not Inc1ucJccl) 

https://Per:-::.it
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REGULATION 2 - PERMITS 

RULE 1 - GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 

2-1-100 GENERAL 

2-1-]01 Description: The purpose of Regulation 2 is to provide an 

orderly procedure for the review of new sources of air 

pollution and of the modification and operation of existing 

sc-urces tbroug;h the issuance of permits. 

2--1-102 Applicable Req_u:'..rerr1en+·e, •. Tt1e "eou5r~m~1~ts of th1· 0 - R "le h 11, V - ,C ' , , , '•' _, > .,,; U, s . a , , 

apply to Rules 2 and 3 of this Regulatjon, unless superseded 

by specific requirements in Rules 2 and 3-

2-1-111 Ex,..:wotir::i, Sources and Operations: The follow:i.ng sources and 

operations are exempt from the requirements of Sections 2-1-301 

and 302 except that where air pollution control equjpment is 

I used to meet applicable emission standards, such air pollt1tion 

control equipment is not exempted. 

111.1 Single family dwellings. 

111.2 Multiple family dwellings, hotels and motels. 

111. 3 Offlce and commercial bu:tld1ngs where ern:i~;sl.cms 

result soJ.ely from space hea.tj ng by natural gas 

of less than 10 GJ (10 million BTU) per hour heat 

input. InciDerators operated in conjunction with 

such sources are not exempt. 

111.4 Road construction, widening and rerouting. 

111, 5 Restaurants and other n.:tai1 establishments f'or the 

purpose of preparing food f'or human conscm1pt1on . 

• 111. 6 Structural changes wh:Lch do not change the quality, 

nature of quantity of air conta~inant emissions. 

https://follow:i.ng


2-1-112 Exemption, Equipment: The following equipment is exempt from 

the requirements of Sections 2-1-301 and 302, except that 

where air pollution control .equipment is used to meet appli

cable emission standards, such air pollution control equipment 

is not exempted. Further, equipment that is part of any 

plant or facility that produces air contaminants in excess of 

67 kg (150 lbs.) per day is not exempt. 

2-1-112.1 Comfort air conditioning or comfort ventilating systems 

which are not designed to remove air contaminants generated 

by or released from specific units of equipment. 

112.2 Refrigeration units except those used as, or in conjunction 

with, air pollution control equipment. 

112.3 Vacuum producing devices in laboratory operations or which 

are used exclusively in connection with other equipment 

which is exempted by this rule, and vacuum producing 

devices which do not remove or convey air contaminants from 

another source. 

112.4 Water cooling towers and water cooling ponds not used for 

evaporative cooling of process water, or not used for 

evaporative cooling of water from barometric jets or from 

barometric condensers. 

112.5 Equipment used exclusively for steam cleaning. 

112.6 Presses used exclusively for extruding metals, minerals, 

plastics or wood. 

112.7 Porcelain enameling furnaces, porcelain enameling drying 

ovens, vitreous enameling furnaces or vitreous enameling 

drying ovens. 

112,8 Presses used for the curing of rubber products and 

plastic products. 



~ 

112. 9 Equipment used for hydraulic or hydrostatic testing. 

112.10 All sheet-fed paper printing presses and all other 

printing presses using exclusively inks containing 
' 

no organic solvents, diluents or thinners. -

112.ll Equipment used for buffing, carving, cutting, drilling, 

grinding, machining, routir1g, sanding, sawing, surface 

grinding or turning of fiberboard, masonry, carbon or 

graphite. 

ll2 .12 'l'anks, vessels and pumping equlpment used exclusively 

for the storage or dispensing of fresh commerciaJ. or 

pm:•er grades of: 

112 .12 .1 Sulfuric acid with an acid strength of 

99% or less by weight. 

12.2 Phosphoric acid with an acid strength of 

99% or less by weight. 

12.3 Nitric acid with an acid strength cf 70% 

or less by weight. 

112.13 Ovens used exclusively for the curing of plastics which 

are concurrently being; vacuum held to a mold, or for 

the softening and annealing of plastics. 

11.2.14 Equipment used exclusively for the dyeing or stripping 

(bleaching) of textiJ.es where no organic solvents, 

diluents or thinners are used. 

112.15 Equipment used exclusively to mill or grind coatings 

and molding compounds 1n a paste i'orm. 

112 .16 Crucible type or pot t;'{'pe f'urnac.es with a brimful 

capacity of less than 7.4 liters (450 in3} of any 

molten m-etal o 

112.17 Equipment used exclusively for the meltlng or applying 

of' wax wbere no organic solYents, diluents or thinners 

are used. 

https://f'urnac.es
https://textiJ.es


• • I 112.18 Equipment used exclusively for bonding lining to brake 

shoes. 

112.19 Lint traps used exclusively in conjunction with dry 

cleaning tumblers. 

112.20 Equipment used exclusively to compress or hold dry 

natural gas. 

112.21 Tumblers used for the cleaning or deburring of metal 

products without abras1ve blasting. 

ll2. 22 Shell co1•e and shell-mold manufacturing machines. 

112.23 Molds used for the ~asting of metals. 

112.24 Abrasive blast cabinet-dust filter comb1nation units 

where the dust filter and blasting cabinet are built 

integrally and mounted on the same framework. 

112.25 Batch mixers of 140 liters (5 ft3) rated working 

capacity or less. 

I 112. 26 Equipment used cxclus:LveJ.y for the pac:kaging of 

lubricants or greases. 

112. 27 Equipment used 8Xclusiye:J,y fop the manufac:ture of' 

water emulsions of waxes,, greases or oils. 

ll~.28 Ovens used exclusively for the curing of vinyl 

plastisols by the closed mold curjng process. 

112. 29 Equipment used exclusively for conveying and storing 

plastic pellets. 

112.30 Equipment used exclusively for the mixing and blending 

of materials at amb5f:nt temperature to make water 

based adhesives. 

Sn\okehQUses o,r conuneit-'c±al barbecue units in which 

the maximum horizont.a,l ins:i..de cross see:tional ar·ea 

does not exceed 2 m2 (?O ft2). 

112.32 Platen presses used for laminating. 

112.33 Orchard heaters. 

I 



I 

. . 
111.34 Blast cleaning equipment using a suspension of 

abrasive in water. 

re 112.35 Ovens, mixers and blenders used in bakeries where the 
I 

products are edible and intended for human consumption.I 
I 112.36 Kilns used for firing ceramic ware, heated exclusivelyI 

' 

by natural gas, lig;u:i,.fied petroleum gas, electricity 

or any combination thereof. 

112.37 Laboratory equipment used exclusively for chemical or 

physical analyses and bench scale laboratory equipment. 

112.38 Equipment used for inspection of metal products. 

112.39 Con:fection cookers where tho products are edible and 

:lntended for human consumption. 

112.40 Equipment used exclusively for forging, pressing, 

roll.ing or drawing of metals or for heating metals 

immediately prior to forging, pressing, rolling or 

drawlng;. 

Die casting machines. 

Atmosphere generators used in connection with metal 

heat treating processes. 

1:L2.43 Photographic process equipment by which an image is 

reproduced upon material sensitized to radiant energy. 

112.44- Brazing, soldering or welding equipment. 

112.~5 Equipment used exclusively for the sintering of glass 

or metals. 

112.46 Equipment used for buffing or polishing, carving, 

cutting, d,;i:;;i:J.,ling, m,achin;Lng, ,;i::-outj::ng, sa,nding, sa,w

ing, surface grind:i.ng or turning of ceram:Lc artwork, 

ceramic precision parts, leather, metals, plastics 

or rubber with an aggregate driver capacity of less 

than 7. 5 kw (10 hp} . 

https://grind:i.ng
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112.47 Equipment used for carving, cutting, drilling, grind

ing, planing, routing, sanding, sawing, shredding or , 

turning of wood or the pressing or storing of sawdust, 

! ,-;cod chips or wood shavings with an aggregate driver 

t capacity of less than 7.5 kw (10 hp).
! 
l 
I 112.48 Equipment used for surface preparation, cleaning or 

I stripping of metals by use of aqueous solutions. 

112.49 Equipment used for washing or drying products .fabrica

ted i'rom metal or gla.ss, provided that no volatile 

organic materials are used ln the process and that no 

oil or solid fuel is burned. 

112.50 Laundry dryers, extractors or twnulers used for fabr1cs 

cleaned only with water solutions of' bleach or detergents. 

I 
112.51 Containers, reservoirs, or tanks used exclusively for 

electrolytic plating with,• or electrolytic polishing of, 

or electrolytic stripping of the following metals: br~ss, 

bronze, cadmium, copper, iron, nickel, tin, zinc and 

precious metals. 

112.52 Foundry sand mold forming equipment to which no heat is 

applied. 

112.53 Ovens used exclusively for curing potting materials or 

castings made with epoxy resins. 

112.54 Equipment used to liquefy or separate oxygen, nitrogen or 

the rare gasses from the air. 

112.55 Equipment u:::ed for compression molding; and injection 

molding of plastics. 

I 112. 56 Mixers for rut1ber or plastics where no material in powder 

f'orm is added and no organic solvents, d1luents, or 

thinners are used. 
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I 

I 

112.57 Equipment used exclusively to package pharmaceuticals and 

cosmetics or to coat pharmaceutical tablets. 

112.58 Equipment used exclusively to grind, blend or package tea, 

cocoa, spices or roasted coffee. 

112.59 Roll mills or calenders for rubber or plastics. 

112.60 Steam generators, steam superheaters, water boilers, 

' water heaters and closed heat transfer systems of 

less than 10 GJ (10 million BTU) per hour capacity 

that are fired exclusively with natural gas, liquefied 

petrole1.un gas, or any combination thereof. 

112.61 Natural draft hoods, natural draft stacks or natural 

d:'aft ventilators. 

112.62 Containers, reservoirs, or tanks used exclusively for: 

112.62.1 Dipping operations for coating objects with 

oils, waxes or greases where no organic sol

vents, diluents, or thinners are used. 

62.2 Dipping operations for applying coatings of 

natural or synthetic resins which contain 

no organic solvents. 

62.3 Storage of liquified gases. 

62.4 Unheated storage of organic liquids with 

an initial boiling point of 150 degrees 

C(300°F) or greater. 

62.5 The storage of fuel oils with a gravity 

of 25° API or lower. 

62.6 '.('he stmmge of lubricat;i:ng <;>ils. 

62.7 The storage of fuel oils with a gravity of 

40° API or lower and. having a capacity of 

38 M3 (10,000 gal) or less. I 

https://petrole1.un


62.8 The storage of organic liquids normally. . 
used as solvents, diluents or thinners, inks, 

colorants, paints, lacquers, enamels, varn

ishes, liquid resins'or other surface coatings, 

and having a capacity of 1 M3 (260 gal.) or less. 

62.9 The storage of liquid soaps, liquid detergents, tallow, 

or vegetable oils, waxes or wax emulsions. 

62.10 The storage of asphaJ.t. This does.not include the 

storage of asphalt cutback with hydrocarbon 

an initial boiling point less than 150°c (30J°F). 

62.11 Unheated solvent dispensing containers, unheated non

conveyorized solvent rirising containers or unheated 

non-conveyorized coating dip tanks of 0.4 m3 

(100 gal) capacity or less, 

62.12 Etching (does not include chemical milling). 

62.13 The storage of gasoli.ne having a capacity of less 

than l m3 (260 gal.). 

62.14 The storage of fermentat:t.on of wi.ne. 

112.63 Equipment used exclusively for heat treating glass or metals~ 

0r used exclusi·vely for case hardening, carbuI"izing, cyaniding, 

nitriding, carbonitriding, siJ.iconizing or diffusion treating 

of metal objects. 

112.64 Crucible furnaces 1 pot furncwes or inducti.on furnaces, with a 

capacity of 450 kg (1000 lbs) or less each1 in which no 

sweating or distilling is conducted and from wh:Lch only th.e 

;following metals are poured or in which only the following 

metals are held in a molten state: 

64.l Alumlnum or any alloy containing over 50% alum:Lnum. 

64.2 Magneslurn or any alloy containing over 50% magnesium. 

https://inducti.on
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2-1-112.6,.3 Lead or any alloy containing over 50% lead. 

64.4 Tin or any alloy containing over 50% tin. 

64.5 Zi %nc or any alloy containing over 50 zinc. 

-64. 6 Copper. 

64.7 Precious metals. 

112.65 Vacuum cleaning system used exclusively for industrial, com

mercial or residential housekeeping purposes. 
112.66 Portable sandblasting equipment used on a temporary 

basis within the District. 

2-1-200 DEFINITIONS 

2-1-201 Organic Compounds: For the purposes of this Rule, organic 

compounds arf, carbon and hydrogen, or compounds of' carbon 

and hydrogen in combination with other gases which are emltted 

as liquids or gases, excluding methane. 

I 
2-1-202 Major Stationary Source: Any new or modif'ied stationary source 

which emits more than 46 metric tons (50 T) per year of any 

air pollutant for which there is a NAAQS. 

2-l~-300 S'1'ANDAHDS 

2-1-301 A,1thority to Constr'uct: Any person who bul.lds, erects, modif'ie:-;, 

alters or replaces any artic1e, mach1ne, equipment or other 

contr1vance, the use of which may cause, reduce or control 

the emission of air contaminants, shall first secure written 

a 1.1thor:tzation from the APCO in tiw form of' an Authority to 

Construct. :'ioutlne repa.i.r!:l, rnalntenance, or cyclic m?..1ntcnance 

that includes replacement of components with ldent:lee.1 or equ::Lv,1.-

lent equlpment is not considered to be 2.n alteration, modificatl01~ 

or replacement for the purposes of this section.' 



I 
2.::.1-30.'2 • Permit to Operate: Before any person, as described :ln-section 

2-1-401, uses or operates any article, machine, equipment or other 

2-1-303 

2-1-304 

12-1--305 

- 2-1-306 

contrivance, the use of which may cause, reduce or control the 

emission of air contar:iinants, such person shall first secure 

written authorization from the APCO in the form of a Permit to 

Operate. 
,, 

Fees: Persons subject to this Regulation shall pay the fees 

required, as set forth in Regulation 3. 

Denial, Failure to Meet Emission Limitations: The APCO shaII 

deny an authority to construct or a permit to operate if the 

APCO finds that the subject of the application would not or does 

not. comply with the emission limitations of the D1strict,. or 

with applicable f'ederal or Ca11fornia laws or regulations. 

Such denial shall not be based solely on type of constructi.on 

or design of equipment by which compliance is attained. 

Denial, Equipment Hot in Conforn,.ance with Authority to 

Construct: The APCO shall deny a permit to operate if it is 

fou~d that the subject of the application was not built 

substar'l"tially in conformance v,ith the authority to construct. 

Denial, FaJ.1ure of.' all "'aciJ.itie,: to be in Compl1ance: The 

APCO shall deny an author1ty co const1•uct unless the appl:tcant 

certi.fies that on the date a complete application is filed 

all other major stationary source" owned or operated by the 

_applicant within the State of California are, under normal 

operating conditions, either in compliance or on a schedule 

of compliance with all applicable state and federal emission 

limitations and standards which are part of the state 

implementation plan. 

' 
-

https://constructi.on
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2-1-1.;.,QQ • 11.DMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS 

2-1-401 Persons Affected: Any person who has secured an authority to 

construct shall secure a permit to operate. In addltion, the 

following shall apply for a permit to operate: 

401.1 On or before July 1, 1977 any person who operates a 

facility causing emissions in excess of 450 metric tons 

(500 tons) per year of any air contaminant for which 

there is a national or California ambient air quality 

standard. 

401.2 On or before Ju.ly 1, 1978 any per'5on who. operates a 

.f'ac:!.lity causing emissions in excess or 90 metric tons 

- (100 tons) per year of such sJ.r contam:l..nants. 

401.3 On or before July 1, 1979 persons who operate a fac-

ility ca~sing emissions in excess of 22.5 metric tons 

(25 tons) per year of such air contaminants . 

• 401.4 On or before July 1, 1980, persons who operate a 

facility causing emissions of 2.3 metric tons (2.5 

tons) per yeair or more of such air contaminants 

401.5 On or before July 1, 1980, pE:rsons who op0:c1te gas.ol:i..ne 

- terminals, bulk plants a.nd facillties that dispense 

gasoline fo1· sale .. 

Any person exempt u,nder Sections 2-1-111 or 112 who loses 

such exemption because of changes in those Sections or changes 

in federal, California or District laws or regulations shall 

apply for a permit to operate within 90 days of th.e loss of 

such exemption. 

2-1-402 Applications: Every application for an authority to construct 

or to operate shall be subm:ttt:ed to the APCO on the forms 



, specified, and shall contain all of the information required. 

Sufficient information must be received to enable the APCO 

to make a decision or a preliminary decision on the application 

and/or on any exemptions authorized by this rule. The APCO may 

consult with appropriate local and regional agencies to determine 

whether the appllcatj_on conforms wltp adopted plans and with 

local permlt requirements. 

2-1-403 Permit Conditions: The APCO may impose any permit condition that 

he deems reasonably necessary to insure c.ompliance with Federal or 

California law or District regulations. The APCO may require the 

installation of devices for measurement or analysis of source 

emissions or ground-level concentrations of air contaminants. 

2-1-401: Changes in 'l'hrough;:iut and Hours of Operation: A:fter a permit to 

operate has been issued, changes in hours of operation, fuels~ 

process materials or throughput are allowed only if emissions 

resulting from such changes are not of such quantity as would 

cau:::;e denial of a pernit to construct after an nir qunlity permit 

unu.lysis made pur::;uu.nt to the provisions of B.\lle 2 of tl;>,i'i'> 'l:~-

ulation. "Change'' is the use of a process or fuel not used in 

the prior 12 months, or a throughput level higher than the 

highest level in the prior 12 months or total monthly operation 

hours higher than any month in the prior 12 months. 

2-1-404.1 The holder of a permit to operate shall advise 

the APCO not less than seven days piror to any 

changes in hours of operation, fuels, process 

materials or throughput which might increase 

emissions. 

2-1-404.2 The APCO shall act to revoke the permit to operate 

of any person who fails to comply with the require

ments of this section. 

https://pur::;uu.nt


Posting of Permit to Operate: Every permit to operate, or 

approved designation thereof, shall be posted on or near the 

equipment for which the permit has been issued in such manner 

as to be clearly visible and accessible, or shall otherwise 

be available for inspection at all times. 

2-1-406 Transfer: An authority to construct or a permit to operate 

shall not be transferable from one facility to another. An 

authority to construct or a permit to operate shall not be 

transferable from one person to another without obtaining 

written permission of the APCO. 

2-1-407 Permit Expiration: An authority to construct shall expire 

two years after the date of issuance, unless substantial use 

of the authority has begun. However, an authority to 

construct may be renewed for an additional two years upon 

receipt of a written request from the applicant and written 

confirmation thereof by the APCO. 

2-1-408 Action on Applications: The APCO shall notify the applicant 

in writing of the approval, approval with conditions or 

denial of the application within 60 days of receipt of a 

completed application unless the time is extended with the 

written consent of the applicant. 

2-1-410 Appeal: Within 10 days of the date of publication or receipt 

of notice of the decision of the APCO, an applicant for a 

permit or any other person dissatisfied with the decision 

may appeal to the District Hearing Board for an order 

modifying or reversing that decision. Such appeals shall be 

filed in writing and contain a summary of the issues to be 

raised. The Hearing Board shall consider the appeal at 



a public hearing within 30 days of the filing of the 

appeal. The Hearing Board shall reverse or modify the 

decision of the APCO if it determines that the decision 

of the APCO was erroneous. 

2-1-420 Suspension: The APCO may suspend a permit if within a 

reasonable time, the holder of the permit willfully fails 

or refuses to furnish requested information, analyses, plans 

or specifications relating to emissions from the source for 

which the permit was issued. The APCO shall serve notice 

in writing of a suspension, and the reasons therefor, on 

the holder of the permit. A suspension shall become 

effective five days after notice has been served. 

2-1-421 Appeal from Suspension: Within 10 days after receipt of the 

notice of suspension, the permit holder may request the 

Hearing Board to hold a hearing to determine whether or not 

the permit was properly suspended. 

2-1-422 Revocation: The APCO may request the Hearing Board to hold 

a hearing to determine whether a permit should be revoked if 

it is found that the holder of a permit is violating any 

applicable order, rule or regulation of the District, or is 

violating any condition attached to the permit. 

2-1-423 Hearings: Within 30 days after receipt of requests submitted 

pursuant to Sections 2-441 and 442, the Hearing Board shall 

hold a hearing, in accordance with Chapter 8 (commencing 

with Section 40800) of Part 3, to make such findings as are 

authorized by Section 42309 of the California Health and 

Safety Code. 
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REGULATION 2 - PERMITS 

RULE 2 -· NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

2-2-100 GENERAL 

2-2-101 Description: The purpose of the Rule is to provide for the review 

of new and modified stationary sources and provide mechanisms, 

including emission tradeoffs and banking, by which authorities 

to construct such sources may be granted. 

2-2-110 Exemption, Essential Public Services: The APCO shall exempt a 

person from the requirements of Section 2-2-302 of this Rule if 

it is determined that the subject of the application will be used 

exclusively for providing essential public services such as 

schools, hospitals, or police or fire fighting facilities, but 

specifically excluding sources of electrical power generation 

other than for emergency standby use. 

2-2-111 Exemption, Conversion from Use of Gaseous Fuels: The APCO shall 

exempt a person from the requirements of Section 2-2-302 of this 

Rule if the reason for the new or modified stationary source is to 

convert from the use of gaseous fuels to fuel oil because of 

demonstrable shortages of gaseous fuels. 

A condition shall be placed on the permit to operate requiring 

conversion to gaseous or other equivalent low polluting fuels 

when they are, or become available. The exemption shall be granted 

provided; 

111.l All changes constituting the modification shall 

utilize BACT, and 



111.2 That the person demonstrates that best efforts 

to obtain sufficient emissions tradeoffs pursuant 

to Sections 2-2-302 and 2-2-303 of this Rule, have 

been made and will be conducted, and 

111.3 At the time the permit to operate was issued for the 

gas burning equipment, such equipment could have burned 

the liquid fuel without additional controls and been 

in compliance with all applicable district regulations. 

2-2-112 Exemption, New and Innovative Technology: With the written 

concurrence of the ARB, the APCO may exempt a person from the 

requirement of Section 2-2-302 of this Rule if it is determined 

that the new or modified stationary source will utilize unique 

and innovative control technology which will result in a 

significantly lower emission rate from the facility than would have 

occurred with the use of previously known BACT, and which will 

likely serve as a model for technology to be applied to similar 

sources within the state; or, that the facility 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. The applicant shall establish by modeling 

that the new stationary source or modification will cause the 

violation of any national ambient air quality standard at the 

point of maximum ground level impact. This exemption shall apply 

only to pollutants which are controlled by the innovative control 

equipment or processes. 

2-2-113 Exemption, Cogeneration Project: The APCO shall exempt a person from 

the requirements of Section 2-2-302 of this Rule if the subject of 



the application is a cogeneration project, or a project using 

refuse-derived or biomass-derived fuel for energy generation, 

or a resource recovery project using municipal wastes, provided that; 

113.l The applicant establishes by modeling to the satis

faction of the APCO that the emissions from the 

stationary source will not cause a violation of and 

will not interfere with the attainment or maintenance 

of any NAAQS, and 

113.2 The applicant certifies that best efforts to obtain 

sufficient emission offsets pursuant to Sections 

2-2-302 and 2-2-303 of this Rule, for the project have 

been unsuccessful as of the date of this application. 

2-2-114 Exemption, No Net Increase: If it is determined that a modification 

or replacement of an existing stationary source will result in no 

net increase in the emissions from the source being modified or 

replaced, the APCO shall exempt the applicant from the requirements 

of Section 2-2-302 of this Rule. 

2-2-200 DEFINITIONS 

2-2-201 Actual Emission Reductions: A reduction of emissions from the 

stationary source selected for emission offsets, from a baseline 

determined by source tests or other methods approved by the 

APCO. Baseline and reduced emissions shall be calculated as average 

daily emissions. If methods other than source tests (such as fuel 

consumed or solvent used) are used to calculate the baseline, such 

data must be based on the average of three years usage prior to the 

submission of the complete application, or other time period as 

approved by the APCO. 



2-2-202 Best Available Control Technology (BACT): For any stationary 

source, except cargo carriers, the more stringent of: 

202.l The most effective emission control device or 

technique which has been utilized for at least 

one year, for the equipment comprising such stationary 

source; or 

202.2 Any other emission control device or technique 

determined to be technologically feasible and cost

effective by the APC0; or 

202.3 The most effective emission control limitation for 

the equipment comprising such stationary source which 

the EPA certifies, during the public comment period, 

is contained in an approved implementation plan of 

any state, unless the applicant demonstrates to the 

satisfaction of the APC0 that such limitations are not 

achieveable. 

Under no circumstances shall the emission control required be less 

stringent than the emission control required by any applicable 

provision of District, state or federal laws or regulations. 

2-2-203 Complete Application: An application for an authority to construct 

a new or modified stationary source which contains sufficient 

information for the APC0 to determine the emissions from such new 

or modified source. 

2-2-204 Cumulative Increase: The increase in emissions of any given 

pollutant from a stationary source occurring after December 20, 1977, 

pursuant to authorities to construct or permits to operate. In 

- calculating cumulative increases, or shutdown of any existing 



sources, provided that the abatement or shutdown is not required 

by changes in federal, state or District laws, rules or regulations. 

2-2-205 Modeling: Using an air quality simulation model, based on data and 

assumptions acceptable to the APCO and the Executive Officer of the 

ARB. 

2-2-206 Modification: Any physical change in, change in method of operation 

of, or addition to an existing stationary source, except that 

routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered to be a 

physical change. Unless previously limited by a permit condition 

the following shall not be considered changes in method of operation: 

206.l An increase in the production rate if such increase 

does not exceed the operating design capacity or the 

actual demonstrated capacity of the stationary source 

as approved by the APCO. 

206.2 An increase in the hours of operation. 

206.3 Change in ownership. 

206.4 Use of an alternative fuel or raw material if the 

source was capable of using such fuel or raw material 

prior to July l, 1972, or had received permits to 

use such fuel or raw material. 

2-2-207 National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS): Levels of air 

pollution that have been established by the Environmental Protection 

Agency. All references to NAAQS shall be interpreted to include 

state ambient air quality standards. 



2-2-208 Point of Maximum Ground Level Impact: The ground level geographic 

location where actual or projected air pollution concentrations 

resulting from the new or modified stationary source emissions 

are at a maximum concentration. If the general public is effectively 

excluded from the property on which the new or modified stationary 

source is located, such property shall not be considered as the 

point of maximum ground level impact. 

2-2-209 Stationary Source: A unit or an aggregation of units of nonvehicular 

air contaminant-emitting equipment which is located on one property 

or on contiguous properties 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; if the operation involves a 

common or similar raw material, product, or function; or if they 

have the same first three digits in their standard industrial 

classification codes as determined from the Standard Industrial 

Classification Manual published in 1972 by the Executive Office 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 

motor vehicles, the APCO shall consider such carriers to be parts 

of the stationary source. Accordingly, all emissions from such 

carriers (excluding motor vehicles) while operating within the 

District and within the California Coastal Waters adjacent to 

the Air Basin shall be considered as emissions from such stationary 

source. Emissions from such carriers shall include those that 



result from operation of the carriers' engines; the purging or 

other method of venting vapors; and from the loading, unloading, 

storage, processing and transfer of cargo. 

2-2-210 California Coastal Waters: That area between the California 

coastline and a line starting at the California - Oregon border 

at the Pacific Ocean 

thence to 42.00 N 
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thence to 32.0°N 

and ending at the California - Mexico border at the Pacific Ocean. 

2-2-300 STANDARDS 

2-2-301 Best Available Control Technology Requirement: An applicant shall 

apply BACT for each pollutant which exceeds the following limits: 

301.l For all new stationary sources emitting more than 

68 kg (150 lbs.) per day of organic compounds, nitrogen 

oxides, sulfur oxides or particulate matter, or carbon 

monoxide by an amount which the APCO determines would 

cause an excess of the NAAQS for carbon monoxide. 

301.2 All modifications of existing stationary sources which 

will increase emissions by more than 68 kg {150 lbs.) 

per day of organic compounds, nitrogen oxides, sulfur 

oxides, or carbon monoxide in an amount which the APCO 

determines would cause an excess of the NAAQS for 

carbon monoxide. 



301.3 Any modification of a stationary source which will have 

a cumulative increase of more than 68 kg (150 lbs.) per 

day of organic compounds, nitrogen oxides, sulfur 

dioxide or p«rticulate matter since December 20, 1977. 

2-2-302 Offset Requirement: Emission offsets for stationary sources with 

cumulative increase in emissions of air pollutants in excess of 

112 kg (250 lbs.) per day shall be required for the following 

air pollutants under the following circumstances before the APCO 

may issue an authority to construct or modify a stationary source: 

302.l For organic compounds and nitrogen oxides if the 

NAAQS for ozone has been exceeded anywhere in the 

District more than 3 times (or for an annual standard, 

more than once) within the three years immediately 

preceding the date when the complete application is 

filed. Methylene chloride, l,l,l, trichloroethane, 

and fully halogenated carbon compounds shall not be used 

as offsets against emissions increases of other organic 

compounds. 

302.2 For nitrogen oxides, if the NAAQS for nitrogen dioxide 

has been exceeded any where in the District 3 times (or 

for an annual standard, more than once) within the 

three years immediately preceding the date when the 

complete application is filed. However, reductions 

of organic compounds may be used to offset increases of 

NOx provided that the applicant demonstrates to the 

satisfaction of the APCO that the increased NOx 

emissions will not cause or contribute to an excess 



of any NAAQS. for N0 2 at the point of maximum ground 

level impact. 

302.3 For sulfur dioxide, carbon monoxide or total suspended 

particulates, unless the applicant demonstrates to the 

satisfaction of hbe APCO that such emissions will not 

interfere with the attainment or maintenance of any 

NAAQS at the point of maximum ground level impact. 

2-2-303 Emission Calculation Standards: Calculation of emissions and emission 

offsets shall be made by following the guidelines in the ARB Model 

New Source Review Rule (February 16, 1979). Offsets, when required, 

shall be actual emission reduction sufficient to offset anticipated 

emission increases resulting from the construction or modification 

of the stationary sources. The offset ratios shall be as follows: 

303.l An offset ratio of 2.0:l shall be required if the new 

or modified stationary source elects to use annual 

average emissions as the basis for offsets, provided 

that the location of offsets is within a 30-mile 

radius of the new or modified source for organic 

compounds or NO and within a 10-mile radius for 
X 

particulate matter, so 2 and CO. 

303.2 An offset ratio of 1.2:l shall be required if other 

than an annual average is used as the basis for off

sets and the offsets are located within a 15-mile 

radius of the new or modified stationary source, for 

organic compounds or NOx, and within a 5-mile radius 

for particulate matter, so2 and CO. 



2-2-304 Net Air Quality Benefit: Any emission reductions may be used as offsets 

at ratios determined by the APCO, regardless of the distance between 

the new or modified stationary source and the location of the offsets, 

provided the applicant demonstrates to the satisfaction of the APCO 

that such reductions will result in a net air quality benefit in the 

area affected by the emissions from the new or modified stationary 

source and provided the written concurrence of the ARB is obtained. 

2-2-305 Offsets, Resource Recovery: If an applicant for an authority to 

construct a resource recovery project using municipal waste demon

strates to the satisfaction of the APCO that the most likely 

alternative for treating such waste would result in an increase in 

emissions allowed under existing District permits and regulations, 

those emission increases which would not occur as a result of the 

proposed resource recovery project may be used to offset any net 

emissions increase from the resource recovery project in accordance 

with other provisions of this Rule. 

2-2-306 Mandated Reductions, not Applicable: Emission reductions resulting 

from requirements of federal, state or District laws, rules or 

regulations shall not be allowed or banked as emission offsets 

unless a complete application was filed with the District at 

least 90 days prior to the adoption date of such laws, rules or 

regulations. 

2-2-307 Denial, Permit to Operate: The APCO shall deny a permit to operate 

unless it is determined that the new or modified stationary source 

and any stationary source or sources which are modified to provide 

offsets have been constructed and operated substantially in accordance 

with the conditions on the authority to construct. 



2-2-400 ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS 

2-2-401 Application: In addition to the requirements of Section 2-1-402 

of Rule 1, applications for authorities to construct stationary 

sources subject to Rule 2 shall contain the information required 

by the lists and criteria adopted pursuant to Section 65940 of 

the California Government Code that are in effect on the date the 

application is filed. The APC0 shall determine whether an 

application for a permit to construct is complete not later than 

30 calendar days following receipt of the application, or after 

a longer time period agreed upon by both the applicant and the 

APCO. If the APCO determines that the application is not complete, 

the applicant shall be notified in writing of the decision, 

specifying the information that is required. Upon receipt of any 

resubmittal of the application, a new 30 day period to determine 

completeness shall begin. 

2-2-402 Complete Application: Upon determination that the application is 

complete, the APC0 shall notify the applicant in writing. There

after, only information regarding offsets, or information to 

clarify, correct or otherwise supplement the information submitted 

in the application, may be requested. 

2-2-403 Regulations in Force Govern: The decision as to whether an 

authority to construct shall be granted or denied shall be based 

on federal, state and district BACT and offset regulations in 

force on the date the application is declared by the APCO to be 

complete. 



2-2-404 Preliminary Decision: Within 60 days following the acceptance 

of an application as complete, or, with the consent of the 

applicant, such longer period as may be agreed upon, the APCO 

shall make a preliminary decision as to whether an authority 

to construct shall be approved, conditionally approved, or 

denied. The applicant shall be notified in writing if the appli

cation requires emission offsets. 

2-2-405 Publication and Public Comment: If the application requires 

emission reductions from existing sources, the APCO shall within 

10 days of the notification of the applicant, cause to have 

published in at least one newspaper of general circulation within 

the District, a prominant notice stating the preliminary decision 

of the APCO, the location of the information available pursuant 

- to Section 2-2-407, and inviting written public comment for a 

30 day period following the date of publication. During this 

period, which may be extended by the APCO, the APCO may elect to 

hold a public meeting to receive verbal comment from the public. 

- 2-2-406 Public Inspection: If the application requires emission reductions 

from existing sources the APCO shall make available for public 

inspection at District headquarters the information submitted by 

the applicant, the APCO's analysis, and the preliminary decision 

to grant or deny the authority to construct including any proposed 

conditions, including the reasons therefor. The confidentiality 

of trade secrets shall be considered in accordance with Section 

6254.7 of the Government Code. Further, all such information 

shall be transmitted, upon the date of publication, to the ARB 

and the regional office of the EPA. 



e 2-2-407 Authority to Construct, Final Action: Within 180 days following 

the acceptance of the application as complete, or a longer time 

period agreed upon, the APCO shall take final action on the 

application after considering all public comments. Written notice 

of the final decision shall be provided to the applicant, the ARB 

and the EPA. The final action will also be published in at least 

one newspaper of general circulation within the District, and the 

notice and supporting documentation shall be available for public 

inspection at District headquarters. 

2-2-408 Appeal: Appeals may be made from the decision of the APCO in 

accordance with the provisions of Section 2-1-410 of Rule 1. 

2-2-409 Requirements, Permit to Operate: As a condition for the issuance 

of a Permit to Operate, the APCO shall require that the new or 

- modified source and the stationary source or sources which provide 

offsets be operated in the manner assumed in making the analysis 

requires to determine compliance with this Regulation. 

409.l The Permit to Operate of any stationary source used 

to provide offsets shall be conditioned to insure 

that the emission reductions will be enforceable 

and shall continue for the reasonably expected life 

of the proposed source. If offsets are obtained 

from a source for which there is no Permit to 

Operate, either a permit shall be obtained or a 

written contract shall be required between the appli

cant and the owner or operator of such source, 



which contract, by its terms, shall be enforceable by the 

APCO to ensure that such reductions will continue for the 

duration of the life of the proposed source. 

2-2-410 Issuance, Permit to Operate: The APCO shall issue a permit 

to operate a stationary source subject to the requirements of 

this Rule if it is determined that any offsets required as a 

condition of an authority to construct or amendment to a permit 

to operate will commence not later than the initial operation 

of the new source or within 90 days after initial operation of 

the modified source, and that the offsets shall be maintained 

throughout the operation of the new or modified source which is 

the beneficiary of the offsets. Further, the APCO shall determine 

that all conditions specified in the authority to construct have 

been or will be likely complied with by any dates specified. Where 

a new or modified stationary source is, in whole or in part, a 

replacement for an existing stationary source on the same property, 

the APCO may allow a maximum of 90 days as a start-up period 

for simultaneous operation of the existing stationary source and 

the new source or replacement. 

2-2-411 Permit to Operate, Final Action: The APCO shall take final action 

to approve, approve with conditions, or disapprove a permit to 

operate stationary source subject to this Rule within 60 days 

after start-up of the new or modified stationary source. However, 

failure to act within the 60 day period, unless the time period 

is extended with the written concurrence of the applicant, shall 

be deemed to be a denial of the permit. Such denial may be 

appealed to the Hearing Board in accordance with the provisions of 

Section 2-1-410 of Rule l. 
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REGULATION 2 - PERJl-1ITS 

RULE 3 - POWER PLANTS 

2-3-100 GENERAL 

2-3-101 Description: This Rule contains special provisions relating 

to the procedures for the review and standards for the approval 

of authorities to construct power plants within the District, 

for which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or application for 

Certification (AFC) has been accepted by the California Energy 

Commission (Commission). 

2-3-200 DEFINITIONS 

Determination of Compliance: A decision by the APCO, made 

following a review of applicable data, conducted in a manner that 

is identical to the review conducted to establish the eligibility 

of a person to receive an authority to construct a stationary 

source subject to Rule 2 of this Regulation. 

2-3-300 

2-3-301 

STANDARDS 

Authority to Construct a Power Pl ant: An authority to construct 

a power plant shall be issued only upon the issuance by the 

APCO of a Determination of Compliance, and the submittal of the 

Determination of Compliance to the Commission. 

2,-3-302 Permit to Operate a Power Plant: The APCO shall issue a permit 

to operate a power plant if the applicant has received certification 

pursuant to an AFC and after construction, the power plant, is in 

compliance with all conditions of the certificate, and the authority 

to construct. 



2-3-303 Power Plants, Offset Bank: An applicant may, upon written notice 

to the District and the ARB, establish an emission offset bank for 

a power plant at a specific location. The bank shall be 

established no earlier than the date the NOI for the power plant 

is accepted by the Commission. The bank shall lapse if the 

Commission rejects the power plant or site, but in such cases the 

applicant may transfer the emission offsets contained in the bank 

to another power plant and location for which the Commission 

has accepted a NOI. 

2-3-304 Use of Offsets: Emission offsets including banked emission offsets, 

sha 11 be ut i1 i zed in the same manner and subject to the same 

restrictions and rattos set forth in Rule 2 of this Regulation. 

2,-3-400 ADMI,NISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS 

NOI Proceedings: Within 4 days of receipt of a NOI, the APCO 

shall notify tile ARB and the Commission of the District's intention 

to participate in the NOI proceedings. If the District chooses to 

participate in the NOI proceedings, the APCO shall prepare and 

submit a report to the ARB and the Commission prior to the 

conclusion of the nonadjudicatory hearings specified in Section 

25509.5 of the Public Resources Code. That report shall include, 

at a minimum: 

401.l A preliminary specific definition of BACT for the 

proposed power plant. 

401.2 A preliminary discussion of whether there is substantial 

likelihood that the requirements of District Regulations 

can be satisfied by the proposed power plant. 



401.3 A preliminary list of conditions which the proposed power 

plant must meet in order to comply with District regulations. 

2-3-402 AFC Proceedings: Upon receipt of an AFC, the APCO shall determine 

whether the information contained therein is sufficient to under

take a Determination of Compliance review. If not, the APCO 

shall, within 20 days of receipt of the AFC, so inform the Commission, 

and the AFC shall be considered incomplete and returned to the 

applicant for resubmittal. The APCO may also request from the 

applicant any information necessary for the completion of the 

Determination of Compliance review. If the information is not 

supplied, the APCO may petition the presiding Commissioner for an 

order directing the applicant to provide such information. 

2-3,-.403 Preliminary Decision: Within 180 days of accpeting an AFC as 

complete, the APCO shall conduct a Determination of Compliance 

review and make a preliminary decision as to whether the proposed 

power plant meets the requirements of District regulations. If 

so, the APCO shall make a preliminary determination of conditions 

to be included in the Certificate, including specific BACT 

requirements and a description of mitigation measures to be 

required. 

2-3-404 Public Notice, Comment and Public Inspection: The preliminary 

decision made pursuant to Section 2-3-403 shall be subject to 

the public notice, public comment and public inspection requirements 

contained in Section 2-2-406 and 407 of Rule 2. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-70 

October 12, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39601 of the He.a.1th 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 41856 of the Health and Safety Code 
directs the Air Resources Board to promulgate Guidelines for the 
regulation and control of agricultural burning for each of the air 
basins established by the State Board; 

WHEREAS, Section 41857 of the Health and Safety Code 
states that the Guidelines promulgated by the Board shall be based 
on meteorological data, the nature and volume of materials to be 
burned, and the probable effect of such burning on the ambient air 
quality within the air basins affected; 

WHEREAS, Agricultural Burning Guidelines have previously
been promulgated in accordance with the provisions of the Health 
and Safety Code; 

WHEREAS, Section 41859 states that the Board shall 
continuously review the Guidelines and may modify, repeal or alter 
such Guidelines if scientific and technological data indicate that 
such changes are warranted, and that before adopting any such 
changes, the State Board shall hold a public hearing and shall 
consider the criteria set forth fn Section 41857; 

WHEREAS, scientific data have indicated that the use of 
backfiring or into-the-wind striplighting for burning certain field 
crop wastes will effect an emission reduction from the traditional 
method of headfire burning; 

WHEREAS, scientific data have indicated that commencing
the burning of field crop waste no earlier than 10:00 a.m. will 
effect an emission reduction from the traditional starting time of 
8:00 a.m.; 

WHEREAS, the Meteorological Criteria for Re~ulating
A~ricultural Burning can be made more responsive tote needs of 
t e districts by: 

Ca} Allowtng redirection of acreages of agricultural 
waste to be burned on newly created premium permissive-burn days. 



(b) Providing for the reversal of a burn/no-burn 
day decision; 

WHEREAS, specific criteria for the issu~nce of ~o-burn 
day permit exceptions would provide a uniform policy for issuance 
of such permits with commensurate benefits to air quality; 

WHEREAS, restricting the burning of agricultural waste 
material during the rice straw burning season (O~tober l_thfOUgh No~ember 
15) would lessen the amount of burning and associated emissions during 
that critical time of year; 

WHEREAS, meteorological data indicate that the valley floor 
portion of Placer County is more correctly regulated for burn/no-burn
days by the meteorological criteria for the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 
Southeast Section than by the criteria used for the Mountain Counties 
Air Basin; 

. WHEREAS, the Meteorolo~ical Criteria for Refiula~ing_Agri~ultural
Burmng can be made more responsive to the needs of t e districts in the 
Sacramento Valley Air Basin by providing separate burn/no-burn declarations 
above and below the inversion in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin; 

WHEREAS, the Sacramento Valley Air Basin has adopted rice 
straw burning regulations, and the application of these regulations in 
the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin will effect an emission reduction from 
the traditional methods of drying and burning rice straw; 

. . WHEREAS, the San Francisco Bay Area Air Qua 1i ty Management
Di~tr1~t has request~d the ~ir Resources ~oard to modify the Meteorological
Cr1ter1a for Regulating Agricultural Burning to change the North/South
boundary Tines of the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin based on 
meteorological data; 

WHEREAS, the San Diego Air Pollution Control District has 
regues~ed the Air Re~ources _Board to. revi~e t~e Meteorolo~ical . 
Cri~er,a for Regulating Agricultural Burning in the San Diego Air 
Basin; 

WHEREAS, meteorological criteria for declaring burn/no
burn days for agricultural burning in the Lake Tahoe Air Basin 
should be specified in the Meterologfcal Criteria for Regulating
Agricultural Burning; -

WHEREAS, the term "brush treated" in the Guidelines 
s.hould be redefined to include material which was previously dead; 

WHEREAS, the Department of Fish and Game should specify
the prop~r amqunt of brush treatment whe.n burning for wi:1 dl i fe and 

. game hab1 tat iniprovernent; · 



• 

WHEREAS, the prov1s1ons in the Guidelines for burning of 
cotton gin waste expired on January l, 1979 and should be remo~ed; 

WHEREAS, in the development of the proposed revisions to 
the Guidelines and Meteorological Criteria, the Enforcement Branch 
staff of the Air Resources Board has consulted with representatives
of various air pollution control agencies, the University of California 
Agricultural Engineering Extension, the California Farm Bureau 
Federation, the Statewide Air Pollution Research Center at the 
University of California at Riverside, the Department of Food and 
Agriculture and other agricultural agencies and associations; 

WHEREAS, the Enforcement Branch staff of the Air Resources 
Board has held numerous public meetings and workshops to obtain 
public comment on the proposed amendments to the Guidelines and 
Meteorological Criteria for Regulating Agricultural Burning; and 

WHEREAS, notice of a public hearing to consider the 
proposed revisions and amendments to the Guidel i.nes has been given
and a public hearing held in accordance with the provisions of the 
Health and Safety Code and of the Administrative Procedure Act, 
(Government Code Sections 11371 et seq.); 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources 
Board repeals Subchapter 2 of Chapter 1, Part III of Title 17 of 
the California Administrative Code and adopts the proposed Subchapter
2 consisting of Articles 1, 2 and 3 of Chapter l, Part III of Title 
17 of the California Administrative Code attached hereto. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive Officer of the 
Air Resources Board is directed to revise and refine the emission 
factors and total allowable particulate emissions fncorporaied in 
Section 80150(e)(l) based on scientific and technical information 
which is developed in the future. 

l. certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-70, 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Salli Rump;:
BOARD SECRETARY 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
Resolution 79-71 

September 27 , 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 864-72 entitled 
"Characterization of Organic Particulate Matter II" has been submitted by
the Department of Health Services, Air and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory 
to the Air Resources Board; and 

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

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

Proposal Number 864-72 entitled "Characterization of Organic 
Particulate Matter II" submitted by the Department of Health Services, 
Air and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory for an amount not to exceed 
$166,291; 

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 864-72 entitled ''Characterization of Organic Particu
late Matter II" submitted by the Department of Health Services, Air 
and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory, for an amount not to exceed 
$166,291, 

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 $166,291. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-71 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Sal fyRump
Board Secretary 



ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 79-22-4{la)
DATE: September 27, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 864-72 entitled "Characterization 
of Organic Particulate Matter II", Department of Health 
Services, Air and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory,
Jerome J. Wesolowski/Bruce R. Appel. 

Adopt Resolution 79-71 approving Research Proposal No. 
864-72 for funding in an amount not to exceed $166,291. 

Organic (i.e., hydrocarbon-derived) particulate matter 
in the atmosphere is an important contributor to the 
total atmospheric burden of suspended particulate matter. 
It exists almost exclusively in the particle size range
below 3.5 µm with major amounts in the range below 1 µm.
Because of these physical characteristics, it contri
butes substantially to visibility reduction. Certain 
components of this material (e.g., polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons) have been demonstrated to be hazardous to 
human health. Other organic aerosol comoonents, 
including relatively unstable materials formed in photo
chemical smog, may also be hazardous. Because of its 
particle size, penetration into the lower respiratory 
tract is likely, increasing the potential for adverse 
health effects. 

Currently, organic particulate matter in the atmosphere
is measured by the weight of non-volatile residue from 
benzene extraction of 24-hour Hi-vol filter samples.
This procedure is subject to samplin~~~d analytical 
errors as well as substantial limitati~s in the use
fulness of the result. As with total suspended parti
culate matter (TSP), the analysis provides no infor
mation about the specific organics or chemical classes 
in the sample or their origins. Furthermore, the bulk 
of the polar organic compounds (as well as inorganic
carbon) remain unextracted using the standard procedure. 

This project is a continuation of the 1975-76 project 
at the Department of Health Services. In that study,
sampling was performed using Hi-vols and selective
solvent extraction techniques were developed for dis
tinguishing between primary and secondary organic 
particulate material. Using these techniques the in
vestigators were able to show that an appreciable loss 
of organic particulate material occurs during 24-hour 



sampling periods with Hi-vols and the identifiable 
secondary organic aerosols are primarily oxidation 
products of anthropogenic olefins. The investi
gators inferred that gasoline and its combustion 
products were the probable dominant source of the 
secondary organic aerosol. The investigators also 
presented evidence to show that the primary aerosol 
was predominantly soot and oxidation products of 
higher molecular weight alkanes. 

The etiology of organic particulate matter in the 
atmosphere is probably the least well understood of 
any of the major classes of air pollutant. Inasmuch 
as approximately one-third of the aerosol mass in 
urban areas consists of organic material, it is 
imperative that a clear understanding of organic 
aerosols be gained. This project attacks the work 
of developing methods for sampling and analyzing
primary and secondary organic aerosol material and 
of making measurements at three sites outside of 
the South Coast Air Basin. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
Resolution 79-72 

September 27 , 1979 

WHEREAS an unsolicited research Proposal Number 866-72 entitled "Correlative 
and Sensitive Discriminants for Air Quality Control" has been submitted by the 
Professional Staff Association, L.A. County/USC Medical Center 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 866-72 entitled ''Correlative and Sensitive Dis
criminants for Air Quality Control" submitted by the Professional 
Staff Association, L.A. County/USC Medical Center for an amount 
not to exceed $108,590; 

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 866-72 entitled "Correlative and Sensitive 
Discriminants for Air Quality Control" submitted by the 
Professional Staff Association, L.A. County/USC Medical Center 
for an amount not to exceed $108,590, 

and authorizes the Executive Officer to initiate administrative orocedures 
and to execute a.11 necessary documents and contracts for the research effort 
proposed in an amount not to exceed $108,590. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-72 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

s,n~/~
Board Secretary 



\ ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 79-22-4(lb)
DATE: September 27, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 866-72 entitled "Correlative and 
Sensitive Discriminants for Air Quality Control", 
Professional Staff Association, L.A. County/USC Medical 
Center, Russell Sherwin. 

Adopt Resolution 79-72 approving Research Proposal No. 
866-72 for funding for an amount not to exceed $108,590. 

The proposed study is an extension of work done over the 
past two years at the USC School of Medicine under ARB 
sponsorship. Completed efforts consist of the develop
ment of methods for the study of cellular and biochemical 
indicators of nitrogen dioxide damage at near-ambient 
or ambient concentrations. These methods have been 
employed in current studies to determine the rates at 
which certain cells in the alveolus undergo Type I to 
Type II pneumocyte conversions and to preliminary studies 
of whether such changes are reversible. The importance
of such studies lies in the function of the cells under 
investigation. The most common cell of the alveolar wall, 
in terms of area covered, is the Type I cell. It is a 
very thin cell whose role is the efficient exchange of 
gases between the atmosphere in the lung and the blood 
stream. The Type II cell is noted for its thickness and 
apparent role in producing secretions. It appears from 
completed studies that some Type I cells are converted 
to Type II cells, even at very low concentrations of NO2. 
Such cellular changes are thought to be the early steps
in several disease states, including emphysema. Moreover, 
over the short term, such changes may reduce the flow 
of oxygen to the blood. 

Both current and completed studies into protein leakage 
rates also indicates changes after exposures to near 
ambient NO2. Such changes have previously been observed 
on a gross level (edema) following acute exposures to 
certain air pollutants. 

The present proposal would essentially complete this line 
of research into cellular level damages caused by inter
mittent low-level NO exposure. The work to be done 
includes lowering of2previously used NO 2 levels, repeating
certain important exposures to provide ior better sta
tistical treatment and the possible introduction of other 
methods of analysis for use· in the study of the effects 
of NO?. Future studies might be proposed that would employ
the methodologies and facilities developed for use with 
other pollutants or combinations of pollutants. 



·, 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
Resolution 79-73 

September 27, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 865-72 entitled "New 
Approach for Detecting Health Hazards of N02 Inhalation" has been submitted 
by the University of Southern California 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 865-72 entitled "New Approach for Detecting
Health Hazards of N02 Inhalation" submitted by the University 
of Southern CalifornTa for an amount not to exceed $51,739; 

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 865-72 entitled "New Approach for Detecting 
Health Hazards of NO. 2 Inhalation" submitted by the University
of Southern CalifornTa, for an amount not to exceed $51,739, 

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 $51,739. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-73 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Sal lyRump
Board Secretary 



ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 79-22-4(1c) 
DATE: September 27, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 865-72 entitled "New Approach for 
Detecting Health Hazards of N02 Inhalation", University 
of Southern California, Arnis Richters. 

Adopt Resolution 79-73 approving Research Proposal No. 
865-72 for funding for an amount not to exceed $51,739. 

Nitrogen dioxide is a common constituent of polluted
urban air in California. Current consensus on its 
health implication is that it can produce cellular 
level lung damage and effect pulmonary function. Recent 
results from studies at the USC School of Medicine 
suggest that it might be involved in nitrosation reactions 
with body tissues and possibly affect the establishment 
of circulating cancerous cells in the lung (metastasis). 
The results of a previously published preliminary study
point to this metastasis-promoting influence of ambient 
levels of NO? in mice. If this hypothesis is borne out, 
the problem Of reduction of NO levels in our urban air 
will assume still greater urge~cy. 

This study would require exposing mice to filtered room 
air and filtered air along with 0.3, 0.5, 0.8 ppm N02 over a 12-week period. The animals will be infused 
with equal numbers of melanoma (cancer) cells. After 
two weeks in clean air, the animals will be sacrificed, 
their lungs preserved, and the melanoma nodules resulting 
from established cancer cells in the lung will be 
counted. The cancer nodules located in both the typical
surfacial regions and from cross-sectional samples will 
be studied. The results of the study will be evaluated 
to determine the extent that ambient N02 exposures
effect the metastastic process. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
Resolution 79-74 

September 27, 1979 

WHEREAS, an unsolicited research Proposal Number 867-72 entitled ''Geo
graphical and Temporal Distribution of Atmospheric Mutagens in California" 
has been submitted by the University of California, Riverside to the Air 
Resource 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 867-72 entitled "Geographical and Temporal Distri
bution of Atmospheric Mutagens in California" submitted by the 
University of California, Riverside for an amount not to exceed 
$154,649; 

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 867-72 entitled "Geographical and Temporal Distri
bution of Atmospheric Mutagens in California" submitted by the 
University of California, Riverside, for an amount not to exceed 
$154,649, 

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 $154,649. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-74 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Sall/Rump 
Board Secretary 



ITEM: 

RECOMMENDATION: 

SUMMARY: 

State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ITEM: 79-22-4(ld)
DATE: September 27, 1979 

Research Proposal No. 867-72 entitled "Geographical and 
Temporal Distribution of Atmospheric Mutagens in 
California", University of California, Riverside, 
James N. Pitts, Jr. 

Adopt Resoulution 79-74 approving Research Proposal No. 
867-72 for funding in an amount not to exceed $154,649. 

This proposal seeks funding for the second year of a two
year study to investigate the chemical nature of atmos
pheric concentrations of airborne mutagens. The objective
of this two-year investigation is to determine the geo
graphical and temporal patters onf mutagenic activity
by using the Ames Test. Ambient particulate samples 
are to be collected during daytime and nighttime hours, 
summer and winter, in the South Coast Air Basin of 
California. Dose-response curves for mutagenic activity 
are to be established for five Salmonella strains in the 
presence and absence of metabolic activation. The 
chemical composition of the most active mutagenic samples 
are to be determined. At each selected monitoring site, 
collection of samples is to be accompanied by measurements 
of air quality (O , NO, NO , hydrocarbons, PAN, and 
aerosol mass load1ng) and fueteorology (temperature,
humidity, wind speed and direction, and visibility). 

Concurrent with this project, the National Science 
Foundation is funding a project with these investigators 
to study photochemical processes and/or reactions with 
polluted air that may result in formation of mutagenic
compounds from non-mutagenic precursors. 
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This agency certifies the attached 
orders a=c necessary for the i::-..~ediate 
preservation of the public Feace, 
health ~nd safety or general welfare. 
The specific t~cts co~stituting· the 
ceed for i::-.:::ec!.iate action are: 
(attac~ co~~intutio~ sheet, if 
necessary) 

(~heck if a~plic~blc: 

These emergency rcgul 
reaccption of a previous e 
order which has not yet be 
or it is substantially equ 
t:>revious emergency order w· 
yet been certified. Appro 
Governor was obtained en: 

The Agricultural Burning Guidelinelines and Meteorological Criteria 
adopted for i::clusiol'! into Title 17 of the California Administrative Code 
govern burning of agricultural wastes and protect the health and welfare of 
citizens living in the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins. It is 
necessary that these provisions go into.effect on an emergency basis because 
they will provide an increased level of.the protection of the public health 
in these air basins and will ~lso aid the State's agricultural economy by
permitting the maximum level of burning consistent with protection of the 
public health .. 

Authority cited: Section 39600 and 39601 of the Health and Safety Code 
Referenced· S~ction 41850, 41855 1 .41855, 41S57, 41858, 41859 of the Californ. a
Health an Sarety Code · 
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NAME James J·: Morgester, Chief Enforcement Branch 

__x_ These regulations involve no costs or 
savir.gs to local, state or federal 
goverr.!:'.ent uncer Gover~..r.~nt Code Sec
tion 11421. 
Thes~ regulations do involve costs or 
s.:i.·rin,s to loc;i.l, state or federal 
gover::~cnt uncer Governc:en:: Code Sec
tion 11421. An estimate cf those 
costs er savings is attached to this 
()re.er. '' . 

· 

Complete one: 

To fulfill Covernrn 
11421, attached is 
digest, providing 
concise summary of 
and regulations, i 
di.rec tly to the pr 

.and the effect cf 
action. 
To fulfill Covcrnm 

-- tion 11421, CA-pres 
emergency are atta 

the 

nt Code S, 
an inform, 
clea.r am 

existing : 
.:tny, rel, 

~osud jjj,,.t · 
he pr~, 

nt Code Si 
tcr:ts .of 

hcd. 

https://savir.gs


This agency certifi~s the attached 
orders arc necessary for the i~.r::ediate 
prescr,.-ation of the public peace, 
health and safety or general welfare. 
The specific f~cts cor.stituting-the 
ceed for i~=ediate action are: 
(attac~ co~~inu..1tio~ sheet, if 
necessary) 

{~heck if a~plic~ble: 

These emergency regulations ar~ 
reacoption of a previous err.c?rgency 
order which has not yet been certif: 
or it is substantiully equi•:.1lent 
~revious emergency order ~hich ha~ r 
yet been certified. Approval of thE 
Governor wa.s obtained on: 

The Agricultural Burning Guidelinelines and Meteorological Criteria 
adopted for ir:clusioll into Title 17 of the California Administrative Code 
govern burning of agricultural wastes and protect the health and welfare of 
citizens living in the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley Air Basins. It is 
necessary that these provisions go into.effect on an emergency basis because 
they will provide an increased level of"the protection of the public health 
in these air basins and will also aid the State's agricultural economy by
permitting the maximum level of burning consistent with protection of the 
public health •. 

Authority cited: Section 39600 and 39601 of the Health and Safety Code 
Referenced· Si;ction 41850, 4l855. -41855, 41857. 41858, 41859 of the California
Health an Sarety Code 

'.:he na::-..S: a:::.ci. ;,ho:!e nu=.ber of tb.e agency officer to whom inquiries about t:he 
emergency ·orce= oa.y be directed are: 

NA.?>!E James J~ Morgester, Chief Enforcement Branch. Phone .{ 916 ) 322-6022 

(Complete one:) 

___x___ These ~egulations involve no costs or To fulfill Governraent Code S, 
sa vir.g::;; to local, state or federal lJ.421; attached is an inform 
goverru:1ent under Gover~.r.snt Code Sec digest, providing a cle~r an 
tion 11.;21. concise summary of existing 
Thes~ regulations do involve costs or and regulations, if ~ny, rel 
sa·,ings to loc:::il, state or federal di.rec t:ly to the pro9osl!d ;, - t 
go•ter~::-:cn t uncer Governr::en: Code Sec and the effect of the pre 3 

tion 11421. An estimate of those action. 
costs or 
0rc:er. ·' 

savings is attached to this 
---

To fulfill Covernr.-:ent Code S 
ti.on 11421, CA-pre~s tcr~s of 
emergency are attached. 
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Repeal Subchapter' 2 in Title 17, California Administrative 
Code. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 41859 Health and 
Safety Code. Reference: §§ 39601, 41856, 
41857, 41858 Health and Safety Code. 

Adopt Subchapter 2 in Title 17, California Administrative 
Code, to read as follows: 

Subchapter 2. Agricultural-Burning Guidelines 

Article 1. General Provisions 

80100. Definitions. (a) "Agricultural Burning" means 

open outdoor fires used in agricultural operations in the 

growing of crops or raising of fowl or animals, or open 

outdoor fires used in forest management, range improvement, 
Ill 
u or the improvement of land for wildlife and game habitat, orC 
a.., 
!!! disease or pest prevention.
l: 
I-

(1) "Agricultural burning" also means open= 
Ill 
I
I[ outdoor fires used in the operation or maintenance of a 
~ 

l
o system for the delivery of water for the purposes spe·c1fiedz 
0 
0 in subdivision (a}. 

(b) n0pen burning in agricultural operations in the 

growing of crops or raising of fowl or animals" means: 

·(1) The burning in the open of materials 

produced wholly from operations in the growing and harvesting 

of crops or raising of fowl or animals for the primary 

purpose of making a profit, of providing a livelihood, or of 

conducting agricultural research or instruction by an educational 

institution. 

(2) In connection with operations qualifying 

under subdivision (1): 
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(A) The burning of grass and weeds in or 

adjacent to fields in cultivation or being prepared for 

cultivation. 

(B) The burning of material.not produced 

wholly from such operations, but which are intimately related 

to the growing or harvesting of crops and which are used in 

the field, except as prohibited by district regulations. 

Examples are trays for drying raisins, date palm protection 

paper, and fertilizer and pesticide sacks or containers, 

where the sacks or containers are emptied in the field. 

(c) "Range improvement burning" means the use of open 

fires to remove vegetation for a wildlife, game or livestock 

habitat or for the initial establishment of an agricultural 

practice on previously uncultivated land. 

(d) "Forest management burning" means the use of open 

fires, as part of a forest management practice, to remove 

forest debris. Forest management practices include timber 

operations, silvicultural practices or forest protection 

practices. 

(e) ·•arush treated" means that the material to be 

b_urned has been felled, crushed or uprooted with mechanical 

equipment, has been desiccated with herbicides, or is dead. 

(f) "Timber operations" means cutting or removal of 

timber or other forest vegetation. 

(g) "Silviculture" means the establishment, development, 

care and ·reproduction of stands of timber. 
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{h) •state Board" means the State Air Resources 

Board, or any person authorized to act on its behalf. 

(i) "Designated agency" means any agency designated by 

the State Board as having authority to issue agricultural 

burning permits. The U.S. Forest Service and the California 

Division of Forestry are so designated within their respecti 

areas of jurisdiction. 

(j) A •no-burn" day means any day on which agricultura 

bu.ming is prohibited by the State Board or by a district. 

(k) A "permissive-burn" day means any day on which 

agricultural burning is not prohibited by the State Board. 

Cl) "District" means each county air pollution control 

district, regional air pollution control district, unified 

air pollution control district, South Coast Air Quality 

Management District, or the Bay Area Air Quality Management 

District. 

(m) "Tahoe Basin• meaps that area, within the State o 

California, as defined by the California-Nevada Interstate 

Compact, Article II, Paragraph c, as contained in Section 

5976 of the State Water Code. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 
and 41859 Health and Safety Code. Reference: 
S 39011 Health and Safety Code. 

80101. Scope and Policy. (a) The Guidelines shall 

not supersede any rule or regulation of any district whose 

rule or regulation has been in effect for five or more yeas 

prior to September 19, 1970. 
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(h) •state Board" means the State Air Resources 

Board, or any person authorized to act on its behalf. 

(i) "Designated agency" means any agency designated by 

the State Board as having authority to issue agricultural 

burning permits. The U.S. Forest Service and the California 

Division of Forestry are so designated within their respective 

areas of jurisdiction. 

(j) A •no-burn" day means any day on which agricultural 

burning is prohibited by the State Board or by a district. 

(k) A "permissive-burn" day means any day on which 

agricultural burning is not prohibited by the State Board. 

(1) •District" means each county air pollution control 

district, regional air pollution control district, unified 

air pollution control district, South Coast Air Quality 

Management District, or the Ba1 Area Air Quality Management 

District. 

(m) •Tahoe Basin• meap.s that area, within the State of 

California, as defined by the California-Nevada Interstate 

Compact, Article II, Paragraph C, as contained in Section 

5976 of the State Water Code. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 
and 41859 Health and Safety Code. Reference: 
§ 39011 Health and Safety Code. 

80101. Scope and Policy. (a) The Guidelines shall 

not supersede any rule or regulation of any district whose 

rule or regulation has been in effect for five or more years 

prior to September 19, 1970. 
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(b) Although any local or regional authority may 

establish stricter standards for the control and the requlation 

of agricultural burning than those set forth in the Guidelines, 

no local or regional authority may ban any agricultural 

burning. 

{c) The Agricultural Burning Guidelines were developed 

after considering meteorological data, the nature and volume 

of materials to be burned, .the probable effect of agricultural 

burning on ambient air quality, on agricultural production, 

and on range and forest management within the air basins. 

(d) The Guidelines are not intended to permit open 

burning on days when such open burning is prohibited by 

public fire protection agencies for purposes of fire control

or prevention . 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601,"41856, 
41859 Health and Safety Code. Reference: 
§§ 41864, 41857, 4185i, 41854 Health ~nd. ~ 

Safety Code. 

80102. Exceptions. (a) Open burning in agricultural 

operations in the growing of crops or raising of fowl or 

animals or disease or pest prevention, at altitudes above 

3,000 feet mean sea level (msl), except in the Tahoe Basin, 

is exempt from these Agricultural Burning Guidelines. 

(b) Agricultural burning in areas at altitudes above 

6,000 feet (.msl), except in the Tahoe Basin, is exempt from 

these Agricultural Burning Guidelines. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41856, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 
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80110. Permissive-Burn or No-Burn Days. (a) Cornmen 

no later than December 1, 1974, a notice as to whether the 

following day is a permissive-burn day, or a no-burn day, 

whether the decision will be announced the following day, 

shall be provided by the State Board at 1500 daily for eac 

of the air basins. If the decision is made the following 

day it shall be announed by 0745. Such notices shall be 

based on the Meteorological Criteria for Regulating Agricu tural 

Burning, adopted March 17, ~971, as revised June 21, 1972, 

February 20, 1975, April 27, 1978 and October 12, 1979. 

(b) Agricultural burning is prohibited on no-burn 

days, except- as specified in Section 80102, in subdivision 

(d) and (e} of Section 80120, and as may be permitted by a 

provision in an implementation plan adopted pursuant to 

Section 80_150 (c) (.51. 

(c} Upon request from a permittee through a designat 

agency, seven days in advance of a specific range improvem t 

burn, or forest management burn, at any elevation below 

6,000 feet {msl), a permissive-burn or no-burn notice will 

b~ issued by the State Board up to 48 hours prior to the 

date scheduled for the burn. Without further request, a 

daily notice will continue to be issued until a permissive

burn notice is issued. 

(dl Notwithstanding subdivision (c} of Section 80110, 

the State Board may cancel permissive-burn notices that ha 

been issued more than 24 hours in advance if the cancellati n 

is necessary to maintain suitable air quality. 
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80110. Pemissive-Burn or No-Burn Days. (a) Commencing 

no later than December l, 1974, a notice as to whether the 

following day is a permissive-burn day, or a no-burn day, or 

whether the decision will be announced the following day, 

shall be provided by the State Board at 1500 daily for each 

of the air basins. If the decision is made the following 

day it shall be announed by 0745. such notices shall be 

based on the Meteorological Criteria for Regulating Agricultural 

Burning, adopted March 17, l,,971, as revised June 21, 1972, 

February 20, 1975, April 27, 1978 and October 12, 1979. 

(b) Agricultural burning is prohibited on no-burn 
Ill 
u 
C days, except- as specified in Section 80102, in subdivisionsIL.,.. 
J: (d) and (e) of Section 80120, and as may be permitted by a 
~ 

= provision in an implementation plan adopted pursuant toIll 
~ 

ii: 
;i:: Section 80150 (c} (51. 
0 
~-

z (c) Upon request from a permittee through a designated
0 
0 

agency, seven days in advance of a specific range improvement 

burn, or forest management burn, at any elevation below 

6,000 feet (msl), a permissive-burn or no-burn notice will 

b~ issued by the State Board up to 48 hours prior to the 

·aate scheduled for the burn. Without further request, a 

daily notice will continue to be issued until a permissive

burn notice is issued. 

(.d} Notwithstanding subdivision (cl of Section 80110, 

the State Board may cancel permissive-burn notices that have 

been issued more than 24 hours in advance if the cancellation 

is necessary to maintain suitable air quality. 
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(e} A permissive-burn or no-burn advisory outlook will 

be available up to 72 hours in advance of burns specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110. 

NOTE: Authority cited: 
Health and Safety 
Health and Safety 

§§ 39600, 
Code. Re
Code. 

39601, 
ference: 

41856, 41859 
§ 41855 

80120. Burning Permits. {a) The forms of burning 

permits shall be jointly prepared by the districts and the 

designated agencies. 

(b} The form of the permit shall contain the following 

words or words of similar import: "This permit is valid 

only on those days during which agricultural burning is not 

prohibited by the State Air Resources Board or by a district 

pursuant to Section 41855 of the Health and Safety Code." 

{c) Each district shall provide the designated agencies 

within the district with information on State laws, district 

rules and regulations, these Agricultural Burning Guidelines 

and other information as appropriate. 

(d) A di.strict may, by special permit, authorize 

agricultural burning on days designated by the Board as no

burn days because the denial of such permit would threaten 

imminent and substantial economic loss. In authorizing such 

burning a district shall limit the amount of acreage which 

can be burned in any one day and only authorize burning when 

downwind metropolitan areas are forecasted by the Air Resources 

Board to achieve the ambient air quality standards. 

(e) Each district may designate a period between 

January land May 31, during which time range improvement 
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burning may be conducted by permit on a no-burn day, 

that more than 50 percent of the land has been brush 

If the burn is to be done primarily for the improvement of 

land for wildlife or game habitat, the Department of Fish 

and Game may specify the amount of brush treatment required 

(ff Notwithstanding the provisj.ons in subdivision {e) 

of this section, the State Board may prohibit range improve 

burning during the period designated by the district if, in 

the opinion of the State Board, such prohibition is require 

for the maintenance of suitable air quality. 

(g) Permits issued by designated agencies shall be 

subject to these Agricultural Burning Guidelines and to the 

rules and regulations of the district. 

(h) Each applicant for a permit shall ion 

required by the designated agency for fire protection purpo es. 

(i) Each applicant for a permit shall provide inforrna ion 

requested by the district. 

(j) No person shall knowingly set or permit agricultu al 

burning unless he has a valid permit from a designated 

agency. A violation of this subdivision is a violation of 

Section 41852 of the California Health and Safety Code. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 3960.1, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41854, 
41862, 41852 Health and Safety Code. 

80130. Burning Report. (a) A report of burning 

pursuant to these Guidelines during each quarter of a 

calendar year shall be submitted to the State Board by the 

district within 20 days of the end of the quarter. The 
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burning may be conducted by permit on a no-burn day, provided 

that more than SO percent of the land has been brush treated. 

If the burn is to be done primarily for the improvement of 

land for wildlife or game habitat, the Department of Fish 

and Game may specify the amount of brush treatment required. 

(f)' · Notwithstanding the provisions in subdivision (e) 

of this section, the State Board may prohibit range improvement 

burning during the period designated by the district if, in 

the opinion of the State Board, such prohibition is required 

for the maintenance of suitable air quality. 

(g) Permits issued by designated agencies shall be 

subject to these Agricultural Burning Guidelines and to the 

rules and regulations of the district. 

(h) Each applicant for a permit shall provide information 

required by the designated agency for fire protection purposes. 

(i) Each applicant for a permit shall provide information 

requested by the district. 

(j) No person shall knowingly set or permit agricultural 

burning unless he has a valid permit from a designated 

agency. A violation of this subdivision is a violation of 

Se~tion 41852 of the California Health and Safety Code. 

NOTE: Authority cited! §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41854, 
41862, 41852 Health and Safety Code. 

80130. Burning Report. (a) A report of burning 

pursuant to these Guidelines during each quarter of a 

calendar year shall be submitted to the State Board by the 

district within 20 days of the end of the quarter. The 
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report shall include the date of each burn, the type of 

waste burned, and the estimated tonnage or acreage of waste 

burned. In the future if in the judgment of the State 

Board, quarterly reports are no longer necessary, the State 

Board may require reports at less frequent intervals. 

(b) A report of permits issued pursuant to subdivision 

(d) of Section 80120 during each quarter of a calendar year 

shall be submitted to the State Board within 20 days after 

the end of the quarter. The report shall include the nwnber 

of such permits issued, the date of issuance of each permit, 

the person or persons to whom the permit was issued, an 

estimate of the amount of wastes burned pursuant to the 

permit, and a summary of the reasons why denial of such 

permits would have threatened imminent and substantial 

economic loss. In the future if in the judgment of the 

State Board, quarterly reports are no longer necessary, the 

State Board may require reports at less frequent intervals. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: § 41862 
Health and Safety Code. 

Article 2. Implementation Plan 

80140. General. .(a) In accordance with Section 41863 

~f the California Health and Safety Code, eich district in 

the State shall adopt an implementation plan.consistent with 

these Agricultural Burning Guidelines. Each district shall 

develop its implementation plan in cooperation with the 

appropriate fire protection agencies having jurisdiction 

within the district. 
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(b) Districts that have an approved implementation 

plan for regulating "agricultural burning" (as defined in 

the Agricultural Burning Guidelines adopted on June 21, 

1972, filed as Administrative Code regulations with the 

Secretary of State on July 7, 1972) need not submit an 

implementation plan for regulating open burning in agricul ural 

operations in the growing of crops or raising of fowl or 

animals, forest management, or range improvement, or used n 

improvement of land for wildlife and game habitat as d 

in these Guidelines. Such approved implementation plans 

shall remain effective under this subdivision until modifi d 
., 
\) and approved pursuant to subdivision (i) of this section.C 
a... 
!! Districts shall submit modifications to their implementati n 
% 
I-

! plans by March 1, 1980, to include provisions for regulati g.,
I 

I-
agricultural burning and for disease or pest preventionii: 

!I: 
I-
0 which conform to the amendments to these Guidelines adoptez 
0 
0 on October 12, 1979. 

(c} The form of permit(s) required under subdivision 

(a) of Section 80120 and the form of information required 

under subdivision (c) of Section 80120 shall be part of th 

plan. 

(d) Each plan shall specify enforcement procedures. 

(e) Each plan shall be submitted to the State Board 

for approval within ten days after adoption by the distric. 

(£) The State Board shall either approve, modify and 

approve, or reject any plan or modification of such plan 

submitted. Prior to disapproval or modification of any su h 
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(b) Districts that have an approved implementation 

plan for regulating "agricultural burning" (as defined in 

the Agricultural Burning Guidelines adopted on June 21, 

1972, filed as Administrative Code regulations with the 

Secretary of State on July 7, 1972) need not submit an 

implementation plan for regulating open burning in agricultural 

operations in the growing of crops or raising of fowl or 

animals, forest management, or range improvement, or used in 

improvement of land for wildlife and game habitat as defined 

in these Guidelines. Such approved implementation plans 

shall remain effective under this subdivision until modified 

and approved pursuant to subdivision (i) of this section. 

Districts shall submit modifications to their implementation 

plans by March 1, 1980, to include provisions for regulating 

agricultural burning and for disease or pest prevention 

which conform to the amendments to these Guidelines adopted 

on October 12, 1979. 

Cc) The form of permit(s) required under subdivision 

(a) of Section 80120 and the form of information required 

under subdivision (c) of Section 80120 shall be part of the 

plan. 

(d) Each plan shall specify enforcement procedures. 

(e) Each plan shall be submitted to the State Board 

for approval within ten days after adoption by the district. 

(£) The State Board shall either approve, modify and 

approve, or reject any plan or modification of such plan 

submitted. Prior to disapproval or modification of any such 
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plan the State Board shall hold a public hearing. Approval 

of any plan or any part of such plan is hereby delegated to 

the Executive Officer of the State Board. 

(g) If the plan or modification of such plan is 

rejected, or if no timely plan is submitted, or if the plan 

is economically or technically not feasible, the State 

Board, after a public hearing held in the basin affected, 

shall adopt an alternative plan. 

(h) The approved imple~entation plan shall be enforced 

by the district. 

(i) After a district implementation plan is approved 

by the State Board, modifications to the plan shall be 

submitted to the State Board for its approval, and shall not 

be effective until approved. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: § 41863 
Health and Safety Code. 

80150. Open Burning in Agricultural Operations in 

the Growing of Crops or Raising of Fowl or Animals. (a) A 

district with no agricultural operations in the growing of 

crops or raising of fowl or animals within its jurisdiction 

may request to be exempted from the requirements of this 

section. 

(b) Where an implementation plan for open burning in 

agricultural operations in the growing of crops or raising 

of fowl or animals is required, the plan shall include rules 

and regulations which: 
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(1) Require the material to be burned to be fre 

of material that is not produced in an agricultural operat 

(2) Require the material to be arranged so that 

it will burn ~ith a minimum of smoke. 

(3) Require material to be reasonably free of 

dirt, soil and visible surface moisture. 

(4) Require the material to be dried for minim 

periods to be specified in the implementation plan, with 

separate specifications for the following: (ll trees and 

large branches, (2) prunings and small branches, (3) waste 

from field crops that are cut in a green condition, and (4 

other materials. 

(5) Regulate the total amount of material that 

may be burned each day. 

(c) In developing the rules and regulations each 

district shall consider additional provisions with respect 

to the following: 

(1) Hours of burning. 

(2) No-burning season or seasons. 

(3) Regulating burning when the wind direction s 

toward a nearby populated area. 

(4) Limiting the ignition of fires to approved 

ignition devices. 

(5) Permitting on no-burn days the burning of 

empty sacks or containers which contained pesticides or 

other toxic substances, providing the sacks or containers 

are within the definition of "open burning in agricultural 
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(1) Require the material to be burned to be free 

of material that is not produced in an agricultural operation. 

(2) Require the material to be arranged so that 

it will burn w_ith a minimum of smoke. 

(3) Require material to be reasonably free of 

dirt, soil and visible surface moisture. 

(4) Require the material to be dried for minimum 

periods to be specified in the implementation plan, with 

separate specifications for the following: (1) trees and 

large branches, (2) prunings and small branches, (3} wastes 

from field crops that are cut in a green condition, and (4) 

other materials. 

(5) Regulate the total amount of material that 

may be burned each day. 

(c) In developing the rules and regulations each 

district shall consider additional provisions with respect 

to the following: 

(1) Hours of burning. 

(2) No-burning season or seasons. 

(3) Regulating burning when the wind direction is 

toward a nearby populated area. 

(4) Limiting the ignition of fires to approved 

ignition devices. 

(5) Permitting on no-burn days the burning of 

empty sacks or containers which contained pesticides or 

other toxic substances, providing the sacks or containers 

are within the definition of "open burning in agricultural 
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operations in the growing of crops or raising of fowl or 

animals," as specified in Section 80100(b) (2) (B). 

(d) Districts within the boundaries of the Sacramento 

Valley Air Basin and districts within the boundaries of the 

San Joaquin Valley Air Basin shall include in the plan rules 

and regulations which: 

(1) Require all rice harvesting to employ a 

mechanical straw spreader to ensure even distribution of the 

straw with the following exception: 

(A) Rice straw may be left in rows provided 

it meets drying time criteria prior to a burn as described 

in Section (2) below. 

(2) Require that after harvest 

(A) No spread rice straw shall be burned 

prior to a three day drying period. 

(B) No rowed rice straw shall be burned 

prior to a ten day drying p~riod. 

(C) Sections (A) and (B) above do not apply 

if the rice straw makes an audible crackle when tested just 

prior to burning with the testing method described in Section 

(D) of these provisions. 

(D} When checking the field for moisture, a 

composite sample of straw from under the mat, in the center 

of the mat and from different areas of the field shall be 

taken to insure a representative sample. A handful of straw 

from each area will give a good indication. Rice straw is 

dry enough to burn if a handful of straw selected as described 

above crackles when it is bent sharply. 
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(E) After a rain exceeding 0.15 inch (fifte 

hundredths of an inch), not withstanding (A) and (B) above, 

rice straw shall not be burned unless the straw makes an 

audible crackle when tested just prior to burning with the 

testing method described in Section (D), above. 

(J) Require rice, barley, oat and wheat straw to 

be ignited only by stripfiring into-the-wind or by backfiri 

except under a special permit of the district issued when 

and where extreme fire hazards are declared by a public fir 

protection agency to exist, or.where crops are determined 

not to lend themselves to these techniques. 

(4) Require burning hours to be set so that no 

field crop burning shall commence before l0r00 a.m. nor 

after 5:00 p.m. of any day. 

(e) In addition to the regulations required in Sectio 

(d) , above, districts within the boundaries of the Sacr·arnen o 

Valley Air Basin shall also include in the plan rules and 

regulations which: 

(1) Require that during the critical period from 

October 1 through November 15 of each year, the daily acrea e, 

on permissive-burn days, of open burning in agricultural 

operations in the growing of crops or raising of fowl or 

animals within the basin shall be no more than that amount 

which would result in particulate emissions of 335 tons per 

day. For the purpose of evaluating emissions pursuant to 

this section, the emission factors included in Attachment A 

shall be used. The authority for determining how the acrea e 
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(E) After a rain exceeding 0.15 inch (fifteen 

hundredths of an inch), not withstanding (A) and (B) above, 

rice straw shall not be burned unle~s the straw makes an 

audible crackle when tested just prior to burning with the 

testing method described in Section (D), above. 

(3) Require rice, barley, oat and wheat s_traw to 

be ignited only by stripfiring into-the-wind or by backfiring 

except under a special permit of the district issued when 

and where extreme.fire hazards are declared by a public fire 

protection agency to exist, or where crops are determined 

not to lend themselves to these techniques. 

(4) Require burning hours to be.set so that no 

field crop burning shall commence before 10:00 a.m. nor 

after 5:00 p.m. of any day. 

(e) In addition to the regulations required in Section 

(d), above, districts within the boundaries of the Sacr-amento 

Valley Air Basin shall also include in the plan rules and 

regulations which: 

(1) Require that during the critical period from 

October 1 through November 15 of each year, the daily acreage, 

on permissive-burn days, of open burning in agricultural 

operations in the growing of crops or raising of fowl or 

animals within the basin shall be no more than that amount 

which would result in particulate emissions of 335 tons per 

day. For the purpose of evaluating emissions pursuant to 

this section, the emission factors included in Attachment A 

shall be used. The authority for determining how the acreage 
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will be allotted to each crop waste and to each district 

shall rest with the Sacramento Valley Basinwide Control 

Council, provided that the Council may not allocate to any 

district an amount of acreage which would result in total 

particulate emissions in excess of 335 tons per day Basinwide 

if each district within the Basin were permitted to burn. 

The crop and district allocations prepared by the Basinwide 

Control Council shall be submitted to the Chief of the Air 

Resources Board Enforcement Branch by September 15 of each 

year. 

(2) Require that no crop acreage which was harvested 

prior to September 10 shall be allowed to be burned during 

the period October l through November 15 of each year, 

unless written authority is given by the district. In 

gra.~ting such written authority the district shall: 

(A) Ensure that the amount of acreage which 

is to be burned shall be included in the district's allotment 

specified in (1) above. 

(B) Require a specific explanation of the 

cultural practices which require immediate burning. 

(C) Require the person to specify the reason 

why the burning was not conducted prior to October 1. 

(D) Require the exception to be valid only 

on permissive-burn days. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41856, 
41863 Health and Safety Code. 
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80160. Range Improvement Burning. (a) A district 

with no range improvement burning within its jurisdiction 

may request to be exempted from the requirements of this 

section. 

(b) Where an implementation plan for range improvemen 

burning is required, the plan shall include rules and 

regulations which: 

(1) Limit the ignition of fires to approved 

ignition devices. 

(2) Regulate the total amount of waste that may 

be burned each day. 

(3) Require the burn to be ignited as rapidly as 

practicable within applicable fire control restrictions. 

(4) Regulate burning when the wind direction is 

toward a nearby populated area • 

(5) Require brush to be treated at least six 

months prior to the burn i~ economically and technically 

feasible. 

(6) Require unwanted trees over six inches in 

diameter to be felled and dried prior to the burn. The 

minimum drying period shall be specified in the implementa 

plan. 

(7} Specify the period, if any, in accordance 

with subdivision (e) of Section 80120. 

(8) If the burn is to be done prima.J;"ily for 

improvement of land for wildlife and game habitat, require 

ion 
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80160. Range Improvement Burning. (al A district 

with no range improvement burning within its jurisdiction 

may request to be exempted from the requirements of this 

section. 

(b) Where an implementation plan for range improvement 

burning is required, the plan shall include rules and 

regulations which: 

. {l) Limit the ignition of fires to approved 

ignition .devices. 

(2) Regulate the total amount of waste that may 

be burned each day.
Ml ..u 

(3) Require the burn to be ignited as rapidly asC. 

"' 
Ill 

J: practicable within applicable fire control restrictions.... 
= (4) Regulate burning when the wind direction isMl ... 
a: 
;i: towarc a nearby populated area. ... 
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z (5) Require brush to be treated at least six 
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months prior to the burn i~ economically and technically 

feasible. 

(6) Require unwanted trees over six inches in 

diameter to be felled and dried prior to the burn. The 

minimum drying period shall be specified in the implementation 

plan. 

(7) Specify the period, if any, in accordance 

with subdivision (e) of Section 80120. 

(.8) If the burn is to be done primarily for 

improvement of land for wildlife and game habitat, require 
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the permit applicant to file with the district a statement 

from the Department of Fish and Game certifying that the 

burn is desirable and proper. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41863, 
41861 Health and Safety Code. 

80170. Forest Management Burning. (a} A district 

with no forest management burning within its jurisdiction 

may request to be exempted from the requirements of this 

section. 

(b) Where an implementation plan for forest management 

burning is required, the plan sh~ll include rules and regulations 

which: 

(1) Limit the ignition of fires to approved 

ignition devices • 

(2) Regulate the total amount of waste that may 
. 

be burned each day. 

(3) Require the waste to be ignited as rapidly as 

practicable within applicable fire control restrictions. 

(4) Regulate burning when the wind direction is 

toward a nearby populated area. 

(5) Require the waste to be dried for minimum 

periods to be specified by the designated agency. 

(6) Require the waste to be free of tires, 

rubbish, tar paper or construction debris. 

(7) Require the waste to be burned, to be windrowed 

or piled where possible, unless good silvicultural practice 

dictates otherwise. 
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Attachment A 

Particulate emissions from burning various crop wastes. 

Pounds of particulate Pounds of particulate 
emissions per acre emissions per ton 

Crop type burned. burned. 

PRUNINGS 

Almond 8 5 
Apple 11.5 5 
Apricot 14.4 8 
Avocado 34.5 23 
Bushberry 10 4 
Cherry 9 9 
Citrus 7 7 
Date 10 10 
Fig 18 8 
Grape 20 8 
Kiwi 15 6 
Nectarine 8 4 
Olive 16.l 14 
Orchard Removal 210 7 
Peach 12.5 5 
Pear 31.2 10 
Pecan 8.75 8 
Persira.'Tlon 7 8 
Pistachio 7 7 
Plum 11.9 7 
Pomegranate 8.4 7 
Prur:e 4.8 4 
Quince 14 7 
Raisin Trays . 0.12 3 
Walnut 7.2 6 
Other Prunings 10.5 7 

FIELD CROPS 

Alfalfa 35.1 45 
Barley 13.9 8.2 
Bean 107.5 43 
Corn 58.8 14 
Cotton 15.3 9 
Flax 42.5 25 
Asparagus 52.5 35 
Oats 31. 5 19.7 
Peavines 77.5 31 
Peanuts 100 40 
Rice 27 9 
Rye 68.4 36 
Safflower 22.l 17 
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Attachment A (continued) 

Particulate emissions from burning various crop s. 

Pounds of particulate Pounds of partic late 
emissions per acre emissions per to 

Crop type burned. burned. 

FIELD CROPS 

Sorghu.-n (Mi lo) 63.8 22 
11.3Wheat 21.5 

Other Field Crops 54 27 

WEED ABATEMENT 

18Ditchbanks 54 
8Weeds 28 

Grass 16 8 
10Tumbleweeds 1 
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Attachment A (continued) 

Particulate emissions from burning various crop wastes. 

Crop type 

FIELD CROPS 

Sorghu.--n (Milo) 
Wheat 
Other Field Crops 

WEED ABATEMENT 

Ditchbanks 
Weeds 
Grass 
Tumbleweeds 

Pounds of particulate 
emissions per acre 
burned. 

63.8 
21.5 
54 

54 
28 
16 

1 

Pounds of particulate 
emissions per ton · 
burned. 

22 
11.3 
27 

18 
8 
8 

10 
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Article 3. Meteorological Criteria for 
Regulating Agricultural Burning 

80180. North Coast Air Basin. {a) Above 3,000 feet 

msl (msl is mean sea level), a permissive-burn day will be 

declared when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near 4:00 a.m., the mean 500 mb (mb is millibar) 

height over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height 

given in Table 1 of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given 

in Table l of Section 80320. 

(b) Below 3,000 feet msl, a permissive-burn day will 

be declared when at least 3 of the following criteria are 

met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 10 degrees Fahrenheit, except that during July through 

November it is not warmer by more than 18 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(.4) The expected daytime wind direction in the 

mixing layer has a component from the east and a speed of 12 

miles per hour or less. 
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(c) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteri 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the b 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 418 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80190. San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin. (a) The 

North Section of this basin includes Marin and Napa Count' 

the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin portions of Sonoma 

Solano Counties, and that portion of Contra Costa County 

lying north and east of a line beginning at the intersecti 

of Vasco Road and the Alameda County line; then north 

the eastern side of Vasco Road to the intersection of 

Camino Diablo Road and Walnut Boulevard; then continuing 

north along the eastern side of Walnut Boulevard to the 

intersection of Marsh Creek Road; then west along the 

northern side of Marsh creek Road to the intersection of 

Deer Valley Road; then north along the eastern side of Dee 

Valley Road to intersection of Lone Tree Way; then west an 

north along the eastern side of Lone Tree Way until it 

becomes "A" Street; then continuing north along the easter 
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(c) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

41856, 
§§ 4

41859 
1855, 

80190. San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin. (a) The 

North Section of this basin includes Marin and Napa Counties, 

the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin portions of Sonoma and 

Solano Counties, and that portion of Contra Costa County 

lying north and east of a line beginning at the intersection 

of Vasco Road and the Alameda County line; then north along 

the eastern side of Vasco Road to the intersection of 

Camino Diablo Road and Walnut Boulevard; then continuing 

north along the eastern side of Walnut Boulevard to the 

intersection of Marsh Creek Road; then west along the 

northern side of Marsh Creek Road to ·the intersection of 

Deer Valley Road; then north along the eastern side of Deer 

Valley Road to intersection of Lone Tree Way; then west and 

north along the eastern side of Lone Tree Way until it 

becomes "A" Street; then continuing north along the eastern 
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side of "A" Street ·and its northern extension to the Sacramento 

County line. 

{b) A permissive-burn day will be declared in the 

North Section when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 2,500 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

then 13 degrees Fahrenheit except that during May through 

September it is not warmer by more than 18 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 2,500 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 10 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours • 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is a least 5 miles per hour. 

(c) The South Section of this basin includes San 

Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara and Alameda Counties, and 

that portion of Contra Costa County lying south and west of 

a line beginning at the inters_ection of Vasco Road and the 

Alameda County line; then north along the eastern side of 

Vasco Road to the intersection of Camino Diablo Road and 

Walnut Boulevard; then continuing north along the eastern 

side of Walnut Boulevard to the intersection of Marsh Creek 

Road; then west along the northern side of Marsh Creek Road 

to the intersection of Deer Valley Road; then north along 

the eastern side of Deer Valley Road to the intersection of 

Lone Tree Way; then west and north along the eastern side of 

Lone Tree Way until it becomes "A" Street; then continuing 

https://Punuont.to
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north along the eastern side of "A" Street and its norther 

extension to the Sacramento County Line. 

(d) A permissive-burn day will be declared in the 

South Section when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface tempe 

is at a minimwn, the temperature at 2_, 500 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 11 degrees Fahrenheit except that during May through 

September it is not warmer by more than 16 degrees Fahrenh 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 2,500 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 10 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 fe 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 4185 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80200. North Central .coast Air Basin. (a) A pennis 

burn day will be declared when the following criteria are 

met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface tempe 

is at a minimum, the temperature difference through 

based inversion, if any, is less than seven degrees 

(2) During May through September, the expected 

afternoon onshore airflow at the coastline is at least fiv 

miles per hour. 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

ature 

it. 

ture 
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north along the eastern side of "A" Street and its northern 

extension to the Sacramento County Line. 

(d) A permissive-burn day will be declared in the 

South Section when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperat.ure 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 2_, 500 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 11 degrees Fahrenheit except that during May through 

September it is not warmer by more than 16 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2} The expected daytime temperature at 2,500 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 10 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80200. North Central .coast Air Basin. (a) A permissive-

burn day will be declared when the following criteria are 

met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

;sat a minimum, the temperature difference through a surface

based inversion, if any, is less than seven degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) During May through September, the expected 

afternoon onshore airflow at the coastline is at least five 

miles per hour. 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 
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notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80210. South Central Coast Air Basin. (al A permissive-

burn day will be declared when the following criteria are 

met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature difference through a 

surface-based inversion, if any, is less than 11 degrees 

Fah:::-enheit. 

(2) During May through September, the expected 

afternoon onshore airflow at the coastline is at least five 

miles per hour. 

{b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the .burn 

will have on air quality. 
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NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80220. South Coast Air Basin. (a) A permissive-burn 

day will be declared when at least one of the following 

criteria is met: 

(1) The expected height of the inversion base, 

any, near 6~00 a.m. at Los Angeles International Airport is 

1,500 feet msl or higher. 

(2) The expected maximum mixing height during t 

day is above 3,500 feet above the surface. 

(3) The expected mean surface wind between 6:00 

a.m. and noon is greater than five miles per hour. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 4185 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80230. San Diego Air Basin. (Except that portion 

which lies east of a line beginning at the U.S.-Mexico

border and running north along the range line common to R. 

E and R. 6 E, San Bernardino Base and Meridian; to the 

southeast. corner of T. 16 S, and R. 6 E; then west along 

township line common to T. 16 Sand T. 17 S to the southwe 

corner of T. 16 S, R. 6 E; then north along the range 

common to R. 6 E and R. 5 E to the southeast corner of T. 

S, R. 5 E; then west along the township line common to T. 

Sand T. 15 S to the point of intersection with the east 

boundary of Cuyamaca Park; then north along the east bound 

of cuyamaca Park to the point of intersection with 

line common to R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then north along this 

i 

7 
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NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80220. South Coast Air Basin. (a) A permissive-burn 

day will be declared when at least one of the following 

criteria is met: 

(1) The expected height of the inversion base, if 

any, near 6;00 a.m. at Los Angeles International Airport is 

1,500 feet msl or higher. 

(2) The expected maximum mixing height during the 

day is above 3,500 feet above the surface. 

(3) The expected mean surface wind between 6:00 

a.m. and noon is greater than five miles per hour. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80230. San Diego Air Basin. (Except that portion 

which lies east of a line beginning at the u.s.-Mexico

border and running north along the range line c.ommon to R. 7 

E and R. 6 E, San Bernardino Base and Meridian; to the 

southeast corner of T. 16 S, and R. 6 E; then west along the 

township line cqmmon to T. 16 Sand T. 17 S to the southwest 

corner of T. 16 S, R. 6 E; then north along the range line 

common to R. 6 E and R. 5 E to the southeast corner of T. 14 

S, R•. S E~ then west along the township line common to T. 14 

Sand T. 15 S to the point of intersection with the east 

boundary of cuyamaca Park; then north along the east boundary 

of Cuyamaca Park to the point of intersection with the range 

line common to R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then north along this 
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(B) The expected daytime resultant wind 

direction in the marine layer has a westerly component. 

(C) The expected daytime resultant wind 

speed in the marine layer is at least five miles per hour, 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case,. the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 -
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80240. Northeast Plateau Air Basin. (a) A permissive

bu..~ day will be declared when the following critera are 

met: 

(1) Near 4:00 a.m., the mean 500 mb height over 

the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given in 

Table l of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mea~ height given 

in Table 1 of Section 80320. 

lb) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 
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range line to the point of intersection with the south 

boundary of the San Felipe Land Grant; then east and nor 

along the land grant boundary to the eastern most corner; 

then continuing west and north along the land grant boun ry 

to the point of intersection with the range line common 

R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then north along this range line to 

point of intersection with the township line common to T. 10 

Sand T. 9 S; then west along this township line to the 

point of intersection with-the range line common to R. 4 

and R. 3 E; then north along this range line to the San 

Diego-Riverside County boundary. Criteria for this porti n 

are those of. the Southeast Desert Air Basin.) 

(a) A permissive-burn day will be declared when the 

following criteria are met: 

(1) Above 3,000 feet msl*: 

(A) Near 4:00 a.m., the inversion top is 

less than 3,000 feet msl or the temperature difference 

through the inversion is less than seven degrees Fahrenhe· 

(B) The expected daytime resultant wind 

speed between 3,000 and 6,000 feet msl is at least 5 miles 

per hour. 

(2) Below 3,000 feet msl*: 

(A) The maximum mixing depth is expected t 

be at least 1,500 feet msl~ 

*In place of the standard 3,000 feet msl level, the elevat on 
may be specified in increments of 500 feet on a day-to-da 
basis as determinep from vertical temperature soundings. 
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(B) The expected daytime resultant wind 

direction in the marine layer has a westerly component. 

(C) The expected daytime resultant wind 

speed in the marine layer is at least five miles per hour. 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of.Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case,. the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of .., 
l,J 

.,, 
< material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burna. 

!! will have on air quality.:i: ... 
: NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859.., ... Health and Safety Code.. Reference: §§ 41855, 
a: 41B57 Health and Safety Code.31: 
... 
0 z 80240. Northeast Plateau Air Basin. (a} A permissive-
0 
0 

bu_---n day will be declared when the following critera are 

(1) Near 4:00 a.m., the mean 500 mb height over 

the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given in 

Table 1 of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting. meap height given 

in Table l of Section 80320. 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices fo.r certain specific burning operations may be 
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issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

41856, 
§§ 4

41859 
1855, 

80250. Sacramento Valley Air Basin. (a) Above 3,000 

feet msl*, a permissive-burn day will be declared when the 

following criteria are met: 

(1) Near 4:00 a.m., the mean 500 mb height over 

the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given in 

Table l of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height-given· 

in Table 1 of Section 80320. 

(b) Below 3,000 feet msl*, in the counties of Shasta, 

Tehama, Butte, and Glenn (North Section of Basin}, a permissive

burn day will be declared when at least 3 of the following 

criteria are met: 

{l} Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 8 degrees Fahrenheit. 

*Ibid. 
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(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surfa 

temperature by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hour 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 et 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(4) The expected daytime wind direction in 

mixing layer has a component from the south. 

(c) Below 3,000 feet msl*, in the counties 

Yolo, and Solano (Southwest Section of Basin), a permissi e

burn day will be declared when at least 3 of the followin 

criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temp rature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by mor 

than. 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected temperature at 3,000 feet abo e 

the surface is colder than the expected surface temperatu e 

by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(4) The expected daytime wind direction in the 

mixing layer has a component from the south or from the 

east. 

(ell Below 3,000 feet msl*, in the counties of Sacra nto, 

Sutter, and Yuba (Southeast Section of Basin) and that 

*Ibid. 
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(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(4) The expected daytime wind direction in the 

mixing layer has a component from the south. 

(c) Below 3,000 feet msl*, in the counties of Colusa, 

Yolo, and Solano (.Southwest Section of Basin), a permissive

burn day will be declared when at least 3 of the following 

criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

tha., 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected temperature at 3,000 feet above 

the surface is colder than the expected surface temperature 

by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hou.r. 

(4) The expected daytime wind direction in the 

mixing layer has a component from the south or from the 

east. 

(d} Below 3,000 feet msl*, in the counties of Sacramento, 

Sutter, and Yuba (Southeast Section of Basin) and that 

*Ibid. 
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portion of Placer County (of the Mountain Counties Air 

Basin) below 1,500 feet msl, a permissive-burn day will be 

declared when at least 3 of the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected temperature at 3,000 feet above 

the surface is colder than-the expected surface temperature 

by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour • 

(4) The expected daytime wind direction in the 

mixing layer has a component from the south • 

(e) Special situations in the Basin are: 

(1) Burning control notices for certain specific 

burning operations may be ~ssued up to 48 hours in advance. 

In such a case, the criteria used will be a modification of 

the above criteria so as to give consideration to the specific 

site and its location relative to populous areas, the 

stated amount of material to be burned, and the expected 

impact that the burn will have on air quality. 

(2) Except for the period October. l through 

November 15 of each year, a premium permissive-burn day will 

be declared when the conditions for a permissive-burn day 

above are met and near the time of day when the surface 

temperature is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet 
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above the surface is not warmer than the surface ternperatu 

by more than 5 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(3) If, when a no-burn day decision is declared 

the federal ambient air quality standard for ozone, carbon 

monoxide, hydrocarbons, total suspended particulate, or 

state visibility standard is expected to be exceeded 

the valid period, a note to this effect will be appended t 

the announcement. 

(4) A permissive-burn or no-burn day decision 

that has been announced may be changed by the Air Resource 

Board at any time prior to 10:00 a.m. if the meteorologica 

and air quality situation that actually unfolds so warrant 

it. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 4185 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80260. San Joaquin Valley Air Basin. (a} The North 

Section of this basin includes San Joaq\lin, Stanislaus, an 

Merced Counties. 

(b) A permissive-burn day will be declared in the 

North Section when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface tempe 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

e 

ature 
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above the surface is not warmer than the surface temperature 

by more than 5 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(3) If, when a no-burn day decision is declared, 

the federal ambient air quality standard for ozone, carbon 

monoxide, hydrocarbons, total suspended particulate, or 

state visibility standard is expected to be exceeded during 

the valid period, a note to this effect will be appended to 

the announcement. 

(4) A permissive-burn or no-burn day decision. 

that has been announced may be changed by the Air Resources 

Board at any time prior to 10:00 a.m. if the meteorological 

and air quality situation that actually unfolds so warrants 

it. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80260. San Joaquin Valley Air Basin. (a} The North 

Section of this basin includes San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and 

Merced Counties. 

(b) A permissive-burn day will be declared in the 

North Section when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 
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(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(cl The South Section of this basin includes Madera, 

Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern Counties. 

(d) A permissive-burn day will be declared in the 

South Section when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Above 3,000 feet rnsl*: 

(A} Near 4:00 a.m., the mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given 

in Table 2 of Section 80320. 

(B) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb 

height over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height 

given in Table 2 of Section 80320. 

(2) Below 3,000 feet rnsl*: 

(A) Near the time of day when the surface 

temperature is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is not warmer than the surface temperature 

by more than 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(B} The expected daytime temperature at 

3,000 feet above the surface is colder than the expected 

~urface temperature by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 

hours. 

(C) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 

feet above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(e) Special situations in the Basin are: 

*Ibid. 
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(l} Burning control notices for certain specifi 

burning operations may be issued up to 48 hours in 

In such a case, the criteria used will be a modification 

the above criteria so as to give consideration to the spe "fie 

site and its location relative to populous areas, the sta 

amount of material to be burned, and the expected impact 

that the burn will have on air quality. 

(2) A premium permissive-burn day will be decl 

when the conditions for a permissive-burn day above are m 

and near the time of day when the surface temperature is 

a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the surfac 

is not warmer than the surface temperature by more than 5 

degrees Fahrenheit • 

(3) If, when a no-burn day decision is declare 

the federal ambient air quality standard for ozone, carbo 

monoxide, hydrocarbons, total suspended particulate, or 

state visibility standard is expected to be exceeded duri 

the valid period, a note to this effect will be appended 

the announcement. 

(4) A permissive-burn or no-burn day decision 

that has been announced may be changed by the Air Resourc s 

Board at any time prior to 10:00 a.m. if the meteorologic 

and air quality situation that actually unfolds so warran s 

it. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 418 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 
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(1) Burning control notices for certain specific 

burning operations may be issued up to 48 hours in advance. 

In such a case, the criteria used will be a modification of 

the above criteria so as to give consideration to the specific 

site and its location relative to populou·s areas, the stated 

amount of material to be burned, and the expected impact 

that the burn will have on air quality. 

(2) A premium permissive-burn day will be declared 

when the conditions for a permissive-burn day above are met 

and near the time of day when the surface temperature is at 

a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the surface 

is not warmer than the surface temperature by more than 5 

degrees Fahrenheit. 

(3) If, when a no-burn day decision is declared, 

the federal ambient air quality standard for ozone, carbon 

monoxide, hydrocarbons, total suspended particulate, or 

state visibility standard is expected to be exceeded during 

the valid period, a note to this effect will be appended to 

the announcement. 

(4) A permissive-burn or no-burn day decision 

that has been announced may be changed by the Air Resources 

Board at any time prior to 10:00 a.m. if the meteorological 

and air quality situation that actually unfolds so warrants 

it. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 
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80270. Great Basin Valleys Air Basin. Cal A permissive-

burn day will be declared when the following criteria are 

met: 

(1) Near 4: 00 a.m., the mean 500 mb height over 

the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given in 

Table 2 of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given 

in Table 2 of Section 80320. 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

loc2tion relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80280. Southeast Desert.Air Basin and that portion of 

the San Diego Air Basin which lies east of a line beginning 

at the U.S.-Mexico border and running north along the range 

line common to R. 7 E and R. 6 E, San Bernardino Base and 

Meridian; to the southeast corner of T. 16 S, ~- 6 E; then 

west along the township line common to T. 16 Sand T. 17 s 

to the southwest corner of T. 16 s, R. 6 E; then north along 
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the range line common to R. 6 E and R. 5 E to the south 

corner of T. 14 s, R. 5 E; then west along the township 

common to T. 14 Sand T. 15 S to the point of intersect 

with the east boundary of Cuyamaca Park; then north alo 

the east boundary of Cuyamaca Park to the point of inte 

with the range line common to R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then n 

along this range line to the point of intersection with 

south boundary of the San Felipe Land Grant; then east 

north along the land grant boundary to the eastern most 

40 

ast 

line 

th 

he 
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corner; then continuing west and north along the land gr nt 

boundary to the point of intersection with the range lin 

common to R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then north along this range 

line to the point of intersection with the township line 

common to T. 10 Sand T. 9 S; then west along this towns 

line to the point of intersection with the range line co on 

to R. 4 E and R. 3 E; then north along this range line t 

the San Diego-Riverside County boundary. 

(a) A permissive-burn day will be declared when at 

least three of the following criteria are met: 
. 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface tern rature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by mer 

than 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2} The expected temperature at 3,000 feet a.hoe 

the surface is colder than the expected surface temperatu e 

by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

Page 36 o 
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the range line common to R. 6 E and R. 5 E to the southeast 

corner of T. 14 s, R. 5 E; then west along the township line 

common to T. 14 Sand T. 15 S to the point of intersection 

with the east boundary of Cuyamaca Park; then north a1ong 

the east boundary of Cuyarnaca Park to the point of intersection 

with the range line common to R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then north 

along this range line to the point of intersection with the 

south boundary of the San Felipe Land Grant; then east and 

north along the land grant boundary to the eastern most 

corner; then continuing west and north along the land grant 

boundary to the point of intersection with the range line 

common to R. 5 E and R. 4 E; then north along this range 

line to the point of intersection with the township line 

common to T. 10 S and T •. 9 S; then west along this township 

line to the point of intersection with the range line common 

to R. 4 E and R. 3 E; then north along this range line to 

the San Diego-Riverside County boundary. 

(a) A permissive-burn day will be declared when at 

least three of the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperatur·e at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 13 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2} The expected temperature at 3,000 feet above 

the surface is colder than the expected surface temperature 

by at least 11 degrees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 
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(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(4) The expected daytime wind direction in the 

mixing layer is not southeasterly. 

(b) There are special sitations, as specified in 

subdivision (c} of Section 80110, when burning control 
' 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80290. Mountain Counties Air Basin. (Except that 

portion of Placer County below 1,500 feet msl which is 

governed by the meteorological criteria for the Southeast 

Section of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin). 

(a) A permissive-burn day will be declared when the 

following criteria are met: 

(1) Near 4:00 a.m., the mean SOD rob height over 

the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given in 

Table 1 of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given 

in Table l of Section 80320. 
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(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the bu 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 4185 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80300. Lake County Air Basin. {a) A permissive-bur 

day will be declared when the following criteria are met: 

(1) Near the time of day when the surface tempe 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 10 degrees Fahrenheit, except that during July throug 

November it is not warmer by more than 18 degrees Fahrenhe 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 11 degees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected daytime wind speed at 3,000 fe 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(p) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

t. 

t 
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(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80300 . Lake County Air Basin. (a) A permissive-burn 

day will be declared when the following criteria are met: 

(l) Near the time of day when the surface temperature 

is at a minimum, the temperature at 3,000 feet above the 
. . ·- . 

surface is not warmer than the surface temperature by more 

than 10 degrees Fahrenheit, except that during July through 

November it is not warmer by more than 18 degrees Fahrenheit. 

(2) The expected daytime temperature at 3,000 

feet above the surface is colder than the expected surface 

temperature by at least 11 degees Fahrenheit for 4 hours. 

(3) The expected dayt;ime wind speed at 3,000 feet 

above the surface is at least 5 miles per hour. 

(~) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 
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criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount 

of material to be burned, and the expected impact that the 

burn will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 

80310. Lake Tahoe Air Basin. (al A permissive-burn 

day will be declared when the following criteria are met: 

(1} Near 4:00 a.rn., the mean 500 mb height over 

the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given in 

Table 3 of Section 80320. 

(2) The expected 4:00 p.m. mean 500 mb height 

over the Basin is less than the limiting mean height given 

in 7able 3 of Section 80320. 

(b) There are special situations, as specified in 

subdivision (c) of Section 80110, when burning control 

notices for certain specific burning operations may be 

issued up to 48 hours in advance. In such a case, the 

criteria used will be a modification of the above criteria 

so as to give consideration to the specific site and its 

location relative to populous areas, the stated amount of 

material to be burned, and the expected impact that the burn 

will have on air quality. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 
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NOTE: Notwithstanding the criteria listed in the 
preceding for each air basin, the Air 
Resources Board may announce permissive
burn or no-burn days based on expected 
meteorological conditions and on the 
estimated effect on air quality of the 
agricultural burning. 

80320. Tables Referred to in Article 3. 

Limiting mean SOD-millibar heights*, by month. 

Table l Table 2 Table 3 

January 5710* 5750* • 5630* 
February 5710 5740 5620 
March 5710 5740 5630 
April 5720 5760 5660 
May 5770 5800 5710 -
June 5820 5850 5780 
July 5850 5880 5830 
August 5870 5890 5840 
September 5850 5870 5810 
October 5820 5850 5760 
November 5770 5810 5700 
December 5730 5780 5650 

*All heights in meters. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 4185 
Health and Safety Code. Reference: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 
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NOTE: Notwithstanding the criteria listed in the 
~receding for each air basin, the Air 
Resources Board may announce permissive
burn or no-burn days based on expected 
meteorological conditions and on the 
estimated effect on air quality of the 
agricultural burning. 

80320. Tables Referred to in Article 3. 

Limiting mean 500-millibar heights*, by month. 

Table 1 Table 2 Table 3 

January 5710* 5750* • 5630* 
February 5710 5740 5620 
March 5710 5740 5630 
April 5720 5760 5660 
May 5770 5800 5710 
June 5820 5850 5780 
July 5850 5880 5830 
August 5870 5890 5840 
September 5850 5870 5810 
October· 5820 5850 5760 
Nover.i.ber 5770 5810 5700 
December 5730 5780 5650 

*All·heights in meters. 

NOTE: Authority cited: §§ 39600, 39601, 41856, 41859 
Health and Safety Code. Reference.: §§ 41855, 
41857 Health and Safety Code. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

ITEM: Public Hearing to Consider Revisions to the Agricultural
Burning Guidelines and to the Meteorological Criteria for 
Regulating Agricultural Burning. 

Public Hearing Date: October 12, 1979 

Response Date: October 12, 1979 

- Issuing Authority: Air.Resources Board 

Corr.JT.ent: None Received 

Response: N/A 

Certified: ~t p:;::,/4--t-{//
BOARDSE$pt.TAR~~<I 

Date: December 17, 1979 



State of Callfornla 

Memorandum 

IHuey D. Johnson. Secretary Date December 17 , 1979 
Resources Agency 

Subject' Fi11 ng of Notice 
of Decision of the 
Afr Resources Board 

From 1 Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17. Stct1on 60007(b). and 1n compliance w1th Air 
Resources Board certification under section 21080,5 of the Public 
Resources Code. the Air Resources Board hereby forwards for posting
the attached notice of decision and response to environmental cOlllflents 
raised during the e011111ent period. 

//4/6/- .i!L-:.4,(l;J 
Sally Rump
Board Secretary 

attachments 
{Resolution 79-70) 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-75 
September 27, 1979 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, pursuant to Sections 39002, 39003, and 39500 
of the Health and Safety Code, is responsible for the control of air pollution
from motor vehicles; 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, pursuant to Sections 43013 and 43101 of the 
Health and Safety Code, has been directed to adopt and implement emission 
standards for the control of air contaminants from motor vehicles; 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, pursuant to Section 41511 of the Health and 
Safety Code, is authorized to adopt regulations requiring action as necessary 
for the determination of the amount of emissions from any source; 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board, pursuant to Sections 39600, 39601, and 39605 
of the Health and Safety Code, is directed to adopt rules and regulations and 
do such acts as necessary, including the holding of public hearings, for the 
proper execution of its powers and duties; 

WHEREAS, the California Supreme Court in Western Oil and Gas Association v. 
Orange County Air Pollution Control District, 14C. 3d 411 {1975), ruled that 
the Board has the authority to regulate the fuel content of gasoline including
lead content, pursuant to the aforesaid provisions; 

WHEREAS, the California ambient air quality standard for lead is exceeded by 
a wide margin in most urban areas of the State, and the primary source of the 
lead in the ambient air is lead additives in gasoline; 

WHEREAS, a state of emergency had been declared to exist in certain counties in 
the State of California as a result of a severe gasoline shortage; 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board has reaffirmed its position that lead in the 
ambient air represents a hazard to the public health and welfare; 

WHEREAS, the Board has historically documented that the concentrations of lead 
in the ambient air are lower during the summer months and through the month of 
September; 

WHEREAS, the Board desires to prevent the misfueling of late model cars designed 
to run only on unleaded fuel by making more unleaded fuel available; 
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WHEREAS, testimony received by the Board following public meetings of May 10, 
1979 and May 17, 1979 adequately demonstrates to the Board's satisfaction 
that refiners of motor vehicle fuels, if granted a limited waiver of the 
current lead requirements, could produce more unleaded and leaded gasoline
and thereby ease the critical shortages facing Californians and at the same 
time reduce the risk to the environment from the adverse results of misfueling; 

WHEREAS, a public hearing upon thirty days notice and other administrative 
proceedings have been held in accordance with the provisions of the Adminis
trative Procedure Act (California Government Code Sections 11371 et~.}; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board amends Section 2253 of Title 13 
of the California Administrative Code by adding Subsections (h) and (i), 
set forth in Attachment A hereto. · - - -·· · -

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-75 
as passed by the Air Resources Board 

Sally Rump ' 
Board Secretary 
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,.. 
ATTACHMENT A 

(h) The Executive Officer may grant to a refiner for a three-month 
period (January - March, April - June, July - September, October -
December) or an remainin ortion thereof, a waiver of the requirement 
of Section 2253 a or Section 2253 b if: 

l) a state of emergency in gasoline supply for the eRHf'e state or 
tke a~~l4eaele ~ portion thereof has been declared by the 
Governor, and 

2) the Executive Officer determines that the granting of waivers 
to all refiners who would be eligible for such a waiver would 
not interfere with the attainment and maintenance of the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard for lead for the period of the 
waiver. 4R-tke-aFea-eaveFee-ey-tke-wa4veF~ 

Prior to taking action pursuant to this Section (h) the 
Executive Officer shall consult with the Department of Health 
regarding the ambient concentrations of lead which the 
Executive Officer predicts will occur as a result of such 
action. 

(i) The Executive Officer may require conditions on a waiver to enable 
the Executive Officer to determine the effect of the granting of the 
waiver and to minimize the adverse effects of the use of higher lead 
content gasoline. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Adoption of Amendments to Section 2253 of the California 
Administrative Code Limiting the Lead Content of Gasoline 
Sold in California 

Public Hearing Date: September 27, 1979 

Response Date: September 27, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: None Received 

Response: N/A 

Date: September 27, 1979 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Supplemental Staff Report Re Significant Environmental Issues 

Public Hearing to Consider Amendments to State Regulations 
Which Limit the Lead Content of Gasoline Sold in California 

79-22-1 

Date of Release: September 27, 1979 

Scheduled for Consideration: September 27, 1979 

Discussion 

Section 60007 of the Board's regulations in Title 17, California 
Administrative Code, directs the staff to report to the Board 
regarding environmental issues raised by public comments, for 
consideration by the board on any matter for which a public 
hearing is required. 

The staff has received no comments identifying any environmental 
issues pertaining to this item. The staff report, in Section V 
identifies significant environmental issues. 

2. Recommendation 

The staff recommends that the Board adopt, before it takes any 
final action on this item, the attached proposed Response to 
Significant Environmental Issues. 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
Resolution 79-76 

September 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, Tom Quinn served as Chairman of the California Air Resources 
Board with distinction from January 1975 through July 1979; and 

WHEREAS, his bold leadership transformed the Air Resources Board into a 
dynamic and vital force in air pollution control; and 

WHEREAS, governmental and environmental leaders throughout the state, 
the nation and in other countries look to California for ideas and 
direction as a consequence of California's innovative approaches to 
solving pollution problems; and 

WHEREAS, Tom Quinn's diligent enforcement actions brought massive and 
continuing violators such as Kaiser Steel, Chrysler and American Motors 
into compliance with state environmental regulations; and 

WHEREAS, Tom Quinn earned the respect and admiration of those he regulated 
as well as of those whose hope for blue skies he worked to realize; and 

WHEREAS, his dedication to protecting the public health of all the 
citizens of this state--young and old--has earned the gratitude of 
everyone who has ever suffered from air pollution; and 

WHEREAS, his energy, wit, and ability to keep his sense of humor in 
the darkest of crisis have been a joy to all of us; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board extends 
deepest appreciation to Tom Quinn for his contributions to the Air 
Resources Board, and its sincere thanks for the privilege of joining 
him in the long struggle against air pollution. 

I 1:ertify that the above is a true 
and correct :opy of Resolution 79-76, 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Sally Rump, B6ardecreary 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-78 
September 26, 1979 

WHEREAS, the Board on March 23, 1979, adopted Rule 424 for the Kern 
County Air Pollution Control District; 

WHEREAS, the Air Resources Board at its meeting held September 7 and 
12, 1979 in Bakersfield reviewed the provisions of Rule 424; 

WHEREAS, on the basis of testimony presented to the Board at the 
September 7 and 12, 1979 meeting the Board determined that Rule 424 
should be modified as it affects small oil producers and directed the 
staff to draft an amendment to Rule 424 responsive to the Board's 
concerns; 

WHEREAS, the staff's proposal adequately defines small oil producers 
and modifies their obligations under Rule 424 in accordance with the 
ability to comply with the Rule's requirements; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Kern County Air Pollution Control 
District's Rule 424 be amended as set forth in Attachment A hereto; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Executive Officer is directed to draft 
proposed amendments which will clarify the provisions of Rule 424 
relating to the averaging of emissions and relating to cogeneration,
and to present such proposed amendments at a public hearing; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Air Resources Board hereby encourages 
the Kern County Air Pollution Control District and local industry to 
develop an alternative to Rule 424 based on detailed modeling to relate 
emissions to air quality as a substitute for linear rollback. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Air Resources Board affirms its 
intention to continue a close working relationship with the Kern 
County Air Pollution Control District to assure that modeling studies 
used by the District in developing an alternative to Rule 424 will 
have early input from and prompt review by Air Resources Board staff. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-78 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

Sa 11 y Rump# 
Board Secretary 



Attachment A• Addition to Rule 424 of Kern County Air Pollution Control District as 
adopted by the Air Resources Board at the public hearing of September 26, 1979; 

F. Small Producer Exemption 

1. The owner or operator of one or more existing steam generator(s) 
which held a valid permit to operate such generator(s) in calendar 
year 1978 shall be exempt from the provisions of Sections (B)(2) 
and (C) of this Rule, if: 

a. The total permitted heat input capacity of such steam 
generator(s) located within Kern County in 1978 was less 
than 250 million Btu's per hour; and 

b. The total oil production in 1978 by such owner or operator 
from all oil production sources in the United States was less 
than 5700 barrels of oil per year for each million Btu's per 
hour of steam generator capacity in Kern County for which the 
owner or operator held valid permits to operate in 1978. 

2. An owner or operator which is exempt from the provisions of Sections 
(8)(2) and (C) of this Rule pursuant to Subsection (F)(l) shall 
comply with each of the following requirements: 

a. By July 1, 1981, submit to the air pollution control officer a 
plan for achieving compliance with this Rule. The compliance 
plan shall identify each steam generator subject to this Rule 
and shall indicate the specific control technique(s) and 
resulting emission rate for each such steam generator. 

b. By January 1, 1983, submit to the air pollution control 
officer copies of purchase orders for all control equipment 
and low sulfur fuels identified in the compliance plan. 

c. Commencing January 1, 1983, and every twelve months thereafter 
through January 1, 1985, submit to the air pollution control 
officer a written report describing the owner's or operator's 
progress in implementing the compliance plan. 

d. Commencing January 1, 1985, shall limit the emissions from each 
existing steam generator to no more than 0.12 pounds for 
sulfur per million Btu's of heat input. 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-79 

November 29, 1979 

A. WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates
the Air Resources Board ("ARB" or "Board") as the air pollution control 
agency for all purposes set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as 
the state agency responsible for the preparation of the State Implementation
Plan (SIP) required by the Clean Air Act; 

B. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision 
of the SIP in designated nonattainment areas of the.-state in order to assure 
the attainment and maintenance of national ambient air quality standards by
specified deadlines; 

C. WHEREAS, the entire Los Angeles County portion of the Southeast 
Desert Air Basin (SEDAB) and portions of Riverside County and San Bernardino 
County located within the Southeast Desert Air Basin are designated non
attainment for oxidant and total suspended particulate (TSP) under provisions
of Section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

D. WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) were designated
by the ARB on April 7, 1978 as the local co-lead agencies for preparation of 
the 1979 oxidant and total suspended particulate nonattainment plan for the 
Riverside County portion of the SEDAB; 

E. WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Sections 41560-41562 provide that 
the ARB shall adopt a locally prepared nonattainment plan and authorize the 
ARB to make such revisions to a nonattainment plan as are necessary to meet 
the requirements of the Clean Air Act; 

F. WHEREAS, the ARB is the designated lead agency for the San Bernardino 
County and Los Angeles County SEDAB plans and has committed itself to a 
coordinated program for the development of the nonattainment P.lans for 
ozone and total suspended particulates with the active participation of 
other agencies possessing resources and expertise in the air quality and 
transportation fields; 

G. WHEREAS, the three SEDAB plans were revi_ewed by the cit_ies in the 
region, county boards of supervisors, SCAQMD, SCAG, other interested organi
zations, and the public; 

H. WHEREAS, the Riverside County SEDAB plan was adopted by the SCAQMD_ 
on March 2, 1979 and by SCAG on March 1, 1979, after noticed hearing to meet 
the requirements of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977; 

I. WHEREAS, the SCAQMD transmitted the Riverside County SEDAB plan to 
the ARB for approval as a revision to the SIP; 
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J. WHEREAS, on October 15, 1979, the SCAQMD staff transmitted a 
suggested amendment to the Riverside plan for ARB consideration as a 
revision to the SIP, which amendment would make nonsubstantive changes to 
the locally adopted plan; 

K. WHEREAS, the Board finds: 

,. That the state and national ambient air quality standards for 
photochemical oxidant (ozone) are exceeded in the San Bernardino 
and Los Angeles County APCDs and in the Riverside County portion 
of the SEDAB; and 

2. That onganic gases have been demonstrated to be a che~ical 
precursor to photochemical oxidant (ozone), and co~tr1bute to 
or are responsible for exceedances of the state oxidant standard 
and the national ozone standard within the SEDAB; and 

3. That the state and national ambient air quality standards (annual 
and 24-hour) for total suspended particulate matter are exceeded 
in the San Bernardino and Los Angeles County APCDs; and 

4. That violations of the national TSP standards are caused 
primarily by wind blown rural fugitive dust, with some 
contribution from secondary aerosols and are not caused 
by traditional urban sources; and that EPA policy allows 
rural areas with TSP violations of this origin to be 
designated "unclassified"; 

5. That further increases in emissions of precursors will 
interfere with progress toward achievement of the national 
ambient air quality standards for ozone and total suspended 
particulates and of the state air quality standards for 
oxidant and total suspended particulates: 

REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURE FINDINGS 

L. WHEREAS, the Boa rd finds that the resoecti ve 1oca1 district determi -
nations of reasonably available control measures contained in rules set forth 
below do not meet the requirements of Section 172 of the Clean Air Act as 
follows: 

1. The Board finds that the Los Angeles and San Bernardino County 
APCDs have not adopted reasonably available control measures to 
regulate the emissions from degreasing operations other than 
Rule 442 which controls use of solvents in general. EPA has 
published a control techniques guideline_ that proposes control 
of degreasing operations which would augment the control required 
by Rule 442. These guidelines are considered by EPA to be the pre
sumptive norm for reasonably available control technology. Also, eight 
other California districts have rules in effect similar to the Board 1s 
model rule for degreasing, which rules are more stringent for 



-3-

regulating degreasing emissions than are the districts'; 
Rule 442; 

2. The Board finds that the South Coast Air Quality Management
District's rule (effective in the SEDAB portion of Riverside 
County} regulating the emissions from degreasing operations is 
less stringent than reasonably available control technology
because this rule exempts degreasing operations that use emulsion 
cleaners. The EPA control techniques guideline does not provide
for such an exemption, and these guidelines are considered by
EPA to be the presumptive norm for reasonably available control 
technology. Also, eight other California districts have in 
effect degreasing rules which do not exempt the use of emulsion 
cleaners; 

3. The Board finds that the Los Angeles County APCD does not have 
a reasonably available control measure to regulate the emissions 
from the use of architectural coatings except for Rule 442 which 
controls use of solvents in general. The Board has approved a 
model rule for the control of emissions from the use of architec
tural coatings, and Rule 442 is not as effective in contl"_oll ing
such emissions as the moael-rule. Rules virtually the same as the 
model rule are in effect in more than 15 districts in the state. 
The experience under these rules has demonstrated that architectural 
coating manufacturers and users can comply with the model rule, 
considering technological and economical feasibility. Therefore, 
reasonably available control technology for the control of emis
sions from the use of architectural coatings is at least as 
stringent as the Board's model rule; 

4. The Board finds that the San Bernardino County APCD does not have 
reasonably available control measures for regulati.ng emissions 
from Stage I gasoline marketing. The District's Rules 461 and 
462 do not contain provisions as stringent as the Board's model 
Stage I rules. Rules 461 and 462 require submerged fi 11 pipes and 
vapor controls only at bulk dispensing facilities with daily
throughputs greater than or equal to 20,000 ga11 ons, whereas the 
Board's model · rules require control of all facilities with 
storage tanks having capacities of 250 gallons or more. EPA has 
published control techniques quidelines that propose control for 
emissions from storage tanks with a capacity of 250 gallons or 
more. These guidelines are considered by EPA to be the presumptive 
norm for reasonably available control technology. Also, more than 
15 California districts have rules similar to the Board's model 
rules for the control of Stage I gasoline marketing emissions; 

https://regulati.ng
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NEW SOURCE REVIEW FINDINGS 

M. WHEREAS, the Board finds that Rules 213, 213.l and 213.2 of the 
San Bernardi no and Los Angel es County Air Po11 uti on Contro1 Districts wil 1 
not likely achieve and maintain state and national ambient air quality standards 
and do not meet the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act, in the following 
respects: 

Applicability Date 

The Board finds that NSR Rules 213, 213.l, and 213.2 of the San Bernardino 
and Los Angeles County APCDs do not meet the requirements of the 1977 Amendments 
to the Clean Air Act for the reasons set forth below. The Clean Air Act 
requires an adequate new source review rule to be in effect by July 1, 1979. 
Therefore, applications of those rules to permits received after July l, 
1979 violates the requirements of Sections ll0(a}(2}(1}, 129, 172, and 173 
of the Clean Air Act. 

Precursors 

The Board finds that known and recognized precursors exist to several 
criteria pollutants designated by EPA, and that such precursors must be 
regulated in a nonattainment area to achieve and maintain national ambient air 
quality standards. The failure of Rule 213 to specify the relationship between 
such precursors and secondary pollutants may prevent adequate consideration and 
mitigation of precursor impacts on air quality as required by Clean Air 
Act Section 172. 

Innovative Technology Exemption 

The Board finds that allowing the exemption for innovative technology to 
apply to all air contaminants emitted by the new source or modification, rather 
than to those air contaminants controlled by the innovative technology, will 
not ensure net air quality benefits from the new or modified source, and 
that the potentially large increase in air contaminants from the sources not 
controlled by the innovative technology may, in fact, have an adverse impact 
on air quality. This wil 1 interfere with the attainment ,and maintenance of 
national ambient air quality standards, in violation of the requirements of 
Sections 110, 129, 172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. 

Concurrence 

The Board finds that numerous issues addressed under Rules 213, 213. f and- 213. 2 
require a uniform statewide approach and implementation. The failure of 
these rules to include any provisions to bring about statewide uniformity
violates Sections 110, 129, 172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. 

Calculation of Emissions 

The Board finds that if maximum allowable emissions rates are used 
as a basis for determining emissions from existing sources for the purpose
of calculating emissions offsets, there is a likelihood that in numerous 
cases new sources will be permitted which will, in fact, increase emissions 
from actual emission levels existing prior to construction or modification. 
This will interfere with the attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
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- air quality standards in violation of the requirements of Sections 110, 129, 
172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. 

Standards for Discretion of Air Pollution Control Officer 

The Board finds that the vesting of discretion in the District Air Pollution 
Control Officer to determine exemptions from the offset requirements of Rule 213 
and to calculate emission increases and decreases-, in the absence of clearly
defined standards and criteria governing the exercise of such discretion, 
renders these rules difficult to enforce on a consistent basis, and may
be also result in actual emission increases from new sources. The exercise 
of such discretion without specified standards violates Sections 110, 129, 
172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. 

Technical Changes 

The Bo:ard finds that Rules 213, 213,l and 213,2 are in certain particulars
unclear and hence difficult to interpret and apply, This ·violates Sections 110 and 

172 of the Clean Air Act. 

N. WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act and SIP regulations promulgated by
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) require that revisions to the 
SIP be adopted after a public hearing for which 30 days notice to the 
public has been provided; 

0. WHEREAS, a public hearing reqarding all three NAPs upon 30 days 
n9tice and other administrative proceedings h~s been held in accordance 
with the Clean Air Act, and applicable provisions of the California Administrative 
Procedure Act (Government Code, Title 2, Division 3, Part l, Chapter 4.5);
and of the Health and Safety Code, 

AREA AND LEAD AGENCY DESIGNATIONS 

l. NOW, THEREFORE BE IJ RESOLVED, that the Board recommends the 
continued designation of the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
and the Southern California Association of Governments as the co-lead 
agencies for nonattainment area planning in the Riverside County portion 
of the SEDAB,subject to the agreement between the ARB the SCAQMD and SCAG 
upon a division of responsibilities for continued planning as required
by Section 174 of the Clean Air Act. The Board further recommends that 
the division of responsibilities should take the form of a detailed work 
program for air quality planning in the Riverside County portion of SEDAB 
and a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the ARB, the SCAQMD, and SCAG, 

2. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests within 90 days that 
Los Angeles County, San Bernardino County. SCAG 1 and SCAOMD aqree upon and 
submit to ARB a division of responsibilities and roles of local agencies 
in the continuina air quality planning program required by Section 174 of 
the Clean Air Act; 

3. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that SEDAB is redesignated from nonattainment to 
unclassified for TSP pursuant to EPA policy· for areas in which TSP violations 
are caused by rural fugitive dust; 
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INCLUSION OF EPA CONTROL TECHNIQUES GUIDELINES l (CTG) 
AND ARB CATEGORY I REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES. (RACMs) 

. 4. BE IT FURTH~R RESOLVED, that the Board finds that rules and regulations
in the affected portions of the SEDAB either have not been adopted or do not 
meet the requirements of Section 172(b) of the Clean Air Act as follows: 

Riverside County Portion of SEDAB 

Degreasing 

San Bernardino County Portion of SEDAB 

Gasoline Marketing 
Degrea~ i ~g _ _ 

Los Angeles County Portion of SEDAB 

Architectural Coatings
Degreasing 

Therefore, the BO'ai'd requests the SCAQMD (Jor Riverside County portion
of the SEDAB), and the San Bernardino and Los Angeles County Air Pollution 
Contra l Districts to adopt appropriate enforceable reasonably a-va il a,bl e 
control measures (RACMs) to regulate emi.ssions from the source ca,tegories
named above, These RACMs are to be as effective as associated ARB model 
rules. The Executive Officer ts delegated the a,uthority to a,dopt by
March 3, 1980, after public hearing, enforceable rules for architectural 
coa,ttngs,Stage I gasoline marketing, and degreasing for the Los Angeles
and San Bernardino County APCDs and the SCAQMD (for Riverside County
portion of the SEDAB) if the districts do not adopt rules as effective 
as the associated RACMs. The Executive Officer is a,uthorized to 
submit such a,dequate rules as he or the districts may adopt to the 
EPA as SIP revisions; 

NEW SOURCE REVIEW 

5. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests the Los Angeles 
and San Bernardino County APCDs to a,dopt rules as effective a,s the ARB 
model NSR rules for their portions of the SEDAB nonattainment a,rea, and 
to apply such rules to all pending permit applications received after 
July 1, 1979, The districts are requested to submit, as part of the 
nonattainment plan only those portions of the rule applicable to 
national standards, The Executive Officer is delegated the authority 
to adopt by March 3, 1980, after public hearing, appropriate NSR rules 
if the districts have not done so. The Executive Officer is authorized 
to submit such adopted rules to the EPA as SIP revisions; 

6. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that a measure to 
control emissions from petroleum dry cleaning operations is included 
in the plans for San Bernardino and Los Angeles Counties for further 
study; 
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7. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests the local agencies 
to consider modifying grading permit requirements to minimize the fugitive
emissions of total suspended particulates occurring during windstorms due to 
the loss of vegetation; 

AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS 

8. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds the Riverside County,
San Bernardino County, and Los Angeles County desert nonattainment areas 
to be rural areas as defined by EPA policy on rural area nonattainment plans;
therefore, these areas are not required to conduct an air quality analysis 
for ozone nor to demonstrate reasonable further progress; 

CONTINUING PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM 

9. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds that pollutant transport 
from the South Coast Air Basin contributes substantiallv to the oollutant load 
in the Riversioe County, San Bernardino County, and Los Angeles County desert 
nonattainment areas, and further finds that no quantitative figures have been 
developed on the magnitude of pollutant transport. The Board al so finds that 
additional study is needed to quantify the effect of local emissions on ozone 
concentrations in the SEDAB. The Board therefore directs staff to work with 
the affected APCDs to conduct a study to determine to what degree transport 
contributes to the pollutant load in these desert nonattainment areas; 

10. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds emission inventories 
in the San Bernardino County and Riverside County plans are for larger 
areas than the nonattainment planning area, and that this may have caused 
overesti.mattons in the TSP and NOx emissions in these plans. Therefore, 
the Board directs staff to work with the affected APCDs to develop for the 
first update of the plans inventories covering only the planning areas; 

POPULATION GROWTH AND CONSISTENCY 

11. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board finds, to meet the Clean 
Air Act requirements for consistency of the SIP and other planning programs, 
participating local agencies should integrate air quality concerns with 
land use and transportation planning processes. Integration of all planning 
processes will assist in assuring that growth and development do not negate
air quality gains made from stationary source controls, but rather contribute 
to overall air quality improvement; 
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12. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board is concerned that rapid 
development of certain portions of the SEDAB could result in significant 
increases in pollutant emissions and therefore requests the local agencies 
to work with SCAG to develop a well-defined process and schedules to achieve 
and maintain consistency among local general plans, future revisions of 
the SCAG development guide, and the forecasts in the AQMP; 

CLASS I PSD AREA 

13. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests staff to work 
with local agencies and interested parties during the development of the 
Prevention of Significant Deterioration program to consider mechanisms to 
permit populated areas to choose the level of degradation allowed; one 
mechanism to be considered is the designation of Class I areas to protect 
particularly sensitive population grouos, such as senior citizens with 
res pi ra tory condi ti ons. 

TRANSPORTATION 

14. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests local ~gencies to 
work with SCAG and the County Transportation Commissions to evaluate, 
consider, and implement reasonably available transportation control measures 
as expeditiously as feasible. The Board supports giving priority and funding 
to transportation measures which benefit air quality; 

ADOPTION 

15. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that except as otherwise specified above, 
the Board finds that the Riverside County (SCAQMD amended version} and the 
San Bernardino County, and Los Angeles County SEDAB plans, as attached to 
ARB staff report number 79-28-1, contain the elements necessary to meet the 
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air Act as amended. The Board adopts
these plans, as amended by attached errata, as revisions to the State 
Implementation Plan, and authorizes the Executive Officer to submit to EPA 
for inclusion in the SIP these plans, this resolution, and acceptable technical 
support documentation as may be useful in showing compliance with the 
requirements of Part D. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-79 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. , 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

ERRATA TO THE SUMMARY AND STAFF REPORT 

Regarding 

Public Hearing to Consider the Adoption, as Amendments 
to the California State Implementation Plan, of Plans 
for the Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards for the Southeast Desert Air Basin 
Portions of Riverside, Los Angeles, and San Bernardino 
Counties. 

I. Summary 

1. Page 1, Recommendation No. 2, line 1: Add "by March 3, 1980," 
after the word "rules". 

2. Pagel, Reconmendation No. 2, line 8: Insert a period after 
the word "County" and delete line 9 consisting of the words 
"by January 21, 1980." 

3. Pagel: Delete Recommendation No. 3 and renumber Nos. 4 and 5 
to Nos. 3 and 4, respectively. 

II. Staff Report 

1. Page l, paragraph 2, sentence 2: Delete the words "after 
being unable to obtain agreements from local agencies to lead 
this effort" and add "at the request of the localities because 
adequate funding was not available for the counties to prepare 
the p 1 ans." 

2. Page 3, last paragraph, line 1: Strike the words "Riverside 
County APCD's rule" and add "South Coast Air Quality Manage
ment District's rule (effective in the desert portion of 
Riverside County)." 
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3. Page 4, paragraph l , line 2: Strike the word "because" and 

put a period after the word "operations". 

Page 4, paragraph l, line 3: Strike the words "Riverside 
County APCD's" and add "South Coast Air Quality Management 

District's". 

4. Page 4, paragraph 2, line l: Strike the words ''Riverside 

County APCD's" and add "South Coast Air Quality Management 
District's". 

5. Page 5, paragraph 1: Delete the sentence. 

6. Page 5, paragraph 3: Delete the last sentence. 

7. Page 6, Table l: Delete the "X" notations for the Recommended 
Board Action to "Add or Modify, ARB Adopt" for Control of 

Unpaved Road Emissions, Control of Farm Operations, and MVIP. 

Insert "X" notations in the "Commit to Further Study" column 

for Control of Unpaved Road Emissions. 

Page 7, Table l, and page 8, Table 1: Delete the "X" notations 
in the "Commit to Further Study" column for "MVIP". 

8. Page 9, paragraph 1, line 2: Strike the words "by January 21, 
1980". 

III. Proposed Nonattainment Plans for San Bernardino County and Los 
Angeles County Portions of the Southeast Desert Air Basin 

1. Delete Appendix C and reference of the appendix in the Table 
of Contents, and change existing Appendix D to Appendix C. 
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2. Page 3, paragraph 2, sentence 2: Strike the words "after 
being unable to obtain agreement from local agencies to lead 
this effort'' and add ''at the request of the localities because 
adequate local funding was not available for the counties to 
prepare the plans.'' 

3. Page 4, paragraph l, last sentence: Delete "Although the San 
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors had not made use of 
this option, they may wish to do so for the purpose of economy 
and efficiency in pursuing the air pollution control program" 
and in its place add: "The San Bernardino County Board of 

• Supervisors has chosen not to pursue this option." 

4. Page 5, paragraph 2: Strike sentences 3 and 4 and replace 
with "ARB, as lead agency, has prepared this plan for the 
Planning Area at the request of the local governments because 
adequate local funding was not available for the counties to 
prepare the plans.'' 

5. Page 5, last paragraph, line 4: Change "Appendix D" to 
"Appendix C" (for the Los Angeles County Plan, refer to 
paragraph 3, line 4). 

6. (For San Bernardino County Plan only.) Page 6, section A, 
paragraph l , line l: Delete the words "are no data" and 
replace with ''is limited data''. 

7. Page 9, last paragraph, line 2: Delete the word "the". 

8. (For San Bernardino County Plan only.) Page 10, paragraph 1, 
line 2: Delete the words "to the east" and substitute with 
"in the western part". Line 3: Add a semicolon after "County" 
and add "the station in Lancaster is in Los Angeles County." 
Then add as a last sentence to that paragraph, "A monitoring 
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station was established at Twenty-Nine Palms during March of 
1978, which has recorded maximum readings of 0.13 ppm ozone 
during May and June of 1979." 

9. (For San Bernardino County Plan only.) Page 13, paragraph 4, 
line 1: Delete the word "two" and replace with "three". 

(For San Bernardino County Plan only.) Page 13, paragraph 4, 
1 ine 2: Delete the word "both" and replace with "two". 

Page 13, paragraph 4, line 3: Delete the word "impossible" 
and replace with "difficult". (These changes apply to page 13 
of the San Bernardino County SEDAB Plan only. For the Los 
Angeles County SEDAB Plan, refer to page 12, the last paragraph.) 

10. Page 26, paragraph 2, line 4: Delete "January 21, 1980". 
(For Los Angeles County, changes should be made to paragraph 1, 
1 i nes 2 and 3. ) 

Page 26, paragraph 2, line 5: Delete the words "will adopt" 
and replace with "wil 1 consider adoption of". (These changes 
apply to the San Bernardino County SEDAB Plan only. For 
identical word changes in the Los Angeles County SEDAB Plan, 
refer to page 26, paragraph 1, line 3.) 

11. Pages 27 and 28 (pages 26 and 27 for Los Angeles County Plan): 
Delete all of "Section D". 

Change the following Section E to Section D and Section F to 
Section E. 



-5-

12. Section G on pages 31 and 32 will be completely deleted. (For 
Los Angeles County, section G is on pages 30 and 31.) Section 
Hon page 32 will become section F. (For Los Angeles County, 
section His on page 31.) 

13. (San Bernardino County Plan) Page 24, paragraph 2, line 5: 
Delete "by January 21, 1980" (for Los Angeles County Plan, 
change should be made to page 23, paragraph 2, line 4). 

14. (San Bernardino County Plan Page 29, paragraph 3, line 4: 
Delete "by January 21, 1980" (for Los Angeles County Plan, 
change should be made to same page, paragraph 1, line 4). 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

ITEM: Public Hearing to Consider the Adoption, as Amendments to 
the California State Implementation Plan, of Plans for the 
Attainment and Maintenance of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for the Southeast Desert Air Basin Portions of 
Riverside, Los Angeles, and San Bernardino Counties. 
(Board Agenda Item 79~28-1) 

Date of Public Hearing: November 29, 1979 

Response Date: November 29, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: None received. 

Response: N/A 

Certified: ,4a_L{,<.f, P/4.A'lcj? 
Board Se€retary 
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State of Callfornla 

Memorandum 

Huey D. Johnson Date I December 13, 1979 
Secretary
RESOURCES AGENCY Subject, Filing of Notice 

of Decision of the 
Air Resources Board 

From I Air Resources Board 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance with Air Resources 
Board certification under Section 21080.5 of the Public Resources Code, the 
Air Resources Board hereby forwards for posting the attached notice of decision 
and response to environmental comments raised during the comment period. 

~~ 
Sally Rump
BOARD SECRETARY 

I
ATT: Resolution 79-79 



State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-80 

October 23, 1979 

WHEREAS, Section 39602 of the Health and Safety Code designates the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) as the air pollution control agency for all purposes 
set forth in federal law and designates the ARB as the state agency respon
sible for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan (SIP) required
by the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977 mandates the revision of 
the SIP for designated nonattainment areas of the state in order to assure 
that the SIP provides for the attainment and maintenance of the national 
ambient air quality standards by speci f1 ed deadlines; 

WHEREAS, the South Coast Air Basin was designated as a nonattainment area 
for ozone, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and primary particulate 
matter pursuant to Section l07(d) of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, the air pollution control districts in California are required 
by Section 40001 of the Health and Safety Code to adopt and enforce 
rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provision is made to 
achieve and maintain the state ambient air quality standards and to endeavor 
to achieve and maintain the national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Section 40402 of the Health and Safety Code states the legislative
finding that rapid abatement of existing emission levels in the South Coast 
Air Basin is necessary in order to achieve ambient ai.r quc1lity standards; 

WHEREAS, Section 40443 of the Health and Safety Code required the South 
Coast District Board to adopt revised and updated emission limitations 
for inclusion in the SIP by December 31, 1977; 

WHEREAS, Sections 41650-41652 of the Hea1th and Safety Code authorize the. 
Board, pursuant to public hearing, adopt revisions to a nonattainment plan 
necessary to comply with the requirements of the Clean Air Act; 

WHEREAS, Section 42301 of the Health and Safety Code requires that the 
permit system established by a district for the construction, modification, 
and operation of sources of air contaminants insures that any article, 
machine, equipment, or contrivance will not prevent or interfere with the 
attainment or maintenance of state or national ambient air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, Section 40506 requires the South Coast District Board to establish 
rules for the issuance of permits to construct or operate sources of air 
contaminants in accordance with specific legislattve declarations, including 
the necessity for the attainment of national c1mbient standards and for the 
consistency of construction and operation of new sources. with the Bas i. n's 
air quality goals; 
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WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 41700 states that no person shall 
discharge from any source whatsoever such quantities of air contaminants 
or other materials which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance 
to any considerable number of persons or to the public, or which endanger 
the comfort, repose, health or safety of any such persons or the public 
or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to 
business or property; 

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 21080.5 and ARB rules and regulations 
in Title 17 of the California Administrative Code require that no activity 
will be adopted as proposed if feasible alternatives or regulation measures 
are available to substantially lessen any adverse environmental impact of 
the activity; 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 39002 directs the state board, 
after public hearings, to undertake control activities in any area wherein 
it determines that the local or regional authority is not meeting the 
responsibilities given to it by Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code 
or by any other provision of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB has been directed by Section 39600 to do such acts as may 
be necessary for the proper execution of the powers and duties granted to, 
and imposed upon, the state board by Division 26 or by any other provision 
of law; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is required by Sections 41500 and 41507 of the Health and 
Safety Code to review the rules and regulations and programs of the districts 
to determine whether the rules and regulations and programs assure that 
reasonable provision is made to achieve and maintain the national ambient 
air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the ARB is directed by Section 41504 to establish a program or 
rules or regulations as it deems necessary to enable the district to achieve 
and maintain the ambient air quality standards upon finding that the program 
or rules or regulations of the district will not likely do so; 

WHEREAS, the state board held public hearings on April 26 and 27, and 
May 10, 1979, to consider the approval of the nonattainment area plan 
developed by the Southern California Association of Governments and the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) as a revision to the 
State Implementation Plan, and instructed the SCAQMD at that time to submit 
to ARB for review, rules adopted by the District to implement the plan; 

WHEREAS, the state board on April 26 and 27, May 10, and October 22 and 
23, 1979, has held public hearings and in compliance with the requirements 
of Sections 39002, 41502, 41650-41652 of the Health and Safety Code and of 
the Clean Air Act and EPA regulations, to determine whether the Distri.ct 
has adopted rules and regulations which assure that reasonable provisions 
are made to achieve and maintain state and national ambient air quality 
standards and whether the District's Rules and Regulations meet the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act; 

https://Distri.ct
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WHEREAS, the Board finds: 

1. That the state and national ambient air quality standards for 
photochemical oxidant (ozone) are exceeded in the SCAQMD; and 

2. That organic gases have been demonstrated to be a chemical precursor 
to photochemical oxidant (ozone), and contribute to or are responsible 
for exceedances of the state oxidant standard and the national 
standard; and 

3. That the SCAQMD does not have in place new source review rules or 
regulations which adequately require the denial of a permit for 
construction, modification, or operation of emissJon sources which 
would prevent or interfere with the attainment or maintenance of the 
state and national ambient air quality standards; and 

4. That oxides of nitrogen have al so been demonstrated to be chemica.l 
precursors to photochemical oxidant (ozone) and contribute to or 
are responsible for exceedance of ambient air quality standards for 
ozone; and 

5. That analysis of current air quality data indicates that i.ncreas.ed 
emissions of oxides of nitrogen in the SCAQMD will lea,d to aggravation 
of existing exceedances of the national standard, the state oxidant 
standards, and the national nitrogen dioxide standard; and 

6. That the state and national ambient air quality standards (annual
and 24-hour) for total suspended particulate matter and the state 
visibility standard are exceeded in the SCAQMD; and 

7. That sulfur oxides emitted in portions of the Bas.in as a result of 
the combustion of sulfur-containing fuels lead to the forma,tion of 
sulfate aerosols in the atmosphere, contributing to exceedances of 
both the state ambient air quality standards for sulfates and 
visibility and the state and national ambient air quality standards. 
for total suspended particulate matter; and 

8. That a substantial fraction of the oxides of nitrogen emitted in 
the Basin is converted to nitrate aerosols in the atmosphere,
contributing to exceedances of the state and national ambient air 
quality standards for total suspended particulate ma,tter and th.e 
state visibility standard; and 

9. That further increases in emissions of ozone, sulfate, oxides of 
nitrogen, and total suspended particulate precursors will interfere 
with progress toward achievement of the national ambient air quality
standards for ozone, nitrogen dioxide,·and total suspended particula,tes 
and of the state air quality standards for oxidant, s.ulfates and total 
suspended particulates; and 

10. That Regulation XIII of the SCAQMD will not likely achieve and maintain 
the state's ambient air quality standards and does not meet the 
requirements of the federal Clean Air Act, as is set forth in detail 
below. 

https://i.ncreas.ed
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-- WHEREAS, the Board makes the following further findings: 

Applicability Date 

The Board finds that NSR Rules 213, 213.l, and 213.2 do not meet 
the requirements of the 1977 Amendments to the Clean Air Act, as set 
forth in ARB Resolution 79-27 adopted May 10, 1979, and do not conform 
to the provisions of the South Coast Air Basin Nonattainment Plan. 
Application of those rules to permits received after July 1, 1979, 
violates the requirements of Sections llO(a)(2)()), 129, 172, and 173, 
of the Clean Air Act. The amendment adopted by tfte Board to Section 13Ql(c) 
of Regulation XIII meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act by insuring 
that an adequate NSR rule applies to all permit applications received 
after July 1, 1979. 

Definition of Air Contaminant 

The Board finds that emissions of ethane will adversely affect ambient 
ozone concentrations, and that emissions of 1,1,1-trichloroethane, methylene 
chloride and trichlorotrifluoroethane will likely result i_n depletion of the 
ozone 1ayer and/or injurious effects to pub1 i c hea1th, and may b.e expected 
to affect adversely plant and insect life. The failure of Regulation XIII 
to consider such emissions in evaluating new or modified source applications 
violates the requirements of Section 172(b)(ll }(Al of th.e Clean Air Act. 
The Amendment adopted by the Board to Section 1302(cl of Regulation XIII 
meets the requirements of Secti on 172 {b )(11) (A) by requiring analysis of 
techniques to control emissions of the identified substances, and ts a 
feasible mitigation measure which will substantially lessen the adverse 
impacts associated with the emis.sions of such subst1J,nces . 

. ffACT 

The Board finds that the definition of BACT contai_ned in Regulation XUI 
does not require continuing evaluation and implementatton of technologically 
feasible and cost-effective emissions control techniques,. The failure of 
Regulation XIII to require such measures violates the provisions of Sections 
110, 129, 171 (3) and 173 of the Clean Air Act. The amendment adopted by the 
Board to Rule l302(e) of Regulation XIU meets the requirements of those 
sections of the Clean Air Act by requiring eva.luation and implementation of 
BACT. 

Offshore Emissions 

The Board finds that emissions from the offshore porti.ons wi.thin 
California Coastal Waters of new or modified onshore facilities, includtng 
cargo carriers, will have a significant adverse impact on air quality witltin 
the South Coast Air Basin. Regula ti on XIlI does not meet the requirements 
of Sections 110 and 173 of the Clean Air Act in that it does not take into 
account such emissions in determining th.e total source emis·s,tons from a new 
or modified onshore facility and does not require that tile impact of th.ese 
emissions be assessed or mitigated. The amendments adopte.d by the Board to 
Regulation XIII taking into the acount the impacts of such offshore emissions. 
meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act. 
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Modeling 

The Board finds that the SCAQMD does not have the necessary financial 
and personnel resources to perform adequately complex modeling in connection 
with applications for new or modified sources, and that without ARB concurrence 
in the modeling used by SCAQMD, there is no assurance of statewide uniformity.
This lack of adequate resources to perform modeling and of statewide 
uniformity violates the provisions of Sections llO(a)(2)(C) and (F), 129, 
172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. The amendment adopted by the Board to 
Rule 1302(1) of Regulation XIII meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act 
by assuring that, through the participation of adequate and expert ARB staff. 
sufficient resources will be committed to develop and implement state-of-the-art 
modeling on a uniform statewide basis. 

Precursors 

The Board finds that known and recognized precursors, exist to s.everal 
criteria pollutants designated by EPA, and that such precursors must be 
regulated in a nonattainment area to achieve and maintain national ambient 
air quality standards. The failure of Regulation Xlll to specify the relation 
of such precursors and secondary pollutants may prevent·adequate·consideration
and mitigation of precursor impacts on air quality as required by Clean Air 
Act Section 172 and the Nonattainment Plan for the South Coast Air Basin. The 
amendment adopted by the Board to Rule 1302(0) of Regulation XIII meets the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act by assuring adequate consideration during
preconstruction review of new and modified sources of such_ precursors which 
could otherwise interfere with attainment and maintenance of national ambient 
air quality standards by the dates specified in the Act. 

Stationary Source Definition 

The Board finds that the definition of stationary source s.et forth in 
Rule 1302(p) of Regulation XIII does not provide for the aggregation of 
related a i r-contami nant-emi tti ng and non-ai r-contami nant-emitti ng facilities. 
This allows a permit applicant to construct numerous pieces of logically
connected and related, but remotely located, facilities but does not require
the integrated evaluation of emissions from such remotely located yet directly 
affected facilities. This failure creates a risk of significant emissions 
increases which would not be mitigated. This definition is therefore not an 
appropriate definition of a common sense i ndustria.l grouptng in accord with 
the definition of major source or modification contai.ned in Secti.ons 111, 
172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act as interpreted by the Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia in Alabama Power and Light v. Castle, slip opinion
No. 78-1006 (June 18, 1979}. The amendment adopted by the Board to Rule l302(p}
of Regulation XIII meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act by requiring a 
complete, integrated evaluation of emissions from such related sources. Since 
the provisions of Rule 1307 relating to emission offset requirements are 
predicated on the narrow stationary source definition adopted b,y the District, 
the Board finds that the amendments adopted to the emission offset requirements
of Rule 1307 are necessary to make those requirements consistent with the 
amended stationary source definition, and with the net ai. r quality benefit 
requirements of Sections 110, 129, 171, 172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. 
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Innovative Technology Exemption 

The Board finds that allowing the exemption for innovative technology 
to apply to all air contaminants emitted by the new source or modification, 
rather than to those air contaminants contro11 ed by the innovative technology,
will not ensure net air quality benefits from the new or modified source, and 
that the potentially large increase in air contaminants from the sources not 
controlled by the innovative technology may, in fact, have an adverse impact 
on air quality. This will interfere with the attainment and maintenance of 
national ambient air quality standards, in violation of the requirements of 
Sections 110, 129, 172, and 173 of the Clean Ai.r Act. The amendments adopted 
by the Board to Rule l304{g) of Regulation XIII meet the requirements of the 
Clean Air Act in that they insure that adequate emission reductions wi 11 be 
obtained by new or modified source applicants, resulttng in a net atr quality
benefit for those air contaminants not controlled by the innovative technology. 

Concurrence 

The Board finds that numerous issues addressed under Regulation XIII 
require a uniform statewide approach and implementation. The failure of 
Regulation XIII to include any provisions to bring about statewide uniformity
violates Sections 110, 129, 172, and 173 of th.e Clean Air Act. The amendments 
adopted by the Board to Regulation XIII requiring ARB concurrence 1n specified
District action meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act by providing a means 
of insuring statewide uniformity. 

Calculation of Emissi.ons 

The Board finds that if maximum allowable emis.sions, rates are used as 
a basis of emissions from existing sources for th.e purpose of calculating
emissions offsets, there is a likelihood that in numerous cases new sources 
will be permitted which will, in fact, increase emissions from actual emission 
levels existing prior to construction or modification. This will interfere 
with the attainment and maintenance of national ambient air quality standards, 
in violation of the requirements of Sections 110, 129, 172, and 173 gf the 
Clean Air Act. The amendments adopted by the Board to Rule 130.6{_c) of 
Regulation XIII meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act in th.at they insure 
that actual, rather than allowable maximum, emission rates are used and thus 
bring about a net air quality benefit. 

Emission Offsets. 

The Board finds that permitting emission offsets reductions to 
150 lbs/day of affected air contaminants rather than to iero wi.11 not 
insure net air quality benefits from new or modi.fied sources and, because 
of the large number of sources with emis.sions above 15.0 lbs/day, ma.)' in fact, 
have an adverse impact on air quality. The emissions reduction cut-off at 
150 lbs/day is inconsistent with the South Coast Air Basin Nonattatnment Plan 
and does not represent a net air quality benefit as. required by Sections 110, 
129, 171, 172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. The amendment adopted by the 
Board to Rule 1307{a) of Regulation XIII insures that adequate emission 
reductions will be obtained oy new or modified source applica.tions, results 
in a net air quality benefit i. n a11 cases, and hence meets the requirements 
of the Clean Air Act. 
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Eligibility of Emission Offsets 

The Board finds that allowing emission offsets to occur at great 
distances from the new source or modification, without regard to geographical 
or meteorological criteria, and without requiring modeling to ensure that the 
emission offsets will, in fact, mitigate the adverse air quality impacts of 
the new source or modification, will interfere with the attainment and main
tenance of ambient air quality standards. This policy contai.ned in 
Regulation XIII does not satisfy the net air quality benefit requirements
contained in Sections 110, 129, 171, 172, and 173 of the Clean Air Act. The 
amendment adopted by the Board to Rule 1308(b)(3) of Regulation XIII ensures 
that if sources of emissions offsets are located at great distances from where 
the emissions increases occur, those offsets wi 11 only be a11 owed if they wi 11 
result in a net air quality benefit in the area affected by the new source or 
modification. 

Lack of Standards for Executive Officer Di s.cretion 

The Board finds that the vesting of discretion in the District Executive 
Officer to determine exemptions from the offset requirements of Regulation XIII 
(Rule 1304(h)) and to calculate emission increases and decreases (Rule 1306(e) 
as adopted by the SCAQMD October 5, 1979). in the absence of clearly defined 
standards and criteria governing the exercise of such discretion, renders 
Regulation XII I di ffi cult to enforce on a consistent bas is, and may al so 
result in actual emission increases from new sources. The exercise of such 
discretion without specified standards violates Sections 110, 129, 172, 
and 173 of the Clean Air Act. The amendments adopted by the Board to Rules 1304(h)
and 1306(e} meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act by removing from Regulation 
XIII areas of unlimited discretion, which renders the Regulation uncertain and 
hence unenforceable and which may interfere with attainment of national ambient 
air quality standards. 

Technical Changes 

The Board finds that Regulation XIII is in certain particulars unclear 
and hence difficult to interpret and apply. This violates Sections. 110 and 
172 of the Clean Air Act. The technical amendments adopted by the Board to 
Regulation XIII insure that the Regulation is enforceable and hence meets the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Air Resources Board amends 
Regulation XII I of the South Coast Air Quality Management Di s.trict Rules 
and Regulations as set forth in Attachment A to thi.s Resolution. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the aforesaid rules and regulations as amended 
shall become effective immediately and shall apply to all permit applications
received after July 1, 1979, as to which final action has not been taken as 
of the date of adoption of this Resolution. Regulation XIII as amended by 
this Resolution shall have the same force and effect as rules and regulations
adopted by the SCAQMD, and shall be enforced by the District in accordance 
with Section 41504 of the Health and Safety Code. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the SCAQMD Regulation XIII as amended by
this Resolution may subsequently be amended by the District, provided 
that no such amendment shall be effective unless and until the Executive 
Officer of the State Air Resources Board finds that such amendment does 
not impair the overall effectiveness or stringency of said Regulation, 
or efforts to attain statewide uniformity. The Executive Officer shall be 
deemed to have made such a finding unless he notifies the District to the 
contrary within thirty days of the fil fog with the Board of s.uch amendments. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board encourages the District to adopt,
subject to the concurrence of the Executive Officer as provided in this 
Resolution and in Section 1314 of Regulation XllI as amended by this 
Resolution, any technical amendments it deems necessary and des.irable to 
facilitate application of Regulation XIII. 

I certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of Resolution 79-80 as 
adopted by the Air Resources Board. 

Sally Rump., Board Secretary 
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As Amended 
October 23, 1979 

REGULATION XIII 

Rule 1300. State Ambient Air Quality Standards 

For the purpose of this regulation, all references to the national 
ambient air quality standards shall be interpreted to include state 
ambient air quality standards. 

Rule 1301. General 

(a) Purpose 
This regulation sets forth the requirements for the precon
struction review of new stationary sources or modifications to 
existing stationary sources, to ensure that the construction 
of such stationary sources does not interfere with the attain
ment of the national ambient air quality standards, without 
unnecessarily restricting future economic growth within the 
District. 

{b) Applicability to Non-attainment Areas 
The requirements of this regulation shall apply to precon
struction review of stationary sources in those areas of non
attainment of the national ambient air quality standards for 
such non-attainment air contaminants. 

(c) Existing Rules 
This regulation shall supersede Rules 213, 213.1, 213.2, 
213.3, 203.1, and 203.2 except that such rules shall apply to 
applications for permits to construct and operate submitted 
prior to t~¢/¢~tt/¢f/~¢¢pt1¢n ¢f/t~1$/ft~~J~t1¢nJ July 1, 1979. 

Rule 1302. Definitions 

For the purpose of this regulation the following definitions shall 
apply: 
(a) Affected Air Contaminant means any air contaminant for which 

the net emission increase from a stationary source of that air 
contaminant is greater than 68 kilograms (150 pounds) per day, 
except carbon monoxide for which the value is an increase 
greater than 340 kilograms (750 pounds) per day. 

(b) Affected Source means a new stationary source or modification 
to an existing stationary source which results in a net 
increase in the emissions of any air contaminant of more than 
68 kilograms (150 pounds) per day except carbon monoxide for 
which the value is an increase of more than 340 kilograms (750 
pounds) per day. 

(c) Air Contaminant means any air pollutant ¢f/pf¢¢~f$¢f for which 
there is a national ambient air quality standard, or precursor 
to such air tollutant, including but not limited to carbon 
monoxide, su fur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, particulate matter, 
lead, and organic gases, but excluding methanei/¢t~An¢i/JiJiJf
tt1¢~J¢t¢¢t~~n¢il~tt~iJ¢n¢!t~J¢t1¢til¢tltt1t~J¢t¢tt1tJ~¢t¢tt~An¢. 
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Rule 1302 {Cont'd) 

(d) Basin means either the South Coast Air Basin or that portion 
of the Southeast Desert Air Basin within the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District. The boundaries of each air basin 
shall be as defined by the California Air Resources Board. 

(e) Best Available Control Technology (BACT) means the more stringent 
of: 
(1) The most effective emission control technique which has 

been achieved in practice, for such permit unit category 
or class of source; or 

(2) The control technique which will result in the most 
stringent emissions limitation contained in any state 
implementation plan approved by the Environmental Protec
tion Agency for such permit unit category or class of 
source unless the owner or operator of the proposed 
source demonstrates to the satisfaction of the Executive 
Officer that such control techniques are not available 
(i.e. that such emissions limitations are not presently 
achievable). No control technique, the application of 
which would result in emissions from a new or modified 
source in excess of the amount allowable under applicable 
new source performance standards specified in Regulation 
IX of these Rules and Regulations may be considered Best 
Available Control Technology; or 

(3) Any other emissions control technique found, after public 
hearing, by the District or the Air Resources Board to be 
technologically feasible and cost effective for such 
class or category of sources or for a specific source. 

Soutnern California Coastal Waters means that area between 
t e a 1fornia coastline and a line startin at 3 .5°N 120.5°W 
at the Pacific Ocean Pt. Conce tion, 

thence to 34.5°N 121.0°W 
thence to 34,0°N 120.5°W 
thence to 33.0°N 119.5°W 
thence to 32.5°N 118.5°W 

at the California-Mexico border at the Pacific Ocean. 
Cogeneration Project means a project which: 
(1) makes use of exhaust steam, waste steam, heat, or resul

tant energy from an industrial, commercial, or manufac
turing plant or process for the generation of electricity, 
or, 

(2) makes use of exhaust steam, waste steam, or heat from a 
thermal power plant, in an industrial, commercial, or 
manufacturing plant or process. 

For the purposes of this definition the ''industrial, commercial or 
manufacturing plant or process" shall not be a thermal power plant or 
portion thereof. A cogeneration project shall not consist of steam or 
heat developed solely for electrical power generation. To qualify as a 
cogeneration project, the processes listed in (1) and (2) above must 
concurrently recover, for useful purposes, at the first stage of heat 
transfer, not less than 25 percent of the energy. 

(h) Contiguous Properties mean two or more parcels of land in 
actual physical contact or separated solely by a public roadway 
or other public right-of-way. 
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Rule 1302 (Cont'd) 

(i) Exempt Permit Unit means a specific article, machine, equip
ment, or other contrivance which may cause the issuance or 
control the issuance of air contaminants but which has been 
exempted from permit requirements by Rule 219. 

(j) Intermittent Source means a stationary source which may operate
annually, but which emits 80 percent or more of the annual 
emissions on less than 120 days per year. 

(k) Mobile Source means a device by which any person or property 
may be propelled, moved, or drawn upon a roadway, stationary 
rails or tracks, waterways, or through the atmosphere, and 
which emits air contaminants. 

( l ) Modeling means using an air quality simulation model, for 
sulfur oxides, oxides of nitrogen, carbon monoxide, and 
particulate matter based on specified assumptions and data, 
and which model has been approved in writing by the Executive 
Officer and the Executive Officer of the Air Resources Board. 

(m) Modification means any physical change in, change in method of 
operation of, or addition to an existing stationary source, 
requiring an application for permit to construct except that 
routine maintenance or repair shall not be considered to be a 
physical change. A change in the method or operation, unless 
previously limited by an enforceable permit condition, shall 
not include: 
(1) An increase in the production rate, if such increase does 

not exceed the maximum design capacity of the source. 
(2) An increase in the hours of operation. 
(3) A change in ownership of a source. 

(n) Permit Unit means any article, machine, equipment, or other 
contrivance, or combination thereof, which may cause the 
issuance or control the issuance of air contaminants, and 
which requires a permit pursuant to these Rules and Regulations. 

(o) Precursor means a substance that, when released, to the atmos
phere, forms or causes to be formed or contributes to the 
formation of another air contaminant for which a national amblerif 
afr--qua lit,Y-sTani:lard-has lieen adOpted, or whose presence Tn the 

- ·atmosphere willcontr-fbute to the ·v,olation-or one or·more 
national ambient air quality standards. 

Precursors Secondary Pollutants 

H drocarbons and substituted a hotochemical oxidant ozone 
rocarbons reactive b the or an,c fraction of 

suspended particulate matter 

_N_it_r_o_.g'---e_n_o_x_i_d_e_s_,('-N--'0xl 

Sulfur oxides (S0xl 

c the sulfate ction of 
suspended particulate matter. 

dioxide N0 2l fraction of 

sulfates SO 
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Rule 1302 (Cont'd) 

(p) Seasonal Source means a stationary source which operates 
during a period of less than 120 days and only within one five 
consecutive month period per year.

( Stationary Source includes an structure, buildin, facilit , 
e ui ent, installation, or o eration or a re ation thereof 
which is located on one or more contiguous properties within 
the District and which is owned, operated, or under shared 
entitlement to use by the same person.
Items of air-contaminant-emitting equipment shall be consid
ered aggregated into the same stationary source, and items of 
nonair-contaminant-emitting equipment shall be considered 
associated with air-contaminant-emitting equipment only if: 
a. The operation of each item of equipment is dependent 

u~on, or affects the process of, the others; or 
b. Te operation of all such items of equipment involves a 

common raw material or product. 
Emissions from all such aggregated items of air-contaminant
emitting equipment and all such associated items of nonair
contaminant-emitting equipment of a stationary source shall be 
considered emissions of the same stationary source. To the 
extent required in Rule 1306, the emissions from mobile 
sources shall be considered as emissions from the stationary 
source. 

Rule 1303. Applicability and Analysis 

(a) Applicability 
The provisions of this regulation shall apply to new stationary 
sources or modifications to existing stationary sources and 
relocation to non-contiguous property of existing stationary 
sources as provided in subsection (c) which result in a net 
emission increase from such stationary source of any air 
contaminant greater than 68 kilograms (150 pounds) per day 
except carbon monoxide for which the value is an increase of 
340 kilograms (750 pounds) per day. 

(b) Analysis 
The Executive Officer shall deny the permits to construct for 
permit units subject to this regulation as provided by Rule 
1303(a) unless: 
(1) The new source or modification complies with all applic

able rules and regulations of the District; and 
(2) The applicant certifies in writing prior to the issuance 

of such permit that all stationary sources owned or 
operated by such person (or by any entity controlling,
controlled by, or under common control with such person) 
in the State of California are in compliance with all 
applicable emission limitations and standards under the 
Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401, et. seq.) and all applicable 
emission limitations and standards which are part of the 
state implementation plan approved by the Environmental 
Protection Agency or on a compliance schedule approved by 
the appropriate federal, state or district officials. 
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Rule 1303 (Cont'd) 

The requirements of this subsection shall apply to sta
tionary sources with allowable emissions of any air 
contaminant of 25 tons per year or more; and 

(3) The new source or modification will be constructed using 
BACT for each affected air contaminant. In carrying out 
this provision, the Executive Officer shall annually 
publish a guideline of BACT for commonly processed permit 
unit categories or classes of sources. BACT for other 
permit unit categories or classes of sources shall be 
determined on a case by case basis; and 

(4) The net increase in emissions for each affected air 
contaminant has been offset pursuant to Rule 1307; and 

(5) The applicant has substantiated with modeling or other 
analyses approved by the Executive Officer that the new 
source or modification will not cause a violation or make 
measurably worse an existing violation of any national 
ambient air quality standard at the point of maximum 
ground level impact. However, modeling shall not be 
required if all offset sources are within a distance of 8 
kilometers (5 miles) from the affected permit units; and 

(6) The Executive Officer determines that the new source or 
modification will not result in emissions which interfere 
with the schedule of reasonable further progress set 
forth in the state implementation plan for the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District, approved by the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

(c) The provisions of this regulation shall apply to existing 
stationary sources relocated to non-contiguous properties,
provided: 
(1) The relocation distance is greater than 8 kilometers 

(five miles) and the emissions of any air contaminant, at 
the new location, are greater than 68 kilograms (150 
pounds) per day except carbon monoxide for which the 
value is 340 kilograms (750 pounds) per day; or 

(2) The relocation distance is less than 8 kilometers 
(five miles) and there is a net emission increase of any 
air contaminant greater than 68 kilograms (150 pounds) 
per day except carbon monoxide for which the value is an 
increase of 340 kilograms (750 pounds) per day. 

Rule 1304, Exemptions from Regulation XIII 

Upon approval by the Executive Officer, and provided BACT is employed 
on the subject permit units, an exemption from this regulation, for one 
or more air contaminants as appropriate, shall be allowed for the permit
unit or source which: 

\a) Fuel Conversion 
Is exclusively a modification to convert from use of gaseous 
fuels to liquid fuels because of a demonstrable shortage of 
gaseous fuels (for the purpose of this subsection, modification 
shall include the permit units for storing, or transferring
such fuel at the facility), provided: 
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(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(1) the applicant demonstrates that best efforts have been 
made to obtain the required emission offsets, and the 
applicant certifies that the required offsets will be 
sought until construction of the modification begins, and 
that all required offsets available shall be used; and 

(2) the applicant agrees to conditions on the operating 
permit requiring conversion to gaseous or other equiva
lent low-polluting fuels should they become available; or 

Portable Equi~ent 
Is portable and used for not more than one 90 consecutive day 
period in any twelve consecutive month period within the 
District; or 
Essential Public Services 
Will be used exclusively for providing essential public services; 
including but not limited to 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 
Air Pollution Control Equi~ent 
Is air pollution control equipment used solely to reduce the 
issuance of air contaminants from an existing stationary 
source, provided the applicant establishes with modeling that 
the affected source will not cause a new violation or make 
measurably worse an existing violation of any national ambient 
air quality standard at the point of maximum ground level 
impact; or 
Resource Conservation and Energy Projects 
Is a cogeneration project, a project using refuse-derived or 
biomass-derived fuels for useful energy generation, a resource 
recovery project using municipal wastes, or other energy
related project but excluding such other energy-related projects 
at power plants or refineries, provided: 
(1) the applicant establishes by modeling that the affected 

source will not cause a new violation or make measurably 
worse an existing violation of any national ambient air 
quality standard at the point of maximum ground level 
impact; and 

(2) the applicant demonstrates that best efforts have been 
made to obtain the required emission offsets, and that 
the applicant certifies that required offsets will be 
sought until construction of the affected source begins, 
and that all required offsets available shall be used; 
and 

(3) the Executive Officer determines that the project will 
not interfere with the schedule of reasonable further 
progress set forth in the state implementation plan for 
the South Coast Air Quality Management District, approved 
by the Environmental Protection Agency; or 

Relocations 
Is a relocation of an existing stationary source within a 
distance of 8 kilometers (five miles) and the net increase in 
emissions of any air contaminant is less than 68 kilograms
(150 pounds) per day, except carbon monoxide for which the 
value is a net increase of 340 kilograms (750 pounds) per day. 
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(g) 

(h) 

Rule 1305. 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Innovative Technology 
Is innovative equipnent or a process which: 
(1) the applicant demonstrates will likely result in a signif

icantly lower emission rate from the affected source than 
would have occurred with the use of previously recognized
BACT; and 

(2) can be expected to serve as a model for emission reduction 
technology; and 

(3) the applicant establishes by modeling that the affected 
source will not cause the violation of, or make measurably 
1«>rse an existing violation of any national ambient air 
quality standard at the point of maximum ground level 
impact. This exemption shall aeply only to air contami
nants which are reduced by the innovative equipment or 
process. Written concurrence shall be obtained from the 
Air Resources Board~rior to granting this exemption.

Exemptions for proJectsich the Executive Officer determines 
will result in significant basinwide benefits to air quality 
may be allowed Rrovided the concurrence of the Air Resources 
Board is obtained. 

Special Permit Provisions 

Modifications to Equipment Under Existing Permits 
Any person operating permit units who plans to make modifica
tions to those permit units for the purpose of effecting 
emission reductions required by Rule 1307, shall submit appli
cations for new permits to construct or operate for both the 
basic and control equipment involved in such reductions, 
regardless of whether modifications or additions are to be 
made to the basic or control equipment, or both. 
Surrender of Permits 
Existing permits to operate pertaining to the basic and control 
equipment as specified above shall be surrendered and cancelled 
at the time such new permits to operate are issued. Permits 
to operate for equipment taken out of service to effect an 
emission reduction under Rule 1307 shall be surrendered at the 
time the affected permit unit or source is issued a permit to 
operate. 
Evaluation 
In evaluating the applications submitted pursuant to this rule 
the Executive Officer shall: 
(1) Determine completeness of the application and inform the 

applicant of such pursuant to Rules 210 and 1310(a); and 
(2) Evaluate only those portions of the applicant's operations

which pertain to the reduction to be made under the 
provisions of this regulation. No other review or analysis 
shall be made for the purpose of issuing new permits 
pursuant to this rule; and 
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(3) Consider emission reductions only if before the applica
tions are determined to be complete, rules or regulations 
have not been adopted which would require the same emission 
reductions from the same equiJlllent type as those proposed 
by the applicant. 

Rule 1306. Emission Calculations 

Deleted. 

Rule 1306. Emission Calculations 

This rule shall be used as the basis to calculate whether Regulation 
XIII applies because of the daily emission increases delineated under 
Rule 1303. This rule shall also be used as the basis to calculate 
annual emission increases which are to be used for offset calculations 
under Rule 1307 and for emission bankin under Rule 1309. 

ccumu ation of Emissions 
1 Mobile and stationar source emission increases and 

decreases for each air contaminant, including t e emission 
increases or decreases directly associated with the 
affected ermit units or source, shall be summed either 
A within the last five ears rior to the date of 

submittal of a l ications for ermits to construct or B
from October 8, 1976. Whichever time eriod of A or 
B is less will be the basis for accumulatin emission 

increases or decreases. In those cases where B is the 
appropriate time period for determination, emission 
increases of any air contaminants occurring from October 8, 
1976, to date of ado tion shall be for iven u to a 
maximum amount of 45 kilo rams 100 ounds er da • 

(2) Such sum of accumulated emissions, after proper ca cula
tions, shall be the basis for the threshold determination 
of Rule 1303, for the offset requirements of Rule 1307, 
and for emission banking of Rule 1309. 

3 Emission increases or decreases occurrin durin the 
eriod described in subsection a 1 are those associated 

wit a new or mo i ie permit to operate or a permit to 
construct issued during the same period, excluding any 
emissions reductions required to comply with federal, 
state, or district laws, rules or regulations.

(b) If in calculating emission increases and decreases, it is 
determined that violations of District, state or federal laws, 
rules, regulations, permit conditions, or orders occurred 
during the period used to determine the operating conditions, 
adjustments to the operating conditions shall be made to 
determine the emissions the existing source would have caused 
without such violations. The provisions of this subsection 
shall not apply to ambient air quality standards. 
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Rule 1306 

c 

d 

e 

(Cont'd) 

Emission Increases for Stationar Sources 
1 Emission increases from new ermit units in a stationar 

sources a e ca cu ate using t e maximum rate capa
city, the maximum proposed daily hours of operation, and 
the actual materials to be processed.

2) Emission increases from modified ermit units in a sta
tionary sources all be ca cu ated using the maximum 
rated capacity, the maximum proposed daily hours of 
operation, and the actual materials to be processed after 
modification. The emissions before modification shall be 
based on the actual average emissions during the highest
three years occurring in the five year period prior to 
the date of submittal of the application for permits to 
construct the modification. 

(3) To the extent that conditional permits restrict the 
operation of the permit units, such restricted operations 
shall be used as the basis for calculations. 

4 Emission reductions a ro riate to the air llution 
reduction e ui ent or rocess sha l be used in the 
calculations of subsections 1 , 2 and 3. 

Emission Increases for Mo i e Sources 
1 For mobile sources, the daily emission increases for each 

air contaminant used in the accumulation of emission 
increases under subsection (a) and for the threshold 
determination of Rule 1303 shall be calculated based on 
usage established by records or other data approved by
the Executive Officer. 

(2) Mobile source emission increases to be accumulated are: 
(A) Motor vehicle emissions while loading and unloading 

cargo. 
(B) Diesel locomotive emissions while loading and unload

in~ cargo.
(C) Ship emissions while loading and unloading cargo and 

while hoteling. 
In- lant vehicles. 

operating within the Basin, including marine cargo 
vessels while otJ:rating within the Southern California 
Coastal Waters 1ch load or unload at the source. 

Emission Reductions for Stationar Sources 
1 For stationar source ermit units the dail emission 

reductions for each air contaminant used in the accumula
tion of emission reductions under subsection (a) and for 
the threshold determination of Rule 1303 shall be calcu
lated using the actual emissions. For modifications to 
permit units or for permit units or stationary sources 
taken out of service, the emissions before modification 
or before being taken out of service shall be calculated 
using the sum of the actual emissions during the highest
three years of the previous five year period, divided by
the total number of actual operating days in those three 
years. 
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Rule 1306 (Cont'd) 

(2) To the extent that conditional pennits restrict the 
o~eration of the permit units, such restricted operations 
s all be used as the basis for calculations. 

(3) Emission reductions appropriate to the air pollution 
reduction e ui ent or rocess, if an , shall be used in 
the calculations of subsections 1 and 2. 

f Emission Re uctions for Mo i e Sources 
1 For mobile sources, the dail emission reductions for 

eac air contaminant use int e accumu ation o emission 
reductions under subsection (a) and for the threshold 
determination of Rule 1303 shall be calculated based on 
usage established by records or other data approved by 
the Executive Officer. 

(2) Mobile source emission reductions which shall be accumu
lated are: 
(A) Reduced motor vehicle emissions while loading and 

unloading cargo.
(B) Reduced ship emissions while loading and unloading 

cargo and while hoteling.
Reduced in- lant vehicles emissions. 
Reduced diesel locomotive emissions while loadin 
and unloading cargo.

E Reduced car o carrier emissions excludin motor 
ve ice emissions whi e o eratin within the Basin, 
inc uding marine cargo vessels while operating
within the Southern California Coastal Waters, which 
load or unload at the source. 

(g) Emissions to be Offset 
(1) For the purpose of determining required emission offsets 

ursuant to Rule 1307, the rocedures and re uirements of 
subsections a, b, c, d, e, and f of this rule 
shall be used and the resultant affected air contaminant 
rate shall be converted to annual emissions using actual 
annual operating schedules. Emission decreases to provide 
such emission offsets shall be based on the emission 
calculations of subsections (h) and (i), 

h Stationar Source Emission Decreases for Offsets and Bankin 
1 Emission decreases from existin stationar source ermit 

units or exempt permit units used for calculating offsets 
or banking shall be calculated using the actual operating 
conditions and actual operating schedule of each permit
unit. 

(2) Such emission decreases shall be based on actual average
annual emissions. The actual annual average shal I be 
calculated by dividing the total actual emissions emit'fed 
during the highest three years of the previous five year 
period by three .. •................... . 

3 To the extent that conditional ennits restricCtlie 
operation oft e pennit units, sue restricted operations 
shall be used as the basis for calculations. 
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Rule 1306 (Cont'd) 

1 
i 

Rule 1307. 

(a) 

(4) Emission reductions appropriate to the air pollution 
reduction e ui ent or rocess, if an , shall be used in 
the calculations of subsections 1 and 2. 

Other Em1ssion Decreases for Offsets and Bank1n 
Emission decreases from other sources to be calculated 
for offset or bankin ur oses shall be on the bas1s 
isted in subsections i 2 and i 3. 

2 If the decreases are from mobile sources, the calculation 
shal be based u on: 
A For li ht dut motor vehicles, the make and model 

year of the vehicles and 11,000 mil es per year
driven for each vehicle; or 

(B) For other mobile sources, the annual usage estab
lished by use records or other data approved by the 
Executive Officer; or 

(Cl Notwithstanding Rule 1307 the offset factor for 
mobile source emission reductions shall be 2.0. 

3 If the decreases are from other sources, the calculations 
shal be on the basis approved by the Executive Officer. 

Emission Offsets 

Offset Calculation 
Affected sources shall offset all emission increases of Ani 
all affected air contaminants nfi~t¢f/t~Anl~~!Kl1~nf/Jrf.i!lli0
P~~~~jJ/p~fl¢Ai~l¢~t¢ptftAt~¢nl~¢n¢~1¢¢/t¢tl'IMlt~1t~¢!*~,~~1,i
A~/jn¢t¢~i¢/nt¢At¢t/t~~nl~,0/Kl1¢gfA~ilf7j0/p¢~"¢il/p~f/¢Ai~
Ai/¢it¢~1n¢¢/p~ti~~ntlt¢/1~1¢/Ji0i times the offset factor 
determined as follows: 
(1) For increased emissions due to replacement of permit 

units pursuant to Rule 1306(c)(l)(A) provided such replace
ment occurs in the same stationary source: Offset factor= 
1.0 

(2) For increased emissions due to modifications to existing 
permit units provided compensating emission reductions 
occur at permit units located in the same stationary 
source and within 8 kilometers (5 miles) of the existing 
permit units: Offset factor= 1.1 

(3) For increased emissions due to new permit units provided 
compensating emission reductions occur at permit units 
located in the same stationary source and within 8 kilo
meters (5 miles) of the new permit units: Offset factor= 
1.2 

(4) For increased emissions ~lt~/¢¢~P~"i~tlng/(!;filiil¢n
f¢¢~¢tl¢niln¢tllnlt~¢/t~~¢/ttAtl¢nAtili¢~f¢~ in all other 
circumstances: Offset factor= 1,2 + b(x) 

~ere: x = the distance in kilometers between the 
affected source permit unit and the offset 
source permit unit 

b = O; when xis less than 8 kilometers (5 miles) 
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As Amended 
October 23, 1979 

Rule 1307 {Cont'd) 

{b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Rule 1308. 

(a) 

b = 0.01; when xis equal to or greater than 
8 kilometers (5 miles) 

Seasonal Sources 
In addition to the requirements of section (a) above, seasonal 
emissions used for offset shall generally occur during the 
same five consecutive month period as the new source or modi
fication operates. Seasonal offset sources shall not offset 
any other affected source other than a seasonal source. 
Intermittent Sources 
In addition to the requirements of section (a) above, for 
affected intermittent sources and intermittent offset sources 
the emission increases and reductions shall be shown on annual 
emission profiles. Separate profiles for the affected and 
offset source shall be constructed by plotting on the same 
graph the absolute value of the source emissions and offset 
reductions in order of descending magnitude. The abscissa 
shall show the number of days in the year and the ordinate 
shall show the source emissions and offset reductions. Separate 
profiles shall be constructed for each affected air contaminant. 
The offset profile shall at no point fall below the profile of 
the affected intermittent source. Intermittent offset sources 
shall not offset any affected source other than an intermittent 
source. 
Interbasin Offsets 
Interbasin offsets shall be allowed where the Executive Officer 
finds them to be the best offsets available to reduce air 
contaminants in the South Coast Air Quality Management District, 
and finds them adequate to result in a net air quality benefit -
in the area impacted by the affected source, provided the 
written concurrence of the Air Resources Board is obtained. 

Eligibility of Emission Offsets 

Source Eligibility 
All offset sources and offset emissions shall be subject to 
the approval of the Executive Officer. In determining the 
eligibility of emission offsets within a Basin pursuant to 
this regulation, the Executive Officer shall consider reduc
tions of the same air contaminant as the result of: 
(1) For stationary sources the additional control of air 

contaminants from or removal from service of: 
{A} Existing permit units, provided that in accordance 

with Rule 1305, new applications for permits to 
construct and operate are submitted for modified 
permit units or are surrendered for permit units 
taken out of service; or 

(B) Existing exempt permit units, excluding equipment 
used in conjunction with any structure designed and 
used exclusively as a dwelling and excluding mobile 
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sources. If modified or controlled in order to be 
used as an offset source, such equipment shall lose 
its exempt status and such permit unit will be 
subject to the requirements of Rule 203; or 

(2) For mobile source emission reductions, provided the 
applicant demonstrates sufficient control over the mobile 
sources to assure the claimed reductions are realized, 
and provided the emission reductions are the result of: 
(A) substitution and usage of high occupancy vehicles 

for low occupancy vehicles; or 
(B) installation of additional emission control devices; 

or 
(C) any other means, upon prior written approval of the 

Executive Officer; or 
(3) For emission reductions which result from energy conserva

tion projects; or 
(4) For emission reductions by any other means, upon prior 

written approval of the Executive Officer. 
(b) Offset Eligibility Requirements

The Executive Officer shall disallow an emission offset unless: 
(1) the Executive Officer determines the offset is enforceable; 

and 
(2) the affected source applicant demonstrates the degree of 

emission reduction; and 
3 in cases where the offset ermit units are located more 

tan 2 k1 ometers 1 m1 es from tea ecte source 
permit units, the applicant demonstrates, trough modeling, 
to the satisfaction of the Executive Officer that the 
offsets will result in a net a1r quality benefit in the 
area impacted by the affected source. 

(c) Changes in Operating Hours 
For the purpose of this rule, reductions in emissions due to 
changes in the hours of operation shall not qualify as an 
offset. 

(d) lnterpollutant Offsets 
For the purpose of offsetting increased particulate emissions 
the Executive Officer may allow offsets of reactive hydro
carbons, SO or NO, provided the applicant demonstrates to 
the satisfa€tion of the Executive Officer that required partic
ulate emission offsets are not available. f¢tlt"¢/p~tp¢i¢i/¢f
t"1t1t¢w~1it1¢nJlt¢¢~¢tt¢nt1n1t"¢!¢rli1ii1¢nil¢flt¢nlK17¢gt/Jrllt
¢f/t¢i¢t1~¢l~i¢f¢¢it~¢niilf¢~t/K17¢gfi~i/¢f/i~7f~t/¢t1¢ii/¢t
tw¢IK17¢gt/Jrllil¢fl¢t1¢¢tl¢f!n1tt¢g¢nlt~,,,1~¢/¢¢ni1¢¢t~l¢~~1~,t
)¢~t/t¢/ilt¢¢~¢t1¢n/¢f/¢n¢/K17¢gttirfi/¢f/pitt1¢~7Pt¢/~itt¢tJ
The rate of emission reductions between hydrocarbons, so2 or 
NO¥ and garticulate matter shall be determined by the Executive 
Of icer ased on existing air quality data and subJect to the 
approval of the Air Resources Board. 
Emission reductions of 1 1,1-trichloroethane, meth lene 
c ori e, or tr1c orotri uoroet ane s a not qua 1 y as 
offsets for increases in emissions of reactive hydrocarbons. 
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Rule 1309. Banking 

Reserved 

Rule 1310. 

(a) 

(b) 

Analysis, Notice, and Reporting 

Completeness of Application 
The Executive Officer shall detennine whether the application 
is complete not later than 30 calendar days after receipt of 
the application, or after such longer time as both the appli
cant and the Executive Officer may agree. Such determination 
shall be transmitted in writing immediately to the applicant 
at the address indicated on the application. If the applica
tion is detennined to be incomplete, the determination shall 
specify which parts of the application are incomplete and how 
they can be made complete. Upon receipt by the Executive 
Officer of any resubmittal of the application, a new 30-day 
period in which the Executive Officer must determine complete
ness shall begin. Completeness of an application or resubmitted 
application shall be evaluated on the basis of the guideline 
for such, published by the Executive Officer. After acceptance 
of an application as complete, the Executive Officer shall not 
subsequently request of an applicant any new or additional 
information which was not specified in the Executive Officer's 
list of items to be included within such applications. However, 
the Executive Officer may, during the processing of the appli
cation, request an applicant to clarify, amplify, correct, or 
otherwise supplement the information required in such list in 
effect at the time the complete application was received. 
Making any such request does not waive, extend, or delay the 
time limits in this rule for decision on the completed applica
tion, except as the applicant and Executive Officer may both 
agree. 
Requirements for Public Notice 
For those sources subject to this regulation or exempt pursuant 
to Rule 1304(a), (c), (d), (e), or (g) following acceptance of 
an application as complete, the Executive Officer shall: 
(1) Perform the evaluations required to determine compliance 

with this regulation and make a preliminary written 
decision as to whether a permit to construct should be 
approved, conditionally approved, or disapproved, or 
exempt. The decision shall be supported by a succinct 
written analysis; and 

(2) Within 10 calendar days following such decision, publish 
a notice by prominent advertisement in at least one 
newspaper of general circulation in the District stating 
the preliminary decision of the Executive Officer and 
where the public may inspect the information required to 
be made available under subsection (b)(3). The notice 
shall provide 30 days from the date of publication for 
the public to submit written comments on the preliminary
decision; and 
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Rule 1310 (Cont'd) 

(3) At the time notice of the preliminary decision is pub
lished, make available for public inspection at the 
District office the information submitted by the applicant, 
the supporting analysis for the preliminary decision, and 
the preliminary decision to grant or deny the permit to 
construct, including any proposed permit conditions, and 
the reasons therefor. The confidentiality of trade 
secrets shall be considered in accordance with Section 
6254.7 of the Government Code; and 

(4) No later than the date of publication of the notice 
required by subsection (b)(2), forward the analysis, the 
preliminary decision, and copies of the notice to the Air 
Resources Board (attn: Chief, Stationary Source Control 
Division) and the Regional Office of the U.S. Environ
mental Protection Agency; and 

(c) Comments 
Consider all written comments submitted during the 30-day 
public comment period; and 

(d) Final Action 
Within 180 days after acceptance of the application as complete, 
take final action on the application after considering all 
written comments. The Executive Officer shall provide written 
notice of the final action to the applicant, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, and the California Air Resources Board, 
shall publish such notice in a newspaper of general circula
tion, and shall make the notice and all supporting documents 
available for public inspection at the District office. 

Rule 1311. Power Pl ants 

This section shall apply to all power pl ants proposed to be con
structed in the District and for which a Notice of Intention (NOI) or 
Application for Certification (AFC) has been accepted by the California 
Energy Commission (Commission). 

(a) Intent to Participate and Preliminary Report 
Within fourteen days of receipt of an NOI, the Executive 
Officer shall notify the California Air Resources Board and 
the Commission of the District's intent to participate in the 
NOI proceeding. If the District chooses to participate in the 
NOI proceeding, the Executive Officer shall prepare and submit 
a report to the California Air Resources Board and the Commis
sion prior to the conclusion of the nonadjudicatory hearings
specified in Section 25509.5 of the Public Resources Code. 
That report shall include, at a minimum: 
(1) a preliminary specific definition or description of BACT 

for the proposed facility; and 
(2) a preliminary discussion of whether there is substantial 

likelihood that the requirements of this regulation and 
all other District regulations can be satisfied by the 
proposed facility; and 

(3) a preliminary list of conditions which the proposed 
facility must meet in order to comply with this regulation 
or any other applicable District regulation • 

. -15-



As Amended 
October 23, 1979 

Rule 1311 (Cont'd) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

The preliminary determinations contained in the report shall 
be as specific as possible within the constraints of the 
information contained in the NOI. 
Determination of Compliance Review 
Upon receipt of an AFC for a power plant, the Executive 
Officer shall conduct a Determination of Compliance review. 
This Determination shall consist of a review identical to that 
\tkiich would be performed if an application for a permit to 
construct had been received for the power plant. If the 
information contained in the AFC does not meet the requirements 
\tkiich would otherwise comprise a complete permit to construct 
application pursuant to these Regulations, the Executive 
Officer shall, within 20 calendar days of receipt of the AFC, 
so inform the Commission, and the AFC shall be considered 
incomplete and returned to the applicant for resubmittal. 
Application for Permit to Construct 
The Executive Officer shall consider the AFC to be equivalent 
to an application for a permit to construct during the Deter
mination of Compliance review, and shall apply all provisions 
of these Regulations which apply to applications for a permit 
to construct. 
Additional Information 
The Executive Officer may request from the applicant any 
information necessary for the completion of the Determination 
of Compliance review. If the Executive Officer is unable to 
obtain the information, the Executive Officer may petition the 
presiding Commissioner for an order directing the applicant to 
supply such information. 
Preliminary Decision 
Within 180 days of accepting an AFC as complete, the Executive 
Officer shall make a preliminary decision on: 
(1) whether the proposed power plant meets the requirements 

of this regulation and all other applicable District 
rules and regulations; and 

(2) in the event of compliance, what permit conditions will 
be required including the specific BACT requirements and 
a description of required mitigation measures. 

Preliminary Decision Public Notice Requirements 
The preliminary written decision made under subsection (e) 
shall be treated as a preliminary decision under Rule 1310(b)(l) 
and shall be finalized by the Executive Officer only after 
being subject to the public notice and comment requirements of 
Rule 1310. 
Determination of Compliance 
Within 240 days of the filing date, the Executive Officer 
shall issue and submit to the Commission a Determination of 
Compliance or, if such a determination cannot be issued, shall 
so inform the Commission. A Determination of Compliance shall 
confer the same rights and privileges as a permit to construct 
only when and if the Commission approves the AFC, and the 
Commission certificate includes all conditions of the Deter
mination of Compliance. 
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Rule 1312. Alternative Siting 

Reserved 

Rule 1313. 

( a) 

{b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Permits to Operate 

Analysis 
The Executive Officer shall analyze the effects on air quality 
of sources subject to this regulation as determined in Rule 
1303{a) and shall deny the permit to operate unless: 
(1) the owner or operator of the source has submitted a 

completed application for permit to construct. Such 
application is deemed complete upon receipt by the appli
cant of the notice from the Executive Officer pursuant to 
Rule 1310; and 

(2) it is determined that the new source or modification, and 
any sources l'vtlich provide offsets have been taken out of 
service or constructed and operated in a manner consistent 
with the condition of the permit to construct; and 

(3) it is determined that any offsets required as a condition 
of the permit to construct will commence at the time of 
or prior to initial operations of the new source or 
modification. For a new source or modification which 
will be a replacement, in whole or part, for an existing 
source on the same or contiguous property, a maximum of 
90 days may be allowed as a start up period for simul
taneous operation of the subject sources; and 

(4) it is determined that all conditions specified in the 
permit to construct have been or will be complied with by 
any dates specified in such permits.

Permit Conditions 
The Executive Officer shall require as a condition for the 
issuance of any permit to operate for a new or modified source, 
that the source and any offset source be operated consistent 
with any conditions imposed on their respective permits to 
construct. 
Change of Ownership 
The Executive Officer shall exempt from the provisions of this 
rule any stationary source which is a continuing operation, 
without modification or change in operating conditions, when a 
permit to operate is required solely because of permit renewal 
or change in ownership. 
No Permit to Construct Issued 
For new or modified permit units or sources which are con
structed without the required permit to construct, the permit 
to operate application shall, for the purposes of this regula
tion, be considered a permit to construct application. The 
Executive Officer shall deny the permit to operate unless the 
new source or modification complies with all rules in this 
regulation whether the rules pertain to a permit to construct 
or permit to operate. 
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Rule 1314. Requirements for Amending Regulation XIII 

On and after October 23, 1979, this Regulation may be amended by
the SCAQMD, provided that no such amendment shall be effective unless 
and until the Executive Officer of the State Air Resources Board finds 
that such amendment does not impair the overall effectiveness or strin
gency of said Regulation, or efforts to attain statewide uniformity. 
The Executive Officer shall be deemed to have made such a finding unless 
he notifies the District to the contrary within thirty days of the 
filing with the Board of such amendments. 
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State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Response to Significant Environmental Issues 

Item: Amendments to the Rules and Regulations of the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District 

Public Hearing Date: October 22, 1979 

Issuing Authority: Air Resources Board 

Comment: Ethane, 1,1,l trichloroethane, methylene chloride, and 
trichlorotrifluoroethane are omitted from the definition 
of air contaminant contained in Rule 1302(c) of Regulation XIII. 
These substances may have an adverse environmental impact in 
that ethane wi 11 adversely effect ambient ozone concentrations, 
and that emissions of 1,1,l trichloroethane, methylene chloride, 
and trichlorotrifluoroethane will likely result in depletion of 
the ozone layer and/or injurious effects to public health, and 
may be expected to affect adversely plant and insect life. 

Response: The Board proposes to mitigate the identified adverse environ
mental effects by including emissions of such substances in the 
definition of air contaminants contained in Regulation XIII. 

CERTIFIED: ~L1Pv J2_,e4-1-Lf? 
Board Secretrj, Air Resources Board 

Date: October 23, 1979 



ADOPTED 

e State of California 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-84 

December 19, 1979 

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 lines 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 regula
tions in Article 1, Subchapter 2, Chapter 3, Title 13, California 
Administrative Code, by adding a new Section 2059, which reads: 

2059. Assembly-Line Test Procedures - 1981 Model Year. 
New 1981 model year passenger cars, light-duty trucks, 
and medium-duty vehicles subject to certification and 
manufactured for sale in California shall be tested in 
accordance with the "California Assembly-Line Test 
Procedures for 1981 Model Year Passenger Cars, Light-
Duty Trucks and Medi um-Duty Vehicles," adopted December 19, 
1979. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby adopts the "California 
Assembly-Line Test Procedures for 1981 Model Year Passenger Cars, 
Light-Duty Trucks and Medi um-Duty Vehi c 1 es," dated December 19, 1979. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby finds that its regulations 
in Section 2059, Title 13, California Administrative Code, the assembly
line test procedures referenced therein, and the related inspection and 
compliance test procedures in .A.rticle 2, Subchapter 2, Chapter 3, Title 
13, California Administrative Code, are individually for each vehicle 
category, and, in the aggregrate, at least as protective of public health 
and welfare as applicable federal regulations. 

I certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of Resolution 79-84, 
as passed by the Air Resources Board. 

&&4,~.
Board Secretafy 



State of California 

AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

California Assembly-Line Test Procedures for +989 1981 
Model Year Passenger Cars, Light-Duty --

Trucks and Medium-Duty Vehicles 

A. General Provisions 

1. Applicability 

These test procedures, adopted pursuant to Section 43210 of the 

California Health and Safety Code, are applicable to vehicle 

manufacturers of +989 1981 model year gasoline and diesel powered

• passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty vehicles 

having an engine displacement of 50 cubic inches (820 cubic 

centimeters) or greater, except motorcycles, subject to regi stra

ti on and manufactured for sale in California. 

2. Compliance 

The procedures specify two types of tests: (1) a short inspection 

test to be applied to every vehicle before sale, and (2) a quality 

audit test according to the "California Exhaust Emission Standards 

and Test Procedures for +989 1981 Model Passenger Cars, Light-Duty 

Trucks and Medium-Duty Vehicles." A vehicle is in compliance 

with these assembly-line standards and test procedures when that 

vehicle is in compliance with the inspection test requirements 

and that vehicle's engine family is in compliance with the quality 

audit test requirements. Since quality audit evaluations occur less 



frequently than the inspection tests, a vehicle which passes the 

inspection test may be presumed to be in compliance with the full 

assembly-line procedures pending meeting the quality audit evaluat 

of that vehicle's engine family. 

3. Deca1 

Section 43200 of the Health and Safety Code requires manufacturers 

to affix a window decal in accordance with specific requirements. 

No vehicle subject to these test procedures may be sold and regis

tered in this state which is not in compliance with the requiremen 

of Section 43200 and this paragraph. 

For vehicles manufactured during the first calendar quarter of 

model production and not to exceed 45 calendar days thereafter, 

the exhaust emissions shown on the window decal shall be the 

highest values from the engine family emission data fleet passing 

certification. Not more than 45 calendar days after the first qua 

and each succeeding calendar quarter of production, the exhaust 

emissions shown on the window decal shall be the average quality a 
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it 
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frequently than the inspection tests, a vehicle which passes the 

inspection test may be presumed to be in compliance with the full 

assembly- line procedures pending meeting the quality audit evaluation 

of that vehicle's engine family. 

3. Decal 

Section 43200 of the Health and Safety Code requires manufacturers 

to affix a window decal in accordance with specific requirements. 

No vehicle subject to these test procedures may be sold and regis

tered in this state which is not in compliance with the requirements 

of Section 43200 and this paragraph. 

For vehicles manufactured during the first calendar quarter of 

model production and not to exceed 45 calendar days thereafter, 

the exhaust emissions shown on the window decal shall be the 

highest values from the engine family emission data fleet passing 

certification. Not more than 45 calendar days after the first quarter 

and each succeeding calendar quarter of production, the exhaust 

emissions shown on the window decal shall be the average quality audit 

2. 



values for the engine family during the previous calendar quarter 

of production. These values shall include the deterioration factor. 

During the second calendar quarter, however, the manufacturer may 

continue using the decal showing the highest values from the engine 

family emission data fleet, if the first calendar quarter is a short 

production period (less than a full calendar quarter). For engine 

families certified by carry-over, the emission data values from the 

last full quarter of the previous year's production may.be used. 

For a model-year build-out production period, the decal emission values 

used for the previous production quarter may be used. Each vehicle 

emission decal shall have the following statement displayed thereon: 

"This vehicle has been tested under and conforms to 

- California Pssembly-Line Test Requirements." 

4. Access 

Air Resources Board personnel and mobile laboratories shall have 

access to vehicle assembly plants, distribution facilities and 

test facilities for the purpose of vehicle selection, testing and 

observation. Scheduling of access shall be arranged with the 

designated manufacturer's representative and shall not unreasonably 

disturb normal operations. 
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5. Variations and Exemptions 

Variations from these procedures which produce substantially equi 

lent results may be authorized by the Executive Officer. In 

extraordinary circumstances where compliance with these procedure 

is not possible or practicable, a manufacturer may appeal to the 

Resources Board for a temporary exemption. 

B. Inspection Test Procedures 

This inspection test shall be performed on all vehicles subject 

to these test procedures. 

1. Inspection Test Procedures 

(a) Functional Test 

Functional tests of the engine components and control system 

which affect emissions shall be made prior to the steady-sta 

emissions tests. If a vehicle fails one or more functional 

a
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tests, it must be repaired and pass a functional retest befo e 

it can be emission tested. 

A list of the items to be functionally checked and a procedu e 

for performing these checks shall be submitted to the Execut ve 

Officer prior to the start of production. Within 60 days of 

its receipt the Executive Officer may require revisions tote 

proposal. 
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5. Variations and Exemptions 

Variations from these procedures which produce substantially equiva

lent results may be authorized by the Executive Officer. In 

extraordinary circumstances where compliance with these procedures 

is not possible or practicable, a manufacturer may appeal to the Air 

Resources Board for a temporary exemption. 

B. Inspection Test Procedures 

This inspection test shall be performed on all vehicles subject 

to these test procedures. 

1. Inspection Test Procedures 

(a) Functional Test 

Functional tests of the engine components and control systems 

which affect emissions shall be made prior to the steady-state 

emissions tests. If a vehicle fails one or more functional 

tests, it must be repaired and pass a functional retest before 

it can be emission tested. 

A list of the items to be functionally checked and a procedure 

for performing these checks shall be submitted to the Executive 

Officer prior to.the start of production. Within 60 days of 

its receipt the Executive Officer may require revisions to the 

proposal. 
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(b) Steady State Emissions Test 

The vehicle engine shall be adjusted to the manufacturer's 

specifications for delivery to the customer prior to the 

steady-state emissions test. This test shall consist 

of a determination of HC and CO exhaust concentrations with 

the engine operating in a normal idle condition. All tests, 

including those of control limit test vehicles, shall be 

conducted as follows: 

(1) Vehicles shall be tested in the normal "warmed-up" 

operating temperature range, i.e., after the choke is 

fully open and the engine is at curb idle speed, but 

before thermal override devices are actuated to prevent 

overheating. The test may be performed in any transmission 

gear; however the same gear shall be used for control limit 

test vehicles and production vehicles. For each engine 

family, the idle test may be performed without AIR provided 

that the control limit vehicles are tested both with and 

without AIR. The requirements of section B. (3)(g) must be 

met with AIR. 

The control limit test vehicles and all production vehicles 

should be w~rmed-up and tested in the same manner. 

(2) The sampling probes of the analytical system shall be 

inserted into the exhaust outlets far enough to avoid 

dilution with the outside air. Where this is not possible, 

a tailpipe extension shall be used. 
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(3) A vehicle which fails a steady-state emissions test 

shall be retested or repaired and shall pass on retest 

prior to sale. 

2. Evaluation 

Any vehicle tested by the steady-state emissions test showing emi 

less than the control limits established for its engine family or 

subgroup and which had previously passed the functional tests wil 

be considered to be in compliance with the inspection test requir 

3. Control Limits 

The control limits for each engine family or subgroup at the star 

a model year will be determined as follows: 

(a) Measure the emissions from the first 100 vehicles of each 

engine family or subgroup tested by the steady-state assembl 

line inspection test. 

(b) Determine the mean emission level and standard deviation for 

each pollutant (HC and CO). 

(c) The control limit for each pollutant is the sum of the mean 

plus two times the standard deviation for that pollutant. 

(d) Until the first control limits are established the manufac

turer shall use temporary control limits based on the first 

ten tests. These ten vehicles are deemed to meet the contra 

limits so established. 
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(3) A vehicle which fails a steady-state emissions test 

shall be retested or repaired and shall pass on retest 

prior to sale. 

2. Evaluation 

Any vehicle tested by the steady-state emissions test showing emissions 

less than the control limits established for its engine family or 

subgroup and which had previously passed the functional tests will 

be considered to be in compliance with the.inspection test requirements. 

3. Control Limfts 

The control limits for each engine family or subgroup at the start of 

a model year will be determined as follows: 

(a) Measure the emissions from the first 100 vehicles of each 

· engine family or subgroup tested by the steady-state assembly-

1 i ne inspection test. 

(b) Determine the mean emission level and standard deviation for 

each pollutant (HC and CO). 

(c) The control limit for each pollutant is the sum of the mean 

plus two times the standard deviation for that pollutant. 

(d} Until the first control limits are established the manufac

turer shall use temporary control limits based on the first 

ten tests. These ten vehicles are deemed to meet the control 

limits so established. 
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(e) (i) For control systems that do not use catalytic converters -

If the HC contra 1 limit value is determined in subparagraph 

(c) is less than 100 ppm, the HC control limit value may 

be increased by up to 50 ppm, not to exceed 100 ppm. If the 

CO control limit determined in subparagraph (c) is less than 

1.0 percent, the CO control limit may be increased by up to 

0.5 percent, not to exceed 1.0 percent. 

(ii) For control systems that use catalytic converters - If the 

HC control limit value determined in subparagraph (c) is 

less than 50 ppm, the control limit value may be increased 

by up to 30 ppm, not to exceed 50 ppm. 

If the CO control limit determined in subparagraph (c) is 

less than 0.5 percent, the CO control limit may be increased 

by up to 0.3 percent, not to exceed 0.5 percent. 

(f) Idle control limit values may be rounded to the nearest 10 

ppm HC and 0.1 percent CO in conformance to ASTM E29-67 

except where this would result in a zero value. 

{g) The maximum allowable steady-state control limits for HC and 

CO are those values used as the idle mode standard shown in 

Section 2176, Title 13 of the California Administrative Code 

for the l9SQ 1981 model-year. An exemption to this requirement 

will be granted providing the manufacturer submits emission 

data with each quarterly report listed in one of the options below: 
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(1) Submit with each quarterly assembly-line report HG and CO emi 

values measured at engine idle speed for each quality audit v 

tested and the computed mean and standard deviation of HG and CO 

emission results for the total number of vehicles tested, by 

engine family. Measurements of HG and CO shall be conducted 

i11111ediately following completion of the dynamometer run and 

vehicles shall be in a state described under B.l (b) (1) abov 

If less than 30 vehicles were quality audit tested during the 

reporting quarter the computation of the means and standards 

deviation are not required. 

(2) Submit quarterly HG and CO emission values measured at engin idle 

speed for a minimum of 30 vehicles in the engine family ors -group 

immediately after these vehicles have complied with ly-line 

inspection procedures and have either been run-in a f 

50 miles (on the road or dynamometer) or after other appropr te 

engine break-in has been performed and the engine is operati g 

at a fully warmed-up condition as described in B.l (b) (1) a ove. 

In addition to emission results of individual vehicles, the ean 

and standard deviation shall be computed and submitted. -

(3) The manufacturer may propose other methods to achieve result 

equivalent to the two options above. These emission data sh 11 

be obtained from stabilized vehicles which have emission con rol 

systems with no defects and are properly adjusted to manufac urers 

specifications. 

(h) Control limits with AIR operating shall be calculated and reporte 

for infonnation purposes for those engine families that are test 

without AIR in operation. 
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(1) Submit with each quarterly assembly-line report HC and CO emission 

values measured at engine idle speed for each quality audit vehicle 

tested an.d the computed mean and standard deviation of HC and CO 

emission results for the total number of vehicles tested, by 

engine family. Measurements of HC and CO shall be conducted 

inmediately following completion of the dynamometer run and 

vehicles shall be in a state described under B.l (b) (1) above. 

If less than 30 vehicles were quality audit tested during the 

reporting quarter the computation of the means and standards 

deviation are not required. 

(2) Submit quarterly HC and CO emission values measured at engine idle 

speed for a minimum of 30 vehicles in the engine family or sub-group 

immediately after these vehicles have complied with the assembly-line 

inspection procedures and have either been run-in a distance of 

50 miles (on the road or dynamometer) or after other appropriate 

engine break-in has been performed and the engine is operating 

at a fully warmed-up condition as described in B.l (b) (1) above. 

In addition to emission results of individual vehicles, the mean 

and standard deviation shall be computed and submitted. 

(3) The manufacturer may propose other methods to achieve results 

equivalent to the two options above. These emission data shall 

be obtained from stabilized vehicles which have emission control 

systems with no defects and are properly adjusted to manufacturers 

specifications. 

(h) Control limits with AIR operating shall be calculated and reported 

for information purposes for those engine families that are tested 

without AIR in operation. 
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Control limit values shall be recalculated for each production quarter 

based on the measured emissions from at least 100 vehicles produced during 

the last half of the preceding quarter of production for each engine 
I 

family or subgroup tested by the steady-state emissions test. When 

production levels do not permit compliance with the above, data from 

vehicles produced during th~ first half of the preceding quarter may 

be used. If the quarterly production of any engine family is less 

than 100 vehicles, the manufacturer shall use the test results from 

all vehicles produced during that quarter in determining the control 

limit values for the next quarter. 

The Executive Officer shall be notified within one week if control 

limit values are recalculated following running changes which affect 

idle emissions levels. The new control limit values and the date 

they first went into effect shall be part of the notification. 

All testing, reports, evaluations, etc. shall be by engine family 

except when the Executive Officer has approved a breakdown by 

subgroups (e.g., different carburetors, engine displacements, con

trol systems, transmissions, and inertia weights), by assembly 

plant, or both. 

Note: Data from any vehicle indicating gross engine malfunc

tion, and/or failure or disconnection of any emission 

control component, shall be excluded from that used for 

generating control limits. Retest data on vehicles ex

ceeding the control limits shall not be used in determining 

control limits for subsequent quarters. 
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4. Reports 

Reports shall be submitted to the Air Resources Board within 45 

calendar days of the end of each calendar quarter and within 45 

calendar days of the end of the manufacturer's model production 

year. Results for two different model years shall not be combined 

statistically. 

The report shall include: 

(a) The temporary quarterly control limit values obtained for the 

first quarter of production. 

(b) The mean and the standard deviation of the steady-state emiss 

tests used to detennine the quarterly control limits. 

(c) The steady-state control limit values for the next quarter's 

production. 

d) From a re resentative sam le of vehicles a 

Officer, the number and percentage of vehicles: 

(1) failing the first test 

(2) repaired or adjusted. 

All HC values should be stated as hexane equivalents for NDIR 

measurement and ppm carbon if a flame ionization detector is used. 

The hexane equivalent conversion value shall be supplied for each 

different model of flame ionization detector used and for each 

engine family. 

C. Quality Audit Test Procedures 

1. Standards and Test Procedures 

The emission standards and the exhaust sampling and analytical 

procedures shall be those described in the "California Exhaust 

10. 

-

ons -



4. Reports 

Reports shall be submitted to the Air Resources Board within 45 

calendar days of the end of each calendar quarter and within 45 

calendar days of the end of the manufacturer's model production 

year. Results for two different model years shall not be combined 

stati stically. 

The report shall include: 

(a) The temporary quarterly control limit values obtained for the 

first quarter of production. 

(b) The mean and the standard deviation of the steady-state emissions 

tests used to determine the quarterly control limits. 

(c) The steady-state control limit values for the next quarter's 

production. 

(d) From a representative sample of vehicles approved by the Executive 

Officer, the number and percentage of vehicles: 

(1) failing the first test 

(2) repaired or adjusted. 

All HC values should be stated as hexane equivalents for NDIR 

measurement and ppm carbon if a flame ionization detector is used. 

The hexane equivalent conversion value shall be supplied for each 

different model of flame ionization detector used and for each 

engine family. 

C. Quality Audit Test Procedures 

1. Standards and Test Procedures 

The emission standards and the exhaust sampling and analytical 

procedures shall be those described in the "California Exhaust 
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Emission Standards and Test Procedures for +989 1981 Model Passenger 

Cars, Light-Duty Trucks and Medium-Duty Vehicles" applicable to 

vehicles tested for exhaust emissions only, with the following 

exceptions or additions: 

{a) After the inspection tests, no emissions tests may be perfonned 

on a quality-audit vehicle prior to the first quality audit test, 

except where such tests are run on all vehicles manufactured 

for sale in California. 

(b) The vehicle shall begin the test sequence as received from the 

inspection test, except for mileage accumulation or engine run

in. The schedule for mileage accumulation or engine run-in and 

any changes to the schedule must be submitted to the Executive 

Officer with each quarterly report. This schedule must be adhered 

to for all quality audit testing within an engine family and 

• subgroup or engine family and assembly plant as appropriate. 

(c) A new carbon canister may be installed on the vehicle at the start 

of the test sequence. The test sequence shall consist of one 

Urban Dynamometer Driving Schedule (UDDS) test procedure, followed 

by a cold-soak and CVS test. The Federal test procedure require

ment, consisting of heating the fuel before the CVS test, is to be 

omitted. The manufacturer may request permission to use an alter

nate preconditioning procedure provided the manufacturer demon

strates that it will not affect the loading of the carbon canister 

when compared with the UDDS. 
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ill Except as provided in paragraph C.l.(f) below, no Vehicle 

selected for quality audit testing shall be repaired or 

adjusted after passing the inspection test except for a vehicle 

that: (1) is not testable, e.g. cannot be started, transmission 

or brakes lock-up, (2) is not reasonably operative, e.g. soh1E! 

transmission gears not functioning, (3) is unsafe to test, or 

(4) would be damaged by testing. 

Each adjustment or repair performed on a vehicle prior to each 

test shall be included in the regular quarterly reports. The 

vehicle condition and symptoms and reason(s) for each repair or 

adjustment shall also be listed. 

~a ➔ hl If a vehicle is shipped to a remote facility for quality audit 

testing, correction of damage or maladjustment, which may 

PeaseRae+y ee ~ found to have resulted from shipment of the 

vehicle, is permitted only after the initial test of the vehicle, 

except as provided in paragraph (d) above. feP-eeffl~e++tR§-Pease ~ 

Gem~e++tR§-PeaseRs-afe-tRat-tRe-veRie+e-is-Ret-testae+e,-eP-is 

Ret-feaseRae+e-e~ePative,-eP-is-Aet-safe-te-ePive~-eP-tRat 

aama§e-te-tRe-veRie+e-we~+e-ee-+i~e+y-if-tRe-veRie+e-wePe-testee 

All adjustments or repairs performed on vehicles prior to each t st 
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ill Except as provided in paragraph C.l.(f) below, no vehicle 

selected for guali'ty audit testing shall be repaired or 

adjusted after passing the inspection test except for a vehicle 

that: (1) is not testable, e.g. cannot be started, transmission 

O'r brakes 1ock-up, (2) is not reasonably operative~ e.g. sotne 

transmission gears not functioning, (3) is unsafe to test, or 

(4) would be damaged by testing. 

Each adjustment or repair performed on a vehicle prior to each 

test shall be included in the regular quarterly reports. The 

vehicle condition and symptoms and reason{s) for each repair or 

adjustment shall also be listed. 

{ej (e) If a vehicle is shipped to a remote facility for quality audit 

testing, correction of damage or maladjustment, which may 

PeaseAasiy ee is found to have resulted from shipment of the 

vehicle, is permitted only after the initial test of the vehicle, 

except as provided in paragraph (d) above. feio-eeffl13eH=tA§-PeaseAs.

Gem13ett=tA§-PeaseAs-ape-tAat-tAe-veAte+e-~s-Aet-testaete;-eP-=tS 

Aet-PeaseAae+e-e13ePat=tve,-eP-=ts-Aet-safe-te-eP=tVe;-eP-tAat 

eaffla§e-te-tAe-veA=te~e-weijte-ee-l=tkely-=tf-tAe-veAte+e-weioe-testea.-

All adjustments or repairs performed on vehicles prior to each test 
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shall be reported to the Executive Officer by inclusion in the 

quarterly report. The vehicle condition and symptoms and 

reason(s) for each repair or adjustment shall also be 

listed, In the event a retest is performed application 

may be'made to the Executive Officer for permission to substitute 

the after-repair test results for the original test results. 

The Executive Officer will either affirm or deny the application.!.. 

w4t~4R1teR-We¥k4R~-eays~ When requested by the manufacturer, 

no more than 10 days after the production quarter, response 

from t~e Executive Officer will be within 10 working days. 

(f) If a vehicle is shipped to a remote facility for quality audit 

testing, no pre-delivery type inspection, adjustment or repair of 

vehicles selected for quality audit is allowed except as 

follows: if subsequent to shipping from the assembly-line, the 

manufacturer performs the particular inspection and correction 

of damage or maladjustment at designated preparation facility 

locations for all vehicles oroduced and the manufacturer's 

written inspection instructions are approved by the Executive 

Officer, then these specific inspections and corrections will 

be allowed prior to testing quality audit vehicles. 

Meweve~;-4f-+99%-ef-t~e-fflaRYfaetY¥ePls-~PeeYet4eR-4s-94veA-a 

~a,t4eij+a,-ee,~eet4eA-ef-eaffla9e-e~-ffia+aajijstmeAt-ey-t~e-maRYfaetij~epls 
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ewR-19el".S6flfle½-st1aseEjtteRt-te-eeflSt!Jflffleflt-fel"-sl=it1919tR!J-fl"811t-l:l=ial: 

111aRt1faetttl"el"!s-asse111a½y-½tRe,-tl=!at-sa111e-eel"l"eel:teR-ef-ea111a!Je 

e1"-111a½aejttst111eRt-wt½¼-ae-attewee-19l"tel"-te-tfltl:tat-l:esl:tfl!J-l:e-l: e 

s19eetfte-vel=!te¼es-1"aRee111¼y-seteetee-fel"-testtR§;-19l"eYteee-l:l=!e 

111aRttfaetttl"el"!s-Wl"ttteR-tRstl"ttetteRs-al"e-stte111tttee-l:e-tl=le-~*eett ive 

9fHeel"-:-

If the emission test results of a vehicle are determined to be 

invalid by the manufacturer, the vehicle must be retested. 

Emission results from all tests shall be reported. A 

detailed re ort on the reasons for each invalidated test shall be 

included in the guarterly report. 

2. Vehicle Sample Selection 

The vehicle manufacturer shall randomly select vehicles within each 

engine family for quality audit testing. Each selected vehicle for 

quality audit testing must pass the inspection test, be equipped wi h 

emission control systems certified by the ARB, and be representativ 

of the manufacturer's California sales. The procedure for randomly 

selecting vehicles must be submitted to the Executive Officer prior 

to production. 

A continuous sample rate shall be chosen by the manufacturer to 

provide a sample which is representative of the total production. 

The manufacturer shall select a sample rate which he or she determi s 

will be satisfactory for use by the Air Resources Board in determin g 

the number of vehicles in the entire population of a particular eng ne 

14. 



ewR--13el"S~l'll'le+-s 1:1 eseei ttel'lt-te-eeA s 4 §l'lfflel'I t-fel"-s1=1413134A§-fl"e1R-il:1at 

1Ral'lt:1faett:1l"el".!.s-asse11te+y-:J-4Ae,-tl=lat-sa11te-ee1"1"eeHeA-ef-ela1Ra§e 

81"-fflatael11:1stfflel'lt-w4++-ee-a++eweei-131"4el"-te-4A4t4a+-test4A§-te-tl=le 

s13ee4f4e-vel=l4e+es-l"al'leieffl+y-se+eeteel-fel"-test4A§,-131"eY4eleel-tl=le 

1Ral'l1:1faett:11"el".!.5-wl"4tteR-4Ast1"1:1et4eAs-al"e-s1:1effl4tteel-te-tl=le-E*ee1:1t4Ye 

9fHeel"-:-

(g} If the emission test results of a vehicle are determined to be 

invalid by the manufacturer, the vehicle must be retested. 

Emission results from all tests shall be reported. A 

detailed report on the reasons for each invalidated test shall be 

included in the quarterly report. 

2. Vehicle Sample Selection 

The vehicle manufacturer shall randomly select vehicles within each 

engine family for quality audit testing. Each selected vehicle for 

quality audit testing must pass the inspection test, be equipped with 

emission control systems certified by the ARB, and be representative 

of the manufacturer's California sales. The procedure for randomly 

selecting Vehicles must be submitted to the Executive Officer prior 

to production. 

A continuous sample rate shall be chosen by the manufacturer to 

provide a sample which is representative of the total production. 

The manufacturer shall select a sample rate which he or she determines 

will be satisfactory for use by the Air Resources Board in determining 

the number of Vehicles in the entire population of a particular engine 

14. 



family which do not meet Board established emission standards by 

extrapolation from the percentage of the sample not meeting the 

standards. The results from the sample may be extrapolated to the 

entire population subject to the provisions relating to vehicle 

exclusion contained in Paragraph 3 below. The sample rate so chosen 

shall not be less than 2.0%. The manufacturer shal1 notify the 

Executive Officer of any changes to the sample rate. The date of 

such change shall be reported in accordance with Paragraph 4 below. 

Four wheel drive vehicles which can be manually shifted to a two 

wheel drive mode will be tested in the normal on-highway two wheel 

drive mode of operation. If full time four wheel drive vehicles are 

selected, substitutions may be made with comparable two wheel drive 

vehicles of the same engine family. If comparable two wheel drive 

vehicles are not available, selected full time four wheel drive 

vehicles will be tested after having the front drive wheels tempo

rarily disengaged or the front end of the vehicle elevated. 

The Executive Officer may, upon notice to the manufacturer, require 

the sample rate to be increased to a maximum of ten percent of pro

duction (not to exceed 30 additional vehicles) of the calendar 

quarterly production of any engine family by invoking Section 2110, 

Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California Administrative Code. 

3. Evaluation 

The evaluation shall be performed on sample sizes containing 30 

or more vehicles. If a sample size for a particular production 

quarter is less than 30 vehicles, the data from that quarter shall 

15. 



be combined with the data from each successive quarter until at 

least 30 vehicles have been quality-audit tested. If the sample 

size for the last quarter's production does not contain at least 

30 vehicles, the data from the last quarter shall be combined with 

each preceding quarter until the sample size contains at least 30 

vehicles. For an engine family which contains both light•duty 

trucks and medium-duty vehicles, all references in this test 

procedure to engine family shall mean light-duty truck subgroup 

or medium-duty vehicle subgroup. 

Based upon additional information submitted by a manufacturer, the 

Executive Officer may allow rejection of any data from vehicles if 

they are considered to be not representative of production. 

For each production quarter if 30 or more vehicles are tested, 

the ARB shall consider that probable cause exists for finding 

a violation by any engine family if the average emissions of any 

pollutant, after multiplying the emission data of each vehicle 

by the appropriate certification deterioration factor, aAe-tRe 

ass4~Aea-~etRaAe-eeAteAt-ee~~eet4eA-faete~-{fe~-Aya~eea~eeAs-eA+Y~ 

exceed the applicable +989 1981 exhaust emission standards, when 

rounded to the same number of significant digits as the standard. 

The Executive Officer may invoke Section 2109, Chapter 3, Title 13 

of the California Administrative Code if probable cause is found 

for a full or combined production quarter. The Executive Officer 

may invoke Section 2110, Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California 

16. 



be combined with the data from each successive quarter until at 

least 30 vehicles have been quality-audit tested. If the sample 

size for the last quarter's production does not contain at least 

30 vehicles, the data from the last quarter shall be combined with 

each preceding quarter until the sample size contains at least 30 

vehicles. For an engine family which contains both light-duty 

trucks and medium-duty vehicles, all references in this test 

procedure to engine family shall mean light-duty truck subgroup 

or medium-duty vehicle subgroup. 

Based upon additional information submitted by a manufacturer, the 

Executive Officer may allow rejection of any data from vehicles if 

they are considered to be not representative of production. 

For each production quarter if 30 or more vehicles are tested, 

the ARB shall consider that probable cause exists for finding 

a violation by any engine family if the average emissions of any 

pollutant, after multiplying the emission data of each vehicle 

by the appropriate certi fi cation deteri oration factor, aREl-tl'le 

ass=i-§ReEl-ffletl:laRe-ee11te11t-eel"l"eet=i-e11-faetel"-ffel"-l:lyEl¥>eea¥>eeRs-eA+Y11 

exceed the applicable +928 1981 exhaust emission standards, when 

rounded to the same number of significant digits as the standard. 

The Executive Officer may invoke Section 2109, Chapter 3, Title 13 

of the California Administrative Code if probable cause is found 

for a full or combined production quarter. The Executive Officer 

may invoke Section 2110, Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California 
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Administrative Code if probable cause is found for a short start-up 

production period (less than a full calendar quarter), for the 

first thirty vehicles quality audit tested during any production 

quarter or from the start of production, or for vehicles evaluated 

in accordance with the monthly evalution required by paragraph 4 

below. In addition, the ARB may seek statutory penalties pursuant 

to Sections 43211 and 43212 of the California Health and Safety 

Code at the end of each full or combined calendar quarter of 

production. 

If the Executive Officer invokes Section 2109 or 2110, an evaluation 

will be made on vehicles produced subsequent to the invocation of 

a plan adopted pursuant to Section 2109 or 2110 as long as the 

sample size contains at least 30 vehicles. 

If more than 1.0 percent (at least two vehicles) of the sample 

within an engine family has projected emissions which exceed the 

applicable standards by more than 2.33 standard deviations at the 

time of any evaluation of that family's average emissions, the 

manufacturer shall report such fact to the Executive Officer 

within 10 working days. Within 30 working days the manufacturer 

shall submit: (a) an analysis of the projected average emissions 

for each engine code/transmission type/inertia weight combination 

within that family; (b) an engineering evaluation of the cause of 

failure for each vehicle which exceeded the standard by more than 

2.33 standard deviations; (c) the manufacturer's opinion as to the 

nature of the problem; and (d) any corrective action proposed by 

the manufacturer. 
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The Executive Officer shall review the report, and may require that 

the proposed corrective action be taken. If, after review of the 

report, the Executive Officer finds the proposed corrective action 

inadequate, the Executive Officer may invoke Section 2109 or 2110, 

as appropriate. 

Non-Methane or Total H drocarbon Measurements 
MetRaRe-GeRteRt-b8FFeet4eR-FaeteF- MGbF 

1. For an engine family certified to the non-methane hydrocarbon 

standard {QTa9}-e4tReF+-tRe-ffieasYFee-teta+-RyeFeeaFeeR-¥a+Ye 

SRa++-ee-ffiY+t4~+4ee-ey-tRe-R8R--RletRaRe-eeteF48Fat4eR-faeteF 

{BF}-aRe-ey-a-MGGF-ef-QT89-feF-~asseR~eF-eaFs-aRe-+TQ-feF-tFY 

content which 

{eF-a+teFRate-va+Ye-a~~Fevee-ey-the-ARB}T-QF+ 

shall ffiay measure the non-methane hydrocarbon 

multiplied by the non-methane deterioration factor (DF}. 

2. For an engine family certified to the total hydrocarbon 

standard_!_t9T4+}, the measured total hydrocarbon value 

shall be multiplied by the total hydrocarbon deterioration 

factor (DF}.:... aRe-ey-the-MGGF-ef-QT89-feF-~asseR~eF-eaFs-aRe 

+T9-feF-tFYeks-{eF-etheF-a+teFRate-va+Yes-a~~Fe¥ee-ey-the 

e*eeYt4ve-Qff4eeFTt 

4. Reports 

Each vehicle manufacturer shall submit a report to the Air Resourc 

Board within 45 calendar days after the end of each calender quart 

and 45 calendar days after the end of the production year. More 
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The Executive Officer shall review the report, and may require that 

the proposed corrective action be taken. If, after review of the 

report, the Executive Officer finds the proposed corrective action 

inadequate, the Executive Officer may invoke Section 2109 or 2110, 

as appropriate. 

Non-Methane or Total H drocarbon Measurements 
MetAaRe-£eRteRt-b8PPeetteR-FaeteP- MbbF 

1. For an engine family certified to the non-methane hydrocarbon 

standard {QT391-ettAefi-tAe-measYPea-teta+-hyePeeapeeR-va+~e 

SAa++-ee-ffi~+tt~+4ea-ey-tAe-R8R--ffietAaRe-eeteft8Pat4eR-faetef 

{BF1-aRa-ey-a-MGGF-ef-9T89-feP-~asseR§eP-ea¥s-aRe-+TQ-feF-t¥~eks 

{eP-a+teFRate-va+Ye-a~~¥evee-ey-tAe-ARB1T-GFi the manufacturer 

shall ffiaY measure the non-methane hydrocarbon content which shall be 

multiplied by the non-methane deterioration factor (DF}. 

2. For an engine family certified to the total hydrocarbon 

standard_!_{9T4+1, the measured total hydrocarbon value 

shall be multiplied by the total hydrocarbon deterioration 

factor (DF)_:_ aRe-ey-tAe-MGGF-ef-QT89-fep-~asseR§eP-eaPs-aRe 

tT9-feP-tfijeks-{eP-etAe¥-a+tePRate-va+yes-a~~Pevea-ey-tAe 

~*eeYttve-Qff4eePT1 

4. Reports 

Each vehicle manufacturer shall submit a report to the Air Resources 

Board within 45 calendar days after the end of each calender quarter 

and 45 calendar days after the end of the production year. More 
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frequent reports may be required if the Executive Officer invokes 

Section 2109 or 2110, Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California 

Administrative Code. Each vehicle manufacturer shall review the 

test results of the first 30 test vehicles of each engine family 

for each calendar quarter of production or from the start of pro

duction, and the quarter's cumulative test results of each engine 

family at the end of each month. If the sample size is 30 or more 

vehicles and either of the two conditions specified in the 

Evaluation Section are met, the Executive Officer shall be notified 

within 10 working days. 

The quarterly report shall include the following: 

(a) The total production and sample size for each engine family. 

(b) A description of each test vehicle ((i.e., data of test, 

engine family, engine size, vehicle identification number, 

fuel system (e.g., number of venturi, fuel injection, etc.), 

transmission type, test 4Re~t4a weight used, dynamometer 

power absorber setting in horsepower, engine code or calibra-

- tion number and test location)). 

(c) The CVS exhaust emission data fee~~eetea-fe~-metRaRe,-4f-a~~l4eaale1 

and carbon dioxide data for each test vehicle. The data reported 

shall be rounded to one significant figure beyond the number 

of significant figures in the applicable standard. Deterioration 
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factors shall be stated, then applied to the data. The data 

reported after the deterioration factors are applied shall be 

rounded using the "rounding off method" specified in ASTM: 

E29-67 to the number of places to the right of the decimal 

point as follows for all vehicles: 

HC co NOx CO2 

PasseA§el"-eal"s .xxx .xx .xx .x 
ll"tteks .,.JO( .,. X 

(d) The retest emissions data as described in paragraph (c) above 

for any vehicles failing the initial test, and description of 

the corrective measures taken including specific components 

replaced or adjusted. 

(e) A statistical analysis of the quality-audit test results for 

each engine family stating: 

(1) Number of vehicles tested. 

(2) Aver~ge emissions and standard deviation of the sampl 

for hydrocarbons feel"l"eetea-fel"-metRafle,-if-a~~li

ea~le~, carbon monoxide and oxides of nitrogen both 

before and after applying deterioration factors. 

In the latter case, the individual test points 

shall be multiplied by deterioration factors 

prior to computing the average and standard 

deviation. The average emissions and standard 

deviation of the sample for carbon dioxide shall 

also be listed. 
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factors shall be stated, then applied to the data. The data 

reported after the deterioration factors are applied shall be· 

rounded using the "rounding off method" specified in ASTM: 

E29-67 to the number of places to the right of the decimal 

point as follows for all vehicles: 

HC co NOx CO2 
PasseF1§e1"-ea1"s .xxx .xx .xx .x 
°fl"t:teks -.-xx -:X 

(d) The retest emissions data as described in paragraph (c) above 

for any vehicles failing the initial test, and description of 

the corrective measures taken including specific components 

replaced or adjusted. 

(e) A statistical analysis of the quality-audit test results for 

each engine family stating: 

(1) Number of vehicles tested. 

(2) Aver9ge emissions and standard deviation of the sample 

for hydrocarbons {ee1"1"eetea-fe1"-ffletAaF1e;-if-a~~lt

eaele1, carbon monoxide and oxides of nitrogen both 

before and after applying deterioration factors. 

In the latter case, the individual test points 

shall be multiplied by deterioration factors 

prior to computing the average and standard 

deviation. The average emissions and standard 

deviation of the sample for carbon dioxide shall 

also be listed. 
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(3) The applicable exhaust emission standards to be met, 

listing specific options selected and designating when 

100,000 mile standards apply and where non-methane or 

total hydrocarbon standards apply. 

~f~ S½Ree-tRe-maRlifaetli~e~-RaS-tRe-e~t4eR-ef-ee¥t4,y4R§-YeR4eieS 

w4tR-ettRe¥-ReR-metRaRe-e¥-tetai-RYS~eea~eeR-4Rst¥liffleRtat4eR~ 

tRe-s~ee4,4e-metRea-ijsee-fe¥-~ijal4ty-aijett-test4R§-SRall-ee 

4Ra4eatee-fe¥-eaeR-eR§4Re-fam4ly.-

(f) Every aborted test and reason for abort shall be reported. 

{g) If both four-wheel and two-wheel drive vehicles are included 

in a light duty truck engine family under 4,000 pounds 

inertia weight, then quality audit test data from four-wheel 

drive vehicles shall be distinguished from and summarized 

separately from two-wheel drive vehicles. 

(h) Control limits with AIR operating shall be calculated and reported 

for information purposes for those engine families that are tested 

without AIR in operation. 

(i) The final report shall include the date of the end of the 

manufacturer's model production year for each engine family. 
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The reports required by this paragraph and paragraph B.4. should 

be sent to: 

Chief, Mobile Source Control Division 
Ve~½ete-Em½SS½8RS-68Rtfet-9½Y½S½8R 

California Air Resources Board 
9528 Telstar Avenue 
El Monte, CA 91731 

DEFINITIONS 

The definitions in Section 1900 (b), Chapter 3, Title 13 of the Californi 

Administrative Code shall apply with the following additions: 

1. Calendar Quarter is defined as those three month periods of time 

which start on the 1st days of January, April, July and October. 

2. First or Last Calendar Quarter Production is defined as the calenda 

quarter in which the production of an engine family begins or ends. 

3. End of Assembly-Line is defined as that place where the final in

spection test or quality audit test is performed. 

4. Assembly-Line Tests are those tests or inspections which are perfo 

at the end of the assembly-line. 

5. Assembly-Line Quality Audit Test is defined as the test performed 

a minimum sample of 2.0% of the production vehicles for sale in 

California. 

6. Assembly-Line Inspection Tests are those steady-state and functional 

tests performed on production vehicles for sale in California. 

7. Functional Test is defined as a type of test or inspection which is 

performed on engines or vehicles to detect if the emission control 

system is operating properly. 

8. Gross Engine Malfunction is defined as one yielding an emission valu 

greater than the sum of the mean plus three (3) times the standard 

deviation. This definition shall apply only for determination of 

control limits. 
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The reports required by this paragraph and paragraph B.4. should 

be sent to: 

Chief, Mobile Source Control Division 
Vek~ete-Emiss~eAs-beRt~et-9ivisieR 

California Air Resources Board. 
9528 Telstar Avenue 
El Monte, CA 91731 

DEFINITIONS 

The definitions in Section 1900 (b), Chapter 3, Title 13 of the California 

Administrative Code shall apply with the following additions: 

1. Calendar Quarter is defined as· those three month periods of time 

which start on the 1st days of January, April, July and October. 

2. First or Last Calendar Quarter Production is defined as the calendar 

quarter in which the production of an engine family begins or ends. 

3. End of Assembly-Line is defined as that place where the final in

spection test or quality audit test is performed. 

4. Assembly-Line Tests are those tests or inspections which are performed 

at the end of the assembly-line. 

5. Assembly-Line Quality Audit Test is defined as the test performed on 

a minimum sample of 2.0% of the production vehicles for sale in 

California. 

6. Assembly-Line Inspection Tests are those steady-state and functional 

tests performed on production vehicles for sale in California. 

7. Functional Test is defined as a type of test or inspection which is 

performed on engines or vehicles to detect if the emission control 

system is operating properly. 

8. Gross Engine Malfunction is defined as one yielding an emission value 

greater than the sum of the mean plus three (3) times the standard 

deviation. This definition shall apply only for determination of 

control limits. 
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State of Callfornla . 
~Memorandum 

Dale I March 24, 1980Huey D. Johnson 
Secretary 

Subject: Filing of NoticeRESOURCES AGENCY of Decision of the 
Air Resources Board 

From , Air R.-ource1 loanl 

Pursuant to Title 17, Section 60007(b), and in compliance with 
Air Resources Board certification under section 21080.5 of the 
Public Resources Code, the Air Resources Board hereby forwards 
for posting the attached notice of decision and response to en
vironmental comments raised during the comment period. 

4~~Sally Rump
BOARD SECRETARY 

attachments 
Resolution 79-84 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Resolution 79-85 

November 29, 1979 

WHEREAS, the ARB is responsible for the preparation of federally required State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) amendments which provide for reasonable further progress 
toward attainment of federal air quality standards; 

WHEREAS, the ARB has now reviewed, commented upon, amended, and adopted 
SIP revisions for all areas in the state which do not yet meet the federal standards; 

WHEREAS, completion of the SIP amendment process presented a major challenge 
to both the ARB staff and the Board; 

WHEREAS, adoption of the SIP amendments and their submittal to the EPA 
signifies a continuing commitment and a major step towards California's goal of a clean 
air environment for all of the people of the state; and 

WHEREAS, the adoption of these SIP amendments has required a coordinated, 
intensive effort by each of ARB's eight divisions and the Executive Office staff since passage 
of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board finds that submission to 
EPA of effective, technically sound, and well-drafted plans to attain the federal standards 
was only possible because of the outstanding efforts put forth by the ARB staff, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board expresses its appreciation to the 
entire ARB staff for a job well done and hereby commends the staff individually for contri· 
buting to the achievement of clean air in California; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board requests the Executive Officer to 
transmit forthwith a copy of this resolution to every member of the ARB staff. 

AlvinS.Go~ 




