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Bay Area Air Quality Management District
375 Beale Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94105

DRAFT MINUTES

Richmond — No. Richmond — San Pablo Community Emissions Reduction Plan Community

Steering Committee

February 24, 2025, 5:30 PM

1. CALL TO ORDER - ROLL CALL

The Richmond — No. Richmond — San Pablo Community Emissions Reduction Plan
Community Steering Committee (CSC or Committee) Co-Chair Dr. Omotoso called the
meeting to order at 5:31 pm.

Present:

Absent:

Also Present:

Co-Chair Dr. Omoniyi Omotoso, Co-Chair Nancy Aguirre, Co-Chair
Marisol Cantd, Luna Angulo-Castro, Suzanne Coffee, Michelle
Gomez Garcia, Jeffrey Kilbreth, Lizbeth Ibarra, Jessica Range, Simren
Sandhu, Dave Severy, Heidi Swillinger, Franklin Ungo, Sandra
Castandea-Marquez (non-voting), BK White (non-voting)

Y’anad Burrell

Air District Staff, Alex Sohn, Alexander Crockett, Allison Kirk, Amy
Smith, Chad White, Dan Alrick, Eric Lara, Grace Leung, Janet
Carrasco, Joe Lapka, Karissa White, Kevin Oei, Laura Cackette,
Marcia Raymond, Meredith Bauer, Nina Garde, Pamela Leong, Robert
Cave, Samuel Garcia, Song Bai, Victor Douglas, Viet Tran;
Communities for a Better Environment Staff, Kerry Guerin; California
Air Resource Board Staff, Jennifer McGovern; MIG staff, Joey
Nielsen; Interpreter, Norma Herrera; Members of the Public, Kerby
Lynch

2. PUBLIC MEETING PROCEDURE

Public Comments

None.

3. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF January 27, 2024

00:09:19



The Committee reviewed the meeting agenda and approved the January 27, 2024, Meeting
Minutes with a roll-call vote.

Committee Comments

None

Staff Comments
None

Committee Action

Co-chair Marisol Cantu made a motion, seconded by Committee member Jeffrey Kilbreth, to
approve the minutes of the January 27, 2024, meeting. The motion carried by the following vote
of the Committee:

AYES: Co-Chair Dr. Omoniyi Omotoso, Co-Chair Nancy Aguirre, Co-Chair Marisol
Canty, Luna Angulo-Castro, Suzanne Coffee, Michelle Gomez Garcia, Jeffrey
Kilbreth, Lizbeth Ibarra, Jessica Range, Simren Sandhu, Dave Severy, Heidi
Swillinger, Franklin Ungo

NOES: None.
ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT: Y’anad Burrell
Public Comments

None.

4. NOMINATION AND SELECTION OF NEW CSC MEMBERS
00:12:29

The Path to Clean Air Steering Committee and the public received an update from Co-Leads
Nancy Aguirre and Dr. Omotoso process and nomination of new CSC members. Prospective new
members provided a brief overview of their background. The committee voted on the selection
of new CSC members after the presentation by Nancy and Dr. Omotoso.

Committee Comment

Committee member Hakim Johnson asked if the committee could know who the other 11
applicants that did not get selected were. He also asked about the process for selection and what
the reasoning for those applicants not being selected was.

Co-chair Dr. Omotoso provided an overview of the selection process for the committee, which
included the level of connection to the PTCA area, if applicants were aware of the work being
done and if they had looked into the committee at all.

Co-chair Nancy Aguirre let the committee know that the selection process followed the charter to
select applicants and ensure an adequate spread of voting and non-voting members. She also



noted how some applicants did not complete the entire application so that was another reason for
not selecting some.

Committee Comments

None

Staff Comments
None

Committee Action

Committee member Heidi Swillinger made a motion, seconded by Committee member Suzanne
Coftee, to approve the Community Steering Committee appoint 10 new Community Steering
Committee members for the Path to Clean Air which were pre-selected and recommended by the
Recruitment Ad Hoc Committee. The motion carried by the following vote of the Committee:

AYES: Co-Chair Dr. Omoniyi Omotoso, Co-Chair Nancy Aguirre, Co-Chair Marisol
Cantd, Luna Angulo-Castro, Suzanne Coffee, Michelle Gomez Garcia, Jeffrey
Kilbreth, Lizbeth Ibarra, Jessica Range, Simren Sandhu, Dave Severy, Heidi
Swillinger, Franklin Ungo

NOES: None.
ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT: Y’anad Burrell

Public Comments

None.

5. RULE 11-18 CONTINUED - PTCA ACTIONS: FACILITY STATUS AND
RULE IMPLEMENTATION IMPROVEMENTS AND DISCUSSION
ACTIVITY

00:39:12

The Committee received a presentation from Air District Staff Keving Oei and Alex Sohn on
the continued discussion regarding Rule 11-18. The committee broke out for small group
discussions after the presentation.

Committee Comment

Committee member Jeffrey Kilbreth asked how the Air District would know that Chevron would
do the HRA faster or safer?

Air District Staff Victor Douglas responded, letting the committee know that the District’s
process that requires facilities to conduct HRA’s includes a thorough review of that HRA. The
review ensures that the information that goes into the HRA 1is accurate and reflects the conditions
at the facility.



Committee member Jeffrey Kilbreth followed up asking how they can ensure that Chevron
would be as fast at conducting the HRA as the Air District would be. He mentioned the risk that
Chevron could find ways to take extra time.

Air District Staff Victor Douglas mentioned that the HRA process wasn’t currently reflected in
Rule 11-18, but as the District moves forward looking at amendments they would be putting
conditions and timings into Rule 11-18.

Co-chair Marisol Cantu asked if it cost the same amount of money for the Air District to conduct
review for accuracy as it would to do the HRA within the District.

Air District Staff Victor Douglas let the committee know that the review time does not take as
much time or resources as the process to conduct the HRA, which would allow the District to
review more HRA’s.

Committee member Jessica Range acknowledged that there could be significant time savings
using the approach outlined, but there would need to be agreement on the inventory beforehand
and a modeling protocol, otherwise it could create a loop going back and forth with Chevron to
make changes. She asked if there would be a protocol on the inventory set beforehand.

Air District Staff Kevin Oei let the committee know that the District has been working on the
language for the general procedures included in the Rule. The District aims to prescribe a
step-by-step approach to the process and agree on the inventory and protocol before hand to
eliminate the back and forth that might occur during the review process.

Committee member BK White asked about how the District will deal with accuracy in the HRA
from Chevron and if there were other similar facilities that could provide a baseline to ensure
Chevron is accurate in their reporting.

Air District Staff Kevin Oei mentioned the current baseline was from previous reporting and
changes over the previous years reported. If there are certain thresholds that are met in changes
in previous years then that would flag the District to do an additional review.

Air District Staff Alex Sohn added that the District has the discretion to chose certain years for
the emissions inventory that would be most representative. He mentioned that they would be

looking at different aspects to determine what the most appropriate year would be to evaluate for
Rule 11-18.

Committee member BK White asked if the inventory would take into account what type of crew
Chevron was running.

Air District Staff Alex Sohn mentioned that they don’t look specifically at the crews being
utilized, but the District looks more broadly at the mass balance point to determine the most
representative year for the HRA.

Committee Member Kevin Oei mentioned that the inventory has to look at the actual emissions
and not the permitted limits, and that recent source tests and sampling provides a snapshot that
may be different year over year.

Co-chair Marisol Cantu asked what authority Chevron would have in creating a HRA and why
the District would empower them to conduct their own HRA.



Air District Staff Victor Douglas mentioned that historically HRA’s have been conducted this
way historically under AB 2588, however that does not mean that the District takes that
information in the report blindly and the District does a great deal of work to verify the
information in the HRA.

Committee member Jessica Range asked about how the process would improve efficiency and if
there was any data of staff time savings from moving from the old model to the new model. She
also asked if the District had looked at alternative models to improve efficiency while not
entirely relying on Chevron to conduct the HRA, such as having a list of approved/certified
consultants for Chevron to select from to conduct the HRA.

Air District Staff Victor Douglas noted that typically when HRA’s are conducted for large
facilities such as the Chevron refinery, they would typically use consultants since they do not
have the expertise to conduct a HRA in house and those consultants are very diligent about
making sure they do the HRA correctly because they would be liable. He mentioned that they
could explore different models in the rule development process moving forward.

Co-chair Marisol Cantu asked if communities could vet the consultants doing the work or if there
was a process to involve the community to ensure the consultants are objective when creating the
HRA.

Air District Staff Victor Douglas let the committee know that could be something that they could
explore in the rule development process. He mentioned that there was a limited number of
consultants in the field conducting HRA’s and they typically are very focused on doing the work
correctly since they are accountable.

Committee member Heidi Swillinger mentioned that she would like to see some sort of Air
District crafted HRA format that Chevron could fill out to ensure the HRA is Air District driven
and Chevron would be reporting on what the District would want to know.

Air District Staff Victor Douglas acknowledged where Heidi was coming from, but mentioned
the complexity of Chevron presents additional challenges, but it could be something that the rule
development process could consider that for future HRA’s.

Committee member Heidi Swillinger added that if the District was driving the template then they
would be able streamline the process and be able to modify the template for any new technology.

Air District Staff Laura Cackette added that for Chevron, they are already so far in the process
that the HRA is the next step, so any amendments would not be impacting the Chevron HRA.

Committee member Frank Ungo asked for clarification on how the District would audit the data,
but not the process and if they would be ensuring the process was done correctly.

Air District Staff Kevin Oei mentioned that the District would be auditing the data to ensure that
everything reported was accurate and complete but asked for clarification on the process Frank
was asking about.

Committee member Frank Ungo asked if the District would audit the process the consultant
would take to complete the HRA to ensure it was done correctly.

Air District Kevin Oei mentioned that the District would audit the process in certain
circumstances and that there would be inspectors would go onto site to inspect the logs during



the reporting period to ensure that meters and other instruments are in line with the data being
reported to ensure that there are no discrepancies in the process.

Air District Staff Victor Douglas added that the District can verify the information because the
data sources at facilities are also located at other locations that can be used to verify the
information being presented to make sure that the data is meeting industry norms and standards.

Committee member Jessica Range asked for clarification on the process to verify HRA results by
conducting in house HRA’s when needed and when that would be triggered.

Air District Staff Alex Sohn mentioned that the HRA would have to follow specific guidelines
developed by CARB Office of Environmental Health Hazards and if there were any questions
regarding the integrity of the data in the HRA then the District would cross examine that with
emissions inventories that have been vetted and approved by the District. In this case the District
would look at the data sources and conduct an audit using other sources to ensure that the data
reported is accurate with other sources.

Public Comment

None.

Breakout Group Report Out

Committee member Jessica Range provided a report out from the in-person breakout group
discussion. She mentioned that the group had recommendations about how the Air District can
best engage the CSC in rule amendments, including how the District could meet with the CSC
more regularly (i.e., quarterly) around major milestones like when an HRA is submitted or
whenever something happens at a facility. She mentioned there were questions about staffing and
how many staff the District had to do the various HRA and some questions around the concept
paper and providing comments on the concept paper so they could be addressed in the draft rule.
She discussed how there was some questions about the guidelines that the District has in regard
to the HRA’s and questions around testing and having CSC members going to sites to see how
source testing is done.

Co-chair Nancy Aguirre provided a report out from the virtual breakout group discussion. Some
of the things that came up in the group included how the Air District could make themselves
more public facing to enable the community to get more involved. The group also discussed how
there needed to be more frequent connections with the District outside of the CSC meetings.

Committee Action

None; receive and file.

6. TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING
01:57:18

The February CSC meeting will be hybrid on March 24, 2024, at 5:30pm. The on-site location
will be 4114 Lakeside Dr, Richmond CA 94806 and a zoom link will be provided to the public
and on the BAAQMD website for those who wish to join virtually.



7. PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS
01:57:48

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3, Members of the public who wish to speak on
matters not on the agenda for the meeting will have two minutes each to address the Committee.

Public Comment

None.

8. ADJOURNMENT

The Committee meeting was adjourned by Co-Chair Marisol Cantu at 7:33 pm.

Minutes prepared by MIG, Inc., Consultants



