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BAY AREA
AIR QUALITY
MANAGEMENT

DisTRICT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
REGULAR MEETING

June 5, 2019

A meeting of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District Board of Directors will be held at 9:30
a.m. in the 1% Floor Board Room at the Air District Headquarters, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco,

California 94105.

Questions About
an Agenda Item

Meeting Procedures

The name, telephone number and e-mail of the appropriate staff
Person to contact for additional information or to resolve concerns is
listed for each agenda item.

The public meeting of the Air District Board of Directors begins at 9:30
a.m. The Board of Directors generally will consider items in the order
listed on the agenda. However, any item may be considered in any
order.

After action on any agenda item not requiring a public hearing, the
Board may reconsider or amend the item at any time during the
meeting.

This meeting will be webcast. To see the webcast, please visit
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas at the time of the meeting. Closed
captioning may contain errors and omissions, and are not certified for
their content or form.



http://www.baaqmd.gov/bodagendas

Public Comment
Procedures

Persons wishing to make public comment must fill out a Public
Comment Card indicating their name and the number of the agenda item
on which they wish to speak, or that they intend to address the Board on
matters not on the Agenda for the meeting.

Public Comment on Non-Agenda Matters, Pursuant to
Government Code Section 54954.3 Speakers wishing to address the
Board on non-agenda matters will be heard at the end of the agenda,
and each will be allowed up to three minutes to address the Board at
that time.

Members of the Board may engage only in very brief dialogue
regarding non-agenda matters, and may refer issues raised to District
staff for handling. In addition, the Chairperson may refer issues raised
to appropriate Board Committees to be placed on a future agenda for
discussion.

Public Comment on Agenda Items The public may comment on each
item on the agenda as the item is taken up. Public Comment Cards for
items on the agenda must be submitted in person to the Clerk of the
Boards at the location of the meeting and prior to the Board taking up
the particular item. Where an item was moved from the Consent
Calendar to an Action item, no speaker who has already spoken on that
item will be entitled to speak to that item again.

Speakers may speak for up to three minutes on each item on the
Agenda. However, the Chairperson or other Board Member presiding
at the meeting may limit the public comment for all speakers to fewer
than three minutes per speaker, or make other rules to ensure that all
speakers have an equal opportunity to be heard. The Chairperson or
other Board Member presiding at the meeting may, with the consent of
persons representing both sides of an issue, allocate a block of time
(not to exceed six minutes) to each side to present their issue.




BOARD OF DIRECTORS REGULAR MEETING

AGENDA
WEDNESDAY
JUNE 5, 2019 BOARD ROOM
9:30 A.M. 15T FLOOR
CALL TO ORDER Chairperson, Katie Rice
1. Opening Comments

Roll Call
Pledge of Allegiance

The Chair shall call the meeting to order and make opening comments. The Clerk of the
Boards shall take roll of the Board members. The Chair shall lead the Pledge of Allegiance.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

2.

Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3
For the first round of public comment on non-agenda matters at the beginning of the agenda,
ten persons selected by a drawing by the Clerk of the Boards from among the Public Comment
Cards indicating they wish to speak on matters not on the agenda for the meeting will have two
minutes each to address the Board on matters not on the agenda. For this first round of public
comments on non-agenda matters, all Public Comment Cards must be submitted in person to
the Clerk of the Board at the location of the meeting and prior to commencement of the
meeting.

CLOSED SESSION

3.

A

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL
EXISTING LITIGATION (Government Code Section § 54956.9(a))

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(a), a need exists to meet in closed session with
legal counsel to consider the following case:

Michael Bachmann and Sarah Steele v. Bay Area AQMD, Contra Costa County Superior
Court, Case No. C17-01565

CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS (Government Code § 54957.6(a))

Agency Negotiators: Jack P. Broadbent, Executive Officer/APCO
Rex Sanders, Chief Administrative Officer

Employee Organizations: Management and Confidential Employee Groups
Bay Area Air Quality Employee’s Association, Inc.



OPEN SESSION

CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS 4-9) Staff/Phone (415) 749-

4.

Minutes of the Board of Directors Special Budget Hearing Meeting and Special Meeting of
May 15, 2019 Clerk of the Boards/5073

The Board of Directors will consider approving the draft minutes of the Board of Directors
Special Budget Hearing and Special Meeting of May 15, 20109.

Board Communications Received from May 15, 2019 through June 4, 2019
J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

A copy of communications directed to the Board of Directors received by the Air District from
May 15, 2019 through June 4, 2019, if any, will be at each Board Member’s place.

Notices of Violations Issued and Settlements in Excess of $10,000 in the month of April 2019
J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

In accordance with Resolution No. 2012-08, the Board of Directors will receive a list of all
Notices of Violations issued, and all settlements for amounts in excess of $10,000 during the
month of April 2019.

Authorization to Execute a Contract for Graphic Design J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute a
one-year contract with the selected designed firm for a total amount not to exceed $175,000.

Authorization to Execute a Contract with KBM-Hogue for Furniture Redesign and Purchase
J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute a
contract with KBM-Hogue for furniture services relative to the reconfiguration of
workstations, offices and conference rooms in an amount not to exceed $120,000.

Consider Approving a Resolution Which Provides Salary Adjustments to the Management and
Confidential Employee Groups J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider approving a resolution which provides adjustments to the
management and confidential employee groups.
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COMMITTEE REPORTS

10.

11.

Report of the Community and Public Health Committee Meeting of May 20, 2019
CHAIR: S. Zane J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaagmd.gov

The Committee received the following reports:

A) Update on the West Oakland Community Action Plan

1) None; receive and file.

B) Available Community Grant Opportunities: James Cary Smith Community Grants
and Assembly Bill (AB) 617 Community Health Protection Grants

1) None; receive and file.

C) Regional Wildfire Communication Effort

1) None; receive and file.

For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

Report of the Legislative Committee Meeting of May 22, 2019
CHAIR: D. Kim J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaamd.gov

The Committee received the following reports:

A) Consideration of New Bills

1) Senate Bill (SB) 629 — Mike McGuire (D-Healdsburg) — “Oppose™ position with
possible district-provided amendments if future amendments weaken air district
authority to regulate stationary sources. (Direction was provided to staff on this item)

B) Assembly Bill (AB) 836 Wicks — Wildfire Smoke Clean Air Centers for Vulnerable
Populations Incentive Program

1) None; receive and file.

C) Sacramento L egislative Update

1) The Committee will receive an update on recent events of significance in Sacramento.

For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas
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12.

Report of the Mobile Source Committee Meeting of May 23, 2019
CHAIR: D. Canepa J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

The Committee received the following reports:

A) Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $100,000

1) Approve recommended projects with proposed grant awards over $100,000 as shown
in Attachment 1; and

2) Authorize the Executive Officer/APCO to enter into all necessary agreements with
applicants for the recommended projects.

B) Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TEFCA) Regional
Fund Policies & Evaluation Criteria

1) Approve the proposed FYE 2020 TFCA Regional Fund Policies and Evaluation
Criteria presented in Attachment A; and

2) Approve a change to FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies to
increase the cost-effectiveness threshold for the Bicycle Projects category such that it is
aligned with the threshold that is proposed for FYE 2020 TFCA Regional Fund
Policies.

C) Electric Vehicle (EV) Ecosystem Update: EV Equity

1) None; receive and file.

For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

PUBLIC HEARINGS

13.

Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of Proposed Amendments to Air District Regulation 3:
Fees and Approval of the Filing of a Notice of Exemption from the California Environmental
Quiality Act J. Broadbent/5052

[broadbent@baagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider adoption of proposed amendments to Air District
Regulation 3: Fees that would become effective on July 1, 2019, and approval of a Notice of
Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act. The proposed fee amendments are
designed to recover the costs of regulatory program activities in accordance with the Air
District’s Cost Recovery Policy.
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14. Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Air District’s Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year
Ending (FYE) 2020 J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will hold a final Public Hearing and will consider the adoption of a
resolution to approve the Proposed Budget for FYE 2020 and various budget related actions.

PRESENTATION

15. Update on West Oakland Community Action Plan
J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will receive an update on the West Oakland Community Action Plan.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

16. Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3
Speakers who did not have the opportunity to address the Board in the first round of
comments on non-agenda matters will be allowed two minutes each to address the Board on
non-agenda matters.

BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS

17. Any member of the Board, or its staff, on his or her own initiative or in response to questions
posed by the public, may: ask a question for clarification, make a brief announcement or
report on his or her own activities, provide a reference to staff regarding factual information,
request staff to report back at a subsequent meeting concerning any matter or take action to
direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. (Gov’t Code § 54954.2)

OTHER BUSINESS

18. Report of the Executive Officer/APCO
19. Chairperson’s Report
20. Time and Place of Next Meeting:
Wednesday, July 31, 2019, at 375 Beale Street, San Francisco, CA 94105 at 9:30 a.m.
21.  Adjournment

The Board meeting shall be adjourned by the Board Chair.
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CONTACT:

MANAGER, EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS (415) 749-4941
375 BEALE STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 FAX: (415) 928-8560
viohnson@baagmd.gov BAAQMD homepage:

www.baagmd.gov

e To submit written comments on an agenda item in advance of the meeting. Please note that all
correspondence must be addressed to the “Members of the Board of Directors” and received at
least 24 hours prior, excluding weekends and holidays, in order to be presented at that Board
meeting. Any correspondence received after that time will be presented to the Board at the
following meeting.

e Torequest, in advance of the meeting, to be placed on the list to testify on an agenda item.

e Any writing relating to an open session item on this Agenda that is distributed to all, or a
majority of all, members of the body to which this Agenda relates shall be made available at
the District’s offices at 375 Beale Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94105, at the time such
writing is made available to all, or a majority of all, members of that body.

Accessibility and Non-Discrimination Policy

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) does not discriminate on the basis of
race, national origin, ethnic group identification, ancestry, religion, age, sex, sexual orientation,
gender identity, gender expression, color, genetic information, medical condition, or mental or
physical disability, or any other attribute or belief protected by law.

It is the Air District’s policy to provide fair and equal access to the benefits of a program or
activity administered by Air District. The Air District will not tolerate discrimination against any
person(s) seeking to participate in, or receive the benefits of, any program or activity offered or
conducted by the Air District. Members of the public who believe they or others were unlawfully
denied full and equal access to an Air District program or activity may file a discrimination
complaint under this policy. This non-discrimination policy also applies to other people or entities
affiliated with Air District, including contractors or grantees that the Air District utilizes to provide
benefits and services to members of the public.

Auxiliary aids and services including, for example, qualified interpreters and/or listening devices,
to individuals who are deaf or hard of hearing, and to other individuals as necessary to ensure
effective communication or an equal opportunity to participate fully in the benefits, activities,
programs and services will be provided by the Air District in a timely manner and in such a way as
to protect the privacy and independence of the individual. Please contact the Non-Discrimination
Coordinator identified below at least three days in advance of a meeting so that arrangements can
be made accordingly.

If you believe discrimination has occurred with respect to an Air District program or activity, you
may contact the Non-Discrimination Coordinator identified below or visit our website at
www.baagmd.gov/accessibility to learn how and where to file a complaint of discrimination.

Questions regarding this Policy should be directed to the Air District’s Non-Discrimination
Coordinator, Rex Sanders, at (415) 749-4951 or by email at rsanders@baagmd.gov.
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BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
375 BEALE STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

FOR QUESTIONS PLEASE CALL (415) 749-4941
EXECUTIVE OFFICE:

MONTHLY CALENDAR OF AIR DISTRICT ANTICIPATED MEETINGS

TYPE OF MEETING

Board of Directors Regular Meeting

Board of Directors Climate Protection
Committee

Board of Directors Regular Meeting
(CANCELLED)

Board of Directors Community and Public
Health Committee

Board of Directors Budget and Finance
Committee (CANCELLED)

Board of Directors Mobile Source
Committee (CANCELLED)

TYPE OF MEETING

Board of Directors Regular Meeting
(CANCELLED)

Board of Directors Stationary Source

Board of Directors Stationary Source
(Cancelled and Rescheduled to July 8)

Board of Directors Personnel Committee
(CANCELLED)

Board of Directors Legislative Committee
(CANCELLED)

Board of Directors Mobile Source
Committee

Advisory Council Meeting

Board of Directors Special Meeting

MV -5/29/2019 -11:53 a.m.

JUNE 2019
DAY DATE TIME
Wednesday 5 9:30 a.m.
Monday 10 9:30 a.m.
Wednesday 19 9:30 a.m.
Thursday 20 9:30 a.m.
Wednesday 26 9:30 a.m.
Thursday 27 9:30 a.m.
JULY 2019
DAY DATE TIME
Wednesday 3 9:30 a.m.
Monday 8 9:30 a.m.
Monday 15 9:30 a.m.
Wednesday 17 9:30 a.m.
Wednesday 24 9:30 a.m.
Thursday 25 9:30 a.m.
Monday 29 10:00 a.m.
Wednesday 31 9:30 a.m.

ROOM
1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor, Yerba Buena
Room #109

1% Floor Board Room

ROOM

1% Floor Board Room

1%t Floor, Yerba Buena
Room #109

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor, Yerba Buena
Room #109

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

G/Board/Executive Office/Moncal



AGENDA: 4

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Minutes of the Board of Directors Special Budget Hearing Meeting and Special
Meeting of May 15, 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approve the attached draft minutes of the Board of Directors Special Budget Hearing and Special
Meeting of May 15, 2019.

DISCUSSION

Attached for your review and approval are the draft minutes of the Board of Directors Special
Meeting Budget Hearing and Special Meeting of May 15, 2019.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Marcy Hiratzka
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 4A: Draft Minutes of the Board of Directors Special Budget Hearing Meeting of
May 15, 2019
Attachment 4B: Draft Minutes of the Board of Directors Special Meeting of May 15, 2019



AGENDA 4A - ATTACHMENT

Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Special Meeting / Budget Hearing of May 15, 2019

Bay Area Air Quality Management District
375 Beale Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 749-5073

Board of Directors Special Meeting / Budget Hearing
Wednesday, May 15, 2019

DRAFT MINUTES
Note: Audio recordings of the meeting are available on the website of the

Bay Area Air Quality Management District at
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

CALL TO ORDER

1. Board of Directors (Board) Chairperson, Katie Rice, called the meeting to order at 9:34
a.m.
Roll Call:

Present: Chairperson Katie Rice; Vice Chairperson Rod Sinks; Secretary Cindy Chavez;
and Directors Teresa Barrett, John J. Bauters, David J. Canepa, Pauline Russo
Cutter, John Gioia, Carole Groom, David Hudson, Tyrone Jue, Doug Kim, Liz
Kniss, Gordon Mar, Nate Miley, Mark Ross, Jim Spering, Brad Wagenknecht,
and Lori Wilson.

Absent: Directors Margaret Abe-Koga, Scott Haggerty, Karen Mitchoff, and Shirlee
Zane.

PUBLIC HEARING

2. First Public Hearing on the Proposed Air District Budget for Fiscal Year Ending
(FYE) 2020. A Final Public Hearing is scheduled for Wednesday, June 5, 2019 to
Consider Adoption of the Proposed Budget for FYE 2020.

NOTED PRESENT: Director Wagenknecht was noted present at 9:38 a.m.; Secretary Chavez
was noted present at 9:39 a.m.; Director Mar was noted present at 9:49 a.m.; and Director Miley
was noted present at 10:11 a.m.

Dr. Jeff McKay, Chief Financial Officer, gave the staff presentation First Public Hearing on the
Proposed Air District Budget for Fiscal Year Ending 2020, including: outline, current fiscal year
(FYE 2019 projections); financial history (actions taken during downturn); actual reserves and
policy (excludes building proceeds); General Fund expenditure trend; staffing trend (filled
positions); medical retirement - Other Post-Employment Benefits (OPEB); California Public
Employees’ Retirement System (CalPERS) pension - historical Rate of Return and funding ratio;
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Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Special Meeting / Budget Hearing of May 15, 2019

FYE 2020 Proposed Budget overview; General Fund revenue sources and expenditures (of FYE
2020 Proposed Budget); capital budget; cost recovery trend; fees and cost recovery (overview
and future state); Reserves policy; reserves designations (of FYE 2020 Proposed Budget);
retirement liabilities; OPEB overview; CalPERS pension plan; Budget summary (FYE 2020);
actions taken; and future actions.

Chair Rice opened the first of two required public hearings for the exclusive purpose of
considering testimony on the Air District’s Proposed Budget for FYE 2020.

Public Comments

No requests received.

Board Comments

The Board and staff discussed how the Air District’s Particulate Matter (PM) Summit relates to
the increase in Advisory Council professional services in the FYE 2020 Proposed Program
Budget; the Air District’s anticipation of fewer vacancies in 2020 than for 2019; the request that
new full-time equivalent positions (and their staffing level) be individually listed in future
budgets; how filling vacancies will affect the Air District’s reserves and cost recovery; the
difficulty of projecting medical retirement costs, as staffing increases over time, and the Air
District’s strategy of funding them as they accrue; the current number of vacancies at the Air
District; challenges regarding employee retention, and the ratio of retirement versus resignation;
the Board-mandated economic contingency of 20% of budget, regarding reserves designations;
how the May revision to the Governor’s state budget is projected to affect Assembly Bill (AB)
617 funding, as well as other initiatives and programs of the Air District, and the request that Air
District staff continue to monitor activity in Sacramento and alert the Board of opportunities to
take action, if needed; whether the Air District’s expenditure and revenue trends are considered
typical; the anticipated increase to the Air District’s total obligation, unfunded percentage, and
annual required contribution, should CalPERS decrease the expected rate of return; the
suggestion that the Air District conducts a customer service survey of permitted facilities
regarding the efficiency of the Air District’s permitting program; and the tradeoffs of increasing
the Air District’s CalPERS pension rate of return.

Chair Rice closed the public hearing.
Board Action
None; receive and file.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

3. Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section
54954.3

No requests received.



Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Special Meeting / Budget Hearing of May 15, 2019

OTHER BUSINESS

4, BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS
None.
5. TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING

Wednesday, June 5, 2019 Bay Area Air Quality Management District Office, 1% Floor Board
Room, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco, CA 94105 at 9:30 a.m.

6. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 10:17 a.m.

Marcy Hiratzka
Clerk of the Boards



AGENDA 4B - ATTACHMENT
Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Special Meeting of May 15, 2019

Bay Area Air Quality Management District
375 Beale Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 749-5073

Board of Directors Special Meeting
Wednesday, May 15, 2019

DRAFT MINUTES
Note: Audio recordings of the meeting are available on the website of the

Bay Area Air Quality Management District at
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

CALL TO ORDER

1. Opening Comments: Board of Directors (Board) Chairperson, Katie Rice, called the meeting
to order at 10:25 a.m.

Roll Call:

Present: Chairperson Katie Rice; Vice Chairperson Rod Sinks; Secretary Cindy Chavez; and
Directors Teresa Barrett, John J. Bauters, David J. Canepa, Pauline Russo Cultter,
John Gioia, Carole Groom, David Hudson, Tyrone Jue, Doug Kim, Liz Kbniss,
Gordon Mar, Nate Miley, Mark Ross, Jim Spering, Brad Wagenknecht, and Lori
Wilson.

Absent: Directors Margaret Abe-Koga, Scott Haggerty, Karen Mitchoff, and Shirlee Zane.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

2. Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3
No requests received.

CLOSED SESSION (10:27 a.m.)

3. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL
A. EXISTING LITIGATION (Government Code Section 54956.9(a))

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54945.9(a), a need exists to meet in closed session with
legal counsel to consider the following case:
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Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Special Meeting of May 15, 2019

Michael Bachmann and Sarah Steele v. Bay Area AQMD, Contra Costa County Superior
Court, Case No. C17-01565.

REPORT OUT: Brian Bunger, Air District Counsel, stated that there was no reportable action
for this item.

B. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS (Government Code § 54957.6(a))

Agency Negotiators: Jack P. Broadbent, Executive Officer/APCO
Rex Sanders, Chief Administrative Officer0

Employee Organizations: Management and Confidential Employee Groups
Bay Area Air Quality Employee’s Association, Inc.

REPORT OUT: Mr. Bunger reported that the Board gave Air District staff authorization to
proceed with labor negotiations.

OPEN SESSION (11:09 a.m.)

CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS 4-7)

Minutes of the Board of Directors Regular Meeting of May 1, 2019

Board Communications Received from May 1, 2019 through May 14, 2019
Air District Personnel on Out-of-State Business Travel

Renewal of Contract for Spare the Air Advertising and Messaging Campaigns

No ok

Public Comments

No comments received.

Board Comments

None.
Board Action

Director Bauters made a motion, seconded by Director Canepa, to approve the Consent Calendar
Items 4 through 7, inclusive; and the motion carried by the following vote of the Board:

AYES: Barrett, Bauters, Canepa, Chavez, Cutter, Gioia, Groom, Hudson, Jue, Kim,
Kniss, Mar, Miley, Rice, Ross, Sinks, Spering, Wagenknecht, Wilson.
NOES: None.

ABSTAIN:  None.
ABSENT: Abe-Koga, Haggerty, Mitchoff, Zane.
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PRESENTATION

8. Update on the Port of Oakland’s Seaport Air Quality Plan

Greg Nudd, Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer of Policy, gave the staff presentation Update on the
Port of Oakland’s Seaport Air Quality Plan, including: Maritime Air Quality Improvement Plan;
emission reductions at the Port of Oakland from 2008-2017; Seaport Air Quality 2020 and Beyond
Plan — a pathway to zero-emissions seaport operations; local cancer risk, impact zones, and targets for
cancer risk; and Zone 2 - cancer risk differences attributed to specific local sources.

Richard Sinkoff, Director of Environmental Programs and Planning at the Port of Oakland (Port),
gave the presentation Seaport Air Quality 2020 and Beyond Plan — the Pathway to Zero Emissions,
including: overview of the Port; why update the Air Quality Plan; 2020 and Beyond Plan goals; plan
development milestones and implementation; screening and evaluation process; “review, comment,
respond, revise”; relationship to other plans; intermediate term goals; projects currently underway;
first hybrid rubber tire gantry (RTG) in service; next steps; and our commitment to their future.

Other stakeholders that were invited to comment on the Port of Oakland’s Seaport Air Quality Plan
included Ms. Margaret Gordon and Brian Beveridge of the West Oakland Environmental Indicators
Project, and Andy Garcia of GSC Logistics.

Public Comments

Public comments were given by David Wooley, UC Berkeley, Goldman School of Public Policy.

Board Comments

The Board and staff discussed the approximate number of residents in West Oakland; Port of Long
Beach’s Middle Harbor Terminal Redevelopment Project and how its operational/technological
feasibility compares with capabilities at the Port of Oakland; projections of throughput and growth
over time at the Port of Oakland; whether vessel speed reduction would help reduce emissions and
whether the Port of Oakland has authority over that; how amendments to the California Air Resources
Board’s Airborne Toxic Control Measure for Auxiliary Diesel Engines Operated on Ocean-Going
Vessels At-Berth in a California Port Regulation may affect the Port of Oakland’s Seaport Air Quality
Plan; the status of the Air District’s relationship with the Port of Oakland and whether that
relationship can serve as a model for the oil refineries; the Port of Oakland’s goal of deploying 44
pieces of zero-emissions cargo-handling equipment by 2025, and whether the Port of Oakland plans to
continue electrification beyond 2025; the percentage of harbor craft and ocean-going vessels that visit
the Port of Oakland that are currently capable of plugging into shore power; how the City of Oakland
Charter appoints and gives the Board of Port Commissioners exclusive control and management of the
Port of Oakland; the history of policies that have directly impacted minorities at disproportionate
levels in the Bay Area; the concern that the Port of Oakland’s Seaport Air Quality Plan is not
ambitious or refined enough, and the Board’s hope that the Air District and Port of Oakland would
conceive bold goals that exceed the public’s expectations; the Board’s appreciation for the history and
continuing work of the West Oakland Environmental Indicators Project; the difficulty of land use
planning due to the lack of space with which to accommodate both industrial and residential facilities
without one sector impacting the other; the suggestion that the Air District’s Technology
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Implementation Office analyzes the market penetration of the proposed technologies that will be used
by the Port and how to reduce the proposed Plan’s implementation costs (for the Port of Oakland); the
feasibility of updating the Air District’s 2017 Clean Air Plan with some specific technologies that will
be utilized by the Port of Oakland in meeting the goals of the Seaport Air Quality Plan; how the Air
District, lacking direct mobile source authority, plans to encourage mobile sources of air pollution to
upgrade their technologies to achieve greater reductions in emissions, and whether the Air District
plans to pursue indirect source authority during the next legislative session; the suggestion that the Air
District appeals for help in reducing emission to the Oakland City Council, who has land-use authority
over the Port of Oakland; and the importance of connecting policy and regulation to the actual people
who are affected in the community.

Board Action
None; receive and file.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

9. Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3
No requests received.

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

10. Board Members’ Comments

— Vice Chair Sinks said that he would welcome an opportunity for Board members to visit the
Port of Oakland to see its operations. Director Groom noted that Board members visited the
Port almost ten years ago, and that it would be beneficial and interesting to see the differences
now, or even hold a Board meeting there.

— Vice Chair Sinks announced that Air District staff will be polling the Stationary Source
Committee members for July 15, 2019.

— Director Kniss thanked Chair Rice for providing the Board members opportunity to read The
Color of Law, as it pertains to the history of environmental racism and denial of various
services to residents of socioeconomic or racially-associated communities.

OTHER BUSINESS

11. Report of the Executive Officer/Air Pollution Control Officer
Mr. Broadbent stated the following:

— On May 5, 2019, Ms. Marie Harrison community activist, and Bayview resident, passed away.
The Air District is working with her family to create a scholarship in her name.

— His presentation Air Quality Management in the San Francisco Bay Area and United States of
America, presented to the U.S. Speaker Program of the U.S. Department of State’s Bureau of
International Information Programs in April 2019, will be sent to the Board members.



Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Special Meeting of May 15, 2019

12. Chairperson’s Report
Chair Rice made the following announcements:
— The vacancies on the Budget & Finance, Mobile Source, and Climate Protection Committees
have been filled by Director Jue, Vice Chair Sinks, and Director Hudson, respectively.
— Director Hudson and Chair Rice will be attending the 32" Annual International Electric
Vehicle Symposium in Lyon, France.
— The Air District may or may not be affected by planned power outages by the Bay Area utility
companies.
13. Time and Place of Next Meeting
Wednesday, June 5, 2019, at 375 Beale Street, San Francisco, CA 94105 at 9:30 a.m.
14.  Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 1:11 p.m.

Marcy Hiratzka
Clerk of the Boards



AGENDA: 5

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Board Communications Received from May 15, 2019 through June 4, 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

DISCUSSION

Copies of communications directed to the Board of Directors received by the Air District from
May 15, 2019, through June 4, 2019, if any, will be at each Board Member’s place at the June 5,
2019, Board meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by:  Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson




AGENDA: 6

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Notices of Violations Issued and Settlements in Excess of $10,000 April 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.
DISCUSSION

In accordance with Resolution No. 2012-08, attached to this Memorandum is a listing of all
Notices of Violations issued, and all settlements for amounts in excess of $10,000 during the
calendar month prior to this report.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

The amounts of civil penalties collected are included in the Air District’s general fund budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Brian C. Bunger

Attachment 6A: Notices of Violations for the Month of April 2019



NOTICES OF VIOLATIONS ISSUED

The following Notice(s) of Violations were issued in April 2019:

AGENDA 6A - ATTACHMENT

Alameda
Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments
Bayview Inaccurate start date /
Environmental G2974 | Oakland AS58919A | 4/29/2019 | 11-2-401.5 | ASB106335
Failure to conduct annual
C AR Service C8043 | Oakland A58447A | 4/15/2019 | 2-1-307 testing
Late Notification /
FP Investments Z6093 | Pleasanton | A59089A | 4/24/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | ASB107467
Homeowner 76034 | Oakland A59086A | 4/15/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Late notification
Lawrence
Livermore
National
Laboratory A0255 | Livermore AS59085A | 4/10/2019 | 11-2-401.5 | Failure to revise start date
R&B Equipment | Z4338 | Hayward AS57885A | 4/10/2019 | 2-1-301 Unpermitted crushers
R&B Equipment | Z4338 | Hayward A57885B | 4/10/2019 | 2-1-302 Unpermitted crushers
SFD Z6058 | Oakland A59087A | 4/19/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Late Notification
Shivjoti Rani 76083 | Oakland A59088A | 4/23/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Late Notifier
Western Digital RCA #07H31 / 07H32
Corporation A8391 | Fremont A57020A | 4/3/2019 | 2-1-307 denied (PC 23227-7, 10)
Bayview Inaccurate start date /
Environmental G2974 | Oakland A58919A | 4/29/2019 | 11-2-401.5 | ASB106335




Failure to conduct annual

C AR Service C8043 | Oakland A58447A | 4/15/2019 | 2-1-307 testing
Late Notification /
FP Investments Z6093 | Pleasanton | A59089A | 4/24/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | ASB107467
Contra Costa
Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments
Operating concrete batch
plant W/O Authority to
Berkeley Ready Construct & Permit to
Mix Services Z6038 | Antioch A58261A | 4/15/2019 | 2-1-301 Operate
Operating concrete batch
plant W/O Authority to
Berkeley Ready Construct & Permit to
Mix Services Z6038 | Antioch A58261B | 4/15/2019 | 2-1-302 Operate
Flaring unscrubbed vent
Chevron Products gas; H25>230 ms/dscm;
Company A0010 | Richmond A58934A | 4/10/2019 | 10 Dev 4930
SO2 emissions > 250ppm
Chevron Products 1-hr avg; 527 ppm / RCA#
Company A0010 | Richmond AS58935A | 4/10/2019 | 9-1-307 07F76; Dev 5067
Operated ESP outside of
permitted limits; P/C
Chevron Products 11066 Sec 36; RCA#
Company A0010 | Richmond AS58936A | 4/10/2019 | 2-6-307 07H80, DEV# 5203
Failure to identify all
components. Valve was
Chevron Products untagged & not monitored
Company A0010 | Richmond A58937A | 4/10/2019 | 8-18-402.1 | in LDAR / Dev 5315
Valve was untagged & not
Chevron Products monitored in LDAR / Dev
Company A0010 | Richmond A58937B | 4/10/2019 | 10 5315
Failure to meet permit
condition. Failed to
Chevron Products provide find component
Company A0010 | Richmond AS58938A | 4/10/2019 | 2-6-307 count and offsets
Chevron Products Exceed CWT daily
Company A0010 | Richmond AS58939A | 4/10/2019 | 2-6-307 throughput limit




Chevron Products

Exceeded flare NG
supplemental gas limit /
PC 24136 part 121 / Dev

Company A0010 | Richmond A58940A | 4/10/2019 | 2-6-307 5299 RCA#07J92
Flaring of unstable vent
Chevron Products gas H2S 723 odor dev
Company A0010 | Richmond A58941A | 4/29/2019 | 10 4962
Chevron Products Exceeded daily flaring rate
Company A0010 | Richmond A58942A | 4/29/2019 | 2-6-307 limit; PC16686
None Z6068 | Antioch A58917A | 4/22/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Failure to notify
Phillips 66
Company - San
Francisco NOXx concentration excess
Refinery A0016 | Rodeo A59056A | 4/8/2019 | 2-6-307 RCA 07J49
Phillips 66
Company - San
Francisco 40 CFR 60.104(a)(1);
Refinery A0016 | Rodeo A59058A | 4/18/2019 | 10 BAAQMD Dev# 5286
No authority to construct
Pinole Rodeo or permit to operate for
Auto Wreckers B9653 | Rodeo A59057A | 4/11/2019 | 2-1-301 gasoline engine
No authority to construct
Pinole Rodeo or permit to operate for
Auto Wreckers B9653 | Rodeo A59057B | 4/11/2019 | 2-1-302 gasoline engine
Plant Hazardous
Services Y4996 | Alamo A58916A | 4/2/2019 | 11-2-401.5 | Failure to Revise
Shell Martinez RCA# 07J98 Opacity
Refinery A0011 | Martinez AS58611A | 4/19/2019 | 6-1-302 Excess
Shell Martinez Failure to meet permit
Refinery A0011 | Martinez A58612A | 4/19/2019 | 2-6-307 condition
San Francisco
Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments
San Francisco
South East San Unabated release of
Treatment Plant A0568 | Francisco AS57575A | 4/5/2019 | 2-1-307 Biogas (RCA 07G67)




Phase | adaptor torque

San failed (87 vapor + 91
Unocal #5458 Z0791 | Francisco A58540A | 4/16/2019 | 8-7-301.5 | vapor)

San
William Wu Z6072 | Francisco A58918A | 4/22/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Failure to notify
San Mateo

Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments
Failure to pass drop tube

ARCO Products test once in last 36-month
Company A8691 | Daly City A58446A | 4/11/2019 | 2-1-307 period

Redwood Inaccurate start date /
DPR Construction | Z6041 | City AS58580A | 4/17/2019 | 11-2-401.5 | ASB# 105988
Guardant Health Redwood Failure to keep adequate
Inc. Z6001 | City A58023A | 4/3/2019 | 2-1-307 records (P/C#22820 # 4)
Silicon Valley Redwood Failure to meet NOX limit
Clean Water A1534 | City A58024A | 4/11/2019 | 9-8-302 ST#19088
Silicon Valley Redwood Failure to meet NOX limit
Clean Water Al1534 | City A58024B | 4/11/2019 | 2-1-307 ST#19088
VKK Signmakers, Redwood No A/C P10 for spray
Inc A5161 | City AS58025A | 4/24/2019 | 2-1-301 booth
VKK Signmakers, Redwood No A/C P10 for spray
Inc A5161 | City A58025B | 4/24/2019 | 2-1-302 booth




Santa Clara

Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments
No current annual 2019
Chevron Z6059 | San Jose A57769A | 4/19/2019 | 2-1-307 Source Tests
City of Sunnyvale
Water Pollution Oil change not completed
Control A0733 | Sunnyvale A58217A | 4/15/2019 | 2-6-307 within 1,440 hours
EZ Cleaner & Expired dry cleaner
Shoe Repair B0379 | Los Gatos A56546A | 4/5/2019 | 8-17-404 registration
Fujitsu
Technology and
Business of
America, Inc A2059 | Sunnyvale A58216A | 4/3/2019 | 2-1-301 No authority to construct
Fujitsu
Technology and
Business of
America, Inc A2059 | Sunnyvale A58216B | 4/3/2019 | 2-1-302 No permit to operate
Hazardous waste bags
removed from
Michael Roberts containment w/o labels &
Construction, Inc | V2885 | Campbell AB5676A | 4/3/2019 11-2-304.1 | manifest
Michael Roberts
Construction, Inc | V2885 | Campbell A55676B | 4/3/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Improper notification
San Jose Country
Club Z2495 | SanJose A57768A | 4/3/2019 | 2-1-307 No Annual ST 2015-2018
Tinh Truong P4004 | Sunnyvale AS58579A | 4/8/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | Demolition with no Job #
Solano
Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments
Permit to operate has
Chevron Z6112 | Vallejo AS59051A | 4/29/2019 | 2-1-302 expired




Air Quality testing not
performed within 12

Silicon Valley months of last testing. PC
Shell 76128 | Vallejo A59050A | 4/18/2019 | 2-1-307 #24824 & 20666
Valero Refining
Company - 5 Leaky safety valves on
California B2626 | Benicia A58470A | 4/24/2019 | 8-5-306.2 | tank >500 ppm
Sonoma
Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments

Rohnert Failure to notify/pass static
Herc Rentals Z6009 | Park AS58539A | 4/5/2019 | 2-1-307 pressure test in 2019
SFD Z6031 | Sebastopol | A58162A | 4/15/2019 | 5-301.1 Illegal Burn
Sonoma
Developmental Source Test number NTV-
Center A1941 | Eldridge AS58159A | 4/10/2019 | 9-7-307.3 | 2182 NST-4847
Sonoma
Developmental Source Test Number
Center A1941 | Eldridge AS58160A | 4/10/2019 | 9-7-307.3 | NTV-2183 NST-4847
Sonoma
Developmental Source Test Number
Center A1941 | Eldridge AS58161A | 4/10/2019 | 9-7-307.3 | NTV-2184 NST-4847
District Wide

Issuance
Site Name Site # City NOV # Date Regulation Comments

PARC
Environmental - Improper notification.
Fresno, CA Y0262 | Fresno AS58578A | 4/8/2019 | 11-2-401.3 | ASB105958




SETTLEMENTS FOR $10,000 OR MORE REACHED

There were 3 settlement(s) for $10,000 or more completed in April 2019,

1) On April 16, 2019, the Air District reached settlement with Ramos Qil Co, Inc for $64,000,
regarding the allegations contained in the following two Notices of Violations:

Issuance | Occurrence
NOV # Date Date Regulation Comments from Enforcement
A56054A |10/21/2016| 7/25/2016 8-39-302 |District St. #17009
A56054B | 10/21/2016 | 7/25/2016 8-39-308.2 |District St. #17009
A56054C | 10/21/2016 | 7/25/2016 8-39-308.3 |District St. #17009
A56064A | 6/1/2017 3/8/2017 8-39-308.3 |District Source Test #17128

2) On April 22, 2019, the Air District reached settlement with Zero Waste Energy Development
Company, LLC for $37,000, regarding the allegations contained in the following six Notices of

Violations:
Issuance | Occurrence
NOV # Date Date Regulation Comments from Enforcement
A54130A | 6/9/2015 7/31/2014 2-1-307 Failed Source Test. NTV #1517 & 1518.
A54131A | 7/29/2015 | 12/29/2013 2-1-301 Equipment installed w/o A/C or P/O
A54131B | 7/29/2015 | 12/29/2013 2-1-302 Equipment installed w/o A/C or P/O
Failed to perform source test on Biofilters & ph out of
A54132A | 7/29/2015 4/6/2015 2-1-307 range
A54133A | 7/29/2015 4/6/2015 1-523 Failed to report parametric excursions
A54135A | 9/2/2015 2-1-307  |Failure to maintain temperature at the flare
A54137A | 11/24/2015| 7/25/2015 2-1-307 Denied RCA 06V75

3) On April 17, 2019, the District Attorney of Alameda County informed the District of a civil
judgment reached with 1919 Crew LLC. for $63,000, regarding the allegations contained in the
following three Notices of Violations:

Issuance | Occurrence
NOV # Date Date Regulation Comments from Enforcement
A56003A | 7/29/2016 | 7/29/2016 11-2-401.3 |Failure to notify for demolition




A56003B | 7/29/2016 11-2-303.8

A56005A | 9/8/2016 7/29/2016 11-2-303.1 |Not adequately wetting down during renovation
A56005B | 9/8/2016 11-2-303.3 |Demolition with RACM in place

A56005C | 9/8/2016 11-2-303.6 |No containment

A56005D | 9/8/2016 11-2-303.7 |Not a clean work site

A56005E | 9/8/2016 11-2-303.8 |No survey prior to renovation or demolition
A56005F | 9/8/2016 11-2-303.9 |No certified representative on site

A56005G | 9/8/2016 11-2-304.1 |RACM not kept in leak tight labeled containers
A56006A | 9/8/2016 7/29/2016 11-2-401.3 |Failure to notify for renovation work




AGENDA: 7

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Authorization to Execute a Contract for Graphic Design

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Board of Directors (Board) will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute
a one-year contract with the selected design firm for a total amount not to exceed $175,000 for
graphic design.

BACKGROUND

The Air District’s Communications Office relies on contractors to assist with graphic designing
for infographics, Spare the Air campaign materials and presentations. The growing need for social
media messaging and illustrative graphics has required ongoing graphic design work.

The Air District received eight (8) submissions from prospective graphic designers. The
submissions were evaluated based on statements of qualifications and work samples pursuant to
the posted Request for Qualifications (RFQ).

The scores were averaged, and those scores were summed for each bidder. The table on
Attachment 1 shows the RFQ criteria and each firm’s averaged score for the proposal evaluations.

DISCUSSION

Staff is recommending Board approval of a new graphic design contract as needed to coincide with
the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2019 budget.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

Funding for this contract comes from the following sources:
e Spare the Air Every Day

o Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) - $25,000 from FYE 2019



e Winter Spare the Air
0 General Revenue - $25,000 from the proposed FYE 2019 budget
e General Revenue - $125,000 from the proposed FYE 2019 budget

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO

Prepared by: Kristine Roselius
Reviewed by: Wayne Kino

Attachment 7A:  Graphic Design Services Scoring Summary



AGENDA 7A - ATTACHMENT

Graphic Design Services
Scoring Summary

. Average Design Agency Gov / Env Unique Design Staff anwlgdge
Firm Approach . . e L District Cost
Total Experience | Knowledge | Experience | Qualifications | Samples | Availability Policies

. /45pts . /5pts /5pts | /5pts | /5pts . /5pts /5pts . /5pts_/5pts /5pts

43.25
Envall Design pts 5 pts 5 pts 5 pts 5 pts 4.5 pts 4.5 pts 5 pts 4.75 pts 4.5 pts
We The Creative | 34.5 pts 4 pts 4 pts 4.25 pts 3.5 pts 4 pts 3.75 pts 3.75 pts 4.25 pts 3 pts
Project6 Design | 30.5 pts | 3.75 pts 3.25 pts 3.75 pts 3.25 pts 2.75 pts 3 pts 3.75 pts 4.25 pts 2.75 pts
Mission Critical | 29.5 pts 3.5 pts 3.25 pts 3.25 pts 2.5 pts 3.5 pts 3.25 pts 3.5 pts 3.75 pts 3 pts
Creative
27.75
OneWorld ts 3.5 pts 4 pts 3.5 pts 3.75 pts 3 pts 3.25 pts 2.75 pts 2.25 pts 1.75 pts
Communications P
Pat David
Design Group 27.5 pts 3.5 pts 3.5 pts 2.5 pts 2.75 pts 2.5 pts 3 pts 3.25 pts 3.75 pts 2.75 pts
Nemoi 23.5pts | 3.25pts 2.75 pts 2 pts 1.75 pts 2.75 pts 3.25 pts 2.75 pts 2.5 pts 2.5 pts
Overstreet 19 pts 2.25 pts 2 pts 2 pts 2.25 pts 1.75 pts 2.25 pts 2.25 pts 2.5 pts 1.75 pts

Associates



AGENDA: 8

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Authorization to Execute a Contract with KBM-Hogue for Furniture Redesign and
Purchase

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Board of Directors will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute a
contract, for an amount not to exceed $120,000.00, with KBM-Hogue for furniture services
relative to the reconfiguration of existing workstations, offices and conference rooms of the
eighth-floor at 375 Beale Street and to negotiate and execute related change work orders, as
needed.

BACKGROUND

At the September 19, 2018, meeting of the Board of Directors, staff was authorized to execute a
contract with Swinerton Builders for general contracting services for the renovation of portions
of the eighth floor at 375 Beale Street.

DISCUSSION

The Air District is preparing to renovate the eighth-floor executive area and has made
preliminary plans with KBM-Hogue to inventory, store and reinstall existing furniture in those
areas that allow it, while procuring new furniture for areas that require it.

The building manager, Cushman & Wakefield, has established a contractor list based on past
projects at 375 Beale Street. The proposed project was not part of a new request for proposals
process because of the established contractor list and associated preferred rates available to the
Air District as a co-tenant of the Bay Area Headquarters Authority, who ran an extensive bidding
process for the Headquarters’ furniture KBM-Hogue is the original furniture vendor for 375
Beale Street.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

The cost of the proposed project is provided for in the Fiscal Year Ending 2019 Budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by:  Sean Gallagher
Reviewed by:  Maricela Martinez




AGENDA: 9

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Consider Approving a Resolution Which Provides Salary Adjustments to the
Management and Confidential Employee Groups

RECOMMENDATION

Recommend the Board of Directors consider approving a resolution, which provides salary
adjustments to the management and confidential employee groups effective July 1, 2019.

BACKGROUND

The management and confidential employee groups are unrepresented employees whose current
salary resolution will expire on June 30, 2019 at the same time as the Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) between the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) and
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District Employees’ Association (BAAQMD-EA). The
Air District and the BAAQMD-EA are currently in successor contract discussions and have not
completed negotiations as of the date of this memorandum. While the parties work to reach an
agreement, the Air District proposes to adjust the salaries of the management and confidential
employee groups based on the preceding resolution and agreement for salary increases which is
based on increases to the Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers for
San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose (CPI) for the preceding calendar year, as reported by the Bureau
of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of Labor, over the wage and salaries in effect on the
preceding June 30, 2018, in an amount no less than one percent (1%) and no more three and one-
half percent (3.5%).

The 2018 calendar year CPI exceeded 3.5%.
DISCUSSION
The salary changes for the management and confidential employees group include:

1. A one-year term beginning July 1, 2019 and ending on June 30, 2020, or a term equal to
the term of a successor contract with the BAAQMD EA, whichever is longest.



2. An annual cost of living adjustment (COLA) effective on July 1, 2019 of 3.5% or an
amount equal to a negotiated salary increase for the BAAQMD-EA bargaining group,
whichever is highest, on the same terms as the negotiated agreement.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no impact to the Fiscal Year Ending 2020 budget.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Rex Sanders

Attachment 9A: Draft Resolution to Approve Salary Changes to the Management and
Confidential Employee Groups

Attachment 9B: Bay Area Air Quality Management District Salary Schedule



AGENDA 9A - ATTACHMENT

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Resolution No. 2019-

A Resolution to Approve Salary Adjustments to the Management and
Confidential Employee Groups

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors established Salary Ranges and
Classifications on June 10, 1962, pursuant to Resolution-No: 270 and has from
time to time amended those Salary Ranges and Classifications;

WHEREAS, current Resolution No. 2018-06 was approved by the Board of
Directors on August 2, 2017 and said Resolution has an expiration date of June
30, 2019;

WHEREAS, the Air District Budget for FY 2019-2020 includes funds for Board of
Director discretionary use in adjusting salaries and fringe benefits for Air District
employees;

WHEREAS, the successor Memorandum of Understanding (the “MOU”) with the
employees represented by the recognized employee organization Bay Area Air
Quality Management District Employees Association (“EA”) is set to expire on
June 30, 2019, and a successor MOU is being negotiated and completion is
anticipated in the FY 2019-2020 period,;

WHEREAS, management employees and confidential employees are not
represented by a recognized employee organization;

WHEREAS, the preceding resolution and collective bargaining agreement for
salary increases is based on increases to the consumer Price Index for Urban
Wage Earners and Clerical Workers for San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose for the
preceding calendar year, as reported by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S.
Department of Labor, over the wage and salaries in effect on the preceding June
30, 2019. The minimum increase will be one percent (1%) and the maximum
increase shall be three and one-half percent (3.5%);

WHEREAS, the 2018 calendar year Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage
Earners and Clerical Workers for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose as
reported by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of Labor exceeded
3.5%;

WHEREAS, the FY 2018-2019 salary schedule attached hereto includes a 3.5%
increase for management and confidential employees for FY 2019-2020 pending
the completion of negotiations with the recognized employee organization;
whereby salaries of management and confidential employee groups will be



adjusted to whichever is highest of 3.5% or an amount negotiated between the
Air District and the recognized employee organization; whereby any additionally
proposed salary adjustments will be presented to the Board of Directors for
approval at such time;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors
approves the salary schedules attached hereto effective July 1, 2019 which
provides a 3.5% increase to the salaries of Management and Confidential
Employee Groups.

The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed and adopted
at a regular meeting of the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District on the Motion of :

seconded by ;.on the day
of 2019 by the following vote of the Board:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
KATIE RICE

Chairperson of the Board of Directors
ATTEST:

CINDY CHAVEZ
Secretary of the Board of Directors



AGENDA 9B - ATTACHMENT

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
SALARY SCHEDULE FOR MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL CLASSES
Annually/Monthly/Bi-weekly/Hourly effective July 1, 2019

ID-JDE MANAGEMENT Per Employment Agreement
1B101 Executive Officer/Air Pollution Control Officer 319108.92
26592.41
12273.42
153.42
1B102 Counsel 305904.56
25492.05
11765.56
147.07
ID-JDE MANAGEMENT Range Step A Step B Step C Step D Step E
3M101 Air Monitoring Manager 148M  138591.61 145521.19 152797.25 160437.11 168458.97

11549.30 12126.77 12733.10 13369.76 14038.25
5330.45 5596.97 5876.82 6170.66 6479.19
66.63 69.96 73.46 77.13 80.99

3M102 Air Quality Engineering Manager 148M  138591.61 145521.19 152797.25 160437.11 168458.97
11549.30 12126.77 12733.10 13369.76 14038.25

5330.45 5596.97 5876.82 6170.66 6479.19

66.63 69.96 73.46 77.13 80.99

3M103 Air Quality Planning Manager 148M  138591.61 145521.19 152797.25 160437.11 168458.97
11549.30 12126.77 12733.10 13369.76 14038.25

5330.45 5596.97 5876.82 6170.66 6479.19

66.63 69.96 73.46 77.13 80.99

3M104 Air Quality Program Manager 148M  138591.61 145521.19 152797.25 160437.11 168458.97
11549.30 12126.77 12733.10 13369.76 14038.25

5330.45 5596.97 5876.82 6170.66 6479.19

66.63 69.96 73.46 77.13 80.99

8M101 Assistant Counsel | 149M  134867.14 141610.50 148691.02 156125.57 163931.85
11238.93 11800.87 12390.92 13010.46 13660.99

5187.20 5446.56 5718.89 6004.83 6305.07

64.84 68.08 71.49 75.06 78.81

7M101 Assistant Counsel II 153M  156570.59 164399.12 172619.07 181250.03 190312.53
13047.55 13699.93 14384.92 15104.17 15859.38

6021.95 6323.04 6639.20 6971.15 7319.71

75.27 79.04 82.99 87.14 91.50

3M121 Assistant Manager 147M  135251.56 142014.14 149114.85 156570.59 164399.12
11270.96 11834.51 12426.24 13047.55 13699.93

5201.98 5462.08 5735.19 6021.95 6323.04

65.02 68.28 71.69 75.27 79.04

3M117 Audit & Special Projects Manager 148M  138591.61 145521.19 152797.25 160437.11 168458.97
11549.30 12126.77 12733.10 13369.76 14038.25

5330.45 5596.97 5876.82 6170.66 6479.19

66.63 69.96 73.46 77.13 80.99

(1) Board Approval on February 21, 2018 5/29/2019



ID-JDE MANAGEMENT(CONTINUED)

3M105 Business Manager

2M111 Communications Officer

1M101 Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer

1M102 Deputy Executive Officer

2M110 Director/Officer

2M101 Director of Administration

2M102 Director of Enforcement

2M103 Director of Engineering

2M108 Director of Strategic Incentives

2M104 Director of Information Services

2M105 Director of Planning and Research

2M107 Director of Technical Services

Range

148M

156M

160M

169M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

Step A

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

185726.01
15477.17
7143.31
89.29

231326.07
19277.17
8897.16
111.21

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

Step B

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

195012.31
16251.03
7500.47
93.76

242892.37
20241.03
9342.01
116.78

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

Step C

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

204762.93
17063.58
7875.50
98.44

255036.99
21253.08
9809.11
122.61

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

Step D

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

215001.07
17916.76
8269.27
103.37

267788.84
22315.74
10299.57

128.74

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

Step E

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

225751.13
18812.59
8682.74
108.53

281178.28
23431.52
10814.55

135.18

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49



ID-JDE MANAGEMENT(CONTINUED)

3M119 Engineering Project Processing Manager

3M113 Executive Operations Manager

3M107 Finance Manager

3M106 Fleet and Facilities Manager

2M110 Health Officer

3M118 Human Resources Manager

3M108 Human Resources Officer

3M109 Information Systems Manager

2M109 Information Technology Officer

3M110 Manager (Laboratory)

3M120 Manager

3M115 Manager of Executive Operations

ID-JDE MANAGEMENT(CONTINUED)

Range

148M

148M

148M

134M

156M

148M

156M

148M

156M

148M

148M

148M

Range

Step A

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

98494.47
8207.87
3788.25

47.35

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

Step A

Step B

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

103419.19
8618.27
3977.66

49.72

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

Step B

Step C

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

108590.15
9049.18
4176.54

52.21

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

Step C

Step D

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

114019.66
9501.64
4385.37

54.82

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

Step D

Step E

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

119720.64
9976.72
4604.64

57.56

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

Step E



3M111 Meteorology and Data Analysis Manager

3M112 Research and Modeling Manager

6M101 Senior Assistant Counsel

6M102 Senior Policy Advisor

3M116 Strategic Facilities Planning Manager

148M

148M

157M

148M

148M

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

172619.07
14384.92
6639.20
82.99

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

138591.61
11549.30
5330.45
66.63

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

181250.03
15104.17
6971.15
87.14

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

145521.19
12126.77
5596.97
69.96

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

190312.53
15859.38
7319.71
91.50

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

152797.25
12733.10
5876.82
73.46

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

199828.15
16652.35
7685.70
96.07

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

160437.11
13369.76
6170.66
77.13

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

209819.56
17484.96
8069.98
100.87

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99

168458.97
14038.25
6479.19
80.99



ID-JDE CONFIDENTIAL

7C007 Administrative Secretary (Confidential)

5C101 Clerk of the Boards

8C004 Executive Secretary |

7C001 Executive Secretary |

8C101 Human Resources Analyst |

7C103 Human Resources Analyst Il

8C001 Human Resources Technician |

7C002 Human Resources Technician Il

7C003 Legal Office Services Specialist

8C002 Legal Secretary |

7C004 Legal Secretary Il

8C003 Office Assistant | (HR)

Range

118

132

128

132

130

134

122

126

124

116

120

104

Step A Step B
64723.24 67959.40
5393.60 5663.28
2489.36  2613.82
31.12 32.67
91072.09 95625.70
7589.34  7968.81
3502.77  3677.91
43.78 45.97
82605.07 86735.33
6883.76  7227.94
3177.12  3335.97
39.71 41.70
91072.09 95625.70
7589.34  7968.81
3502.77  3677.91
43.78 45.97
86735.33 91072.09
7227.94  7589.34
3335.97  3502.77
41.70 43.78
95625.70 100406.98
7968.81  8367.25
367791 3861.81
45.97 48.27
71357.37 74925.24
5946.45  6243.77
274451  2881.74
34.31 36.02
78671.50 82605.07
6555.96  6883.76
3025.83 3177.12
37.82 39.71
74925.24 78671.50
6243.77  6555.96
2881.74  3025.83
36.02 37.82
61641.18 64723.24
5136.76  5393.60
2370.81  2489.36
29.64 31.12
67959.40 71357.37
5663.28  5946.45
2613.82 2744.51
32.67 34.31
45997.60 48297.48
3833.13  4024.79
1769.14  1857.60
22.11 23.22

Step C

71357.37
5946.45
274451

34.31

100406.98
8367.25
3861.81

48.27

91072.09
7589.34
3502.77

43.78

100406.98
8367.25
3861.81

48.27

95625.70
7968.81
3677.91

45.97

105427.33
8785.61
4054.90

50.69

78671.50
6555.96
3025.83

37.82

86735.33
7227.94
3335.97

41.70

82605.07
6883.76
3177.12

39.71

67959.40
5663.28
2613.82

32.67

74925.24
6243.77
2881.74

36.02

50712.35
4226.03
1950.47

24.38

Step D

74925.24
6243.77
2881.74

36.02

105427.33
8785.61
4054.90

50.69

95625.70
7968.81
3677.91

45.97

105427.33
8785.61
4054.90

50.69

100406.98
8367.25
3861.81

48.27

110698.70
9224.89
4257.64

53.22

82605.07
6883.76
3177.12

39.71

91072.09
7589.34
3502.77

43.78

86735.33
7227.94
3335.97

41.70

71357.37
5946.45
2744.51

34.31

78671.50
6555.96
3025.83

37.82

53247.97
4437.33
2048.00

25.60

Step E

78671.50
6555.96
3025.83

37.82

110698.70
9224.89
4257.64

53.22

100406.98
8367.25
3861.81

48.27

110698.70
9224.89
4257.64

53.22

105427.33
8785.61
4054.90

50.69

116233.63
9686.14
4470.52

55.88

86735.33
7227.94
3335.97

41.70

95625.70
7968.81
3677.91

45.97

91072.09
7589.34
3502.77

43.78

74925.24
6243.77
2881.74

36.02

82605.07
6883.76
3177.12

39.71

55910.36
4659.20
2150.40

26.88



ID-JDE CONFIDENTIAL(CONTINUED)

7C005 Office Assistant Il (HR)

7C102 Paralegal

6C102 Senior Human Resources Analyst

6C001 Senior Executive Secretary

5C102 Supervising Human Resources Analyst

Range Step A

108 50712.35
4226.03
1950.47

24.38

124 74925.24
6243.77
2881.74

36.02

138 105427.33
8785.61
4054.90

50.69

134 95625.70
7968.81
3677.91

45.97

142 116233.63
9686.14
4470.52

55.88

Step B

53247.97
4437.33
2048.00

25.60

78671.50
6555.96
3025.83

37.82

110698.70
9224.89
4257.64

53.22

100406.98
8367.25
3861.81

48.27

122045.31
10170.44
4694.05
58.68

Step C

55910.36
4659.20
2150.40

26.88

82605.07
6883.76
3177.12

39.71

116233.63
9686.14
4470.52

55.88

105427.33
8785.61
4054.90

50.69

128147.58
10678.97
4928.75
61.61

Step D

58705.88
4892.16
2257.92

28.22

86735.33
7227.94
3335.97

41.70

122045.31
10170.44
4694.05
58.68

110698.70
9224.89
4257.64

53.22

134554.96
11212.91
5175.19
64.69

Step E

61641.18
5136.76
2370.81

29.64

91072.09
7589.34
3502.77

43.78

128147.58
10678.97
4928.75
61.61

116233.63
9686.14
4470.52

55.88

141282.71
11773.56
5433.95
67.92



Effective July 1, 2018 per Memorandum of Understanding dated May 15, 2002

ID-JDE PROFESSIONAL

7P001 Accountant |

7P014 Accountant Il

7P002 Advanced Projects Advisor

8P001 Air Quality Chemist |

7P003 Air Quality Chemist Il

8P002 Air Quality Engineer |

7P004 Air Quality Engineer Il

8P003 Air Quality Meteorologist |

7P005 Air Quality Meteorologist Il

7P006 Atmospheric Modeler

8P004 Environmental Planner |

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
SALARY SCHEDULE FOR TECHNICAL/GENERAL AND PROFESSIONAL EMPLOYEES

Range

123

127

144

127

131

132

136

131

135

140

130

Step A

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

Step B

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

Step C

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

Step D

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

Step E

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97



ID-JDE PROFESSIONAL (continued)

7P007 Environmental Planner Il

7P008 Legislative Analyst

7P009 Librarian

4P001 Principal Accountant

4P002 Principal Air and Meteorological Monitoring Specialist

4P005 Principal Air Quality Chemist

4P003 Principal Air Quality Engineer

4P004 Principal Environmental Planner

7P010 Research Analyst

6P001 Senior Advanced Projects Advisor

6P002 Senior Air Quality Chemist

Range

134

138

128

135

143

139

144

142

130

148

135

Step A

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

Step B Step C Step D
97011.58 101862.16 106955.26
8084.30 8488.51 8912.94
3731.21 3917.78 4113.66
46.64 48.97 51.42
106955.26 112303.03 117918.18
891294 9358.59 9826.51
4113.66 4319.35 4535.31
51.42 53.99 56.69
83802.25 87992.36 92391.98
6983.52 7332.70  7699.33
3223.16  3384.32 3553.54
40.29 42.30 44.42
99407.29 104377.65 109596.53
8283.94 8698.14 9133.04
3823.36 4014.52  4215.25
47.79 50.18 52.69
120830.18 126871.69 133215.27
10069.18 10572.64 11101.27
4647.31  4879.68 5123.66
58.09 61.00 64.05
109596.53 115076.36 120830.18
9133.04 9589.70 10069.18
421525 4426.01 4647.31
52.69 55.33 58.09
123814.09 130004.79 136505.03
10317.84 10833.73 11375.42
4762.08 5000.18 5250.19
59.53 62.50 65.63
117918.18 123814.09 130004.79
9826.51 10317.84 10833.73
4535.31 4762.08 5000.18
56.69 59.53 62.50
87992.36 92391.98 97011.58
7332.70  7699.33  8084.30
3384.32 3553.54 3731.21
42.30 44.42 46.64
136505.03 143330.28 150496.80
11375.42 11944.19 12541.40
5250.19 5512.70 5788.34
65.63 68.91 72.35
99407.29 104377.65 109596.53
8283.94 8698.14 9133.04
3823.36 4014.52  4215.25
47.79 50.18 52.69

Step E

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

139876.03
11656.34
5379.85
67.25

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

158021.64
13168.47
6077.76
75.97

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33



ID-JDE PROFESSIONAL (continued)

6P003 Senior Air Quality Engineer

6P004 Senior Air Quality Meteorologist

6P005 Senior Atmospheric Modeler

6P006 Senior Environmental Planner

7P011 Statistician

5P001 Supervising Air Quality Engineer

5P002 Supervising Air Quality Meteorologist

5P003 Supervising Environmental Planner

7P012 Toxicologist

ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL

8T001 Accounting Assistant |

7T001 Accounting Assistant Il

Range

140

139

144

138

137

144

143

142

144

Range

106

110

Step A

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

Step A

46664.23
3888.69
1794.78

22.43

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

Step B

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

Step B

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

Step C

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

Step C

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

Step D

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

133215.27
11101.27
5123.66
64.05

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

Step D

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

Step E

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

143330.28
11944.19
5612.70
68.91

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

139876.03
11656.34
5379.85
67.25

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

Step E

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

7T002 Administrative Analyst

7T003 Administrative Secretary

8T002 Air Quality Case Settlement Specialist |

7T004 Air Quality Case Settlement Specialist Il

8T003 Air Quality Inspector |

7T005 Air Quality Inspector I

8T004 Air Quality Instrument Specialist |

7T006 Air Quality Instrument Specialist Il

8T005 Air Quality Laboratory Technician |

7T007 Air Quality Laboratory Technician Il

8T006 Air Quality Permit Technician |

Range

131

118

126

130

124

128

124

128

122

126

122

Step A

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

Step B

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

Step C

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

Step D

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

Step E

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

7T008 Air Quality Permit Technician Il

8T007 Air Quality Specialist |

7T009 Air Quality Specialist Il

7T010 Air Quality Technical Assistant

8T008 Air Quality Technician |

7T011 Air Quality Technician Il

8T014 Assistant Staff Specialist |

7T033 Assistant Staff Specialist Il

7T012 Building Maintenance Mechanic

7T013 Data Entry Operator

Range

126

130

134

118

122

126

122

126

114

111

Step A

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

52717.81
4393.15
2027.61

25.35

Step B

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

556353.70
4612.81
2128.99

26.61

Step C

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

58121.38
4843.45
2235.44

27.94

Step D

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

61027.45
5085.62
2347.21

29.34

Step E

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

64078.82
5339.90
2464.57

30.81



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

5T010 Data Support Supervisor

77014 Database Specialist

7T015 Deputy Clerk of the Boards

77028 Facilities Maintenance Worker

5T008 Facilities Services Supervisor

7T031 Fiscal Services Coordinator

8T009 Mechanic |

7T016 Mechanic Il

8T010 Office Assistant |

7T017 Office Assistant Il

5T001 Office Services Supervisor

7T029 Organizational Development and Training Specialist

Range

142

135

123

108

130

139

121

125

104

108

116

134

Step A

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

67282.76
5606.90
2587.80

32.35

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

4444212
3703.51
1709.31

21.37

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

Step B

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

46664.23
3888.69
1794.78

22.43

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

Step C

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

Step D

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

Step E

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

7T018 Permit Coordinator

6T009 Principal Air Quality Instrument Specialist (2)

4T001 Principal Air Quality Specialist

8T011 Programmer Analyst |

77019 Programmer Analyst Il

8T012 Public Information Officer |

7T020 Public Information Officer Il

7T027 Purchasing Agent

77021 Radio/Telephone Operator

5T002 Radio/Telephone Operator Supervisor

7T022 Receptionist

(2) Board Approval of 9/5/2018

Range

134

136

142

127

131

127

131

122

113

119

104

Step A

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

55353.70
4612.81
2128.99

26.61

64078.82
5339.90
2464.57

30.81

4444212
3703.51
1709.31

21.37

Step B Step C Step D Step E
97011.58 101862.16 106955.26 112303.03
8084.30 8488.51 8912.94 9358.59
3731.21 3917.78 4113.66 4319.35
46.64 48.97 51.42 53.99
101862.16 106955.26 112303.03 117918.18
8488.51 8912.94 9358.59 9826.51
3917.78 4113.66 4319.35 4535.31
48.97 51.42 53.99 56.69
117918.18 123814.09 130004.79 136505.03
9826.51 10317.84 10833.73 11375.42
4535.31 4762.08 5000.18 5250.19
56.69 59.53 62.50 65.63
81782.62 85871.75 90165.34 94673.61
6815.22  7155.98 7513.78  7889.47
314549 3302.76 3467.90 3641.29
39.32 41.28 43.35 45.52
90165.34 94673.61 99407.29 104377.65
7513.78 7889.47 8283.94 8698.14
3467.90 3641.29 3823.36 4014.52
43.35 45.52 47.79 50.18
81782.62 85871.75 90165.34 94673.61
6815.22  7155.98 7513.78  7889.47
314549  3302.76 3467.90 3641.29
39.32 41.28 43.35 45.52
90165.34 94673.61 99407.29 104377.65
7513.78 7889.47 8283.94 8698.14
3467.90 3641.29 3823.36 4014.52
43.35 45.52 47.79 50.18
72391.53 76011.11 79811.66 83802.25
6032.63 6334.26 6650.97 6983.52
278429 292350 3069.68 3223.16
34.80 36.54 38.37 40.29
58121.38 61027.45 64078.82 67282.76
4843.45 5085.62 5339.90 5606.90
2235.44  2347.21 2464.57  2587.80
27.94 29.34 30.81 32.35
67282.76 70646.90 74179.25 77888.21
5606.90 5887.24 6181.60 6490.68
2587.80 2717.19 2853.05 2995.70
32.35 33.96 35.66 37.45
46664.23 48997.44 51447.31 54019.68
3888.69 4083.12 4287.28 4501.64
1794.78 1884.52 1978.74 2077.68
22.43 23.56 24.73 25.97



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

7T023 Secretary

6T001 Senior Accounting Assistant

6T002 Senior Air Quality Inspector

6T003 Senior Air Quality Instrument Specialist

6T007 Senior Air Quality Permit Technician

6T004 Senior Air Quality Specialist

6T006 Senior Air Quality Technician

6T005 Senior Public Information Officer

6T008 Senior Staff Specialist

8T013 Staff Specialist |

77032 Staff Specialist Il

Range

112

114

132

132

130

138

130

135

138

130

134

Step A

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

Step B

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

Step C

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

Step D

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

Step E

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

5T003 Supervising Air Quality Inspector

5T004 Supervising Air Quality Instrument Specialist

5T005 Supervising Air Quality Specialist

5T006 Supervising Public Information Officer

5T009 Supervising Staff Specialist

5T007 Supervising Systems Analyst

77024 Systems Analyst

7T025 Systems Quality Assurance Specialist

7T026 Web Master

Range

136

136

142

139

142

139

135

135

135

Step A

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

Step B

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

Step C

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

Step D

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

Step E

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33



AGENDA: 10

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Report of the Community and Public Health Committee Meeting of May 20, 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Community and Public Health Committee (Committee) received only informational items and
have no recommendations of approval by the Board of Directors (Board).

BACKGROUND

The Committee met on Monday, May 20, 2019, and received the following reports:
A) Update on the West Oakland Community Action Plan;

B) Available Community Grant Opportunities: James Cary Smith Community Grants and
Assembly Bill (AB) 617 Community Health Protection Grants; and

C) Regional Wildfire Communication Effort.
Chairperson Shirlee Zane will provide an oral report of the Committee meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) Resources to prepare the West Oakland Community Action Plan are included in the FYE
2019 and proposed FYE 2020 budgets. Ongoing implementation of the Plan will require
additional resources from the Air District, the state, and others;

B) None; and

C) None.



Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 10A: 05/20/2019 — Community and Public Health Committee Meeting Agenda #4
Attachment 10B: 05/20/2019 — Community and Public Health Committee Meeting Agenda #5
Attachment 10C: 05/20/2019 — Community and Public Health Committee Meeting Agenda #6



AGENDA 10A - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 14
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Shirlee Zane and Members

of the Community and Public Health Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 6, 2019

Re: Update on the West Oakland Community Action Plan

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

Assembly Bill (AB) 617 was passed in 201A t improve.docal air quality and health in
disproportionately impacted communities/Thesldw reguiges the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) work with community groups, airdistricts ahd“ethers to select locations from around the
state where communities will work xUith, local aif @iStricts to reduce air pollution. In September
2018, CARB approved the BaysxArea Aipf Quality Management District’s (Air District)
recommendation to develop anaNiffiptemept’ a Cemmunity Emission Reduction Plan (Plan) for
West Oakland.

DISCUSSION

To develop a Planfgm\West Ogkland, in April 2018 the Air District entered into a contract with the
West Oakland Eavirenmental IndiCators Project (WOEIP) to serve as our Plan community partner.
WOEIP hassa logg*histary of community planning and advocacy to reduce residents’ exposure to
diesel particulaté matter dnd toxic air contaminants.

Singe Apeil 2018WVQEIP and Air District staff have worked together to engage the public in the
pianming procéss-Alr District staff and WOEIP have established a community Steering Committee
comprised_of\residents, neighborhood and business leaders, and partner agencies. The Steering
GommitteeNias met approximately monthly since July 2018, for a total of 11 meetings.

St¢ering Committee meetings are moderated by a neutral facilitator. These meetings seek to gather
local=Knowledge and experience from the Steering Committee members and the public, and to
share information about the Air District and other local and regional agency programs that relate
to air quality and health. Steering Committee members and the public have shared their
experiences living near industrial sources, heavy-duty trucking businesses, freeways, and the Port
of Oakland. Air District staff and WOEIP have solicited this information through plenary and
small-group discussions, mapping and world café style exercises.



At Steering Committee meetings, the Air District has provided information about the Air District’s
complaint process, enforcement programs, and authority as a regulatory and permitting agency for
stationary sources. The City of Oakland, Port of Oakland, and Alameda County Department of
Public Health all serve on the Steering Committee and have made presentations about their
agencies proposed and ongoing programs that relate to air quality. These presentations were
designed to give the Steering Committee information to understand the opportunities and
responsibilities of many government agencies that influence community health in,West Oakland.

Steering Committee meetings also have included presentations and exerciSes that focusS“an,the
technical work of the Air District and other partners to better understand.air poliution SourgceS and
impacts in West Oakland. These presentations explained available West Oakiand qonitgfing and
modeling data. Specifically, the Air District completed and presepted'd modeling ‘asS€ssment of
local pollution sources and concentrations in West Oakland. This agSessment=is‘designed to assist
the Steering Committee as it considers measures to reduce, gmisSions and; exposure in their
community.

The Steering Committee has identified a range of strategies to reduce“ernissions and exposure in
West Oakland. These strategies include actions by theYAiwDistriCtas well as recommended actions
by CARB, the City of Oakland, the Port of Oakland and othefrs.

The Steering Committee’s work will resulidnihe-five-yéar Mest Oakland Community Action Plan,
which will guide efforts to reduce emissiohs and exposufe in West Oakland. Air District staff
anticipates releasing a draft Plan in Jne\2019 and takifig a final Plan to the Air District Board of
Directors for consideration in October 2019. THe CARB Board of Directors will consider adopting
the Plan in December 2019. Oncesthe Plands adopted by the Air District Board of Directors, Air
District staff will begin working with the“&teéring Committee, WOEIP, and other partners to
implement the Plan.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION /FINANCIAL IMPACT

Resources to prepare the West Oakland Community Action Plan are included in the FYE 2019 and
proposed F¥E 2020 buddetssOngoing implementation of the Plan will require additional resources
from the AINDiStrict¢the State, and others.

Respectiully submitted,

Jack*P". Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by:  Alison Kirk
Reviewed by:  Henry Hilken



AGENDA 10B - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Shirlee Zane and Members

of the Community and Public Health Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/ APCO
Date: May 7, 2019
Re: Available Community Grant Opportunities: James Cary Smith €ofmmunity} Grants and

Assembly Bill (AB) 617 Community Health Protection Granfs

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

The Air District Board of Directors has stronglyzstpported the/Air District’s James Cary Smith
Community Grants program since its laungi™ym2@15. Thisazear, the Air District is continuing this
program and expanding its community engagement gfarteefiorts by offering new capacity building
grants for AB 617 high priority communities as pact oi*the Community Health Protection Grant
Program. These grants will providesa unigde Opportunity to build relationships and local
community leadership to facilitate fatire AB 61 /*engagement efforts.

DISCUSSION

On April 15, 2019,“the Air Distrief 6pened the 2019 James Cary Smith Community Grants
Program: Education™and Engagement for applicants throughout the region. Applications are
currently openantwill be aCcepted until June 7, 2019. The maximum grant award is $25,000 and
up to $250,000'will besawargded to certified non-profit organizations, local community-based
organizations, fdith-basedvorganizations or public schools within the Air District’s jurisdiction to
suppogt “d@nel sponsor sommunity-based solutions that address air pollution. Community-based
organi2ations located,in highly impacted communities, or projects that address an environmental
Jastice, ISsue wWitkhe prioritized for funding. Examples of eligible projects include non-technical air
quality educatienal campaigns, school or community led tree planting projects, neighborhood level
yrban greeMiiy projects and/or community environmental justice education and outreach. The Air
Distriét will announce the grantees in early July 2019. All funded projects will be completed by
DeCember 31, 2020.

On April 29, 2019, the Air District launched the Community Health Protection grant program.
Applications are currently open and will be accepted until June 21, 2019. The maximum grant
amount is $50,000, and up to $350,000 will be awarded to certified non-profit organizations, local
community-based organizations, and neighborhood associations, based in East Oakland, San
Leandro, Eastern San Francisco, Pittsburg-Bay Point area, San Jose, the Tri-Valley, and Vallejo
are AB 617 high priority communities. Funded work may include: a community needs assessment,



designing and implementing strategies to organize the community around air quality and/or other
environmental justice issues, leadership development, or providing communities with resources
and information to meaningfully participate in decisions that impact local environmental health.
Grantees will work to build community leadership around air quality concerns and strengthen the
community’s ability to lead future emission reduction or air monitoring plans under AB 617. The
Air District will announce grantees in July 2019. Funded activities will begin this fall and continue

through the end of 2020.
BUDGET CONSIDERATION / FINANCIAL IMPACT /Qz\ \,b

None. ?y \(L
Respectfully submitted, Q\% Q

Jack P. Broadbent @ O
Executive Officer/ APCO 0

Prepared by: Sonam Shah-Paul Q O
Reviewed by: Luz Gomez Q \é

5 h

Attachment 5A:  James Cary ompiunitysGrants Application Flyer
Attachment 5B:  Communit t P@i Grant Application Flyer



BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

James Cary Smith Communiiy Grants
Call for Applications

James Cary Smith Community Grants Pro ek support and sponsor community-based
solutions that address air pollution while elpi uce our global climate impact. Grant
funding is available to support air qu

@du;a& d engagement efforts.
5:00 P@a@p 7,2019

}&e Air Di will grant awards up to $25,000

Ne %en age communities in air quality-related education
Program Q % 9ag quaity

ap& munity building activities such as:
e Non-tec @

ir lityzseducational campaigns Active transportation programming
m@d tree planting projects Support for community engagement work
(e urban greening projects ¢ Community environmental justice education
ated curriculum development for and outreach
e and more, propose your idea!

Visit _https://baagmd.bonfirehub.com/ for guidelines and more
information. The application opens on April 15, 2019

.=/ BAY AREA | gcal community-based organizations, certified 501(c)(3) non-profit
" AIR QUALITY  organizations, public schools, and faith-based organizations within the nine
~ ManacemENT  Bay Area counties are encouraged to apply.

e

DisTRICT

Community Engagement & Policy Division — Community Grants Program
communitygrants@baagmd.gov



https://baaqmd.bonfirehub.com/
mailto:communitygrants@baaqmd.gov
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BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANACGCIWMINT DISTRICT

Community Health Pyotection Grants
Coll jor Applications

dap

N/
The Community Health Protection Grants Program seeks to gezom

nities ready, or build community
capacity, to participate in decisions that impact local air po nd community health. AB 617 requires

ve oplx~t emission reduction plans and/or monitoring
& rough 5 communities, which include East
burg-Bay Point area, San Jose, the Tri-Valley, and Vallejo.

une 21, 2019

Build a coalition
Mobilize your neighborhood

Provide air quality education
local leadership e And more...!

mty s engagement needs
nt and participation in your

Visit _https://baagmd.bonfirehub.com/ for guidelines and more
information. The application opens on April 29, 2019.

W Community Engagement & Policy Division | AB617info@baagmd.gov

|, BAY AREA

Community groups, neighborhood associations and other community-based, local non-

[ AR ATy profits in East Oakland/San Leandro, Eastern San Francisco, the Pittsburg-Bay Point area,

~ MANAGEMENT . )
- bisrr.cs SandJose, the Tri-Valley, and Vallejo are encouraged to apply.


https://baaqmd.bonfirehub.com/
mailto:AB617info@baaqmd.gov
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AGENDA: 6
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Shirlee Zane and Members

of the Community and Public Health Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 7, 2019

Re: Regional Wildfire Communication Effort

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

In November of 2018, the Bay Area suffered the¥worst sfake pollution the region had ever
experienced. The Camp Fire in Butte Cotmty=Burned’ fast and was driven by its own weather
phenomena. Northern California was blanketed with/ieavy smoke for two weeks straight. The
Air District called 14 Spare the Air alérts\during this\ieavy smoke event and schools, cities, health
offices and the public were desperdte fo¥inforpiation regarding how to protect their health.

DISCUSSION

The Bay Area Air Quality"ManagemenuDistrict (Air District), along with the Association of Bay
Area Health Officer’s tABAHQ) pount*person from San Mateo County, began working together
following the 2018wildfire evénts. They collaborated on messaging to ensure the Air District and
regional health Officers wepé providing consistent messaging during wildfire events. The City and
County of San Franciscg’s'Department of Emergency Management (DEM) approached the Air
District inVanuary of~2019, to discuss a regional wildfire messaging effort, utilizing a grant from
Bay Atea tdsban Areas\Security Initiative (UASI). In February of 2019, the Air District, ABAHO
and.Sah wrancischDEM worked together to develop points of agreement where all agencies could
pressage consiStently before and during regional wildfire smoke events.

The Aig=Ristrict, ABAHO and San Francisco DEM have been working to bring regional voices
together tolhelp craft and ultimately distribute wildfire preparedness and smoke event messaging.
This wall help residents, schools, businesses and events make critical decisions about how to
proteet the public and workers during regional wildfire smoke events.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION / FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.



Respectfully submitted,
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AGENDA: 11

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

Memorandum

Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

May 29, 2019

Report of the Legislative Committee Meeting of May 22, 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Legislative Committee (Committee) recommends Board of Directors approval of the
following items:

A)

B)

C)

Consideration of New Bills

1) Senate Bill (SB) 629 — Mike McGuire (D-Healdsburg) — “Oppose” position with
possible district-provided amendments if future amendments weaken air district
authority to regulate stationary sources. (Direction was provided to staff on this item).

Assembly Bill (AB) 836 (Wicks) — Wildfire Smoke Clean Air Centers for Vulnerable
Populations Incentive Program

1) None; receive and file.
Sacramento Legislative Update

1) The Committee will receive an update on recent events of significance in Sacramento.

BACKGROUND

The Committee met on Wednesday, May 22, 2019, and received the following reports:

A)

B)

C)

Consideration of New Bills;

Assembly Bill (AB) 836 (Wicks) — Wildfire Smoke Clean Air Centers for Vulnerable
Populations Incentive Program; and

Sacramento Legislative Update.

Chairperson Doug Kim will provide an oral report of the Committee meeting.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) None;
B) None; and
C) None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 11A: 05/22/2019 — Legislative Committee Meeting Agenda #4
Attachment 11B: 05/22/2019 — Legislative Committee Meeting Agenda #5
Attachment 11C: 05/22/2019 — Legislative Committee Meeting Agenda #6



AGENDA 11A - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 14
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Doug Kim and Members

of the Legislative Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 15, 2019

Re: Consideration of New Bills

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend the Board of Directors take the following positiof oh proposed legislation:
Senate Bill (SB) 629 — Mike McGuire (D-Healdgbutg)= “Oppose” position with possible
district-provided amendments if future amenhdments weaken air district authority to
regulate stationary sources.

BACKGROUND

The Committee will discuss and review, the" attached list, as well as an updated list of bills
introduced by the date of its meeting. The Committee will also consider any new
recommendations resulting from afmenged bills submitted by its meeting date.

DISCUSSION

Staff will provide a brie surnmary, ofbills on the attached list, with a focus on the following
bills:

Bills Recommended for Fuxthér/Monitoring

SB 629 i8authored, ly)Sewator Mike McGuire (D- Healdsburg). As of May 8, 2019, the bill
focuse$ on, roticing requirements for air district hearing boards relating to hearings on interim
variance-requestsvOn' May 6, 2019, Legislative Officer Alan Abbs, District Counsel Brian
Bungey; and repre$entatives from California Air Pollution Control Officers Association met with
8enator MCGuire and representatives from the Wine Institute, regarding emission control devices
on winery, Fermentation tanks that have been successfully installed at two large wineries in Santa
Barbala, rgsulting in a Best Available Control Technology determination for tanks of a certain
size. In practice, this would require a small percentage of large volume wineries to install control
devices under certain circumstances. It is understood that SB 629 will be used for legislation
proposed by the Wine Institute, but we haven’t received language to review. Meanwhile, SB 629
has continued to move through the legislative process and is currently awaiting a vote on the



Senate Floor. The bill will be in the Assembly before it’s amended with Wine Institute language
and staff will have limited time to react.

Staff recommends taking a proactive position of “Oppose” if future amendments weaken air
district authority to regulate stationary sources. Staff would provide potential amendments for
consideration to the Legislature if appropriate.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT s@

None.

Respectfully submitted, @@

Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO /<«
Prepared by: Alan Abbs \
Reviewed by: Jack P. Broadbent

Attachment 4A: BAAQMD Bill Dis
Attachment 4B: 2019 Senate Bill




AGENDA 4A - ATTACHMENT

BAAQMD Bill Discussion List
As of May 8, 2019

Active:
Bill No. Author Subject Status Position
AB 126 Cooper Air Quality Improvement Program: Clean Vehicle Rebate Prggram Approps
AB 144 Aguiar Curry | Public Resource Management: Solid Waste Approps
AB 185 Grayson California Transportation Commission: TransportatioOriRoliCies: Joint Meetings Floor
AB 257 Mathis Solid Waste: Woody Biomass: Disposal Approps
AB 285 Friedman California Transportation Plan Approps
AB 293 E. Garcia Greenhouse Gases: Offset Prototols Floor
AB 296 Cooley Climate Change: Climate Innpvatipn Grant Program: Voluntary Tax Contributions Approps
AB 343 Patterson Forestry: Fuels Transpgrtation Program: Biomass Energy Facility: Grant Program Approps
AB 345 Muratsuchi Oil and Gas: Operations: Locatigh Restrictions Approps
AB 352 E. Garcia California GloahWarming Solutiors Act Of 2006: Greenhouse Gas Reduction Approps
Fund: Invesiment Plan: Transtermative Climate Communities Program
AB 383 Mayes Clean EgergwFinancing Clgaringhouse Approps
AB 386 E. Garcia Agrieditural Wogking Pgor Energy Efficient Housing Program Approps
AB 409 Limon Clitpate Chdnge: Agriculture: Grant Program Approps
AB 423 Gloria San Didgo‘Cetnty Air Pollution Control District: Members Approps




AB 457 Quirk Occupational Safety and Health: Lead: Permissible Exposure Levels Senate
Rules
AB 470 Limon California Green Business Program Approps
AB 491 B. Rubio Energy: Hydrogen Approps
AB 556 Carrillo Outdoor Experiences: Community Access Program: Grant Program Approps
AB 639 Cervantes Commission on Workforce Impacts of Transitioning Seaports to &skower Carbon Approps
Economy
AB 661 McCarty Wildfire Smoke Air Pollution Emergency Plan Approps
AB 753 E. Garcia Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technéiggy ®fogram: Fuels Approps
AB 755 Holden California Tire Fee: Stormwater Permit ComplighcéFund Approps
AB 784 Mullin Sales and Use Taxes: Transit Bus Vehicles Approps
AB 836 Wicks Wildfire Smoke Clean Air Centers for,Vuligrable Populations Incentive Program Approps Support
AB 839 Mullin Climate Adaptation: Strategy: Adgptatiort Through Resiliency, Economic Vitality, Approps
And Equity Account
AB 970 Salas California Department of Aging=@rants: Transportation Approps
AB 1046 | Ting Charge Ahead Califorfjiadnisiative Approps
AB 1100 | Kamlager- Electric Vehicles: RarKiflg Requirements Senate
Dove Rules
AB 1124 | Maienschein | EmploymentSdfety: Oytdpor#/orks: Wildfire Smoke Senate
Rules
AB 1142 | Friedman Regrenal Transpoygtatiofi Plans Senate
Trans
AB 1156 | E. Garcia Méthang=Dairy and Livestock: Pilot Financial Mechanism Approps
AB 1195 | O’Donrell California*@lobal Warming Solutions Act Of 2006: Low Carbon Fuel Standard Approps

Régufations




AB 1236 | Lackey Public Resources: Greenhouse Gases: Utilities: Recycling: California Environmental, [WApprops
Quiality Act

AB 1262 | O’Donnell California Sustainable Freight Action Plan Approps

AB 1406 | O’Donnell Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program Approps

AB 1424 | Berman Electric Vehicle Charging Stations Open Access Act Approps

AB 1430 | E. Garcia State Government: Public Investment Opportunities: Cost-Effectizeness Definition Approps

AB 1500 | Carrillo Hazardous Substances Approps

AB 1578 | L. Rivas School Pavement to Parks Grant Program Approps

AB 1589 | Salas Carl Moyer Memorial Air Quality Standards Attainshent\®Rrogram: Heavy-duty on Approps

Road Replacement

SB1 Atkins California Environmental, Public Health, AhdWorker Defense Act Of 2019 Approps

SB 43 Allen Carbon Taxes Approps

SB 44 Skinner Medium-Duty and Heavy-Duty Vehicles: Comprehensive Strategy Approps Support
SB 45 Allen Wildfire, Drought, And Bfoad Protection Bond Act Of 2020 Approps Support, If

Amended

SB 59 Allen Autonomous Vehitle Technolggy*=&tatewide Policy Approps

SB 69 Wiener Ocean Resjliency%Act Of 2019 Approps

SB 127 Wiener Transpgrtation Funding: Active Transportation: Complete Streets Approps

SB 168 Wieckowski Climat€"€hangex=Chigf Llimate Resilience Officer Approps

SB 209 Dodd Wildfive: CaliforpiaVildfire Warning Center: Weather Monitoring Approps

SB 210 Leyva Heavy-Puwy \lehicle Inspections and Maintenance Program Approps Support




SB 216 Galgiani Carl Moyer Memorial Air Quality Standards Attainment Program: Used Heavy-Duty . [\Approps
Truck Exchange
SB 293 Skinner Infrastructure Financing Districts: Oakland Waterfront Revitalization and Assembly
Environmental Justice Infrastructure Financing District
SB 369 Hertzberg Safe Parking Program Approps
SB 400 Umberg Reduction of Greenhouse Gases Emissions: Mobility Options Floor
SB 460 Beall DMV Biennial Registration Approps
SB 498 Hurtado Trade Corridors Improvement Fund: Short Line Railroadé Approps
SB 515 Caballero California Renewables Portfolio Standard ProgramBioenefgy Renewable Feed-In Floor
Tariff
SB 535 Moorlach Wildfires and Forest Fires: Air Emissions Approps
SB 613 Stern State Agency Greenhouse Gas Emissiofis Report Cards Approps
SB 629 McGuire Air Districts: Hearing Boards: Notice,Requirements (Spot) Senate
Floor
SB 662 Archuleta Green Electrolytic Hydrogen Approps
SB 676 Bradford Transportation Electrifigatign: Electric Vehicles: Grid Integration Approps
SB 682 Allen Climate Change: Radiative ForciigManagement Climate Accounting Protocol Approps




Inactive:

BILL # AUTHOR SUBJECT STATUS POSITION

AB 40 Ting Zero Emission Vehicles: Comprehensive Strategy Trans/Nat Support
Res

AB 148 Quirk-Silva Regional Transportation Plans: Sustainable Community Strategi@s Trans

AB 210 Voepel Smog Check: Exemption Trans Oppose

AB 315 C. Garcia Stationary Sources: Emissions Reporting (Spot) Nat Res

AB 464 C. Garcia California Global Warming Solutions Act Of 2006 £Spob) Nat Res

AB 490 Salas CEQA: Development Projects: Streamlining Nat Res

AB 735 Melendez Vehicular Air Pollution: Child Labor Trans

AB 821 O’Donnell Transportation: Trade Corridor ERhangement Account: Project Nomination: Trans

California Port Efficiency Program

AB 915 Mayes California Renewables ROrifolio Standards Program U&E

AB 935 R. Rivas Oil and Gas: Facilities andvOperatigns: Monitoring and Reporting Nat Res
&Lg

AB 939 Frazier Administrative Progedures{ACE Major Regulations A&Ar

AB 966 Bonta Cement Plangs Nat Res

AB 983 Boerner Traispenation Electrification U&E, E&C

Horvath
AB-1056 | E-Gareia Frans
AB 1115 | Quirk-Silva Stat€ Air Resources Board: Low Carbon Fuel Standard and Regulations Nat Res




AB 1143 | Quirk Energy: Fuels, Technology, and Equipment for Clean Heating (Tech) Initiative U&E] Nat

Res
o . I . : ;

Frans

AB 1167 | Mathis Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund: High-Speed Rail: Forestry and Firg/Protegtion Failed Nat
Res

AB 1238 | Cunningham | Electric Vehicle Charging Stations Trans

AB 1276 | Bonta Green New Deal (Spot)

AB 1284 | Carrillo Carbon Neutrality Nat Res

AB 1347 | Boerner Electricity: Renewable Energy and Zero-Carbon &esourees: State and Local U&E, Nat

Horvath Government Buildings Res

AB 1350 | Gonzalez Youth Transit Pass Program (Spot) Trans

AB 1371 | Cunningham | California Renewables Portfolio Stangard\Psogram: Offshore Wind Generation U&E, Nat
Res

AB 1411 | Reyes Integrated Action Plan for Sugtainaist€ Freight Trans

AB 1418 | Chiu Transportation Electrificgtion: Eféctric School Buses U&E

AB 1445 | Gloria Climate Change: Emelgengy Declaration and Policy

AB 1463 | Gabriel California Globat' \Wsarming Soutions/Act Of 2006 (Spot)

AB 1594 | Bauer-Kahan | Heavy DutygVehicles: Elecitic Yehicle Charging Stations: Ports Trans

AB 1621 | Frazier Alternatiye anid RenewablgA~uel and Vehicle Technology Program (Spot)

AB 1655 | O’Donnell HydreGesl Fuel Nat Res

AB 1673 | Salas Gélifornia Ehvirgniental Quality Act: Judicial Challenge Failed Nat
Res

AB 1744 | Salas Carp: Emission Reduction Credit Program Trans Oppose




A

AB 1778 | Boerner Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund: Investment Plan (Spot) \\ ’)
Horvath v;
. N

AB7 Gloria Green New Deal N\, Nat Res

i
SB 236 Wilk Low Carbon Innovation Grant Program: Low Carbon Innovation Panel - Bus & Prof,

Eq

y4
SB 319 Moorlach State Highways: Dept Of Transportation: German Autobahn Report Rules
SB&77 | Allen Q/\ Rules
SB 736 | Umberg Q Eq




SENATE BILL No. 629

Introduced by Senator McGuire

February 22, 2019

An act to amend Section 40824 of the Heath and Safety Code,
relating to nonvehicular pollution.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SB 629, asintroduced, McGuire. Air districts: hearing boards. notiCe
reguirements.

Existing law imposes various limitations on the emissions*af air
contaminants for the control of air pollution from vehittlar ‘and
nonvehicular sources. The State Air Resources Board is designated with
the primary responsibility for the control of vehicular airollution and
air pollution control and air quality management. districts with the
primary responsibility for the control of air pollutiornirom all sources
other than vehicular sources.

Existing law establishes one or more hearingybeards in each district
for the purposes of performing specified-functions, including, among
others, issuing specified interim variances. The hearing board isrequired
to serve reasonable notice of the sime ‘aid place of the hearing to
consider an interim variance appli€ation upon the district air pollution
control officer and the applicant.

The Ralph M. Brown Act requires alegidative body of alocal agency,
at least 72 hours before arégul ar meeting, to,post an agendacontaining,
among other things, infdrmati on on thetime and location of the meeting.
The act requires the bodly, upon\the request of a person, to mail the
agenda to the personat the tirpeithe agenda is posted.

Thisbill woul d+€quire a hearing’board to send anotice of the hearing
not less tham=72%0urs before the hearing to any person who requests
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the notice, thereby making changes to conform the notice provisions
with the notice provisions of the act.

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no.
State-mandated local program: no.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

The people of the Sate of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 40824 of the Health and Safety Codeis
amended to read:

40824. In the case of a hearing to consider an application for
an interim variance, as authorized under Section 42351

(@ (1) Thehearing board shall serve reasonable notice of the
time and place of the hearing upon the district air pollution control
officer and upon the applicant.

(2) The hearing board shall send notice of the hearing not less
than 72 hours prior to the hearing to any person who requeststhe
notice.

(b) Subdivision (b) of Section 40823 shall not apply.

() In districts with a population of less than 750,000/ the
ehairperson chair of the hearing board, or-any other miesmber of
the hearing board designated by the board, may hear af\applitation
for an interim variance. If-any a member of the pullic tontests a
decision made by a single member of the heaimg®board, the
application shall be reheard by the full hearagbdard within 10
days of the decision.
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AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Doug Kim and Members

of the Legislative Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/ APCO
Date: May 15, 2019
Re: Assembly Bill (AB) 836 (Wicks) — Wildfire Smoke Clean Aix G¢nters for Vulnerable

Populations Incentive Program

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.
DISCUSSION
AB 836 — Buffy Wicks (D-Oakland) was heard ithAssembly Appropriations on May 8, 2019 and
was referred to the Suspense File. By meetingttiade,"we will likely know whether the bill made it
out of suspense. As part of the analysis_by\Assembly Appropriations staff, the California Air
Resources Board estimated they would, ¥€guire $500,000 to oversee this type of incentive
program. This estimate seems high giveh that air districts will be doing all the work after
development of the required guidefines, Which would likely be developed by the districts as well
based on previous experience with*iltration projects. We have provided this perspective for the
purposes of any future analysis,
We have received letterSof Support, from the following organizations as of May 8, 2019:
- California #igPollution, €oritrol Officers Association
- SouttCoast Air @uality' Management District
- /Placer County AlwPollution Control District
7/ JeathefR1vér Air Quality Management District
- _Butte County Air Quality Management District
- Choalition letter — American Lung Association, Alliance of Nurses for Healthy
Environments, American Academy of Pediatrics, California Health Care Climate
Alliance, Center for Climate Change and Health, Regional Asthma and Prevention

Attached is the Appropriations Committee analysis and current bill, with amendments.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent &
Executive Officer/APCO @
Prepared by: Alan Abbs

Reviewed by: Jack P. Broadbent

Attachment 5A: 2019 Assembly Bill 836 (Wicks), as a %
Attachment 5B:  AB 836 Appropriations Analysis

N\

Q
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 11, 2019

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE—2019—20 REGULAR SESSION

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 836

Introduced by Assembly Member Wicks
(Principal coauthor: Assembly Member Kalra)
(Coauthor: Assembly Member Chiu)

February 20, 2019

An act to addA+ticle 6(eommencingwith-Section-40280)-to-Chaptef
4-of-Part-3-ef- Divisen26 Chapter 9.5 (commencing with Section $9960)
to Part 2 of Division 26 of the Health and Safety Code, relatifig testhe

Bay-AreaAQuatity- Management-Bistriet: nonvehicular air poltution.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

AB 836, as amended, Wicks. Bay-Area-W|dfitezSmoke Clean Air
Centers for _VuI nerable Populations | ncentiveLragram.

Existing law generally designates the/Slate"Air Resources Board as
the state agency with the primary, responsibility for the control of
vehicular air pollution and airgpgtution control and air quality
management districts with the prinacyrespansibility for the control of
air poI [utionfrom aII sources other than vehl cular sources-EaﬂsEmg-Faw

This bill would.establish the*Bay-Area Wi dfire Smoke Clean Air
Centers fgr Mulnerabte \Populations Incentive Program, to be
administérethby thegisthct; state board, to provide funding through a
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grant program to retrofit ventilation systemsto create anetwork of clean
air centerswithinthe-beundartes-of-the-distriet in order to mitigate the
adverse public health impacts due to wildfires and other smoke events,

as specified. The bill would specify that moneysfor the program would

be ava|lable upon approprlatlon —By—adelmg—te—the—%%s—ef—the—&ay

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes,
State-mandated local program: yes-no.

The people of the Sate of California do enact as foltQws:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7 ;
8 SECTION 1. Chapter 9,5,(ebmmencing with Section 39960)
9 isadded to Part 2 of Division 26 of theHealth and Safety Code,
10 toread:
11
12 CHAPTER 9.51LDFIRE SMORE CLEAN AIR CENTERS FOR
13 VULNERABRE POPURATIDNS INCENTIVE PROGRAM
14

15 39960., “af 1) The Bay—Area WIdfire Smoke Clean Air
16 Centers<fomVuineraltle Populations Incentive Program is hereby
17 establishéd to be@daiinistered by the-bay-distriet state board to
18 previdetunding~through a grant program to retrofit ventilation
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—3— AB 836

systems to create a network of clean air centers—within—the
i tstriet in order to mitigate the adverse public
health impacts due to wildfires and other smoke events.

(2) Moneys for the program shall be available upon
appropriation by the Legidlature.

(b) Quadlified applicants shall include, but need not be limited
to, al of the following:

(1) Schools.

(2) Community centers.

(3) Senior centers.

(4) Sports centers.

(5 Libraries.

(c) Thebay-district state board shall develop guidelinesfor the
program in consultation with-the districts, cities, counties, public
health agencies, school districts, and other-stakehetderstocated
within—the—boundaries—of—the—bay—distriet. stakeholders. The
guidelines shall address all of the following:

(1) Location of the applicant.

(2) Size of the applicant’s facility.

(3) Facility ventilation characteristics that coule “\provide
healthier indoor air quality in the event of a localized smoke
impact.

(d) Thestate board shall prioritize applicationste the program
where the project is located in an area with, aJirgh cumulative
smoke exposure burden.
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AB 836
Page 1

Date of Hearing: May 8, 2019

ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
Lorena Gonzalez, Chair
AB 836 (Wicks) — As Amended April 11,2019

Policy Committee: ~ Natural Resources Vote: 11-0

Urgency: No State Mandated Local Program: No Reimbuisable: No

SUMMARY:

This bill establishes a grant program, to be administered by the Califyriia’ Air Resources Board
(ARB), to provide funding for the retrofit ventilation systems 16 creat¢ a network of clean air
centers to mitigate adverse health impacts due to wildfires and“éthetr smoke events. This bill
requires ARB to prioritize applications where the projectsisNécated in an area with a high
cumulative smoke exposure burden. Specifically, this,ilk

1) Provides qualified applicants for the incentive, programs shall include but need not be limited
to schools, community centers, senior centgrs,\Sports centers and libraries.

2) Directs ARB to develop guidelines fofgthe\iicentive program in consultation with local air
districts, cities, counties, public hedlth“agencies, school districts and other stakeholders.

3) Requires guidelines to addressfall of the following:
a) Location of the applicapt.
b) Size of the applicant’s™ facility.
c) Facility vefitilation chazaeteristics that could provide healthier indoor air quality.

4) Specifies~that mloney (0 the"incentive program will be available upon appropriation by the
LegislaturC.

FISCAL"EFFEGY;

1) Wrknown cost’pressures, depending on the size of the grant program, likely in range of $25
milliofi t¢" $30 million per grant cycle to run a statewide program (GF or special fund).

Although filtration costs are highly dependent on the nature of existing HVAC systems,
estimated costs for filiration equipment for a large common area, i.e., school gyms, libraries,
community centers or multipurpose rooms, are approximately $20,000 to $30,000.
Estimated costs to retrofit an HVAC system with on air filtration system in a school
including all the classrooms is estimated to range from $80,000 (elementary schools) to
$200,000 (high schools).

2) ARB administrative costs of approximately $500,000 (3 PY) to develop guidelines and
administer the grant program (GF or special fund).



AB 836
Page 2

COMMENTS:

1)

2)

Purpose. The bill requires ARB to administer a new grant program, the Wildfire Smoke
Clean Air Centers for Vulnerable Populations Incentive Program for the retrofit of ventilation
systems to create a network of clean air centers in order to mitigate the adverse public health
impacts due to wildfires and other smoke events.

The bill indicates that moneys for the program shall be available upon appropriation, &y the
Legislature, but no fund source is identified. According to the author:

With public health concerns from contaminated ar quality, AB/ 836 “would
provide better coordination i local communities and bealthie” indoor
environments during emergency smoke events. It will fill a gap” mr the current
wildfre smoke response efforts in affected communities and *help mitigate
adverse health effects from air pollution.

Similar Effort. In 2008, the South Coast Air Quality Mapagefnent District
partnered with the University of California, Riversidg’s “Cexter for Environmental
Research and Technology on a pilot project to research,the efficacy of 15 different
air filtration technologies. The study findings idertified technologies capable of
removing over 90% of ultrafine particulate nfittew, and the best performing units
have subsequently been installed in 72 sch@pls\ahd related facilities across the
district since 2008. In schools without medern mechanical central air systems,
stand-alone filters that re-circulate aisitnClassrooms can be an effective means of
improving air quality if windows dnd doors are closed. This work has been funded
on a project-by-project basis uging fees assessed for pollution violations i the
district, and there is a persistent “and ongoing need to update facilities to mitigate
pollution exposure.

Anaiysis £repared by: Jennifer Galehouse / APPR. /(916) 319-2081
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AGENDA: 6
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Doug Kim and Members

of the Legislative Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 15, 2019

Re: Sacramento Legislative Update

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Committee will receive an update on recent events of siggifieance in Sacramento.
DISCUSSION

On May 9, 2019, Governor Newsom released his”May Revision Budget for Fiscal Year (FY)
2019/2020. The Environmental Protection Summary, document is attached, with pages 73 to 76
of the document describing additional expenditures from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund.
Page 75 provides the complete Expenditive™Plan, with an increase of $252 million in
expenditures over the January 2019 vessiof=*In many cases, however, this May Revision still
falls short of budgeted expenditurés ffom the FY 2018/2019 budget. Below are some
comparisons for expenditure categories OT interest to the Air District:

Program FY 19/20 May Revision FY 18/19 Final
Assembly Bill (AB) 617 = Incenfives $200M $245M
AB 617 — Implementation $50M $50M
AB 617 — Technical Assistance $10M $10M
Clean Vehicle Rebadte $200M $175M
Clean TrucK &=Bus $182M $180M
Agriculture\Diesel BEqgine,Replacement $90M $132M
Enhaneed ~leet Modernization Program $65M $100M
(ERIP) & EFMPPlus-Up

Wobdstove Replacement $0 $3M
Transformative Climate Communities $132M $40M

Beginning the week of May 13, 2019, Assembly and Senate Budget Committees will be
reviewing the Governor’s proposal and developing individual house proposals for eventual
negotiations. Staff will provide an additional update after the first week of Assembly and Senate
Budget Committee meetings at the Committee meeting.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent &
Executive Officer/APCO @
Prepared by: Alan Abbs

Reviewed by: Jack P. Broadbent

Attachment 6A: Environmental Protection Section, Ma@ 2019-20
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
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glifornia’s environmental protection prodgrams promote the state's economic
vitality in an environmentally sustaina anner by reducing greenhouse gas

emissions, enhancing environmental quali d protecting public health.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

SUSTAINABLE PEST MAI@J ENT
S

Chlorpyrifos is an insectici ed primarily on nut trees and fruit, vegetable and grain
crops in California. Acut sure to chlorpyrifos presents serious risks to human health
including neurologic elopm pairments, especially in children and sensitive
populations. Cali Ns t e’n\99 lons fo significantly reduce the use of and
exposures fo ¢ rros. artment of Pesticide Regulation recently

igation measures to further restrict use of the pesticide by

recommenaled diﬂon\
ins‘ri’ruﬁn(%&)uff s and prohibiting certain application methods, such as
ceria bq ing. Addi
e
nia
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Significant Adjustment:

» Sustainable Pest Management Solutions—A one-time increase of $5.7 million
General Fund to assist in the transition to safer pesticide alternatives. In partnership
with growers and workers, research and development of befter and safer
alternatives, including non-chemical pest management, is necessary to uildha
stronger more resilient agricultural community in California. This propostl cludes
$125,000 for the Department and the California Department of Food ang
Agriculture to lead a newly created, cross-sector work group that il identify,
evaluate and recommend alternative pest management toglsdn addition, the May
Revision includes $5.6 million for additional research and techaieal assistance for the
development of safer, practical, more sustainable alternatives to chlorpyrifos.

In combination, the work group and funding for thesdagelopment of alternatives will
produce short-term solutions and prioritize the develdpment of long-term solutions to
support a thriving agricultural sector and healthy\sommunities.

DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL

The Department of Toxic SubstangeS antrol protects California residents and the
environment from the harmful effedis.of foxic chemicals by restoring contaminated
sites, enforcing hazardous wasie laws, and compelling the development of safer
products.

The Department's twe ffrain specialfunds, the Toxic Substances Control Account and
Hazardous Wastelgntrol Acaounihave structural deficits with ongoing expenditures
exceeding revefiges. At the ime of the Governor's Budget, the Department had not
completeddhe raconciliglionof its past year accounting records. As a result, the
magnitudesef the Department's funding shortfall was unknown. The Governor's Budget
reflectethseteral tempprary and placeholder funding shifts from other special funds,
inclyding the l€aqPACId Battery Cleanup Fund, to support the Department’s current
fupding levél. In Feébruary, the Department was able to reconcile its accounting records
thrdughghe 2077-18 fiscal year.

In ofder Jo maintain current operations, the May Revision includes one-time $37.5 million
General Fund. This funding is necessary on a temporary basis as the Administration
considers reforms necessary to improve accountability and transparency to impacted
communities and regulated entities and develops a fee package to generate sufficient
revenue 1o support the Department’s mission. Additionally, the Office of State Audits
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and Evaluations is curently conducting a performance audit of the Department’s
accounting functions, including whether its procedures are in compliance with the
state’s accounting principles and practices, laws, and regulations. It is anticipated that
the audit will be completed in the fall of 2019.

SAFE DRINKING WATER

Since 2010, the state has provided over $3 billion, primarily bond funds gndhfederal
funds, in assistance fo address safe and affordable drinking water ngegs, such as the
repair, replacement, and improvement of aging infrasfructure an@ pley freatment
systems for over 600 projects to comply with the federal Safe Drinkiag Water Act.

Despite these efforts, many local water systems in the state goarticularly those serving
smaill disadvantaged communities, will continue to faiter prdvide safe drinking water to
their customers. Currently, approximately 1 million @glifdsdians lack access to safe
drinking water. The most significant remaining ciallenge is the lack of a stable funding
source for long-term operation and maintengrige of drinking water systems.

In recognition of the continued safe drinkingwater issues, the Governor's Budget
proposed an additional $168 million Prapesition 68 to support capital water projects
across the state. The Governor's Budget also included $4.9 million General Fund to
support initial steps towards implementation of the Safe and Affordabile Drinking Water
Program and statutory changes 16 establish ongoing sustainable funding to assist
disadvantaged communifi€s jst paying for the costs of obtaining access to safe and
affordable drinking wdter,

Chapter 1, Statutes 062019 (ABY 2 appropriated $20 million General Fund in the current
year to accelerdfe support forSafe drinking water emergencies in disadvantaged
communijffes.

The Admmistratior\refpGins committed to working in collaboration with the Legislature
andstgkeholdersan a comprehensive package that includes a sustainable and
réfialdle sourge &f funding to support safe and affordable drinking water for all
Califorrians.

ACHIEVING A CARBON-NEUTRAL ECONOMY

Cailifornia is committed to achieving a carbon-neutral economy, including the
long-term transition away from fossil fuels. The May Revision invests in this fransition by
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providing additional funds for transit-oriented communities; bus, truck, freight and
fractor engine upgrades to reduce diesel use; methane reductions in agriculture; and
providing apprenticeships and job fraining in careers that will build a future green
economy. The May Revision also recognizes the need for careful study and planning to
decrease demand and supply of fossil fuels, while managing the decline in a waydhat is
economically responsible and sustainable.

The Cap and Trade Program is one important element of California’s greenhiguse gaos
emissions reduction strategy. It is a market-based mechanism that estgblishes a
statewide declining cap on greenhouse gas emissions and a statepuR&uction of
emissions allowances. Under the program, major carbon emitters madstacquire
allowances to represent their emissions and turn them in to thestete each year. This
establishes a price signal necessary to drive long-term investment in cleaner electricity
and fuels, as well as more efficient energy use. The systemlso provides entifies
covered by the program the flexibility to reduce emisSiohsn a cost-effective manner.

The Governor's Budget included a $1 billion Cafnand Trade Expenditure Plan to support
programs that reduce or sequester greenhogsengases, including programs that benefit
disadvantaged and low-income commuriifies,

In recognition of the continued sirepgih of recent Cap and Trade auctions, the May
Revision proposes an additional $251.5'million that promotes affordable housing,
sustainability and resiliency pridritieg (see 2019-20 Cap and Trade Expenditure Plan
chart).

* Transformative Clippdte Commusiiies—A one-time increase of $92 million to support
infegrated, cammunity-sgale Rousing, transit-oriented development, and
neighborhoQMerojectshat reduce emissions in some of the state's most
disadvantaged areas,

o LowCarbon Trgfypaation—A one-time increase of $130 million for programs that
will peduce emissionNns from the transportation sector, with a focus on diesel pollution,
ineldding={N $55 million to replace and upgrade diesel engines and equipment in
#he agriculivral sector, and (2) $50 million to provide incentives for zero-emission
trucks Aransit buses, and freight equipment. In addition, $15 million is proposed to
elpyindividuals replace old, highly polluting vehicles with newer, more efficient cars
are trucks.

* Climate Smart Agriculture—A one-time increase of $20 million, including:
(1) $10 million for the Healthy Soils program that increases carbon sequestration and
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

2019-20 Cap and Trade Expenditure Plan

(Dollars in Millions)
Governor's May

Galeaey Department Program Budget Revision Total
AB 617 - Community Air Protection $200 - $200
Air Toxic and AB 617 - Local Air District Implementation $20 $20
Criteria Air ~ Air Resources Board ($50 million total, including other funds) O
Poliutants
Technical Assistance to Community Groups $10 = $10
Clean Vehicle Rebate Project $200 - $200
Cl ! , & Off- Frei
egn Trucks, Buses, & Off-Road Freight A $50 $182
Equipment
Low Carbon Alr R Board
Transportation Ir Resources Board enhanced Fleet Modernization Program & $50 $15 $65
Transportation Equity Projects
Agricultural Diesel Engine Replacemept’ & $25 $65 $90
Upgrades :
Healthy & Resilient Forests $165 - $165
dSAY S o FIRE M Aol —
Forests Prescribed Fire & Fuel Redu $35 - $35
. Healthy Soils $18 $10 $28
Climate Smart  Department of \
Agriculture  Food & Agriculiure  piethane Reduction $25 $10 $35
Short-Lived
Climate CalRecycle Waste Divassi $25 - $25
Pollutants
tegic G
e eg,lc [ Tra tive Climate Communities $40 $92 $132
Council P
Coastal %
Integrated Commission Q osTo&ence $3 - $3
Climate Action: BEPC &
Mitigation & Commn«\ t}
Resilience me Weatherization $10 - $10

5 &
- 1< <
S =
)
=
=]
>

Preparing Workers for a Carbon-Neutral

7 8
Economy 32 : &
y4
AEEEERIT g T Change Research $10 s $10
limatess Council
Clea 9Y California
Resedne Environmental Transition to a Carbon-Neutral Economy - $1.5 $1.5

Protection Agency

Total

$1,001 $252  $1,253
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keeps our leading agricultural industry productive and growing far into the future,
and (2} $10 million for methane reduction programs that will support the state’s
short-lived climate pollutant goals.

* Preparing Workers for a Carbon-Neutral EConomy—An ongoing increase of
$8 million to increase job training and workforce development as the state
transitions to a carbon-neutral economy. When combined with the funding
proposed in the Governor's Budget, this proposal invests $35 million apnoqliy for five
years in twao key areas: (1) targeted pre-apprenticeship and apprenticaship
programs for the fast-growing construction industry, which is negessbryto build the
infrastructure needed for climate resiliency and a carbon-neuiel economy; and
(2) a new High Road Training Parinership program to fostercarmections between
employers, workers, and communities with an emphasjs on regions and industries
that have been traditionally dependent on fossil fuglShiFicleding Kern County, as
California transitions to ¢ carbon-neutral econom

* Transition to a Carbon-Neutral Economy—A gne-tine increase of $1.5 million for a
study laying out the key actions the state, riwst fake to transition toward a
carbon-neutral economy. The study will eRighasize environmental and economic
programs and policies to dramaticalineduce fossil fuel demand by 2050, in line with
the state's overall climate goals, IheStudy will inform the California Air Resources
Board's Scoping Plan, which lays the foundation for achieving California's ambitious
goals, including achieving arbpn-neutrality by 2045 and reducing greenhouse gas
emissions to 80 percenibelow 1990 levels by 2050.
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AGENDA: 12

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

Memorandum

Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

May 29, 2019

Report of the Mobile Source Committee Meeting of May 23, 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Mobile Source Committee (Committee) recommends Board of Directors approval of the
following items:

A) Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $100,000

B)

C)

1) Approve recommended projects with proposed grant awards over $100,000 as shown
in Attachment 1; and

2) Authorize the Executive Officer/APCO to enter into all necessary agreements with
applicants for the recommended projects.

Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Regional
Fund Policies & Evaluation

1) Approve the proposed FYE 2020 TFCA Regional Fund Policies and Evaluation
Criteria presented in Attachment A; and

2) Approve a change to FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies to
increase the cost-effectiveness threshold for the Bicycle Projects category such that it
is aligned with the threshold that is proposed for the FYE 2020 TFCA Regional Fund
Policies.

Electric Vehicle (EV) Ecosystem Update: EV Equity

1) None; receive and file.



BACKGROUND

The Committee met on Thursday, May 23, 2019, and received the following reports:
A) Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $100,000;

B) Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Regional
Fund Policies & Evaluation; and

C) Electric Vehicle (EV) Ecosystem Update: EV Equity.
Chairperson David Canepa will provide an oral report of the Committee meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) None. The Air District distributes CMP, MSIF, Community Health Protection Grant
Program, and TFCA funding to public agencies and private entities on a reimbursement
basis. Funding for administrative costs is provided by each funding source;

B) None. TFCA funds are generated from the DMV registration fees and distributed to
sponsors of eligible projects on a reimbursement basis. Administrative costs are also
covered by TFCA,; and

C) None. Funding for these contracts comes from a grant from the Federal Highway
Administration and California Department of Transportation, through the Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 12A: 05/23/2019 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #4
Attachment 12B: 05/23/2019 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #5
Attachment 12C: 05/23/2019 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #6



AGENDA 12A - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 4
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Canepa and Members

of the Mobile Source Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: May 13, 2019
Re: Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $166,000

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend Board of Directors:

1. Approve recommended projects with proposed grant awards owver)$100,000 as shown in
Attachment 1; and

2. Authorize the Executive Officer/APC@ to enter iatol all necessary agreements with
applicants for the recommended projeetss

BACKGROUND

The Bay Area Air Quality Managernent'District (Aif“District) has participated in the Carl Moyer
Program (CMP), in cooperatioh with theCaliférnia Air Resources Board (CARB), since the
program began in fiscal year'1998=1999,.. ifie CMP provides grants to public and private entities
to reduce emissions of axides.of nitrogen (NOX), reactive organic gases (ROG) and particulate
matter (PM) from existing heavy-duty e€ngines by either replacing or retrofitting them. Eligible
heavy-duty diesel epginevapplicatigns include on-road trucks and buses, off-road equipment,
marine vessels, locogatives, andwstationary agricultural pump engines.

Assembly Bill {AB) 923" ¢(AB"923 - Firebaugh), enacted in 2004 (codified as Health and Safety
Code (HSO).Sectiop” 44225), authorized local air districts to increase their motor vehicle
registr&hian Surcharge ‘up’to an additional $2 per vehicle. The revenues from the additional $2
surcharge~are depeSited in the Air District’s Mobile Source Incentive Fund (MSIF). AB 923
stipulates thatwalix Wistricts may use the revenues generated by the additional $2 surcharge for
projects eligiblesunder the CMP.

In2017, AB 617 directed CARB, in conjunction with local air districts to establish the Community
Air Protection Program. AB 617 provides a new community-focused action framework to improve
air quality and reduce exposure to criteria air pollutants and toxic air contaminants in communities
most impacted by air pollution. In advance of the development of the Community Air Protection
Program, the Governor and legislature established an early action component to AB 617 to use
existing incentive programs to get immediate emission reductions in the communities most



affected by air pollution. AB 134 (2017) appropriated $250 million from the Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Fund (GGRF) to reduce mobile source emissions including criteria pollutants, toxic air
contaminants, and greenhouse gases in those communities. The Bay Area has been allocated $50
million of these funds for emission reduction projects. These funds will be used to implement
projects under the CMP, and optionally on-road truck replacements under the Proposition 1B
Goods Movement Emission Reduction Program.

On February 21, 2018, the Board of Directors (Board) authorized Air District participation in Year
20 of the CMP, and authorized the Executive Officer/APCO to execute Grant Agreements and
amendments for projects funded with CMP funds or MSIF revenues, with individalgrant award
amounts up to $100,000.

In 1991, the California State Legislature authorized the Air District te\impose a $4 surcharge on
motor vehicles registered within the nine-county Bay Area to fund“projects that reduce on-road
motor vehicle emissions within the Air District’s jurisdiction,. T¥ie, Statutory authority for the
Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) and requirementst@rtiie program are set forth in the
HSC Sections 44241 and 44242. Sixty percent of TFCA fuds'are awarded by the Air District to
eligible projects and programs implemented directly by thie AirDistrict (e«q), Spare the Air, electric
vehicle charging station program) and to a program rgferred4o as the FTECA Regional Fund. Each
year, the Board allocates funding and adopts poligies/and evaluation criteria that govern the
expenditure of TFCA Regional Fund monies. Thé remaining forty percent of TFCA funds are pass-
through funds to the designated County Prograt Manageh (€PM) in each of the nine counties
within the Air District’s jurisdiction.

On May 2, 2018, the Board authorizedunding allé¢atipns for use of the sixty percent of the TFCA
revenue in Fiscal Year Ending (EYE) 2019, cqst-gffectiveness limits for Air District-sponsored
FYE 2019 programs, and th¢ EXecutive” Officer/APCO to execute grant agreements and
amendments for TFCA-revénue“flnded. projects with individual grant award amounts up to
$100,000. On June 6, 2018, the’Board adopted policies and evaluation criteria for the FYE 2019
TFCA Regional Fund grogram.

The Bay Area Clean Ai Foundatiom (Foundation) is a nonprofit support organization for the Air
District. As pdxt0Tits opgfatien, the Foundation applies for grant funding from various sources
and also agCepts funding™o reduce and offset air emissions within the boundaries of the Air
District. {Tosadministersthe grant programs associated with this funding, the Foundation has a
contraétwith the Adr,District, which allows for staff to be used to complete work to expend these
monies. '©n Degendbef 5, 2017, the Foundation executed a contract to receive an award of $1.3
million in Refarmoiated Gasoline Settlement Fund (RFG) funding to help accelerate the adoption
of zero- and neat-zero-emission equipment and vehicles in and near the Port of Oakland.

Projects with grant award amounts over $100,000 are brought to the Mobile Source Committee
for consideration at least on a quarterly basis. Staff reviews and evaluates grant applications based
upon the respective governing policies and guidelines established by the CARB and the Board.



DISCUSSION
Carl Moyer Program and Community Health Protection Grant Program:

For the CMP Year 20 cycle, the Air District had more than $11 million available for eligible CMP
and school bus projects from a combination of MSIF and CMP funds. The Air District started
accepting project applications for the CMP Year 20 funding cycle on June 25, 2018 and
applications are accepted and evaluated on a first-come, first-served basis. On December 20, 2017
the Board authorized the Air District to accept, obligate and expend $50 million jn AB 134 funds
through the Community Health Protection Grant Program.

As of May 3, 2019, the Air District had received 228 project applicationsAOf thé applications that
have been evaluated between April 5, 2019 and May 3, 2019, two eligible projects have proposed
individual grant awards over $100,000. These projects will replacesfivendiesel tractors, and will
reduce over 0.88 tons of NOx, ROG and PM per year. Staff réeommends the allocation of
$271,135 for these projects from a combination of CMP fundg.and“MSIF revenues. Attachment
1, Table 1, provides additional information on these projects:

Attachment 2, lists all of the eligible projects that have-beenseceived by the Air District as of May
3, 2019, including information about the equipment ¢atedory, award amounts, estimated emissions
reductions, and county location. Approximately”63% of thesfungls,have been awarded to projects
that reduce emissions in highly impacted Bay.Aeas/communitieS. Attachment 4, Figures 4 and 5
summarize the cumulative allocation of CMP, IMSIF gand Community Health Protection Grant
Program funding since 2009 (more thap/$269 million\awarded to 1,162 projects).

Transportation Fund for Clean Air Prograrh and“Reformulated Gasoline Settlement Fund
(RFG):

In FYE 2019, the Air District had appr@ximately $20 million in TFCA funds available for eligible
projects. To date, the Adr District has isstred solicitations for existing shuttle & rideshare, pilot trip
reduction, and electtic vehiCle chérgifig station projects. The Air District also issued a solicitation
for the West Oaklahd Zefo-EmissiorGrant Program, which is funded through the RFG, and which
the Air Districtthas'provided, FECA funds as match for on-road vehicle projects.

As of May 332019, the Air District had received 39 project applications for TFCA and RFG funds.
Of the applicationsAhatiyére evaluated between April 6, 2019 and May 3, 2019, one eligible TFCA
and two eligible,R%G grojects proposed an individual grant award over $100,000.

The TFCA project that is recommended for award over $100,000 will support the installation of
20 DC fast charging stations located in San Francisco, Novato, Emeryville and San Jose. This
project will reduce approximately 0.4 tons of NOx, ROG and PM per year. Staff recommends an
award of $500,000 in TFCA funds for this project.

The two RFG projects that are recommended for awards over $100,000 will install and operate 10
DC fast charging stations near the Oakland International Airport and purchase and operate six
electric yard hostlers at the Union Pacific Railroad Oakland Intermodal Facility. The projects will
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reduce over 5 tons of NOx, ROG and PM per year. Staff recommends the allocation of $989,400
in RFG funds for these projects. Since this request exceeds the remaining RFG funds available by
$53,000, the balance of the proposed award will be placed on a contingency list in case additional
funds become available. In addition to evaluating emissions reductions, projects that receive RFG
funding are also evaluated on the amount of petroleum reduced; the two projects receiving RFG
funding are expected to reduce petroleum (diesel and gasoline) consumption by approximately
51,000 gallons per year in West Oakland.

Attachment 1, Table 2, provides additional information on the TFCA and RFG projects proposed
for award over $100,000. Attachment 3 lists all eligible TFCA and RFG,prgjests that were
evaluated as of May 3, 2019, including information about the equipment cate@ory, dward amounts,
estimated emissions reductions, and county location. Approximately 31%6.0f thé funds have been
awarded to projects that reduce emissions in highly impacted Bay Argd.communities.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION / FINANCIAL IMPACT

None. The Air District distributes CMP, MSIF, Communify.Health Protection Grant Program,
and TFCA funding to public agencies and private entitigS oy & reimbursérnent basis. Funding for
administrative costs is provided by each funding sougee.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by:  Anthory Fournier, Sean"™Newlin, and Mark Tang
Reviewed by: Karen SchKolnick arthChengfeng Wang

Attachment 1: €R¥Gjects wjth, Grant Awards Greater than $100,000

Attachment2: "CNIP/M&i;, FARMER and Community Health Protection Grant Program
Apprgved Projects

Attachigent 3: TECA"Approved and Eligible Projects

Attachment 4: §uwaméry of Funding Awarded Between 7/1/18 and 5/3/19



AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 1

Table 1 - Carl Moyer Program/ Mobile Source Incentive Fund, FARMER, and Community Health
Protection Grant Program projects with grant awards greater than $100k (Evaluated between 4/6/19 and 5/3/19)

Equipment Proposed contract Emission Reductions
j i j ipti j Tons per year,
Project # Applicant name Category Project Description award Total piraject cost ( per year) County
NOx ROG PM
Clos Du Val Wine .
20MOY202 Ag/ off-road Replacement of three diesel tractors $ 163,9%1 $ 205,467 0.413 0.058 0.049 Napa
Company, Ltd.
Loma Del Sol .
20MOY196 Farming, Inc Ag/ off-road Replacement of two diesel tractors $ 10%,225] $ 134,032 0.287 0.045 0.032 Sonoma
2 Projects 8 271138] $ 339,499 0.700 0.103 0.081
Table 2 - Summary of Transportation Fund for Ciéan Air/Reformulated Gasoline Settlement projects
with grant awards greater than $100k (E¥aluated4etween 4/6/19 and 5/3/19)
p d tract Emission Reductions
Project # Applicant name Project Category Project Description ropo::va;'on rac Total project cost (Tons per year) County
NO, ROG PM
Install and operate tWenty’50kW DG Fa5t charging
19EV006 EVGo Services, LLC | LD Infrastructure stations at 7 trdnspBiiation corpidenfadilities in San | $ 500,000 $ 1,522,630 0.168 0.249 0.005 Regional
Francisco, Novaté, Emeryville angl San Jose
19RFG13* | EVgo Services, LLC | LD Infrastructure | 15181 #0g pberate ;‘igti)?]ksw DC fast charging | ¢ 389,400( $ 778,800|  0.040 0.060 0.001 | Alameda
19RFG15* Rzgxfclzgf_”ﬂg”t Off-Road BlirchaseAnNadsate six electric yard hostlers | $ 600,000| $ 1864118  0.375 0015 | 0022 | Alameda
8 ProjeCts $ 1,489,400] $ 4,165,548 0.583 0.324 0.028

* These projects are fully funded by Reformwlated Gasafing/Settlement (RFG) Fund.

Page 1




ATTACHMENT 2

CMP/MSIF, FARMER and Community Health Protection Grant Program approved projects
(between 7/6/18 and 5/3/19)

Emission Reductions
(Tons per year)

Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type ) P Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOx ROG PM date

Equipment . )

19MOY166 On-road 1 $ 45,000.00 | Deol Trans / Piara Singh 0.668 0.050 0.004 APCO Contra Costa
replacement

19MOY168 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$ 3300000 RancholasJuntas 0028 | 0.006 1/0.004 | APCO | Contra Costa
replacement Vineyard

19MOY163 Marine Engine 1 $  180,000.00| Bettencourtand Son 0.647 | A0.0098J/0.021 | 10/17/2018| San Mateo
replacement (Commercial fishing)

19MOY182 On-road Equipment 1 $  45000.00 Thy Trucking 06% | %0050 | 0.004 | APCO Alameda
replacement

19MOY185 On-road Equipment 1 $  60,000.00 Puerta Trucking 0.717 | 0097 | 0.032 | APCO Merced
replacement
Equipment .

19MOY158 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 117,000.00 Ocegh BreczesDairy 0.310 0.020 0.015 | 10/17/2018 Sonoma
replacement
Equipment .

19MOY159 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 40,480.00 W, Arefethen Farming LAC 0.173 0.030 0.021 APCO Napa
replacement
Equipment Bazan Vihieyard

19MOY176 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 60,430,.00 0.198 0.033 0.025 APCO Napa
replacement Maragerment
Equipment -

19SBP12 School bus 4 9 512,170,00 | Mageland School District 0.237 0.016 0.000 |10/17/2018 | Santa Clara
replacement
Equipmenty

19MQOY148 Off-road 2 $ 297,278.00 | The Lumber Baron, Inc. 0.178 0.044 0.008 | 10/17/2018 Alameda
replacemént

19SBP97 School bus EdyipMgfit 2. N\ s 163560300 Vallelo City Unified School | 055 | 065 | 0.000 |10/17/2018|  Solano
feplacement District

19MOY175 Oftaoa Equipppent 1 |s  7se8000| MbDiablolandscape | 159 | 0031 | 0023 | APCO | ContraCosta
replagemefit Centers, LLC
Efuippient .

20MOY51 Ag/ off-road 5 $ 467,856.00 | Johnson and Neles Dairy 1.985 0.208 0.124 |10/17/2018 Sonoma
teplaCement

20MOY52 On-road Equipment 1 |$  60000.00| James Marlowe Carson | 0.904 | 0.068 | 0.005 | APCO Napa
replacement

19MOY181 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 $  50,300.00 Jensen Ranch 0122 | 0019 | 0011 | APCO Marin
replacement

19SBP140 School bus Equipment 18 |$ 407636000 FremontunifiedSchool |y 217 1 439 | 0034 |10/17/2018| Alameda
replacement District




AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

Emission Reductions

(Tons per year)

Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type ) P Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOX ROG PM date

20SBP45 School bus Equipment 2 |'s 1,201,00000| CampbellUnionSchool 1,0, | 5006 | 0.000 |10/17/2018| Santa Clara
replacement District

19MOY180 On-road Equipment 26 |$ 492,10000| 'Nestle Waters North 1061 | 0046 | 0003 | 1v72018 | Alameda,
replacement America Solano

20MOY36 On-road Equipment 1 $  60,000.00 ZQR Trucking 0982 | 0074 4 o%ls | APco Alameda
replacement

20MOY48 Marine Engine 1 |'$ 9950000 Michael Thomas Hudson | o »of8 | 6006 | 0010 | APCO Alameda
replacement (Commercial fishing)
Equipment Siqueira Vineyard

20MOY60 Agl off-road 1 $  46,355.00 9456 | 0026 | 0018 | APCO Napa
replacement Management

20MOY50 Marine Engine 2 $  150,000.00 | Captain Joe' Sportlishing | 0@67 1.0.009 | 0.017 | 11/7/2018 | San Francisco
replacement
Equipment . .

20MOY71 Ag/ off-road 6 $ 258,796.00 | Vifia Management Services| 0.865 0.124 0.084 11/7/2018 Sonoma
replacement
Equipment . "

20MOY65 On-road 1 $ 40,000,00 Zahniser TrucKifig 0.738 0.122 0.006 APCO Contra Costa
replacement

20MOY29 Off-road Equipment 3 $ 15,000.00 . 6/Metals, Inc. 0.126 | 0034 | 0001 | APCO Alameda
replacement
Equipment S

20MOY62 Ag/ off-road ¥ $ 6099000 | Vezer Family Vineyards 0.048 0.012 0.010 APCO Solano
replacement

20MOY46 On-road Equipmehg 1 $/N, 49,000.00 Akal Sahai Truck 1446 | 0217 | 0.000 | APCO Alameda
replacement Lines Inc.

20MOY63 On-road =)pment N |s 2350000 Always Express 0179 | 0011 | 0001 | APCO Alameda
replacement Transportatlon

20MOY49 Maripe e’ € 1 $ 148,000.00 F/V Rose Marie Inc. 0.597 -0.011 0.024 | 12/19/2018 | San Francisco
rgplacermept

20MOY94 Marine Efigine 1 |'$ 4400000 Jeifrey A Sylva 0116 | 0001 | 0004 | APCO | SantaClara
replacement (Commercial fishing)

20MOY41 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 $ 29,500.00 Kehoe Dairy, Inc 0.049 | 0002 | 0.003 | APCO Marin
replacement

20MOY66 | Agl off-road Equipment 3 |s 188700.00 |PNaVineyard Management o 150 | 0037 | 0028 |12/19/2018|  Napa
replacement , LLC.

20MOY64 On-road Equipment 1 $  60,000.00 Basra Trucking 1570 | 0239 | 0083 | APCO | SantaClara
replacement
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

Emission Reductions
. (Tons per year) Board
. Equipment . # of Proposed ’
Project # Project type : Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOX ROG PM date
20SBPO08 School bus Equipment 3 |$ 1,14346400| AntiochUnifiedSchool 1505 | 5023 | 0011 |12/19/2018| Contra Costa
replacement District
Equipment .
20MOY76 Agl off-road 4 $  169,400.00|  FN Viticulture, LLC 0514 | 0057 | 0.048 |12/19/2018 Napa
replacement
Equipment .
20MOY97 On-road 1 $ 40,000.00 Gosal Trucking 0.835 0.138 04047 APCO Contra Costa
replacement
) Engine Michael Peery
20MOY43 Marine 2 $  458,000.00 | reery 1409 ¥ 0009 ¥ 0.059 |12/19/2018|  Solano
replacement (Commercial fishing)
20MOY100 Agl off-road Equipment 3 $ 13652000 | ©randCrew Vineyard Q.29 | T0.077 | 0.033 |12/19/2018 Napa
replacement Management
20MOY96 On-road Equipment 1 $ 60,000.00 Reliable Express 0.586 | 0.043 | 0.003 | APCO Alameda
replacement Transportationgnc.
Engine Harley Marihe Services,
20MOY67 Marine g 4 |$ 1,613500.00 1Nty 4l80n, | -0.135 | 0.380 |12/19/2018| Alameda
replacement .
Véssel: Z-Three
Engine HMarley Marine Seryices,
20MOY68 Marine 9 4 |'$ 1,613,500.00 Inc. 4801 | -0.135 | 0.380 |12/19/2018| Alameda
replacement .
Wessel: ZfFFour
Engine Harley M@ring Sefvices,
20MOY69 Marine 9 4 |s 161350000 Inch 4801 | -0.135 | 0.380 |12/19/2018| Alameda
replacement . .
Vessel: Z-Five
20MOY110 Off-road Equipment 3 o fng Nd28,500.00 [NIEYNS Creek Quarty, | 5435 | 0232 | 0138 |12/19/2018| Santa Clara
replacement Inc.
20MOY117 On-road | Mydrogen fueling 1/ |'s f750,000.00| AlamedaContraCosta | 16 | 011 | 0004 |12/19/2018| Alameda
infrastructupe Transit District
20SBP1 School bus Edipment 2 $ / 320,000.00 | Pittsburg Unified School | 199 | 164 | 0.001 |12/19/2018| Contra Costa
réplacemerit District
20MOY95 Agl off-rofid Béuipment ¢ $  159,600.00 | StAn PonciadbaTerilinda | o g5 | 6115 | 0066 |12/19/2018| Sonoma
replacemént Dairy
20MOY99 Agratttoat EAUIPRiENt 2 |s 12180000| T2ndMAgricultural 0359 | 0.047 | 0.032 |12/19/2018 Napa
feplatement Services, LLC
20SBP72 School bu§ Equipment 6 |$ 1,24678500| MiPltas UnifiedSchool 105 | 5019 | 0007 |12/19/2018| Santa Clara
teplacement District
20SBP73 School bus Equipment 8 |s 1,650507.00| BerkeleyUnified School | q10 | 045 | 0132 |12/19/2018| Alameda
replacement District
20MOY119 On-road Equipment 1 |'s  4000000|  FranciscoAguiar 1113 | 0183 | 0.000 | APCO | ContraCosta
replacement dba Salazar Trucking
Equipment '
20MOY15 On-road 1 $ 10,500.00 RCS Enterprises Inc 0.172 0.019 0.009 APCO Santa Clara
replacement
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

Emission Reductions
(Tons per year)

Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type . p Applicant name approval County
category engines contract award
NOX ROG PM date

20MOY120 On-road Equipment 1 $  40,000.00 Goga Trucking 1.066 | 0.175 | 0.000 | APCO Alameda
replacement
Equipment Garvey Vineyard

20MOY74 Agl off-road 1 $ 57,766.00 0.156 | 0009 | 0.009 | APCO Napa
replacement Management LLC

. Equipment L .

20MOY107 Marine 1 $ 109,000.00 Argo Sportfishing 1.031 0.016 04036 2/6/2019 | San Francisco
replacement

20MOY132 Off-road Equipment 1 $  540,000.00 | COUNY Quarry Products, |5 415 1115 Y 0.066 | 2/6/2019 | Contra Costa
replacement LLC

20MOY53 On-road Equipment 1 |$  20,000.00 Pars Trucking OadN, | 0.097 | 0.005 | APCO Solano
replacement

20MOY111 On-road Equipment 1 $  40,000.00 Jasvir Dosarji 0.432/7%,.0.037 | 0.000 | APCO Placer
replacement

20MOY85 On-road Equipment 1 $  40,000.00 Glirchetan Johal 0%03 | 0034 | 0003 | APCO Placer
replacement

20MOY81 On-road Equipment 1 $ 35000000 Bevin Thimas 0366 | 0.03L | 0.002 | APCO | Sacramento
replacement
Equipment )

20MOY92 On-road 1 $ 50/000:00 |  Slikhvir Singh Tatlah 0506 | 0037 | 0.003 | APCO Alameda
replacement

20MOY87 On-road Equipment 1 $)  30,000.00 Rajanpal Singh 0320 | 0028 | 0.002 | APCO Placer
replacement
Equipmept .

20MOY108 On-road 1 $ 40,000.00 Sukhdev Singh Johal 0.402 0.034 0.003 APCO Sacramento
replacenfient,
Equiphgeit Perry Kozlowski

20MOY135 Agl off-road 1 $ 38,235.00 0117 | 0015 | 0010 | APCO Sonoma
teplagement Ranch

20MOY134 Offoatl Engipe 8 |$ 1,901,000.00 DeSilva Gates 6.636 | 0.358 | 0.190 | 2/6/2019 | Alameda
replag€ément Construction

20MOY141 oft-Yoad Engite 1 |$ 111,000.00 Concord Iron 0308 | 0.034 | 0.021 | 2/6/2019 | Contra Costa
eplagement Works, Inc.
Equipment

20MOY126 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 134,000.00 Kabeela, Inc. 0.229 0.024 0.014 2/6/2019 Santa Clara
replacement

20MOY144 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$  66379.00 JPW 0134 | 0.020 | 0012 | APCO Solano
replacement Development Co., LLC

. Locomotive Napa Valley 2/6/2019 &

20MOY149 Locomotive replacement 1 $ 1,550,000.00 Wine Train, Inc. 4.855 0.159 0.110 5/1/2019 Napa

20SBP140 School bus Equipment 5 $  751,061.00 Sunnyvale 0.235 | 0.013 | 0.005 | 2/6/2019 | Santa Clara
replacement School District
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

Emission Reductions
(Tons per year)

Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type ) P Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOX ROG PM date
20MOY151 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$  68475.00 Bianchini Inc. 0165 | 0.020 | 0.011 | APCO Marin
replacement
20MOY147 On-road Equipment 1 |$  40,000.00 Surjit Singh 1162 | 0241 | 0.000 | APCO | SantaClara
replacement
20MOY131 Agl off-road Equipment 1 $  25117.00 E&M 0153 | 0024 §.0014,| APCO Sonoma
replacement Deniz Dairy
20MOY136 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$  27,690.00 Hidden Gem 0.024 ,{ 023 | 0.006 | APCO Sonoma
replacement Farms, LLC
20MOY125 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$  41,900.00 O'Brien Family 0%99% | 0031 | 0.018 | APCO Napa
replacement Vineyard LLC
20MOY61 On-road Equipment 1 |$  15000.00 Lindsey Andef&pa 0437/ N\0.041 | 0.002 | APCO San Mateo
replacement Trucking Semice
. . Picks Pull, apd
VBB VBB Vehicle retirement |y | ¢ 7000,000.00 |Environfhental Engineering{ gD TBD TBD | 3/6/2019 | Regional
FYE2019 program .
Services
VBB Vehicle retirement Direct Mail .
FVE2019 VBB otreach thd |$  200,000.00 conter TBD TBD TBD | 3/6/2019 | Regional
20MOY137 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$  58320.00 Dotti 0% LG 0198 | 0.033 | 0.025 | APCO Sonoma
replacement
Equipment . .
20MOY157 Ag/ off-road 1 3 205,830.00 McClglland's Dairy 0.716 0.066 0.038 3/6/2019 Sonoma
replacement
20MOY159 Ag/ off-road Equipment ! $ 18640800 | Petaluma Pumpkin Patch, | 50 031 | 0.017 | 3/6/2019 Sonoma
replacement LLC
Equipment Leonard Gianno
20MOY102 Ag/ off-road 1 $ A, 18,420.00 0023 | 0.023 | 0006 | APCO Solano
replacemerit (Farmer)
20MOY148 Marine §ndine %W |$ 196500.00| JohnHenry Mellor 0460 | 0008 | 0.017 | 3/6/2019 |San Francisco
replacement; (Commerecial fishing)
eine Christopher Noel Smith,
20MOY3 Marin® N 2 $  97,000.00| DBA, Captain Hook 0947 | -0.014 | 0.038 | APCO Alameda
replacerment .
Sportfishing
20MOY90 Marine roine 2 |s 15600000| RVEVeWEAupment | o574 | 0000 | 0.015 | 362019 |  Solano
keplacement Company LLC
20MOY70 Marine Engine 2 $  160,000.00 Bay Marine 1.490 | 0.029 | 0.047 | 3/6/2019 Solano
replacement Services, LLC
20SBP23 School bus Equipment 2 |'s seleop00| SonomavalleyUnified | 4.5 | 009 | 0001 | 3/6/2019 | Sonoma
replacement School District
Solano, Contra
20MOY175 Locomotive Equipment 2 |'$ 740000000 CalforniaDepartmentof | g 05 | o6og | 0288 | 3/6/2019 Costa,
replacement Transportation Alameda,
Santa Clara
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

Emission Reductions

(Tons per year)

Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type ) P Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOX ROG PM date
20MOY9L1 Marine Engine 2 |s  7000000| RiveviewEquipment 0125 | 0.001 | 0.006 | APCO Solano
replacement Company LLC
. Engine Patrick Lazzari .
20MOY152 Marine 1 $ 39,000.00 I 0.078 0.001 0.003 APCO San Francisco
replacement (Commercial fishing)
20MOY163 Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 $  32,92000| HareManagement 0130 | 0023 §.0013,| APco Napa
replacement Co. LLC
20SBP75 School bus Equipment 4 |'s 787,70400| NapaValley Unified 0373 ,{ 032 | 0.000 | 4/3/2019 Napa
replacement School District
20MOY158 | Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$  58900.00 Cortina Vineyard 8105 | 0007 | 0007 | APCO Napa
replacement Management
20MOY156 | Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |$ 6500000 Robert Cyftoh 0407% 0.011 | 0.006 | APCO Marin
replacement Dairj, Inc
20MOY171 On-road Equipment 1 $  25000.00 ElesPfucking e#15 | 0094 | 0004 | APCO | SantaClara
replacement
20MOY180 On-road Equipment 1 |'s  2700p.00|) Salvadopibe dog 0269 | 0019 | 0001 | APCO | SantaClara
replacement Dbn Luis
20MOY179 On-road Equipment 1 |€  %3,000.00 Baysiie Building 0360 | 0043 | 0002 | APCO San Mateo
replacement Meterials, Inc.
20MOY166 Ag/ off-road Equipment 5 $ 23556000 Freixenet Sonoma 1.028 | 0.155 | 0.119 | 4/3/2019 Sonoma
replacement Caves Inc.
20SBP169 School bus CNG TN 3 #$ A 60,000.00 West County 0000 | 0.00 | 0.000 | APCO Sonoma
Replacement Transportatlon Agency
Equipment Ravenswood City
20SBP187 School bus % $ 1,437,212.00 s 0.388 0.022 0.014 5/1/2019 San Mateo
replacement, School District
20MOY181 On-fodd. Equigmatt 3 $  55000.00| Zepeda's Trucking 0533 | 0043 | 0003 | APCO Alameda
replacement
20MOY37 Off-road Wgpment 1 |s s050000| U9 City Bulding 034 | 0020 | 0012 | APCO | ContraCosta
replacement Materials Company
20MOY160 | Ag/ off-road Equipment 2 |'s 9990000 SanAntonio Creek 0179 | 0027 | 0018 | APcO Solano
replacement Vineyards
20MOY182 Marine Engine 2 |s 18000000| FacificPescadorLlC 1171 | 0011 | 0.047 | 5/1/2019 | San Mateo
replacement (Commercial fishing)
20MOY168 On-road Equipment 1 $  45000.00 Gurwinder Singh 1214 | 0182 | 0.009 | APCO Alameda
replacement
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Emission Reductions
(Tons per year)
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Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type ) P Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOXx ROG PM date
Equioment Coastside Lumber dba
20MOY128 Off-road quip 2 $ 163,795.00 South City Lumber & 0.728 0.127 0.029 5/1/2019 San Mateo
replacement
Supply
Engine Amnav Maritime
20MOY198 Marine 9 2 $ 134,000.00 Corporation 0.599 0.054 0.016 5/1/2019 Alameda
replacement .
(Vessel: Sandra Hugh)
Engine Amnav Maritime
20MOY199 Marine 9 2 $ 134,000.00 Corporation 0.599 0.054 0016 5/1/2019 Alameda
replacement . .
(Vessel: Revolution)
20SBP165 School bus Equipment 2 |s$  379,500.00 West County 0.140 ,{" Owos | 0.000 | 5/1/2019 | Sonoma
replacement Transportation Agency
20SBP186 School bus Equipment 7 |'s 1352217.00] anklin-McKinley 0%61%| 0030 | 0.003 | 51/2019 | Santa Clara
replacement School District
20MOY77 Off-road Equipment 1 |$  73,969.00 Economy Luffiger 0.093"T§,0.019 | 0.002 | APCO Alameda
replacement Company of Qaklandilinc.
Equipment Anit Kumar
20MOY192 On-road 1 $ 26,000.00 0.283 0.024 0.000 APCO Sacramento
replacement (Truckowner/operatag)
20MOY202 Ag/ off-road Equipment 3 |$ 16391000 /05 Du Vef e 0413 | 0.058 | 0.049 TBD Napa
replacement Compaagy, Ltd.
Equipment .
20MOY188 On-road 1 $ 15,000.00 | S Tramspertation, Inc. 0.171 0.014 0.000 APCO Alameda
replacement
Equipment )
20MOY183 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 64,805.00 | Chappellet Vineyard, LLC 0.131 0.008 0.008 APCO Napa
replacement
Equipmepit . L
20MOY193 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 344530.00 | Domenico J. Carinalli, Jr. 0.111 0.020 0.014 APCO Sonoma
replacefent
20MOY191 Ag/ off-road EdyipMghit N s 4so0000| DavidvelaDBADave | o5 | o605 | 0007 | APCO Napa
fepladement Vella Vineyard Mgt
20MOY196 Ag/ oft-road Equipppent 2 |'s$ 10720500| LomabelSolFaming, | o5, | o045 | 0.032 TBD Sonoma
replagemefit Inc.
117 Preffect$ 265 $ 51,597,405.00 102.621 6.272 3.829
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Summary of all TFCA approved and eligible projects (evaluated between 7/1/18 and 5/3/19)

] ] Emission Reductions Board/

Project Project Project Description Award Applicant Name (Tons per year) APCO | CARE County

# Category Amount NO ROG PM Approval | Area

X Date
18EV029 LD Install ar'1d operate 16 single po!'tl Lgvel 2 (high) charglng $48,000 Creative Center of Los 0026 | 0.034 | 0.001 | 10/30/18 No Santa Clara
Infrastructure stations at 1 workplace facility in Los Altos Hills Altos
18EV035 Lb Install and operate 2 duak-port Level 2 (high) charging stations | ¢g 05 | \arin Rowing Association | 0.004 | 0.006 | 0.000 | 7731118 | No Marin
Infrastructure at 1 destination facility in Greenbrae
LD Install and operate 1 single port Level 2 (high) and one 25 kW
18EV038 Infrastructure DC Fast charging stations with solar at 1 transportation corridor $25,900 Solar Action Network 0.01 0.01 0.00 11/30/18 No Sonoma
facility in Petaluma
18EV047 LD Install and operate 4 5|lngI§ port I_lévell 2 (high) charging stations $12,000 Nazareth Plgzg Owners 0.007 0.009 | 48000 7/30/18 No San Mateo
Infrastructure at 1 destination facility in San Mateo Association
Install and operate 12 single-port Level 2 (high) charging . .
18EV049 Lb stations at 6 destination facilities in San Mateo, Burlingame, $36,000 San Mateo Union High |, | G0sf | 9000 | 7/518 | No | SanMateo
Infrastructure I School District
San Bruno, and Millbrae
19EV002 Lb Install and operate 20 dual port level 2 (high) charging stations | ¢a 0 | gan Rafael Airport LLC , | 0.087 | 0.055 | 0.001 | 455119 | No Marin
Infrastructure with solar at 1 destination facility in San Rafael
19EV003 LD Install and operatg two 2§kW DQ .Fafst charging sFanons at1 $23.208 Union InvestmefitReal 0008 | 0.012 | 0.002 4/5/19 Yes |San Francisco
Infrastructure transportation corridor facility in San Francisco Estate GitlgH
LD Install and operate 2 dual port and 1 single port level 2 (high)
19EV009 Infrastructure charging stations at 1 workplace and 1 destination facility in $11,000 ffown'ef Meraga 006 || 0.008 | 0.000 5/1/19 No | Contra Costa
Moraga
LD Install and operate twenty 50kW DC Fast charging stations at 7
19EV006 transportation corridor facilities in San Francisco, Novato, $500,000 EYGo Servigenl L€ 0.168 | 0.249 | 0.005 Pending Yes | Multi-County
Infrastructure p
Emeryville and San Jose
19RFGO6 Lb Install and operate 43 dual port level 2 EV charging stations 47 G2660gd” | Hayw@rd Ynifid School | 50 | 074 | 0.001 | 1017118 | Yes | Alameda
Infrastructure District
19RFG13 LD . , . )
. Infrastructure Install and operate ten 50kW DC fast charging statiofs $389,400 EVgo Service, LLC 0.040 | 0.060 | 0.001 Pending Yes Alameda
19R02 LD Vehicles Vehicle Buy Back Program $150,000 BAAQMD NA NA NA NA No Regional
18R14 Bicycle Install and maintain 3.62 miles oFClasglil bikewayfin $48,500 City of Petaluma 0007 | 0.000 | 0014 | 8618 | No | Sonoma
Facilities Peféluma

18R18 Bicycle Install and maintain.09 milS /St Class |ajd 0.28 fhiles of | ¢, ;5 599 Town of Los Gatos 0029 | 0.056 | 0039 | 81/18 | No | SantaClara
Facilities Clags [Vibikeways in Los Gato§

18R20 Bicycle | Install and maiggiin 1157 miles ofiClelsg Mikeways and 23 bike | gqq 11 City of Gilroy 0.008 | 0.010 | 0.013 | 822/18 | No | SantaClara
Facilities facks (2 bikes per ragk)

18R21 FBalgi)Ilififs Instalf@nd maintajp» 32 @lectrofiic bicycle lockers in Danville $80,000 Town of Danville 0.012 | 0.015 | 0.023 8/7/18 No | Contra Costa

18R22 B|c'y'clle Install and malptait 16 electr'onlc bicycle lockers in San $32,000 San Francisco Qommumty 0.004 0006 | 0.007 8/22/18 No |san Francisco
Facilities Francisco College District

19R01 | Trip Reduction | Enhanced Mobile Source & Commuter Benefits Enforcement $554,842 BAAQMD 0.722 | 0.806 | 1.171 NA No Regional

19R03 | Trip Reduction Spare The Air/Intermittent Control Programs $2,305,927 BAAQMD 42.952 [50.253 | 67.862 NA No Regional

19R10 | Trip Reduction Pleasanton Connector Shuttles $80,000 |SanJoaauinRegionalRail| ) | 587 | 0647 | 1011818 | Yes | Alameda

Commission
19R13 | Trip Reduction Juvenile Justice Center/ Fairmont Hospital Shuttle $29,700 County of Alameda 0.011 0.040 | 0.058 | 10/18/18 | Yes Alameda
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Summary of all TFCA approved and eligible projects (evaluated between 7/1/18 and 5/3/19)

] ] Emission Reductions Board/
Project Project Project Description Award Applicant Name (Tons per year) APCO | CARE County
# Category Amount NO ROG PM Approval | Area
X Date
19R14 | Trip Reduction PresidiGO Downtown Shuttle $100,000 Presidio Trust 0.252 0.352 | 0.471 | 11/7/2018 | Yes |San Francisco
19R15 | Trip Reduction Caltrain Shuttle Program 652,600 | Teninsula CorridorJoint |5 0) | 366 | 544 | 11/7/2018 | No | Multi-County
Powers Board
19R16 | Trip Reduction ACE Shuttle Bus Program $960,000 Santa Clara Valley 243 | 260 | 429 |11/7/2018 | Yes | SantaClara
Transportation Authority
19R17 | Trip Reduction Carpool incentive, vanpool sub5|dly,. Spare the Air messaging $3,000,000 Metropolitan T.rar?sportatlon NA NA NA 5/1/2019 No Regional
and advertising Commission
19R18 | Trip Reduction SJSU Ridesharing & Trip Reduction $139,500 | Associated Students, San | ooy 1 Goef | 5366 | 117772018 | No | Multi-County
Jose State University
19R22 | Trip Reduction Union City Transit Microtransit Pilot 663,220 | O Of g;;/o;rg:zn Union 1”0 %e2 | 0212 | 0304 | 512019 | No | Alameda
19R23 | Trip Reduction GoTriValley On-Demand Shared-Ride Service $257,000 | vermore AmadoVallel| %, 155 | o135 | 0.228 | 5/1/2019 | Yes | Alameda
Transit Autfigrity’
. . ) . . Bay AfégRapid Transit
19R25 | Trip Reduction First- and last-mile services to Walnut Creek BART $1,448,116 Didtrict 0%396 || 0.398 | 0.669 | 5/1/2019 | Yes | Contra Costa
19RF:GO4 Off-road (non- [Purchase and operate 5 electrlc forkl.|fts, 1 electric vacuum unit, $221,000 {Nyse Logistics 0107 | 0.015 | 0.008 | 1017118 | Yes Alameda
ag) and 1 electric terminal truck
19REG15 Off-road (non- Purchase and operate six electric yard hostlers $600,000 R M?nagement 0.375 | 0.015 | 0.022 | Pending | Yes Alameda
ag) Serviceg) LLC
31 Projects* $13,006,012 51104 59.776 81.344

* The award amounts for these projects include a total of $1,225,000 of Reformulatedi@asoline Settlegént (RFG) funds.
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Figures 1-3 shown below summarize funding awarded between 7/1/18 and 5/3/19
from funding sources including:

e Carl Moyer Program (CMP) e Mobile Source Incentive Fund (MSIF)

e Community Health Protection Program (CHP) e Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA)

e Funding Agricultural Replacement Measures for ¢ Reformulated Gasoline Settlement Fund
Emission Reductions (FARMER) (RFG)

Figure 1. Status of FYE2019 funding by source

$11.8M V
<A
CMP/MSIF/
CHP/FARMER TFCA ($20.4M) RFG
($74.2M)* ($1.17M)
$72.6M $1.17M
[ | Previously Awarded Regbmmended » Available
* Includes awards from FYE 2018
Figure 2. Funding,awarded io'FYEZ019 by county
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Figure 4. CMP/MSIF/CHP/FARMER funding awarded since 2009 by county
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AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson David Canepa and Members
of the Mobile Source Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO
Date: May 13, 2019
Re: Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 Transportation Fund for Clegn AIMTFCA) Regional

Fund Policies & Evaluation Criteria

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend Board of Directors:

1. Approve the proposed FYE 2020 TFCA Regierial.Fund RoliCies and Evaluation Criteria
presented in Attachment A, and

2. Approve a change to FYE 2020 TFCA-Cdupty Progriam Manager Fund Policies to increase
the cost-effectiveness threshold forithe Bicyclg*Prajects category such that it is aligned
with the threshold that is proposéd for the FYE 2020 TFCA Regional Fund Policies.

BACKGROUND

In 1991, the California Stated_egiStature authgrized the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(Air District) to impose a $4 sufchargé onjeach motor vehicle registered within the nine-county
Bay Area to fund projeCts’that reduce ofroad motor vehicle emissions within the Air District’s
jurisdiction. The statutory” autharity ¥or the Transportation Fund For Clean Air (TFCA) and
requirements of thespregram_ aresset"forth in California Health and Safety Code Sections 44241
and 44242. Theadthorizinglegislation requires that the Air District’s Board of Directors (Board)
adopt cost-gffectiveness/Criterfa that govern the use of the TFCA funds.

Sixty gercent of the ,TREA funds are allocated by the Board to eligible projects and programs
implemented digeCtly 8y the Air District (e.g., Spare the Air, Charge! Program) and to a program
referred to asgthe\, "=CA Regional Fund. The remaining forty percent (40%) of TFCA funds are
passed-through'to the County Program Manager Fund, based on each county’s proportionate share
of vehicle registration fees paid, and awarded by the nine designated agencies within the Air
District’s jurisdiction.

On April 3, 2019, the Board approved an allocation of $14 million in new TFCA monies to three
program categories, including trip reduction, clean air vehicles, and other Air District sponsored
programs for FYE 2020. An estimated $32.30 million in TFCA funds, including both the new
funds and carryover from projects that have been cancelled or completed under budget, will be



available in FYE 2020. At the same meeting, the Board also authorized the Executive
Officer/APCO to execute grant agreements with project sponsors who propose projects with
individual grant award amounts of up to $100,000 for projects that meet the respective governing
policies and guidelines. TFCA Regional Fund projects with grant award amounts over $100,000
are brought to the Air District’s Mobile Source Committee for consideration at least on a quarterly
basis.

Every year, the Board adopts updated TFCA Regional Fund Policies and Evaluation Criteria
(Policies), which guide the evaluation and award of TFCA Regional Fund projegts. The Policies
include both general requirements that are applicable to all TFCA Regional Fundigrojects, as well
as specific requirements for each project category. This report discusses thé proposed updates to
the Policies for FYE 2020 and the public process, through which these ugtateswvere developed.

DISCUSSION
Public Outreach Process

For FYE 2020, the proposed updates to the prior year/Policies reflest/feedback received from
stakeholders over the past year. On April 8, 2019, the Adr'Ristrict pasted the Policies with proposed
updates on the Air District’s website and opened thefpublic commentyperiod. The public comment
process was advertised via the Air District’s TFCA grants ernall notification system, which was
sent to more than 2,000 stakeholders, includingdrepresentasives‘trom each of the nine Bay Area
Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs). Onme wehirtar warkshop was held on May 1, 2019 to
discuss the proposed changes for FYE£Z020 and was\atterided by four stakeholders. Additional
meetings were held with the CMAs. Attachment €provides a summary of the public comments
received, along with staff’s responseéx

Proposed Updated Policies for EYE 2020

For FYE 2020, propaSed updates, weremade to the Policies to address the comments and
suggestions received dumng the (pubdlic outreach process. Language and grammatical revisions
were also made forelacification pLirpOses.

A redlined gOpy 0¥'the RGlicies for FYE 2020, which shows the proposed updates to the Policies,
is includeg, as Adtachpient BT Below is a summary of the key proposed updates:

» Policy #2."€ost-Effectiveness (C-E): Raise the C-E threshold for zero- and partial-zero-
emissian ‘cars, trucks and buses, pilot trip reduction, and bikeway projects from $250,000
to $500,Q00 per ton of criteria emissions reduced. Also, included a cost-effectiveness for a
newly proposed project category—Vehicle Scrapping.

» Policy #20. Administrative Costs: Raise maximum administrative costs from 5% to
6.25% to be consistent with California Health and Safety Code Section 44233.



* Policy #22. On-Road Truck Replacements: Remove buses from this policy such that
this policy would help to support diesel-to-diesel replacement of highly-polluting on-road
trucks that are not currently able to transition to zero-emissions technology. Also, Policy
#24 was revised to clarify that zero- and near-zero emissions bus projects are eligible for
funding.

» Policy #23. Light- and Medium- Duty Zero- and Partial-Zero-Emissions Vehicles for
Fleets and Policy #24. On-Road Heavy-Duty Zero- and Partial-Zero-Emissions
Trucks and Buses: Remove the requirement that vehicles must be the latest model year
in order to make previous model year new vehicles eligible. And, for, Pelicy #24, clarify
that eligible vehicles include both trucks and buses.

* Policy #26. Vehicle Scrapping: Add this new policy to accelérate the removal of highly
polluting vehicles from Bay Area roads by providing fundin@to owners of on-road motor
vehicles who voluntarily scrap old, polluting vehicles that arewot eligible for funding from
other Air District programs or other public agencies.

* Policy #29. Pilot Trip Reduction: Remove the fequirement, thia¥’projects must be located
in an Air District Community Air Risk Evaluation (CAREnNProgram or in a Priority
Development Area (PDA). The evaluation 'criteria reguire prioritization of funding for
projects in CARE areas and PDAs.

Inaddition, staff is also recommending a changeto the FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager
(CPM) Fund Policies to increase the cost-effectivengssithieshold for the Bicycle Projects category.
This request would align the CPM’s cost-effectiveiessthreshold with the recommended threshold
for the FYE 2020 Regional Fund Rgticigs and addresses input received from CPMs.

BUDGET CONSIDERATIGNLFNANCIAL IMPACT

None. TFCA funds ate geperated. from™DMV registration fees and distributed to sponsors of
eligible projects on @ reimigursement’asis. Administrative costs are also covered by TFCA.



Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by:
Reviewed by:

Attachment A:
Attachment B:

Attachment C:

Chengfeng Wang, Sean Newlin, and Ken Mak @
Karen Schkolnick @
Proposed TFCA Regional Fund Policies and EvalanC iteria for FYE 2020

(Clean) \
Proposed TFCA Regional Fund Policies and Eva n Criteria for FYE 2020

(Redline)
Comments Received and Staff Responses t sed @E 2020 Policies



Agenda S — Attachment A: Proposed TFCA Regional Fund Policies and Evaluation Criteria for FYE 2020 (CLEAN)

TFCA REGIONAL FUND POLICIES
AND EVALUATION CRITERIA FOR FYE 2020

The following policies apply to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District) Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Regional Fund for fiscal year ending (FYE) 2020.

BASIC ELIGIBILITY

1.

Eligible Projects: Only projects that result in the reduction of motor vehicle emissions within the Air
District’s jurisdiction are eligible. Projects must conform to the provisions of the California Health and
Safety Code (HSC) sections 44220 et seq. and Air District Board of Directors adopted YECA Regional Fund
Policies and Evaluation Criteria.

Projects must achieve surplus emission reductions, i.e., reductions that are beyoud What'is required through
regulations, contracts, and other legally binding obligations at the time the Aif’ District executes the project’s
funding agreement.

TFCA Cost-Effectiveness: Projects must not exceed the maximum costretfectiveness (C-E) limit specified
in Table 1. Cost-effectiveness ($/weighted ton) is the ratio of TFCA%imds awarded to the sum of surplus
emissions reduced, during a project’s operational period, of reactive,drganic gases (ROG), nitrogen oxides
(NOx), and weighted PM10 (particulate matter 10 microns in diameter and gmaller).

Table 1: Maximum Cost-Effectiveness for TFCA Regional Fund Projéets

Policy | Project Category Maximum C-E
# ($/weighted ton)
22 | On-Road Truck Replacements $90,000
Light- and Medium-Duty Zero- and, Partizl-Zero*
23 Emissions Vehicles for Fleets $500,000
24 On-R(?ad Heavy-Duty Zero- and\Partial-Zerov $500,000
Emissions Trucks and Buses
25 | Hydrogen Stations $500,000
26 | Vehicle Scrapping $50,000
27 Reserved Reserved
. . $200,000; $250,000 for services in
28 Existing Shuttléd‘egder By§Sgrvices CARE Areas or PDASs
29 | Pilot Trig Redtction $500,000
30 Existing\R€gional Ridesharing Services $150,000
31 Electrohic Bigycle hockers $250,000
32 Bikeways $500,000

Consistent with Existing Plans and Programs: All project categories must comply with the
Transportation‘¢ontrol and Mobile Source Control Measures included in the Air District's most recently
approved strategy(ies) for achieving and maintaining State and national ozone standards; those plans and
programs established pursuant to California Health & Safety Code (HSC) sections 40233, 40717 and 40919;
and, when specified, other adopted federal, State, regional, and local plans and programs.

Eligible Recipients and Authority to Apply: Applicants must have the legal authority, as well as the
financial and technical capability, to complete projects. In addition, the following conditions apply:
a. Eligible Recipients:
i. Public agencies are eligible to apply for all project categories.

ii. Non-public entities are only eligible to apply for Clean Air Vehicle Projects and advanced
technology demonstrations that are permitted pursuant to HSC section 4424 1b(7).
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10.

b. Authority to Apply: Applicants must demonstrate that they have the authority to submit the
application, to enter into a funding agreement, to carry out the project, and to bind the entity to
perform these tasks by including either: 1) a signed letter of commitment from the applicant’s
representative with authority (e.g., Chief Executive or Financial Officer, Executive Director, or City
Manager); or 2) a signed resolution from the governing body (e.g., City Council, Board of
Supervisors, or Board of Directors).

Viable Project and Matching Funds: Applicants must demonstrate that they have adequate funds to cover
all stages of their proposed project(s) from commencement through completion. Unless otherwise specified
in policies #22 through 32, project applicants must demonstrate evidence that they have at least 10% of the
total eligible project costs (matching funds) from a non-Air District source available and ready to commit to
the proposed projects.

Minimum Grant Amount: $10,000 per project.

Maximum Grant Amount: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 through'82, th¢ maximum grant
award amounts are:

a. Each public agency may be awarded up to $1,500,000 per calendds, year; and
b. Each non-public entity may be awarded up to $500,000 per cal€ndar year.

Readiness: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 through &2, projects must commence by the end of
calendar year 2020 or within 12 months from the date of exeetitipinot the fundinig agreement with the Air
District, whichever is later. For purposes of this policy, “commence” meadnis, a tdngible preparatory action
taken in connection with the project’s operation or impl¢mengation, fdr whieh the project sponsor can
provide documentation of the commencement date and adtieh perfprmcd+““Commence” includes, but is not
limited to, the issuance of a purchase order to secufe groject vehidles|arid equipment; commencement of
shuttle/feeder bus and ridesharing service; or th€ deliwéry of the/ward letter for a construction contract.

Maximum Two Years Operating Costs for\Sérvice-Based Ppojects: Unless otherwise specified in
policies #22 through 32, TFCA Regional, FufidS“may b¢ used to support up to two years of operating costs
for service-based projects (i.e., Trip Reduction Proj€ets),

Project Revisions: The Air District will consider only’requests for modifications to approved projects that
are within the same project cat€gories! achieve\tiie same or better cost-effectiveness, comply with all TFCA
Regional Fund Policies, and ar€ in/compliancéwith all applicable federal and State laws, and Air District
rules and regulations. The” Air District maysalso approve minor modifications, such as to correct
typographical mistakes in¢he/grant ggreements or to change the name of the grantees, without re-evaluating
the proposed modificationsin lightofithe/regulations, contracts, and other legally-binding obligations that are
in effect at the tipig the minor Medification was proposed.

APPLICANT IN GOOD SFANDING

11.

12.

13.

In Commplianice with Aix Quality Regulations: Applicants must certify that, at the time of the application
and at th&wtime of 18gliance of the grant, they are in compliance with all local, State, and federal air quality
regulations. Applidants who are in compliance with those laws, rules and regulations, but who have pending
litigation or wlig hiave unpaid civil penalties owed to the Air District, may be eligible for funding, following
a review and approval by the Air District. The Air District may terminate a grant agreement and seek
reimbursement of distributed funds from the project sponsor who was not eligible for funding at the time of
the grant.

In Compliance with Agreement Requirements: Project sponsors who have failed to meet contractual
requirements such as project implementation milestones or monitoring and reporting requirements for any
project funded by the Air District may not be considered eligible for new funding until such time as all of
the unfulfilled obligations are met.

Independent Air District Audit Findings and Determinations: Project sponsors who have failed either a
fiscal audit or a performance audit for a prior Air District funded project will be excluded from future
funding for three (3) years from the date of the Air District’s final determination in accordance with HSC
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14.

15.

section 44242. Additionally, project sponsors with open projects will not be reimbursed until all audit
recommendations and remedies have been satisfactorily implemented.

A failed fiscal audit means an uncorrected audit finding that confirms an ineligible expenditure of funds. A
failed performance audit means that a project was not implemented as set forth in the project funding
agreement.

Project sponsors must return funds under any of the following circumstances:

a. The funds were expended in a manner contrary to the TFCA Regional Funds’ requirements and/or
requirements of HSC Code section 44220 et seq.;

b. The project did not result in a surplus reduction of air pollution from the mobile spurces or
transportation control measures pursuant to the applicable plan;

c. The funds were not spent for surplus reduction of air pollution pursuant to afplah of program to be
implemented by the TFCA Regional Fund;

d. The project sponsor failed to comply with the approved project scopg’as set forth in the project
funding agreement.

Applicants who failed to reimburse such funds to the Air District frofisprior Air District funded projects will
be excluded from future TFCA funding.

Executed Funding Agreement: Only a fully-executed fundjmgragsecment (i.e/;'signed by both the project
sponsor and the Air District) constitutes the Air District’s award of fundsifer a project. Approval of an
application for the project by the Air District Board of Directors or Afr District’s notices such as a
transmittal letter announcing the proposed award do,not Senstitute@ final-Obligation on the part of the Air
District to fund a project.

Applicants must sign funding agreements within 60,days frem the)date the agreements were transmitted to
them in order to remain eligible for award of'I FE€A Regignal Funds. Applicants may request, in writing, an
extension of up to no more than 180 days fsgmthe traxfsputtal date to sign the grant agreements. The request
shall include the basis for an extended,signattire perred: At its discretion, the Air District may authorize
such an extension.

Maintain Appropriate Insurafic€sPfoject sposSors must obtain and maintain general liability insurance
and additional insurance that 18*appropriate folits specific project type throughout the life of the project,
with coverage being no lg§s than the amoumtsspecified in the respective funding agreement. Project
sponsors shall require théif subcontpdctors to obtain and maintain such insurance of the type and in the
amounts required by the grant agrecments.

INELIGIBLE PRO¥ECTS

16.

17.

18.

Planning{A etivities: Phescosts of preparing or conducting feasibility studies are not eligible. Other
plannifig.agtivities miay beligible, but only if the activities are both: 1) directly related to the
implemehtation gf‘agpecific project or program, and 2) directly contribute to the project’s emissions
reductions.

Cost of Developing Proposals and Grant Applications: The costs to prepare grant applications are not
eligible.

Duplication: Projects that have previously received TFCA Regional or County Program Manager funds and
do not propose to achieve additional emission reductions are not eligible.

USE OF TFCA FUNDS

19.

Combined Funds: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 through 32, TFCA County Program Manager
Funds may not be combined with TFCA Regional Funds to fund a TFCA Regional Fund project.
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20. Administrative Costs: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 through 32, TFCA Regional Funds may

21.

not be used to pay for administrative costs (i.e., the costs associated with administering a TFCA Regional
Fund grant). In cases where administrative costs may be paid for by TFCA Regional Funds, they are limited
to a maximum of 6.25% of total TFCA Regional Funds expended on a project and are only available to
projects sponsored by public agencies. To be eligible for reimbursement, administrative costs must be
clearly identified in the project budget at the time of application and in the funding agreement between the
Air District and the project sponsor.

Expend Funds within Two Years: Project sponsors must expend the grant funding within two (2) years of
the effective date of their grant agreement. Applicants may request a longer period in the application, by
submitting evidence that a longer period is justified to complete the project due to its unique circumstance.
Project sponsors may request a longer period before the end of the agreements’ second ygar in the event that
significant progress has been made in the implementation of the project. If the Air Distrigiapproves a longer
period, the parties shall memorialize the approval and length of the extension formally fi.e., in writing) in
the grant agreement or in an amendment to the executed grant agreement.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT CATEGORIES

To be eligible for funding from the TFCA Regional Fund, a proposged ‘project must meet the purposes and
requirements for the particular category’s type of project.

Clean Air Vehicle Projects

22. On-Road Truck Replacements: The project will rgplace.Zlass 64Class/, and Class 8 diesel-powered

23.

trucks that have a gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of 19,501\bs{ of greater (per vehicle weight
classification definition used by Federal Highway Adpfinistrafigha( KHWA)) with new or used trucks that
have an engine certified to the 2010 CaliforniatAir Resourées\Beard (CARB) emissions standards or
cleaner. The existing truck(s) to be replae€d saust be registered with the California Department of Motor
Vehicles (DMV) to an address within thevATg District®s4Tnisdiction and must be scrapped after replacement.

Light-and Medium- Duty Zero- amd, Partial-Zero-Emissions Vehicles for Fleets: The project will
accelerate the deployment of zero% and/partial#zepo-emissions motorcycles, cars, and light- and medium-
duty vehicles:

a. Each project (fleetleployment) mustednsist of the purchase or lease of three or more new vehicles
registered to a singl@,omner;

b. Vehicles musthaye’a GVWR net’exceeding 14,000 1bs.;

Each car @nd"fhiuck musgbsmaintained and operated within the Air District’s jurisdiction for a
minim@nipithree yéars aitd 15,000 miles. All other vehicle types must be maintained and operated
withirkthe/Air Diétrict’s%urisdiction for a minimum of three years and 9,000 miles;

d. Eligible vehigle types include plug-in hybrid-electric, plug-in electric, and fuel cell vehicles approved
forvon-road us¢ by the CARB;

e. ProjectSponSers may request authorization of up to 100% of the TFCA Funds awarded for each
vehicle towbe used to pay for costs directly related to the purchase and installation of alternative
fueling infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new vehicle;

f. Projects that seek to scrap and replace a vehicle may qualify for additional TFCA funding toward the
purchase or lease of a new vehicle. Costs related to the scrapping and/or dismantling of the existing
vehicle are not eligible for reimbursement with TFCA funds;

g. Vehicles that are solely powered by gasoline, natural gas, or diesel, and retrofit projects are not
eligible; and

h. The total amount of TFCA funds awarded combined with all other grants and applicable manufacturer
and local/State/federal rebates and discounts may not exceed 90% of the project’s eligible cost.
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24. On-Road Heavy-Duty Zero- and Partial-Zero-Emissions Trucks and Buses: The project will help fleet
operators achieve significant voluntary emission reductions by encouraging the replacement of older,
compliant trucks and buses with the cleanest available technology, and help fleet operators who are
expanding their fleet to choose the cleanest available technology:

a. Each vehicle must be new and have a GVWR greater than 14,000 Ibs.;
b. Vehicles may be purchased or leased;

c. Each vehicle must be maintained and operated within the Air District’s jurisdiction for a minimum of
three years and 15,000 miles;

d. Eligible vehicles must be approved by the CARB;

Project Sponsors may request authorization of up to 100% of the TFCA Funds afvarded for each
vehicle to be used to pay for costs directly related to the purchase and installation'gf“alternative
fueling infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new vehicle;

f. Projects that seek to scrap and replace a vehicle may qualify for additignal RFCA funding toward the
purchase or lease of a new vehicle. Costs related to the scrapping and/0x dismantling of the existing
vehicle are not eligible for reimbursement with TFCA funds;

g. Vehicles that are solely powered by gasoline, natural gas, or di€sel\and retrofit projects are not
eligible; and

h. The total amount of TFCA funds awarded combined with,all 6ther grdnt$\and applicable manufacturer
and local/State/federal rebates and discounts may not gxcedd 90% @ftheqgroject’s eligible cost.

25. Hydrogen Stations: The project is intended to accelerate the deploythent)of hydrogen fueling stations.
Funding may be used for the purchase and installatién of equipment for,new dispensing facilities and for
upgrades and improvements that expand access to &xisting refireling sites. The following additional
conditions must also be met:

a. Stations must be located within the Aiy/District’s;junisdietion and be available and accessible to the
public;

b. Equipment and infrastructure-must.b¢ designed, installed, and maintained as required by the existing
recognized codes and standards and apprOved by the local/State authority; and

c. Each station must be mdintained andrepetated for a minimum of three years.
d. TFCA funding may/hot bé"tised to pay for fuel or on-going operations and maintenance costs.

TFCA funding is Itdited to 25% af the total eligible project cost and may not exceed a maximum
award amount 0f $250,00090k station.

f. Stations masthave receive€da=passing score and/or received approval for funding from a State or
federal.ageicy.

26. Vehicle Scrapping: The project is intended to accelerate the removal of highly polluting vehicles,
including ¢ars, motorcy€les! trucks and buses from Bay Area roads. Funding will be provided to owners of
eligble on-road métof vehicles who voluntarily scrap vehicles that meet the following requirements:

a. Vehiclesanusbbe roadworthy and pass an inspection by the Air District or its designee.

b. Vehicles st be currently registered with the DMV to an address within the Air District’s
jurisdiction and have had continuous registration to the same owner for a minimum of two years.

c. Vehicles are not eligible for funding from other Air District programs or other public agencies.

27. Reserved.

Trip Reduction Projects

28. Existing Shuttle/Feeder Bus Services: The project will reduce single-occupancy vehicle commute-hour
trips by providing the short-distance connection between a mass transit hub and one or more definable
commercial hubs or employment centers:
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a.

The service must provide direct service connections between a mass transit hub (e.g., a rail or Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) station, ferry or bus terminal, or airport) and a distinct commercial or
employment location;

The service’s schedule must be coordinated to have a timely connection with the corresponding mass
transit service;

The service must be available for use by all members of the public;

TFCA Regional Funds may be used to fund only shuttle services to locations that are under-served
and lack other comparable service. For the purposes of this policy, “comparable service” means that
there exists, either currently or within the last three years, a direct, timed, and publicly accessible
service that brings passengers to within one-third (1/3) mile of the proposed commercial or
employment location from a mass transit hub. A proposed service will not be deemied “comparable”
to an existing service if the passengers’ proposed travel time will be at leastd 5 mintes shorter and at
least 33% shorter than the existing service’s travel time to the proposed déstitiation;

Reserved.

TFCA Regional Funds may be used to fund services only during cdmmuter peak-hours, i.e., 5:00-
10:00 AM and/or 3:00-7:00 PM;

Matching funds must be provided to cover at least 10% of th@total*project cost and must include only
direct operational costs. Administrative costs are not eligible for use asymatching funds. For
shuttle/feeder bus service projects, the total project cogtiSithe sum of direst operational costs (i.e.,
shuttle driver wages and fuel) of the project;

Project Sponsors must be either: (1) a public transit agéncy or transif district that directly operates the
shuttle/feeder bus service, or (2) a city, county, or afiy other publicagency;

Applicants must submit a letter of concurgene€ fudm all gfansit districts or transit agencies that
provides service in the area of the propoged route, certifying'that the service does not conflict with
existing service; and

Projects that would operate in HighlydmpactedCemmunities or Episodic Areas as defined in the Air
District Community Air Risk Evaluation (CARE) Pfogram, or in Priority Development Areas (PDAs),
may qualify for funding at athigher cost-gffectiveness limit (see Policy #2).

29. Pilot Trip Reduction: The pr0jest Will reducedingle-occupancy commute-hour vehicle trips by
encouraging mode-shift to,other forms of{shardd transportation. Pilot projects are defined as projects that
serve an area where no simitar service was available within the past three years, or will result in
significantly expanded servige to arf exiSting area. Funding is designed to provide the necessary initial
capital to a public dgengy/Afor the Statt=up of a pilot project so that by the end of the third year of the trip
reduction projee(’slepdrationthe Project will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal public funds,
such as grantsstowdintaindts operation:

a.

b.

Applicants musflemonstrate the project will reduce single-occupancy commute-hour vehicle trips
and tesult in @/rediiction in emissions of criteria pollutants;

Th& propoged§erfice must be available for use by all members of the public;

Applicapts must provide a written plan documenting steps that would be taken to ensure that the
project will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal public funds to maintain its operation by
the end of the third year;

If the local transit provider is not a partner, the applicant must demonstrate that they have attempted to
have the service provided by the local transit agency. The transit provider must have been given the
first right of refusal and determined that the proposed project does not conflict with existing service;

Applicants must provide data and/or other evidence demonstrating the public’s need for the service,
including a demand assessment survey and letters of support from potential users;

Pilot trip reduction projects that propose to provide shuttle/feeder bus and ridesharing service projects
must comply with all applicable requirements in policies #28 and #30
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30.

Existing Regional Ridesharing Services: The project will provide carpool, vanpool, and other rideshare
services. For TFCA Regional Fund eligibility, ridesharing projects must be comprised of riders from at least
five counties within Air District’s jurisdiction, with no one county accounting for more than 80% of all
riders, as verified by documentation submitted with the application.

If a project includes ride-matching services, only ride-matches that are not already included in the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) regional ridesharing program are eligible for TFCA
Regional Funds. Projects that provide a direct or indirect financial transit or rideshare subsidy are also
eligible under this category. Applications for projects that provide a direct or indirect financial transit or
rideshare subsidy exclusively to employees of the project sponsor are not eligible.

Bicycle Projects

31.

32.

Electronic Bicycle Lockers: The project will expand the public’s access to newseleétrohic bicycle lockers.
The project must be included in an adopted countywide bicycle plan, CongestforlManagement Plan (CMP),
or the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s Regional Bicycle Plan, afid must serve a major activity
center (e.g. transit station, office building, or school). The electronic bigycle lockers must be publicly
accessible and available for use by all members of the public.

TFCA Regional Funds may not be used to pay for costs for maintenance, repairs, upgrades, rehabilitation,
operations, and project administration.

The maximum award amount is based on the number of locKers, at the ratéyof $2,500 per locker, for
example, a quad contains four lockers and would be eligible for a maximumsaward amount of $10,000.

Monies expended by the Project Sponsor to maintaifi, repair, upgtade] rehabilitate, or operate the electronic
lockers are not eligible for use as matching funds,

Bikeways: The project will construct and/or iristall/bikewafysjthatare included in an adopted countywide
bicycle plan, Congestion Management Plafi (EMP), countywid€ transportation plan (CTP), city general plan
or area-specific plan, or the Metropolitan¥] ransportatie”@ommission’s Regional Bicycle Plan. To be
eligible for funding, the purpose of bikeways that dre Wcltided in an adopted city general plan or area-
specific plan must be to reduce m¢tor Yehicle emissions or traffic congestion. Projects must have completed
all applicable State and federal€nvisefimentaligeviews and either have been deemed exempt by the lead
agency or have been issued the*pplicablemegative declaration or environmental impact report or statement.

All bikeway projects mu§t,s#vhere applicabl€; be consistent with design standards published in the California
Highway Design Manual 0w€onforin tethe provisions of the Protected Bikeway Act of 2014.

Projects must redageveliicle trips-niade for utilitarian purposes (e.g., work or school commuting) and
cannot be used ex€lusively forgetreational use. Projects must also meet at least one of the following
conditions:
a. Beloacated withifi gne-half mile biking distance from the closer of a public transit station/stop (e.g.,
gealy county/wide ot regional transit stops/stations/terminals) or a bike share station;

b. Be locatediwithis one-half mile biking distance from a major activity center that serves at least 2,500
people ger day (e.g., employment centers, schools, business districts);

c. Be located*within one-half mile biking distance from three activity centers (e.g., employment centers,
schools, business districts).

Projects are limited to the following types of bikeways:
a. Class I Bikeway (Bike Path), new or upgrade improvement from Class II or Class III bikeway;
b. New Class II Bikeway (Bike Lane);
c. New Class III Bikeway (Bike Route); or
d

Class IV Bikeway (Separated Bikeway), new or upgrade improvement from Class II or Class III
bikeway.
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REGIONAL FUND EVALUATION CRITERIA:

1. Projects must meet all of the applicable TFCA Regional Fund policies.

2. Applications will also be evaluated using the evaluation process listed in Table 2:

Table 2: Evaluation Process by Project Category

Pogcy Project Category Evaluation Process
22 On-Road Truck Replacements
Light- and Medium-Duty Zero- | Applications will be reviewed on a first-come, first-served
23 and Partial-Zero- Emissions basis, and funding amounts for eligibie ptojects will be
Vehicles for Fleets determined based on a project’s coSt-effectiveness and
On-Road Heavy-Duty Zero- and | conformity to their respective proje€t specific Policy
24 Partial-Zero- Emissions Trucks requirements.
and Buses
Applications will be regiewed after the submittal deadline
25 Hydrogen Stations and eligible projectsgwil be ranked based on their cost-
effectiveness scor&and,conformity to Policy #25.
Applications willshg reviewed,on a first-come, first-served
26 Vehicle Scrapping basis and eligible projects+will be recommended for
funding until funding has been depleted.
27 Reserved ReServed
3 Existing Shuttle/Feeder Bus Applicatiéns will may b€ reviewed on either a first-come,
Services first#sepved basis §r #competitive basis after the submittal
29 Pilot Trip Reduction deadline. Eligible}projects will be evaluated based on
théir cost-effectiveness score and conformity to their
respeglive\prdject specific Policy requirements. In the case
Existing Regional Ridesfaring of a~¢Ompetitive solicitation, projects will also be ranked
30 . based bn their potential to expand access to 1% and last
Services . . . . .
mile connections to regional or county-wide transit
stops/stations/terminals (e.g., BART, Caltrain, Capitol
Corridor, ferry terminals) and bike share stations.
Applications will be reviewed on a first-come, first-served
31 Electronic Bi€ycle LpckeEns basis and eligible projects will be recommended for
funding until funding has been depleted.
Applications may be reviewed on either a first-come,
first-served basis or a competitive basis after the submittal
deadline. Eligible projects will be evaluated based on their
cost-effectiveness score and conformity to Policy #32. In
32 Bikeways the case of a competitive solicitation, projects will also be
ranked based on their potential to expand access to 1% and
last mile connections to regional or county-wide transit
stops/stations/terminals (e.g., BART, Caltrain, Capitol
Corridor, ferry terminals) and bike share stations.

3. Up to sixty percent (60%) of TFCA Regional Funds will be prioritized for projects that meet one or more
of the following criteria:

a. Projects in Highly Impacted Communities or Episodic Areas as defined in the Air District Community
Air Risk Evaluation (CARE) Program;

b. Projects in Priority Development Areas (PDAs).
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TFCA REGIONAL FUND POLICIES
AND EVALUATION CRITERIA FOR FYE

The following policies apply to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District) Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Regional Fund for fiscal year ending (FYE)

BASIC ELIGIBILITY

1.

Eligible Projects: Only projects that result in the reduction of motor vehicle emissions within the Air
District’s jurisdiction are eligible. Projects must conform to the provisions of the California Health and
Safety Code (HSC) sections 44220 et seq. and Air District Board of Directors adopted fFECA Regional Fund
Policies and Evaluation Criteria.

Projects must achieve surplus emission reductions, i.e., reductions that are beyoutd What'is required through
regulations, contracts, and other legally binding obligations at the time the Ajf’ District executes the project’s
funding agreement.

TFCA Cost-Effectiveness: Projects must not exceed the maximum costeffectiveness (C-E) limit specified
in Table 1. Cost-effectiveness ($/weighted ton) is the ratio of TFC AStmds awarded to the sum of surplus
emissions reduced, during a project’s operational period, of reactivé,drganic gases (ROG), nitrogen oxides
(NOx), and weighted PM10 (particulate matter 10 microns in diameter and gmaller).

Table 1: Maximum Cost-Effectiveness for TFCA Regional Fund Projeets

Policy | Project Category Maximum C-E
# ($/weighted ton)
22 On-Road Truck Replacements $90,000
23 Light- and Medium-Duty Zero- and, Partisl-Zer+ S 000
Emissions Vehicles for Fleets ’
24 Ro Heavy-Duty Zero- gnd Partial-Zero- $ 000
Emissions K sl TN, B4
25 | Hydrogen Stations $500,000
26 G
27 Reserved Reserved
L. : $200,000; $250,000 for services in
28 Existing Shuttledegder ByS Sgrvices CARE Areas or PDAs
Pilot Trip"Reduction —iCesf
29 ation{C Fareds-ol $ ,000
e 24
30 Existing Regighal Ridesharing Services $150,000
31 Electronic Bieycle’ Lockers $250,000
32 “‘\Bikeway§ $ ,000

Consistent with Existing Plans and Programs: All project categories must comply with the
Transportation Control and Mobile Source Control Measures included in the Air District's most recently
approved strategy(ies) for achieving and maintaining State and national ozone standards; those plans and
programs established pursuant to California Health & Safety Code (HSC) sections 40233, 40717 and 40919;
and, when specified, other adopted , State, regional, and local plans and programs.

Eligible Recipients and Authority to Apply: Applicants must have the legal authority, as well as the
financial and technical capability, to complete projects. In addition, the following conditions apply:
a. Eligible Recipients:
i. Public agencies are eligible to apply for all project categories.
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10.

ii. Non-public entities are only eligible to apply for Clean Air Vehicle Projects and advanced
technology demonstrations that are permitted pursuant to HSC section 44241b(7).

b. Authority to Apply: Applicants must demonstrate that they have the authority to submit the
application, to enter into a funding agreement, to carry out the project, and to bind the entity to
perform these tasks by including either: 1) a signed letter of commitment from the applicant’s
representative with authority (e.g., Chief Executive or Financial Officer, Executive Director, or City
Manager); or 2) a signed resolution from the governing body (e.g., City Council, Board of
Supervisors, or Board of Directors).

Viable Project and Matching Funds: Applicants must demonstrate that they have adequate funds to cover
all stages of their proposed project(s) from commencement through completion. Unlesgrotherwise specified
in policies #22 through 32, project applicants must demonstrate evidence that they have 4t least 10% of the
total eligible project costs (matching funds) from a non-Air District source available and¥Cady to commit to
the proposed projects.

Minimum Grant Amount: $10,000 per project.

Maximum Grant Amount: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 ¢ghroéugh 32, the maximum grant
award amounts are:

a. Each public agency may be awarded up to $1,500,000 per.calendar year; and
b. Each non-public entity may be awarded up to $500,000Fer ®alendar yeas.

Readiness: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 thfoughs32, prejects'waust commence by the end of
calendar year or within 12 months from the date of execution of the funding agreement with the
Air District, whichever is later. For purposes of thig/policy, “comuience’” means a tangible preparatory
action taken in connection with the project’s operabign gr implementation, for which the project sponsor can
provide documentation of the commencement (ate and actieq performed. “Commence” includes, but is not
limited to, the issuance of a purchase ordepAG)sceute project yehicles and equipment; commencement of
shuttle/feeder bus and ridesharing service; ‘of th€ deliyéry, Of the award letter for a construction contract.

Maximum Two Years Operating Costs for Service-Based Projects: Unless otherwise specified in
policies #22 through 32, TFCA R¢gional Funds’may*b¢ used to support up to two years of operating costs
for service-based projects (i.e./TripR€ductiomProjects).

Project Revisions: The Ajr DistsiCt will ¢onsigler only requests for modifications to approved projects that
are within the same projéct/Categoriessachicve the same or better cost-effectiveness, comply with all TFCA
Regional Fund Policigs, and/are in ¢ontpliance with all applicable federal and State laws, and Air District
rules and regulation$, The” Air Distsictthay also approve minor modifications, such as to correct
typographical ndistakes’in thegrant dgreements or to change the name of the grantees, without re-evaluating
the proposedritedifiCationsn light of the regulations, contracts, and other legally-binding obligations that are
in effect at the tithe theshinorvmodification was proposed.

APPLICANTN GOOI'STANDING

11.

12.

In Complian€ewith Air Quality Regulations: Applicants must certify that, at the time of the application
and at the time of issuance of the grant, they are in compliance with all local, State, and federal air quality
regulations. Applicants who are in compliance with those laws, rules and regulations, but who have pending
litigation or who have unpaid civil penalties owed to the Air District, may be eligible for funding, following
a review and approval by the Air District. The Air District may terminate a grant agreement and seek
reimbursement of distributed funds from the project sponsor who was not eligible for funding at the time of
the grant.

In Compliance with Agreement Requirements: Project sponsors who have failed to meet contractual
requirements such as project implementation milestones or monitoring and reporting requirements for any
project funded by the Air District may not be considered eligible for new funding until such time as all of
the unfulfilled obligations are met.
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13.

14.

15.

Independent Air District Audit Findings and Determinations: Project sponsors who have failed either a
fiscal audit or a performance audit for a prior Air District funded project will be excluded from future
funding for three (3) years from the date of the Air District’s final determination in accordance with HSC
section 44242. Additionally, project sponsors with open projects will not be reimbursed until all audit
recommendations and remedies have been satisfactorily implemented.

A failed fiscal audit means an uncorrected audit finding that confirms an ineligible expenditure of funds. A
failed performance audit means that a project was not implemented as set forth in the project funding
agreement.

Project sponsors must return funds the

were expended in a manner contrary to the TFCA Regional Funds’ reQuitements and/or
requirements of HSC Code section 44220 et seq.;

project did not result in a surplus reduction of air pollution from the globile gources or
transportation control measures pursuant to the applicable plan;

funds were not spent for surplus reduction of air pollution pursyant%o a plan or program to be
implemented by the TFCA Regional Fund;

failed to comply with the approved projdst $¢pe, as set forth in the project
funding agreement.

Applicants who failed to reimburse such funds to the Air Digtrictjfrom prior Air/District funded projects will
be excluded from future TFCA funding.

Executed Funding Agreement: Only a fully-executed fomding agfednient (i.e., signed by both the project
sponsor and the Air District) constitutes the Air DiStrict’s award of funds for a project. Approval of an
application for the project by the Air District Beard af/Directdrs’or ¥ notices such as a
transmittal letter announcing the proposed awatd d¢ not castitut€ a final obligation on the part of the Air
District to fund a project.

Applicants must sign funding agreements Within 60-days from the date the agreements were transmitted to
them in order to remain eligible forawardof TEFCANRegional Funds. Applicants may request, in writing, an
extension of up to no more than_180 days fronf the transmittal date to sign the grant agreements. The request
shall include the basis for an dxtemded signataréperiod. At its discretion, the Air District may authorize
such an extension.

Maintain Appropriate BiSurance:/Project sponsors must obtain and maintain general liability insurance
and additional insuganee that is apprepridte for its specific project type throughout the life of the project,
with coverage bemmg ng less thap=théyamounts specified in the respective funding agreement. Project
sponsors shall régliie theirsubgontractors to obtain and maintain such insurance of the type and in the
amounts required by the,grant agreements.

INELIGIBEE\PROJECTS

16.

17.

18.

Planning Activitiés: The costs of preparing or conducting feasibility studies are not eligible. Other
planning activitieS*may be eligible, but only if the activities are both: 1) directly related to the
implementation of a specific project or program, and 2) directly contribute to the project’s emissions
reductions.

Cost of Developing Proposals and Grant Applications: The costs to prepare grant applications are not
eligible.

Duplication: Projects that have previously received TFCA Regional or County Program Manager funds and
do not propose to achieve additional emission reductions are not eligible.

USE OF TFCA FUNDS
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19. Combined Funds: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 through 32, TFCA County Program Manager
Funds may not be combined with TFCA Regional Funds to fund a TFCA Regional Fund project.

20. Administrative Costs: Unless otherwise specified in policies #22 through 32, TFCA Regional Funds may
not be used to pay for administrative costs (i.e., the costs associated with administering a TFCA Regional
Fund grant). In cases where administrative costs may be paid for by TFCA Regional Funds, they are limited
to a maximum of of total TFCA Regional Funds expended on a project and are only
available to projects sponsored by public agencies. To be eligible for reimbursement, administrative costs
must be clearly identified in the project budget at the time of application and in the funding agreement
between the Air District and the project sponsor.

21. Expend Funds within Two Years: Project sponsors must expend the grant funding within two (2) years of
the effective date of their grant agreement. Applicants may request a longer period in‘th€ application, by
submitting evidence that a longer period is justified to complete the project due toditsAinique circumstance.
Project sponsors may request a longer period before the end of the agreements§econd year in the event that
significant progress has been made in the implementation of the project. If tie Air'District approves a longer
period, the parties shall memorialize the approval and length of the extension formally (i.e., in writing) in
the grant agreement or in an amendment to the executed grant agreemerify

ELIGIBLE PROJECT CATEGORIES

To be eligible for funding from the TFCA Regional Fund, a proppséd prejectmust meet the purposes and
requirements for the particular category’s type of project:

Clean Air Vehicle Projects

22. On-Road Truck Replacements: ThE prgjeCt willaepiade Class 6, Class 7, and Class 8 diesel-
powered trucks that have a gross/#ehiele’weight rating (GVWR) of 19,501 Ibs. or greater (per
vehicle weight classification definition uscddyFederal Highway Administration (FHWA)) with new or
used trucks that have an engine gertified gentlie 2010 California Air Resources Board (CARB)
emissions standards or cleaner. The"existifig truck(s)-o} ) to be replaced must be registered with the
California Department of Motor Vighicles (DMV ) to an address within the Air District’s jurisdiction and
must be scrapped after replacdment.

23. Light-and Medium- Duty Zero- and Paktial-Zero-Emissions Vehicles for Fleets: The project will
accelerate the deploymentof Zero- afid partial-zero-emissions motorcycles, cars, and light- and medium-
duty vehicles:

a. Each projéct(fleet depleyment) must consist of the purchase or lease of three or more new vehicles
registgfedyfond single€'Qwnar;

b. ANkl #cles mist have a GVWR 14,000
lbs—a+t =

c. Each car apdtugk must be maintained and operated within the Air District’s jurisdiction for a
minimug, of three years and 15,000 miles. All other vehicle types must be maintained and operated
within th&Air District’s jurisdiction for a minimum of three years and 9,000 miles;

d. Eligible vehicle types include plug-in hybrid-electric, plug-in electric, and fuel cell vehicles approved
for on-road use by the CARB;

e. Project Sponsors may request authorization of up to 100% of the TFCA Funds awarded for each
vehicle to be used to pay for costs directly related to the purchase and installation of alternative
fueling infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new vehicle;

f. Projects that seek to scrap and replace a vehicle may qualify for additional TFCA funding toward the
purchase or lease of a new vehicle. Costs related to the scrapping and/or dismantling of the existing
vehicle are not eligible for reimbursement with TFCA funds;

g. Vehicles that are solely powered by gasoline, natural gas, or diesel, and retrofit projects are not
eligible; and
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h. The amount of TFCA funds awarded
all other grants and applicable manufacturer and local/ /federal rebates and discounts

24. Heavy-Duty Zero- and Partial-Zero-Emissions : The project will
help fleet operators achieve significant voluntary emission reductions by encouraging the replacement of
older, compliant with the cleanest available technology, and help fleet operators
who are expanding their fleet to choose the cleanest available technology:

a. must be new and have a GVWR-of greater than
14,000 Ibs.;

b. Vehicles may be purchased or leased;
Each vehicle must be maintained and operated within the Air District’s jurigdictiotvfor a minimum of
three years and 15,000 miles;

d. Eligible vehicles must be approved by the CARB;
Project Sponsors may request authorization of up to 100% of the TRCA Eunds awarded for each

vehicle to be used to pay for costs directly related to the purchase @ad installation of alternative
fueling infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new Vichicle

f. Projects that seek to scrap and replace a vehicle may qualifiz for‘additional TFCA funding toward the
purchase or lease of a new vehicle. Costs related to thesStrapping and/erdismantling of the existing
vehicle are not eligible for reimbursement with TFCAWfunds;

g. Vehicles that are solely powered by gasoline, natural gas, or dicsel,‘arfd retrofit projects are not
eligible; and

h. The amount of TFCA funds awarded s agt e LG

all other grants and applicable manfifactyrer anddgcal/s /federal rebates and discounts
_A.,‘ Zg Ragl % § .
25. Hydrogen Stations: are TRe » 1as Mtehded to accelerate the deployment of hydrogen

fueling stations. Funding may be used, far she purchaseland installation of equipment for new dispensing
facilities and for upgrades and improvements that expand access to existing refueling sites. The following
additional conditions must alsé betiet:

a. Stations must be logated within the "Air District’s jurisdiction and be available and accessible to the
public;

b. Equipment andNnfrastructuse must be designed, installed, and maintained as required by the existing
recognizedrepdes and stamdards and approved by the local/ authority; and

c. Each statiofh must begnamtdined and operated for a minimum of three years.
TFCA, funding mdy notbe used to pay for fuel or on-going operations and maintenance costs.

£ECAMunding isMimited to 25% of the total project cost and may not exceed a maximum
award amount6f $250,000 per station.

f. Stationgumusthave received a passing score and/or received approval for funding from a State or
federal agericy.

26. Vehicle Scrapping: The project is intended to accelerate the removal of highly polluting
vehicles from Bay Area roads. Funding will be provided to
owners of on-road motor vehicles who voluntarily scrap vehicles that meet the following
requirements:

a. Vehicles must be roadworthy and pass an inspection by the Air District or its designee.

b. Vehicles must be currently registered with the DMV to an address within the Air District’s
jurisdiction and have had continuous registration to the same owner for a minimum of two years.

c. Vehicles are not eligible for funding from other Air District programs or other public agencies.

27. Reserved.
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Trip Reduction Projects

28. Existing Shuttle/Feeder Bus Services: The project will reduce single-occupancy vehicle commute-hour
trips by providing the short-distance connection between a mass transit hub and one or more definable
commercial hubs or employment centers:

a.

The service must provide direct service connections between a mass transit hub (e.g., a rail or Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) station, ferry or bus terminal, or airport) and a distinct commercial or
employment location;

The service’s schedule must be coordinated to have a timely connection with the corresponding mass
transit service;

The service must be available for use by all members of the public;

TFCA Regional Funds may be used to fund only shuttle services to locationg’that &€ under-served
and lack other comparable service. For the purposes of this policy, “compérable gervice” means that
there exists, either currently or within the last three years, a direct, timgd, ahd publicly accessible
service that brings passengers to within one-third (1/3) mile of the pfopesed commercial or
employment location from a mass transit hub. A proposed servicéywill not be deemed “comparable”
to an existing service if the passengers’ proposed travel time will be at least 15 minutes shorter and at
least 33% shorter than the existing service’s travel time to th@\proposed destination;

Reserved.

TFCA Regional Funds may be used to fund services only during cdmmut€r peak-hours, i.e., 5:00-
10:00 AM and/or 3:00-7:00 PM;

Matching funds must be provided to cover at least ¥0% of th€ totalproject cost and must include only
direct operational costs. Administrative cosfs afe not eligible foruse as matching funds. For
shuttle/feeder bus service projects, the total prajéct costlis/theysum of direct operational costs (i.e.,
shuttle driver wages and fuel) of the project:

Project Sponsors must be either: (] Jagtblic trap8it ageficy or transit district that directly operates the
shuttle/feeder bus service, or (2) a cityrcountys,0f anly other public agency;

Applicants must submit a left€fgi*edncurrende fiom all transit districts or transit agencies that
provides service in the arga'ef the propgsed route, certifying that the service does not conflict with
existing service; and

Projects that would/6perat€in Highly Inipacted Communities or Episodic Areas as defined in the Air
District Community/AipRisk Evaluation (CARE) Program, or in Priority Development Areas (PDAs),
may qualify fonfunding at a higher cost-effectiveness limit (see Policy #2).

29. Pilot Trip Reductian®»The project=will reduce single-occupancy commute-hour vehicle trips by
encouraging smedesshift to6thes forms of shared transportation. Pilot projects are defined as projects that
serve an areg where no gimilag service was available within the past three years, or will result in
significantly ¢Xpanded\sefvice to an existing area. Funding is designed to provide the necessary initial
capital tg~a¥public gdgencyvfor the start-up of a pilot project so that by the end of the third year of the trip
reduction projectis Opefation, the project will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal public funds,
such as grantdpto Inaintain its operation:

Applicants must demonstrate the project will reduce single-occupancy commute-hour vehicle trips
and result in a reduction in emissions of criteria pollutants;

The proposed service must be available for use by all members of the public;

Applicants must provide a written plan documenting steps that would be taken to ensure that the
project will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal public funds to maintain its operation by
the end of the third year;
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If the local transit provider is not a partner, the applicant must demonstrate that they have attempted to
have the service provided by the local transit agency. The transit provider must have been given the
first right of refusal and determined that the proposed project does not conflict with existing service;

Applicants must provide data and/or other evidence demonstrating the public’s need for the service,
including a demand assessment survey and letters of support from potential users;

Pilot trip reduction projects that propose to provide shuttle/feeder bus and ridesharing service projects
must comply with all applicable requirements in policies #28 and #30

30. Existing Regional Ridesharing Services: The project will provide carpool, vanpool, and other rideshare
services. For TFCA Regional Fund eligibility, ridesharing projects must be comprised of riders from at least
five counties within Air District’s jurisdiction, with no one county accounting for morg/han 80% of all
riders, as verified by documentation submitted with the application.

If a project includes ride-matching services, only ride-matches that are not already ffcluded in the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) regional ridesharing prograniare cligible for TFCA
Regional Funds. Projects that provide a direct or indirect financial transit of fideshare subsidy are also
eligible under this category. Applications for projects that provide a direct'r indirect financial transit or
rideshare subsidy exclusively to employees of the project sponsor are.not\cligible.

Bicycle Projects

31. Electronic Bicycle Lockers: The project will expand the public’s accessitonew electronic bicycle lockers.
The project must be included in an adopted countywide bicygle plan, Cohgestion Management Plan (CMP),
or the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s RegionalBicycl€ Rlansand must serve a major activity
center (e.g. transit station, office building, or schodl)/The electronic bi€ycle lockers must be publicly
accessible and available for use by all memberg©f thesfublic.

TFCA Regional Funds may not be used to @y fesCosts for maintenance, repairs, upgrades, rehabilitation,
operations, and project administration.

The maximum award amount is based“en the number 0f 46ckers, at the rate of $2,500 per locker, for
example, a quad contains four locKers §nd would be‘eligible for a maximum award amount of $10,000.

Monies expended by the Projdct,Sponsor te=maintain, repair, upgrade, rehabilitate, or operate the electronic
lockers are not eligible foryuse as#hatching funds.

32. Bikeways: The project will cgnstrugtand/or install bikeways that are included in an adopted countywide
bicycle plan, Congestion Management Plan (CMP), countywide transportation plan (CTP), city general plan
or area-specific plan,‘er the Metsepdlitan Transportation Commission’s Regional Bicycle Plan. To be
eligible for fundigg, the purpose &f bikeways that are included in an adopted city general plan or area-
specific plaf must be to rédce niotor vehicle emissions or traffic congestion. Projects must have completed
all applicihleState and federal environmental reviews and either have been deemed exempt by the lead
agencyiet have beerl issued the applicable negative declaration or environmental impact report or statement.

All bikeway projeetswpdust, where applicable, be consistent with design standards published in the California
Highway Design.Madnual; or conform to the provisions of the Protected Bikeway Act of 2014.

Projects must reduce vehicle trips made for utilitarian purposes (e.g., work or school commuting) and
cannot be used exclusively for recreational use. Projects must also meet at least one of the following
conditions:
a. Be located within one-half mile biking distance from the closer of a public transit station/stop (e.g.,
local, county- wide or regional transit stops/stations/terminals) or a bike share station;

b. Be located within one-half mile biking distance from a major activity center that serves at least 2,500
people per day (e.g., employment centers, schools, business districts);

c. Be located within one-half mile biking distance from three activity centers (e.g., employment centers,
schools, business districts).

Projects are limited to the following types of bikeways:
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a. Class I Bikeway (Bike Path), new or upgrade improvement from Class II or Class III bikeway;
b. New Class II Bikeway (Bike Lane);

c. New Class III Bikeway (Bike Route); or

d

Class IV Bikeway (Separated Bikeway)—New:), new or upgrade improvement from Class II or Class
III bikeway.
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REGIONAL FUND EVALUATION CRITERIA:

1. Projects must meet all of the applicable TFCA Regional Fund policies.
2. Applications will also be evaluated using the evaluation process listed in Table 2

Table 2: Evaluation Process by Project Category

PoLlcy Project Category Evaluation Process
2 On-Road Truck and-Bus
Light- anljlelsll:gi?rf-n];i ty Zero- ApPlications w‘ill be reviewed on a ﬁr -come, ﬁr;t-served
23 and Partial-Zero- Emissions basis, and funding amounts for eli rojects will be
. determined based on a project’s ffectiveness and
Vehicles for Fleets conformity to their respectiv jedtsspecific Policy
On-Road Heavy-Duty Zero- and requirements. &
24 Partial-Zero- Emissions
VehielesTrucks and Buses
Applications will b ed after the submittal deadline
25 Hydrogen Stations and eligible proje e ranked based on their cost-
effectlveness ] con ity to Policy #25.
ions wil eviewed on a first-come,
26 ReservedVehicle Scrapping d basjg M gligible projects will be
ILCOH]I ntil funding has been depleted.
27 Reserved / eserved
28 Existing Shuttle/Feeder Bus AWions ﬁl} be reviewed on cither a first-come,
Services firgf¥erve s bt a competitive basis after the submittal

29 Pilot Trip Reduction dlin ek ligible projects will be evaluated ranked
Y'base eif cost-effectiveness score and conformity to
th&cﬁve project specific Policy requirements. In
. . th ¥ of a competitive solicitation, projects will also be
30 Existing Resg;f:,llal R‘rmg v nl@g based on their potential to expand access to 1% and

% ast mile connections to regional or county-wide transit
O stops/stations/terminals (e.g., BART, Caltrain, Capitol
Corridor, ferry terminals) and bike share stations.
Applications will be reviewed on a first-come, first-served

A

Applications wi may be reviewed on either a first-come.

@& first-served basis or a competitive basis after the submittal

31 Elec& 1cycl@ basis; and eligible projects will be recommended for
% funding until funding has been depleted.
deadline. and-eEligible projects will be evaluated be
‘ ranked-based on their cost-effectiveness score and
conformity to Policy #32. In the case of a competitive
32 @ Bikeways solicitation, projects will also be ranked based on their -
Projeets-that-potential to serve-expand access to 1* and
last mile connections to regional or county-wide transit

stops/stations/terminals (e.g., BART, Caltrain, Capitol
Corridor, ferry terminals) e+and bike share stations-wiH

reecerve-a h]gh(\l- pF‘] ()Ht{ z

3. Up to sixty percent (60%) of TFCA Regional Funds will be prioritized for projects that meet one or more
of the following criteria:

a. Projects in Highly Impacted Communities or Episodic Areas as defined in the Air District Community
Air Risk Evaluation (CARE) Program;

b. Projects in Priority Development Areas (PDAs).
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Commenter &

Town of Los
Gatos

geographic area restrictions, the TFCA program can
incentivize more innovative projects in this category
and make bigger impacts on emission reduction. The
change to the maximum cost-effectiveness (C-E) limit
in this category will better reflect the costs in bringing
these projects forward. Specifically, in the case of the
School Bus Pilot Program in Los Gatos, these changes
will allow our successful program to leverage local
funds with TFCA funds to sustain for a two-year period
and achieve our trip reduction goals. We are further
encouraged by the staff recommendation to implement
these changes as early as in the FY19/20 County
program.

1.

Comment Staff Response
Agency
) We highly support the proposed changes to Category
Ss{m'ghc' 29. Pilot Trip Reduction. We believe by eliminating the
mith,

Noted:

We also recommend that you review thednaximum
cost-effectiveness (C-E) limit in the 32. Bikeways
Category. The limit hasn’t changed_ ifnmaiy years,
while it is evident that constructibn cdsts havg’increased
substantially in recent years. Fhie BECA amounts
eligible for many bikeway projects havebecome a
smaller percentage of th€ tetal project costslue to the
increase in construction€ost§. A reVieyz and update to
the limit will facilitate the completion of many
meaningful bikeWay\projects threughout the Bay Area.

Noted. Air District staff is recommending an increase
to the C-E threshold for the bikeways project category.

Mike
Pickford,

San Francisco
County
Transportation
Authority

Is the cost-effectivefiegs (C-E) limit for the new Vehicle
Scrapping suppdsed o be $500,000 instead of $50,000?

$50,000 is the correct value. This newly proposed category
targets vehicles, e.g., motorcycles, trucks, that are not
currently eligible under the Air District’s Vehicle Buyback
or Clean Cars for All programs. Based on data from the
California Air Resources Board EMFAC model, staff
estimates that the proposed cost-effectiveness limit will
allow sufficient funding to incentivize the early retirement
of motorcycles and trucks.

Page 1 of 3
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4. It would be helpful if the Air District added “buses” 4. Noted. Air District staff has made proposed text revisions
(explicitly) in policy #24 so it is obvious that zero- change to address this comment.
emission buses are eligible for TFCA funds.

5. The language in policy #13 on returning funds — if the The purpose of this policy is to ensure that eligible TFCA
project is found to be not cost-effective, will the funded projects are smplemented and completed as
sponsor have to refund the full amount of the award or proposed by projett gponsors and approved by the Air
an amount so that the project would become cost- District. Air DiStrict staff will circle back with the
effective? The language may discourage applicants. commenter o fusthr discuss this comment and evaluate

the opportunities to update this requirement.

6. Is there a schedule for when solicitations for the various Air District staff will provide a tentative schedule for
TFCA project categories will open? T RCA solicitations to the CMAs and post the notice on the

Als District’s website in early summer to help interested
stakehol@ersyto plan for the next cycle of funding.

7. Battery buses are a big topic, but there hasn’t been a lof of The pioposed increase to the C-E limit for the On-Road
interest in the past to apply for grant funding becayse the Heavy-Duty Zero- and Partial-Zero-Emissions Trucks and
eligible TFCA amount TFCA isn’t enough to impaet BuSes category is intended to address this comment as the
replacement efforts. higher limit may allow more funding to be allocated to each

project. Also, TFCA may be used to supplement funding
from other sources, such as Federal Transit Administration
and HVIP.
Bill Hough, 8. Will these changes in C-E [for Bikeways] beseflected Noted. Air District staff is recommending an increase
Santa Clara in the County Program Manager(CPM) polici¢s for to the C-E threshold for the bikeways project category
Valle FYE 20217? Suggest that we make these prop@sed in both the FYE2020 Regional Fund policies and the
T Y . updates to the CPM FYE 2021 policies, tdes previously adopted FYE2020 CPM policies. This same
ransportation . . .
A . limit is currently being considered for the FYE 2021
uthority ..
CPM policies.
Jacki Taylor, 9. ACTC supportsithelincreage of the C-E limit for Noted. Air District staff has been proposing periodic
bikeway pfojech and ACTGhas been advocating for this updates to the C-E thresholds for all project categories
Alameda County .
T . for a fewyCass! and has worked with stakeholders to evaluate the effect
ransportation . .
C - of incremental increases.
ommission
(ACTC)

Page 2 of 3
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Emily Heard,

San Francisco
Municipal
Transportation
Agency
(SFMTA)

10. Eligible projects: "surplus emissions" clause [Policy
#1]. Given the progressive state and city policies on
emissions reductions, this restriction greatly reduces
eligible projects or parts of projects that can qualify for
TFCA funding.

10. Noted. TFCA has historically limited funding to
projects that achieve surplus emissions. Staff has been
working along with County Program Managers and
other stakeholders to ensure that the policies do not
penalize applicants ywho are progressive or ahead of the
compliance sched@le/0f rules and regulations. During
this next year, AipDistrict staff will be working with
the commenfer dnd/other stakeholders to evaluate
opportunities for addressing this comment.

11. The strict correlation to CE [Policy #24] for these
projects reduces the potential to apply for funds in a
geographically constrained service area. When
combined with the surplus clause in policy number 1,
this particularly impacts San Francisco, which has
relatively clean fleets already as well a municipal
service area. However, the City's efforts to upgrade its
fleets to zero emissions would arguably align withsthe
goals of the program, which are to bring the cleafiest
technologies to bear on the Bay Area. Additighally, the
relatively poor CE of infrastructure that issequiced to
run these clean fleets provides a funding‘eofitmadrum
wherein the agency has to fund one to bevable to apply
for the other. While infrastructure,degsnet inherehtly
provide vehicle emissions reductions,it is requiged for
the effective implementationfofneWw techpalogies.

11. Noted. "Air District staff is currently proposing an
inerease to the maximum C-E for On-Road Heavy-
Ruty Zero- and Partial-Zero-Emissions Trucks and
Buses preject category to address this comment as the
higher, litit nay allow more funding to be allocated to
zero-entisgion fueling infrastructure projects. Staffis
cugrerifly working with transit agencies, including
SFMTA, who are interesting in deploying zero-
endission buses, to develop a program to address this
challenge.

12. The program to policie€ in”28 and 29.makethe program
exceptionally difficult to eSign ard eligible project that
also meets the needs 0f the service,dred. For example,
28a requires specific end points,of @ route, while recent
Pilot Trip reductign cycled have required a dynamic
route and/dr schedule Similarly, many under-served
service atcas would befefit from evening or late night
servicliat serve§ ndn-tfaditional employment
destinations andthdipworkers, particularly industrial
and retail enifffeyument, which are more likely to utilize
workers from highly impacted communities and PDAs.
This would not be allowable under 28f.

12. Noted. The policies allow TFCA funding to support
both project types: those with fixed-routes (existing
shuttle services) and those with dynamic routes and
schedules (pilot trip reduction projects). TFCA
funding has also historically been prioritized to support
the reduction of peak commuter-hour traffic since
funding is limited and demand is high. During this
next year, Air District staff will be working with the
commenter and other stakeholders to evaluate
opportunities to support non-commuter hour services
that effectively reduce emissions.
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AGENDA: 6
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson David Canepa and Members

of the Mobile Source Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 13, 2019

Re: Electric Vehicle (EV) Ecosystem Update: EV Equity

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

As part of its deliberations, the Mobile Sourcei Committee\(Committee) received several
presentations in 2018 on the light- and heavyduty electric\vehigcle (EV) ecosystem in the Bay
Area. In order to expand upon and disseminate”the ifprmation in those presentations, the
Committee requested that staff prepare a compréhensiyeyritten report on the status of EVs in the
Bay Area.

DISCUSSION

The Bay Area Air Quality Méanagement Distgict (Air District) has invested significant resources to
reduce transportation emissionsAhrough the deployment of electric vehicles (EVs). In this memo,
electric vehicles are défiried as hattery=€lectric vehicles (BEVs), hydrogen fuel cell vehicles
(FCEVs), and plug-in hyhrid eledtri¢ yehicles (PHEVS). Attachment 1 is a comprehensive report
on light-duty E\, adoption trends, irifrastructure, barriers, and Air District programs to increase
EV awareness, @guity, and adloption. Across multiple Mobile Source Committee meetings in 2019,
staff are providing’an ovémyiew of the topics covered in this report, including:

s~ Status oT Light-Duty EV Adoption in the Bay Area (March 28, 2019)
e * EV Rxograms: Incentives and Awareness (April 25, 2019)
e EWRkograms: EV Equity (current meeting)

This update on EV Equity will include an update on the EV adoption trends, incentives and
awareness programs, heavy-duty EV market, and the Clean Cars for All Program which was
launched by the Air District in 2019.



This report (Attachment 1) will be the basis for additional stakeholder review and input in order
to develop an update to 2013 Bay Area EV Readiness Plan: the “Bay Area EV Acceleration Plan.”
At a future Committee meeting, staff will also provide a similar update on the market for heavy
duty EVs and zero-emissions vehicles.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None. Funding for these contracts comes from a grant from the Federal Highway Administration
and California Department of Transportation, through the Congestion Mitigationéng Air Quality
Improvement (CMAQ) Program.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Tinle
Reviewed by: Ranyee Chiang

Attachment 6A: Bay Area Electric Vehicle Ecosystem: 2019 Update for the BAAQMD Board
of Directors
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Attachment 1: Bay Area Electric Vehicle Ecosystem: 2019 Update for the BAAQMD Board of
Directors
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DEFINITIONS

Vehicle Types:
BEV - battery electric vehicle
EV - electric vehicle, including BEV, PHEV, and FCEV
FCEV - hydrogen fuel cell electric vehicle
ICE - internal combustion engine @
PHEV - plug-in hybrid electric vehicle &@
ZEV - zero-emissions vehicle &
Organizations: ®\
CARB - California Air Resources Board @
CEC - California Energy Commission OO

PG&E - Pacific Gas and Electric @

Relevant Terms:
GHG - greenhouse gases
MSRP - manufacturers Q dr a|
TCO - a vehicle’s to st of ip, including purchase cost, repairs, fuel,
maintenance, ta@nsurance ce, incentives, and depreciation

TFCA - T atlo § r Clean Air

<</
@QQ,



BACKGROUND

The nine-county Bay Area is home to approximately 7.6 million people? and 5.3 million light duty
vehicles?, with an additional 600,000 vehicles passing daily through the region from adjacent
areas.® Three-quarters of Bay Area residents drive to work (64% drive alone and 10% carpool) and
12% take transit to work.* Tailpipe emissions from these light duty vehicles account for
approximately 28% of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions (CO2e) and a significant portion of other
pollutants (31% of carbon monoxide and 12% of nitrogen oxide) in the Bay Area.

In addition to alternative transit modes that include walking, biking, mass transit, and shared
transportation, wide-scale adoption of electric vehicles (EVs) and electrificatiod of all types of
transportation are essential to achieving local, State, and Federal emissios“«gQuetion targets for
greenhouse gases and criteria pollutants. California has set a goal of 5 piiion EVs sold by 2030,
and the Bay Area has set a target of 90% of vehicles in the Bay Area being zero emissions by 2050.
The Bay Area and California also share the goal to cut greenhousg gas €missions to 80% below
1990 levels by 2050. Rapid growth in the EV market, especially. far"\BEVs, will be a significant
part of achieving these goals.

With the first introduction of commercially available light-Buty EVs irs2010, the Air District
began programs to monitor the EV market and incregse EM.adoptioh i the Bay Area. The Air
District’s efforts have included development and implenjentatiornof egion-wide EV plans,
outreach and awareness activities, and direct fipdncial incentives. ,I'his report includes an update
of the EV ecosystem, ongoing Air District pragrdms, andfutuxe areas of focus to further
accelerate EV adoption.

CURRENT BAY AREA EV ECOSYSEM

Environmental Benefits

Compared to internal combustiop'enginé (I§E) vehicles, battery electric vehicles (BEVs) and plug-
in hybrid electric vehicles,(PHEVs) emit.fewer greenhouse gas emissions (Figure 1). All BEVs
and fuel-cell vehicles préduce zerf direct GHG emissions, while PHEVs produce direct emissions
when operating omgasoline. The lifeCycle emissions of a BEV depend on the energy mix of the
region’s grid. Rorlexample the TS. average emissions from charging a Chevy Bolt is 1.7 times
higher than pltatgipg in thé Bay Area, due to California’s high fraction of renewable energy versus
coal and patural gas. An retent years, GHG emissions associated with BEVs and PHEVs have
decreased ‘Decause ptidcrgased renewable energy generation on the grid (which reduces lifecycle
emissions), as weéll/as, improvements in vehicle technology (which reduces direct emissions).

! United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey, Demographic and Housing Estimates, 2017
2 California Department of Transportation: Estimated Vehicles Registered by County, 2017
3 California Department of Transportation: Annual Traffic Volume Reports (1992-2015)

4 United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2016



Further emissions benefits will be realized over time as more of the region’s power grid shifts to
renewable energy sources® and as battery technologies improve.

Figure 1: Example Vehicle Emissions for EVs in the Bay Area compared to the U.S. Average
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which is uSeg“asd repr. tive city in the Bay Area. The calculator can be used for other Bay Area cities as well.
Available Vehic @
Until a few yeatS ago, the availability of EV models was a major hurdle for interested consumers.

However, following the implementation of the California’s Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV)
Program, the market grew significantly. The ZEV program required auto manufacturers to offer a
specific number of EVs in the state and thereby provided drivers more options compared to other

5 Environmental Assessment of a Full Electric Transportation Portfolio, Electric Power Research Institute/National
Resources Defense Council, September 2015.
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states. This requirement, combined with incentives, rebates, and carpool lane access, has made
California a leader in the EV automotive market. In 2015, California drivers could choose from 20
different EV models®; that number has climbed to 43 EV models in 2019, which includes 20 BEVs
and 3 FCEV.

The manufacturer's suggested retail price (MSRP) and battery range of BEVs available in
California vary widely (Table 1). While the average MSRP of BEVs has decreased over the past
few years, EVs are still priced higher than conventional vehicles, on average. The average BEV
MSRP in the U.S. is $58,000, which is still above the average transaction price for all new light
duty vehicles, which is $37,149. The price differential between conventional vehigles and EVs is
seen as a key barrier to EV adoption, particularly for low- and moderate-incofne hodseholds.

Table 1: Availability, Cost, and Range of BEVs sold in the lJS.

BEVs
Type of Vehicle Available in MSRP Range
CA
City 2-door 3 $24,000-545,000 84-114 miles
Compact 6 $29,000-$38,000 89-238 miles
Sedan 7 $34,000-$135,000 111-335 miles
Suv 4 $374000-$140,000 64-100 miles
Pick-up Truck Expected in 2020
Minivan Expécted in 2020

While BEVs have higher MSRPs than conyentional vehicles, the difference in purchase price is
typically offset by savings opfueiard mairtieriance, as well as financial incentives. A useful metric
to compare the costs of BEVs 0 conventignal vehicles is total cost of ownership (TCO). TCO
includes costs incurre@ by vehicle. ownerS throughout a car’s lifecycle, such as repairs, fuel,
maintenance, taxes, insuranCe, finaneey and depreciation (Figure 2). BEV’s total cost of ownership
is lower comparedztonother vehicteCategories (including PHEV) because of less wear on the
brakes, fewer nioying'partsaand availability of incentives.® Uncertainty in how battery range and
performancg”degrades oxer time is a factor in TCO. However, because of high demand for used
EVs in Califarpia, thesdepretiation rate of BEVs has been less than EVs sold in other markets.

& Electrifying the Vehicle Market (2016), Union of Concerned Scientists, August 2016.
7 Average New-Car Prices Up More Than 4 Percent Year-Over-Year for January 2019, Kelly Blue Book, February
2019.

8 Total cost of ownership and market share for hybrid and electric vehicles in the UK, US and Japan, Applied
Energy, January 2018.

4



Figure 2: Example 5-year Total Cost of Ownership, 2019 ICE vehicle (Ford Focus) and BEV (Ford Focus EV)

B MSRP with Depreciation ™ Financing M Insurance m Taxes & Fees M Maintenance M Fuel Cost M Repairs
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rord forus fectre __- 249,611

Ford Focus Electric with @
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consumer) & ,
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Incentives (moderate 539 611
r

income consumer) —
DQ $35,000%000 $45,000 $50,000
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Source: Edmunds Tri st to Own calcu r
The example presented above shows how@ej& al tax~credits ($7,500) and California rebates
inco ther make the electric version of the

($4,500 for low-income, $2,500 for ’T‘%l

Ford Focus cost competitive compared e ICE
is phased out after each manufa ehicles of their electric models. Tesla and
General Motors have hit the p @ car manufacturers are expected to reach the

it. O
phase out limit within the ven f current sales trends continue.® Around this time
Fin NEF) is projecting that EVs will become cost-

of the Ford Focus. The federal tax credit

frame, Bloomberg New, Energ

competitive on an uns@ed bagis. '"Starting in 2024 and by 2029, most EV models will reach
parity with ICE vehicle batte@ces continue to fall (due to economies of scale associated
with the increase.i

i! ma
The foIIow@ oma XVG pledged to support the large-scale transition from internal

combusti ne vi es to electric vehicles (Table 2).1! The commitments include electrifying
their efgi eups!i
and phasimg outg

ng of lithium-ion batteries).

sing the number of EV models available, emissions reduction targets,
combustion engine vehicles.

® Federal EV Tax Credit Phase Out Tracker by Automaker, EVAdoption.com, November 2018.
10 Electric Vehicle Outlook 2018, Bloomberg New Energy Finance, 2017.

11 What does automakers commitments to EVs entail, Clean Technica, October 2018.
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Table 2: Auto Manufacturer EV Commitments

Automaker Year Commitment
Volvo 2019  Sell an electrified version of each of its models
Jaguar Land Rover 2020  Sell an electrified version of each of its models

Daimler (Mercedes-Benz) 2022  Sell an electrified version of each of its models and add 10+ BEVs to market
Fiat Chrysler Automobiles 2022  Sell 12 battery-electric, plug-in, and hybrid versions across 30 different
lines of vehicles

Ford Motor Company 2022  Sell 40 hybrid and fully electric vehicles

Nissan Motor Company 2022  Sell 12 new zero-emission vehicles through their partnership with
Mitsubishi and Renault

General Motors 2023  Sell 20+ battery electric models and committed to -electric future”

Toyota Motor Company 2025  Sell an electrified version of each of its models Q

Honda Motor Company 2030  Sell an electrified version of 2/3 of its models

Volkswagen Group 2030  Sell an electrified version of each of its modéls

Toyota Motor Company 2050  Eliminate almost all CO, emissions from&&yota vehicles

Adoption and Sales
Using a conservative estimate from data from the CVRP progra the end of 2018, the Bay Area

had more than 180,000 EVs, representing 3% of the regier t.12 @ay Area has generally
had about 50% of EVs in California and one quarter o s in t%té * The Bay Area market
saw a massive increase in EV sales, growing 68% from 2017 to igure 3).
Figure 3: EVs (PHEV, BE@CEV) ' t){;/Area
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Source: Clean Vehicle Rebate Program (January 2019)

12 Program Statistics, Clean Vehicle Rebate Program, January 2019
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The San Francisco and San Jose metropolitan areas, ranked among the top four markets nationally
in terms of electric vehicle sales share in 2017, and accounted for 13% and 7% of sales in the
national EV light-duty market, respectively.*® During 2017, 30 of the top 40 California cities for
EV sales were in the Bay Area, ranging from 9% to 29% of market share (Figure 4). Cities that
have percentages of electric vehicles sold also tended to have a much higher proportion of BEVs.™

Figure 4: Top California Cities for New EV Market Share in 2017
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Other areas in the Bay Area have.sigaificantly ates of EV adoption (Figure 5). Expanding
EVs beyond early adopters and @ geographiestand demographics is critical to achieve the Bay
Area and California’s goals fors€ttctiops,In{greenhouse gas emission. EVs also offer savings on
an im @ d driving experience, which can benefit all Bay Area

13 California’s continued electric vehicle market development, The International Council on Clean Transportation,
May 2018.
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Figure 5: Bay Area EV Adoption Map, with Impacted Community Boundaries Highlighted
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Charging Infrastructure

The availability of charging infrastructure is a critical factor influencing the number of people who
switch to EVs. Publicly accessible EV chargers are needed to support the growing number of EV
drivers, especially for long-distance trips and for drivers that do not have access to private home
chargers. Determining the correct charger types for charging locations is also an important decision
to maximize efficiency, cost-effectiveness and provide the convenience that EV drivers want and
need. In many instances, a mix of charger types will be appropriate.

Charging stations are categorized by the power output into Level 1, Level 2, DC Fast, and DC
Ultra-Fast (Table 3). Level 1 and Level 2 chargers are appropriate for locations yhere users dwell
for longer periods of time, such as at workplaces, and destinations such as pafksapd transit park-
and-ride lots. DC fast chargers can quickly charge EVs within an hour&ntar€ best suited for
drivers that are making longer trips, or for situations in which a quick chargejs required to resume
work such as for taxis, transportation network companies, or fleets. Recently, higher powered DC
Ultra-Fast chargers have been deployed, although to date, only atfew, vehicles can accept these
higher power outputs. It is anticipated as EV battery technolog$sadvances improving EV ranges,
higher powered chargers will be helpful to support future EV teshnology.

Table 3: Types of EV Chigrgers

Level 1 Level 2 RC Fast DC Ultra-Fast

Electric Output
1.4 6.2+ O% 80+
(low) ;.
. . Extremely quick
. Home, Long-term Warkplace apd Quicker charging at .
Ideal charging . o charging at grocery
. Parking Lots, Destinationsy€ids | grocery stores &

josetions Overnight arks near highways stores & near

g p g Y highways
Approximate time 8+ hours 2=8 Wours 20 minutes-1 hour 20 minutes-1 hour

to fully charge*

* Charging times vary based ogf thersize of batteries. Asfiewer EVs increase battery sizes to support longer ranges, charging times
may increase.

In addition to peWer autputs, €ivarging stations can also appear with multiple ports so one charger
may connect=to\paultipl¢” vehicles for charging. Depending on site design and anticipated
utilization, Single versus dual-port chargers are a consideration.

There are Currentl§ 1600+ charging locations with 7,500+ publicly available ports in the Bay Area
(Figure 6). Of thesevpublicly available ports, the vast majority are L2 charging ports (87%). A
smaller portion (#1%) are DC Fast charging ports (Figure 7).



Figure 6: Publicly Accessible EV Charging Stations in the Bay Area Figure 7: Publicly Accessible EV Charging
Ports by Type

11% 2%

L1 L2  EDCFast

7/

Bay Area Charging Stations

+ Awarded Air District Funﬂing. Install ind Q
o Other O

Sour: Iternativg®Fugels Data Center and Charge! Program (BAAQMD)

Additional cha@ tati ﬁbe needed to accommodate future growth in the EV market,
especiallyt e thedmbi

us Bay Area goals and to accommodate a wider range of Bay Area
residents.{\ Fhere ha een anecdotal reports that current charging stations are often full,
WhiCh@% t itional charging station capacity is needed even for the current number of
EV drivers. T onal Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) and California Energy
Commissionﬁ@) developed a computer simulation tool, Electric Vehicle Infrastructure
Projection (E ro), which uses the results of a state-wide transportation habits survey to quantify
the charging infrastructure needed to ensure that future EV drivers can meet their transportation
needs. This analysis accounts for projections for wvehicle and charger technologies, user
demographics and market adoption conditions, the shared-use of chargers, and travel and charging
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preferences. ¥* Over 20,000 public charging ports are estimated to be needed in 2019 (9,100
workplace L2, 8,400 public L2, and 3,300 DC Fast) (Figure 8). To stay on track with our goals,
by 2025, the Bay Area is estimated to need about 40,000 public charging ports (17,000 workplace
L2, 17,000 public L2, and 6,000 DC Fast).

Figure 8: Projected Need for PHEV and BEV Charging Infrastructure in the Bay Area
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Widespread cha N fras will be key to overcoming current and future barriers to
electric vehicltlon. ividual or household’s need for public charging infrastructure is
related to h pe, withndrivers in single-family homes being much more likely to have home
charging ose i tments or multi-unit dwellings. Electric vehicle owners so far tend to
live in“Sigle-fami es.’® To extend the EV market beyond those living in single-family

homes, will 0 expand charging available at multi-unit dwellings and public charging
infrastructur the Bay Area, over one-third (36%) of housing units are in multi-unit

14 California Plug-In Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Projections: 2017-2025, California Energy Commission,
March 2018

15 Quantifying the electric vehicle charging infrastructure gap across U.S. markets, the International Council on
Clean Transportation, January 2019.
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dwellings.® Installing charging infrastructure has been more challenging for multi-family housing,
requiring away-from-home charging options for a significant portion of the Bay Area population.
The need for drivers to take longer-distance trips and with a wide range of transportation patterns
also requires public charging.

Consumer Sentiments

Based on recent studies and surveys, as well as anecdotes from our partners, Air District staff is
highlighting three concerns that significantly influence consumer sentiment (or lack of knowledge)
related to EVs: cost, range anxiety, and awareness of vehicles and infrastructure.

As mentioned above, the upfront cost (MSRP) for most EVs is higher than gimiia¥’conventional
vehicles, and only slightly competitive when incentives and total cost of ownher§hig are considered.
The higher upfront cost of EVs turns off many cost-sensitive consumerg‘whig may have originally
considered an EV. While luxury bands like Tesla have increase the yisihility and “cool factor” of
EVs, they have also contributed to a perception that EVs are for the Wealthy, and therefore must
be expensive. Many consumers don’t initially see EVs as a smafeecoriomic decision.

For consumers who are not EV drivers, range anxiety,is _arfe* of thé most common concerns,
particularly for consumers without charging options at on near their home. Consumers often
overestimate the range they need in a vehicle and afe thetefore €autiols when considering fully
electric models. While the average Californian travel$«less thajii 30viles a day, survey data shows
that consumers think they need upwards of 3004nifes of range\!’ Ivfcreases in battery range and the
number of charging stations will help addregS rangé anxietys Bt to truly shift consumer sentiment,
more EV education, understanding actuahtransportationingéds, and charging station signage are
needed.

The previous concerns are seendmng’individuals’'who have at least some awareness of EVs. A
recent study of Californian censumers fodndsthat despite a near doubling in the number of EV
models in California between-201L4 and/Z04 /v fewer survey respondents were able to name an EV
for sale in 2017 than ip”2014°* Constimers who were aware of EVs thought of them as small
compact cars, that might pot fitAheir lifestyle the way a crossover, SUV, or minivan would.
Additionally, consurners» awareness ot public charging stations barely shifted from 2014 to 2017,
even though pubstig BV charg€rs=i#» California jumped from 5,700 in 2014 to more than 11,500 by
2017. The studyhconclugéd that Californians are not actively avoiding EVs, they are simply
unaware of EVs) which speaks to the importance of increased EV marketing and outreach.

POLICIES; PROGRAMS, AND INCENTIVES

16 American Fact Finder, United States Census Bureau, January 2019.

17 The Barriers to Acceptance of Plug-in Electric Vehicles: 2017 Update, National Renewable Energy Laboratory,
2017.

18 Automakers and Policymakers May Be on a Path to Electric Vehicles; Consumers Aren’t, UC Davis, 2017.
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Federal, state, regional, and local governments have taken important steps to address key barriers
to EV adoption and infrastructure. Government actions to accelerate EV adoption include goals
for EV adoption, financial and nonfinancial incentives, supporting public charging infrastructure,
marketing materials and campaigns, public ride-and-drive events, and building codes and other
policies. These policies and programs seek to overcome perceived and actual consumer barriers
related to higher upfront costs, electric range, and awareness and understanding. Data collected by
the International Council on Clean Transportation showed that these local and state governments
and utilities programs have been generally successful.®

The following tables list the key state, regional, and local targets, plans, standargs, gampaigns and
incentives relevant to the Air District’s jurisdiction (Tables 4 - 8). There arg/manyEV efforts in
place or under development within the Bay Area that help the EV gnawket” grow, but this
proliferation of programs has also increased the need for coordination appiong\EV-focused agencies
and organizations.

Table 4: Bay Area and California Targets Relefgnat.to EVs

Reduce GHG emissions 80% below 1990 levelSiby:. 2050 (AirBistrict 2017 Clean Air Plan)
Bay Area AN\ DAY
90% of Bay Area vehicles are zero-emissidns by12050 (AjlDistrict 2017 Clean Air Plan)

Reduce GHG emissions to 40% below(1990)levels by_20_30 dnd 80% below 1990 levels by
2050 (AB32/SB32)

Zero Emission Vehicle Program, ¥eguires aufo Imanufacturers to sell electric cars, tied to
the auto manufacturer’s overall pales witfiin the/state

California Low Carbon Fuel Standérd_, rauires thé\carlfon content of fuels to decrease 10% from
2010 levels by 2020

5 million ZEV/g8fdad by 2030 {Exetutive Order B-48-18)

Install 250,00_0 EV ;:harger_s afid 200 hydrogen refueling stations by 2025 (Executive
Order B-48-18)

Tablé¥s: Bay Akea‘alid California Plans Relevant to the EV Market

|_Ba\—/ Area ﬁug-iﬁ EV Readiness Plan (2013)

Bay Area { £ N
PlarfBay Aréa 2040

, %016 Z£V Action Plan

California i 2018 ZEV Action Plan — Priorities Update

- SB 375/Sustainable Communities Strategies

19 Expanding the Electric Vehicle Market in U.S. Cities, the International Council on Clean Transportation, 2017.
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Table 6: Building Code Requirements for EV Infrastructure (California Green Building Standards (CALGreen) and Bay
Area Jurisdictions with Additional Requirements)

Multi-Family Single Family Non-Residential
AL
c . Green Code 10% of parking 100% of attached 6% of parking
Requirements for EV .
spaces private garages spaces

Capable Parking

Y

Marin County ‘/

O

V
Menlo Park

& 0
Mountain View (\'_,, f\;b\

Oakland \

Palo Alto (\ v
P

)~ 4

San Mateo OU

v

San Francisc - v
San Rafa@ (' A v v

N4 v

v

City
Berkeley v
Burlingame v
Contra Costa County v /< \
Cupertino v \\ -
Emeryville v v )
Fremont v q
v
v
v

AN
N
AN N N N N N N AN N RN \\@
>

San% unty v
N
Rosa&\
Sun v v
S, : ChargePoint (2018), “EV Capable” requires raceway and panel capacity.
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Other

Bay Area

California

National

Table 7: S Currently Available EV Rebates and Incentives Available in the Bay Area

California Clean Vehicle Rebate (CSE and CARB)
Clean Cars for All (Air District and CARB)

Clean Vehicle Assistance Program (Beneficial State Foundation and CARB)
DriveEV (Sonoma Clean Power)

Federal tax credit

MCEv Program (Marin Clean Energy)

CALeVIP (CSE and CEC)

Charge! (Air District)

Clean Fuel Rebate (PG&E)

EV Charge Network (PG&E)

California Air Vehicle Decals — HOV Lane Usage (DMVY.
Charge Now (BMW))

No Charge to Charge (Nissan)

Table 8: EV Awarenes§Cafmpaigns aad %itiglives

Center for Sustainable Energy_(Expériénce Eledtrie< The Better Ride)

Charge Across Town
Plug in America
Veloz (Electric for AII,_Best.Driv_e.Ever)—

Electrify Amerfca)

Plug id Asfierica

AIR DISTRICT/RROGRAME

Since EVs first ¢ame onto the market, the Air District has been focused on monitoring the market,
developing\pfans, ,canpducting outreach, and offering incentives to build up the charging
infrastructare and{Ssuppoft early EV adopters. The initial Air District programs were designed to
complement othég arigoing EV efforts, develop understanding and prepare for a new market,
address the lagk=af public EV charging infrastructure, offset the higher initial costs, and support
Bay Area residents, local governments, and businesses to test out new technologies.
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Table 9: Air District EV Programs

2013 Bay Area www.baagmd.gov/plans-and-climate/bay-area-pev-program/bay-area-pev-ready
EV Readiness

Plan

Bay Area EV www.baagmd.gov/plans-and-climate/bay-area-pev-program

Council

Charge! www.baagmd.gov/charge

Clean Fleets www.baagmd.gov/cleanfleets

Clean Cars for All | www.baagmd.gov/cleancarsforall
(new)

Planning

In 2013, the Air District partnered with the Metropolitan Transge«tation Commission (MTC) and
other electric vehicle stakeholders to develop and publish the Bay*Area Plug-In Electric Vehicle
Readiness Plan. Based on research, analysis, and public ipput, the 2013 plan included:

e Projections for EV ownership and deployment{ baryi€rs to EVAownership, deployment, and
recommendations to eliminate barriers, inMs=grivat¢” Yand’ public fleets, including
recommendations for future incentive programs;

e Key strategic zones/areas for deploynient and types ‘Of) tharging stations for regional EV
charging infrastructure;

e Best practice recommendations«f0¢” I0Cal ggvernnient regarding their EV readiness and
friendliness with respect to regignaljcoordigiasions/permitting and inspection practices, zoning
and parking rules, local ordinahces, and, butiding codes;

e Integration of the Regiopal REY Plan‘%nté the Bay Area’s Sustainable Communities Strategy
(SCS) plan (Plan Bay Ar€a 2040).

Based on this plan, the Al Distrigl deweloped incentives and coordination activities to help get the
Bay Area ready fonthe,introductionef new EV technologies and demonstrate the viability of EVs.

Incentives

Since 2010,\the/Air Djistrict®s Board of Directors has awarded over $19 million through incentive
programs totarget the\identified barriers to EV adoption. Many of these incentives have leveraged
additional, investrients,from other organizations such as PG&E’s Charge Network, Marin Clean
Energy’s MCEV\Gharging Program, California’s Clean Vehicle Rebate Program, and the federal
EV tax credit. ‘Al District staff continue to identify other opportunities to leverage other incentive
programs to reduce the costs for Bay Area residents, businesses, and local government. To date,
the Air District has awarded projects that support the installation of more than: 1,500 passenger
electric vehicles, 4,400 publicly available Level 2 and DC Fast chargers (Figure 7), and over 1,400
residential chargers.

Since 2016, the Air District has administered the Charge! Program, which provides funding for
the purchase and installation of publicly accessible charging stations in the Bay Area. This
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Program is open to organizations including government entities, non-profits, and businesses. The
Charge! Program provides fixed award amounts per each charging unit installed. For example, a
Level 2 charging station is eligible for up to $3,000 in funding and a DC fast charging station is
eligible for up to $18,000. Additional “plus-up” funding is available to promote ancillary
benefits and reduce costs at project locations where there are higher barriers to implementation.
These plus-up categories have included co-locating renewal energy generation such as wind or
solar or installing charging at multi-unit dwellings.

The Clean Fleets Program opened in August 2018. This program provides funding to purchase or
lease new zero-emission vehicles such as EVs (including electric motorcycles) and-fuel cell
vehicles. Similar to the Charge! Program, the Clean Fleets Program is open @ gowernment
entities, non-profits, and businesses. Up to $2,500 is available in incentivesfurds/er vehicle and
up to $5,000 per motorcycle because emissions from conventional motetrcyeles are high.

Both the Charge! and Clean Fleets Programs are supported by funding\from the Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA), a $4 surcharge on California Depaftment'of Motor Vehicle
registrations in the Bay Area. Since 2016, over $7.6 million has“een awarded to Charge!
Program projects to support the installation of over 2,900 publicly accéssible charging stations in
the Bay Area. Most chargers funded through the Charge! Prggram were mstalled or planned at
workplace facilities, with other projects at transportation,Corridoys, transit parking and multi-unit
facilities (Figure 9). Future iterations of the Charge! RseQram ¢nay~aclude additional incentives
to increase EV charging station installations atdipderrepresented.facility types or in impacted
communities.

Figure 9: Awarded ChangefProjects Jfy Focilly Type from 2016-2018
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Source: Bay Area Air Quality Management District (February 2019)

As the Charge! Program has grown, the utilization of Air District-funded stations has increased
(Figure 10 and Figure 11). By the end of 2018, Air District-funded stations delivered over 1.6
GWh of electricity to EVs per year and is equivalent to reducing gasoline use by over 128,000
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gallons or reducing ICE vehicle travel by 2.8 million miles.?° In addition, the annual energy
delivered per charger increased between 2016 and 2018. This is likely due to higher EV adoption,
as well as the presence of additional charging stations. To maximize cost effectiveness of the
Charge! Program, the energy delivered per charge will need to continue to increase. Because the
Charge! projects are monitored for at least three years and the first projects were only awarded in
2016, usage data will continue to be collected for current and future projects. The initial trends in
the usage data indicate we are on track to achieve higher usage levels. These trends also confirm
the high and growing demand for publicly accessible chargers.

Figure 10: Total Annual Energy Dispensed (kWh) from Charge! Projects l%@
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Table 10: Total Reduced Gaso@d Vehic raveled from Charge! Projects Installed

Year O Q 2017 2018
Gallons of Gas , O 50,722 128,481

Equivalent

Vehicle Miles @6,69 1,102,122 2,791,703
Travelled \/ 2(9

Equivalent 2\ %

ANNUAL ENERGY DISPENSED (KWH)

2018

20 Greenhouse Gas Equivalencies Calculator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, December 2018.
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In addition to TFCA-funded programs, ffom 20£5*2047, the Air District awarded projects through
funding that resulted from a judgement issued i’ Reformulated Gasoline Antitrust and Patent
Litigation. A total of 19 facilitieSwere awardéd which included 129 Level 2 charging stations and
DC fast charging stations d@nd,placed(intGyservice by September 2017. A report on the program’s

11

Figure 11: Average Annual Energy Dispensed (kWh) Per Charger from Charge! Projects Installed
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Table 11: Average Reduced Gasoline and Vehicle Miles TraveledRer€htirger frofn Ckarge! Projects Installed

Year 2016 2017 2018
Gallons of Gas 196 311 . 513
Equivalent y & \ [
Vehicle Miles 4,260 6,751 11,138
Travelled
Equivalent '

results identified 5 keydroject implementation and utilization barriers,?! including:

e Variability\irieaSts: Construction costs varied depending the scale of the project (number
of chargers-that were stdiled), especially on the existing electrical capacity of facilities

and J0W, rény upGrades were needed.

e Prgject/delays: On average, projects took 236 days to complete and most delays were

attnbuted te’eléctrical upgrades and interconnectivity issues with the grid.

o Availability of’ chargers: Facilities that limited accessibility only during business hours

suffered Txom reduced utilization.
e Pricing'structure: Higher fee structures disincentivized usage of the chargers.

e Utilization of charging assets: Charging station utilization could be increased by
installing signage, designating parking stalls for EV charging, encouraging users to move
their vehicles upon reaching enough charge and installing enough chargers to match to the

size and dwell times of the parking facility.

2L EV Charging Demonstration Program, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, April 2018.
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These lessons about barriers to installing and using charging stations have been included in
subsequent iterations of the Charge! Program.

Outreach and Partnerships

Since 2011, the Air District, in partnership with MTC, has sponsored the Bay Area EV
Coordinating Council (EV Council), a collaboration forum for EV stakeholders including local
and state governments, businesses, research institutions and non-profits. The EV Council is
convened quarterly and addresses topics such as new vehicle and charging technologies, and EV-
friendly ordinances adopted by local agencies, equity, and grant opportunities.¢ The EV Council
also is an ongoing platform to discuss emerging trends, share best prastices,/and facilitate
innovation to address barriers to EV adoption.

The Air District also sponsors local events and staff attend and siare, information at regional

conferences and meetings with local associations and governmerfzagencies (e.g. transportation,
environment, public works, school districts, chambers of commeéree).

OPPORTUNITIES TO ACCELERATE THE MARKET

The programs and policies to date from the Air District and\pasther organizations have been
focused on getting the Bay Area EV market startéd, Indeed,\the,EV market in the Bay Area has
seen a massive expansion in recent years, with sigfificant growth in EV sales, infrastructure, and
the availability and awareness of EV optigns.for consttmers.” At the same time, our EV and GHG
emissions reduction goals are ambitiousygrowing ffam 4% of vehicles to 90% of vehicles driven
by Bay Area residents. Using a contmon framewaork to describe innovation adoption cycle
(innovators, early adopters, earlyiajority, late majority, and laggards), we are in the early adopter
phase, which tends to include<mare/sociallyy ferward users and have more financial fluidity. The
early majority, late majorityy-and laggardSywhich typically represent most of consumers, include
individuals with more sKepticiSm, strongey resistance to change, or less financial fluidity. With
the diversity of geograpkies] socigecqnomics, and transportation needs across the Bay Area, we
also need to be sute‘that technalogy.transitions address the needs and concerns of all Bay Area
residents.

Therefore, Current angs futbe priorities include actions that accelerate the market, focusing on
influencing\the large“propertions of the population that may be more resistant to change, not just
early adepters. These priorities will include understanding and addressing barriers to adoption in
communities that™have been slower to adopt EVs, updating the region’s EV plans to reflect current
technologies aft~trends, broadening the utilization of incentives to cover more communities, and
ensuring effective coordination among EV programs to maximize impact (

20






Figure 12: Air District Priorities in 2019 to Accelerate EV Market
n Market research on consumers and EV market actors
Updated Bay Area EV Acceleration Plan
Move beyond early adopters and achieve equitable access to EVs
Expand and fill in gaps for charging infrastructure
H Action-oriented and effective partnerships

Market research on consumers and EV market actors

Cost, range, and awareness are not the only considerations for consumérs,and businesses. To better
understand the underlying sentiments that form barriers to EV adoption, and identify the best
solutions to addressing those barriers, the Air District is startingawork to survey consumers and
businesses in the Bay Area. Currently, Air District staff hayve ®valuated existing studies and
collected anecdotal information on barriers to EV adoptiop.andeharging Tyfrastructure. This effort
will help us fill in gaps and collect thorough data sets acrossja divergity 6 EV market actors (e.g.
low-income consumers, property owners, ride-hailigig drivers, déalersiips, fleet managers, etc.).
This work will help improve incentive programs anthdevelopmew.and better outreach programs
and materials. The survey and research will algo help inform, the/Air Districts current and future
funding programs to ensure they are addresgifig apropriate‘barriers and economic levers.

Updated Bay Area EV Acceleration Pian

Since the Air District released the BayMArea E\=Réadiness Plan in 2013, by most measures, EV
readiness has been realized in thesBay/Area. Ijs time to focus on the rest of the potential EV
market and for this reason, the Air District¢has started work on an update to the 2013 Plan, with a
new “Bay Area EV Acceleration Plan*™Ihe Acceleration Plan will be data driven, including
survey and research data/on coriSumer, husiriess, property owner, fleet manager, and transportation
network company driver sentiments. Based on input on what would support Bay Area
stakeholders, the newplan'will ipcludg a specific outreach and coordination actions. These actions
may include improved messaging,and materials for consumers and EV market actors, targeted
outreach that.cofmplements ncentive programs, or coordinating the timeline of incentives and
regulations{ The Accelération Plan will be informed by geographically diverse outreach and
coordination With thehEX Council.

Move beyond eanrly‘adopters and achieve equitable access to EVs

Effectively redueing emissions from light duty vehicle will require wide-scale EV adoption in
which all Bay Area residents participate regardless of income, ethnicity, or geographical area.
Equitable access to EVs ensures that all Bay Area residents can benefit from lower fuel and
maintenance costs as well an improved driving experience. This is the goal of the Air District’s
new Clean Cars for All Program, which provides qualifying low-income residents up to $11,500
for scrapping and older vehicle and switching to a clean transportation option (Figure 13).
Participants will have the option to purchase or lease new and used hybrid vehicles, PHEVS, BEVs,
or receive a transportation card for transit or car-sharing. The incentive funding is based on
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participants’ income level and which clean transportation or vehicle option they select. This
program is currently in a soft launch to test the program’s systems and processes and will fully
launch in Spring 2019. The incentive program will include stakeholder engagement and outreach
to impacted communities, case managers to support participants through the application process,
and partnerships with dealers, vehicle scrappers, and community organizations around the Bay
Area.

Figure 13: Overview of Clean Cars for All Program

Low-income residents in impacted
communities who turn in older vehicle

3 o A
Y e et v
CLIPPER

Advanced Technology Alternative Jransportation
* Hybrid, plug-in hybrid, or * (Cliprer card
electric vehicle .

VdUcher for bike sharing,
* Purchase or lease car-sharing, vanpooling

* 8yearsold or newer

Increasing opportunities for th¢ puablic todnterael with EVs can improve their perception of
accessibility and availability and‘eneouragéthem to consider an EV for their next vehicle purchase
or lease. The Air District haS®0ffered inCentives for vehicle fleets such as municipal jurisdictions,
taxi companies, transpoftation networkearmpanies (TNC), and car sharing businesses and will be
increasing outreach_for these programs. These programs result in emissions reductions benefits
by transitioning thasenfleets to tleaner vehicles while also increasing the number of EVs that the
public may engounter in theix datly lives, increasing public awareness of EVs and associated
benefits.

Expand and,hill in gaps im charging infrastructure

Recognizing thatécharging patterns and needs are shifting due to the increasing availability of
longer range (2004 ¥iles) EV models, the Air District will be expanding its focus to install fast
chargers alongngi@jor transportation corridors, which will also expand the network to support long-
distance trips. These Ultra-fast (150+ kW) and DC Fast Chargers would be installed in “plazas”
and will more operate like gasoline refueling stations. EV uptake among residents of multi-unit
dwellings has lagged due to the lack of dedicated parking and the challenge of installing charging
infrastructure in shared parking structures. In addition to incentivizing charging in multi-unit
dwelling, the Air District will also continue to target workplace charging. By focusing on a
combination of multi-unit dwellings, workplace charging, and ultra-fast charging plazas, we can
increase charging accessibility for many potential EV consumers, especially those who do not live
in single-family homes. A more visible and thorough EV charging network can reassure potential
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EV consumers who are concerned about range anxiety. The Charge! Program was created with
the ability to evolve with market conditions, especially to focus on gaps in charging infrastructure
that can support low-income residents and geographies that have had low EV adoption so far.

Action oriented and effective partnerships

The Air District’s investments and efforts have, and will continue to, play a significant role in
catalyzing the Bay Area’s shift towards zero emission transportation. In recent years, other
organizations have also expanded programs to support the EV market. To meet the region’s
aggressive EV adoption goals, these regulatory, incentive, and outreach programs are all important
and these efforts need to be coordinated to have maximum impact on driving £\~ adoption. For
example, the EV Council will be the opportunity to leverage funding whi}é alsg/ensuring that
incentives and awareness programs are impacting as many communitieg a€ pdssible. Another
coordination challenge will be to time and integrate regulations and incentives so that both can be
maximally effective. The Air District and MTC are updating the E\V“Council, from a mechanism
to share best practices and network, to a group of organizationstwig, are tackling specific and
shared challenges.

Air District staff will continue to update the Mobile Sourge, Gomimitted afyd Board of Directors on
progress for these ongoing programs and priorities. WHen the Bay Area<€V Acceleration Plan is
drafted after the stakeholder engagement process, that wilialso b agother opportunity for further
discussion and input.
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AGENDA: 13

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019
Re: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of Proposed Amendments to Air District

Regulation 3: Fees and Approval of a Notice of Exemption from the Environmental
Quality Act

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that the Board of Directors (Board) consider adoption of proposed
amendments to Air District Regulation 3: Fees that would become effective on July 1, 2019 and
approve the filing of a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Notice of Exemption.

BACKGROUND

Staff develops recommended amendments to the Air District’s fee regulation as part of the
budget preparation process. On March 7, 2012, the Board of Directors adopted a Cost Recovery
Policy that established a goal of increasing fee revenue sufficient to achieve a minimum of 85
percent recovery of regulatory program costs. Progress towards this target is reported to the
Board annually by staff and is periodically reviewed by outside consultants.

DISCUSSION

Consistent with the Cost Recovery Policy, draft amendments to specific fee schedules were made
in consideration of the June 30, 2018, Matrix Consultant Group cost recovery analysis. This
work, conducted at the fee schedule-level, recommends larger increases being proposed for the
schedules that have larger cost recovery gaps.

Existing fee schedules would be amended as follows:

» 3.9 percent increase for fee schedules that are recovering 95 to 110 percent of costs.

» 7 percent increase for fee schedules that are recovering 85 to 94 percent of costs.

» 8 percent increase for fee schedules that are recovering 75 to 84 percent of costs.

» 9 percent increase for fee schedules that are recovering 50 to 74 percent of costs.

» 15 percent increase for fee schedules that are recovering less than 50 percent of costs.



A number of fees that are administrative in nature; permit application filing fees, alternative
compliance plan fees, permit to operate renewal processing fees, transfer fees, emissions banking
filing and withdrawal fees, school public notice fees, toxic inventory maximum fees, and
exemption fees would be increased by 3.9 percent. The annual Consumer Price Index for Bay
Area Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers (CPI-W) increased 3.9 percent from 2018 to

2019.

The following additional amendments are proposed:

Revise Section 3-302 to specify that for those applicants that qualify for both the Small
Business Discount (50%) and Green Business Discount (10%), only the 50% higher
discount shall be applied.

Revise Section 3-304, Alteration, to clarify that the risk assessment fee shall only be
charged when the alteration required a health risk assessment.

Revise Section 3-311 to align the current rule language with established Air District
practice for applying banking fees to emission reduction credit transactions.

Add Section 3-343, Fees for Air Dispersion Modeling, to recover the Air District’s costs
for conducting, reviewing, or approving air dispersion modeling done to meet a District
regulatory requirement (e.g., for demonstrating compliance with Regulation 9 Inorganic
Gaseous Pollutants, Rule 2 Hydrogen Sulfide requirements, Regulation 2-2-308 NAAQS
Protection Requirement).

Revise Section 3-405.5 to reduce additional late fees charged to invoices for registration
and other fees which are more than 30 days late. Historically, these delinquent fees have
been assessed at a disproportionately high rate to small businesses such as gasoline
dispensing facilities, dry cleaners, and auto body shops. To reduce this burden on small
businesses, the proposed amendment lowers this delinquent fee from 50% to 25%.

Fee Schedule changes:

Increase Fee Schedule D, Gasoline Transfer at Gasoline Dispensing Facilities, Bulk
Plants and Terminals, by 6%, even though cost recovery would have allowed an 8%
increase, since many gasoline dispensing facilities are small businesses.

Revise Fee Schedule E, Solvent Evaporating Sources, to clarify when the minimum and
maximum fees apply for each source.

Revise Fee Schedule L, Asbestos Operations, to delete the fee specific to mastic removal
by mechanical buffers to assess fees for such work at the same rate as for other regulated
asbestos containing material removal work.

Revise Fee Schedule N, Toxics Inventory Fees, to recover the Air District’s costs for
Assembly Bill (AB) 2588 fees to be paid to the California Air Resources Board and for
staff to conduct the Air District’s AB 2588 work.

Revise Fee Schedule S, Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operation, to include a fee of $325
to recover the costs for reviewing, processing, and approving amendments to existing
Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plans (ADMPs). Also, revise Section 3-332 to clarify that
persons required to amend ADMPs shall pay the fees set out in Fee Schedule S.



A final Staff Report, that is attached with this memorandum, provides additional details
regarding the proposed fee amendments.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

The proposed fee amendments would increase fee revenue in Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 by
an estimated $2.74 million from revenue that would otherwise result without a fee increase.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Barry Young
Reviewed by: Pamela Leong, Damian Breen, Jeff McKay

Attachment 13A: Resolution to Approve Amending Regulation 3: Fees
Attachment 13B: 2019 Cost Recovery Study

Attachment 13C: CEQA Notice of Exemption

Attachment 13D: Staff Report

Attachment 13E: Proposed Regulation 3: Fees



AGENDA 13A - ATTACHMENT

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
RESOLUTION No. 2019-

A Resolution of the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District Amending Regulation 3 — Fees

WHEREAS, a public hearing has been properly noticed in accordance with the provisions of
Health & Safety Code sections 40725;

WHEREAS, in 2005 the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (“District”) retained the
accounting firm of Stonefield Josephson, Inc. to conduct a study of the District’s fee structure for
permitted and non-permitted sources in order to determine whether or not fee revenue from these
regulated sources was sufficient to pay for the costs of thesexregulatory activities and services;

WHEREAS, Stonefield Josephson, after a thorough analysis of the District’s\fee, structure,
revenues and associated costs, found that Districtfee revenue hayve not been sufficient to offset the
costs of associated regulatory activities and reported this, and other findings in Bay Area Air
Quality Management District Cost Recovery Study, Final'Report; March 30, 2005 (“2005 Cost
Recovery Study”);

WHEREAS, Stonefield Josephson also found that: (1) despite an across-the-board fee increase of
15 percent in fiscal year ending (FYE) 2000.and adjustments during the subsequent 5 years for
inflation, a significant cost recovery gap still existed; and(2) for'FYE 2004, fee revenue covered
only about 60 percent of direct and indirect program activity costs, leaving a gap of approximately
$13 million to be filledawith property tax revenue;

WHEREAS, Stonefield Josephson, based on its findings, recommended that, if the identified
revenue gap was to be reduceds fees should be_increased by more than annual cost of living
adjustments.over a period of time;

WHEREAS, in each year from 2005 through and including 2018, the Board approved amendments
to Regulation 3 — Fees to increase fees to address this revenue gap and to move toward full
alignment “between permit fee revenues and associated District permit-related activities and
services;

WHEREAS, in September 2010, the District contracted with Matrix Consulting Group to complete
an updated Cost Recovery and Containment Study (“2011 Cost Recovery and Containment
Study”) based on cost.and revenue data for FYE 2010;

WHEREAS, the 2011 Cost Recovery and Containment Study indicated that a significant cost
recovery gap continued to exist, with fee revenues for FYE 2010 covering only 62 percent of the
direct and indirect costs of program costs;

WHEREAS, in the 2011 Cost Recovery and Containment Study, Matrix Consulting Group
recommended that the District adopt a Cost Recovery Policy to guide future fee amendments;



WHEREAS, on March 7, 2012, the Board adopted a Cost Recovery Policy (“2012 Cost Recovery
Policy”) that provides as a general policy that the District should fully recover the costs of
regulatory program activities by assessing fees to regulated entities, that the District should amend
Regulation 3 — Fees in order to increase the overall recovery of the District’s direct and indirect
costs of program costs to 85 percent by the end of FYE 2016, and further, that the District should
continue to amend specific fee schedules in consideration of cost recovery analyses conducted at
the fee schedule level, with larger increases adopted for schedules with larger cost recovery gaps;

WHEREAS, in September 2017, the District contracted with Matrix Consulting Group to complete
an updated Cost Recovery and Containment Study (“2018 Cost Retovery and Containment
Study”) based on cost and revenue data for FYE 2017;

WHEREAS, a primary focus of the 2018 Cost Recovery and Containment Study was to improve
the District’s accounting for indirect costs and overhead in itS'cost recovery efforts;

WHEREAS, District Staff have prepared an update ofhe 2018 Cost Recovery.and Containment
Study using the methodology established by Stonefield Josephson, Inc. and updated by Matrix
Consulting Group based on cost and revenue data for FYE 2018 (“2019 Cost Recovery and
Containment Study”);

WHEREAS, the 2019 Cost Recovery and Containment Study, indicates that a significant cost
recovery gap continues to exist with fee revenues for FYE 2018 covering only 84.33 percent of
the direct and indirect costs of program costs, and falling short of thexcost recovery goal for FYE
2016 established in the 2012 Cost Recovery Policy;

WHEREAS, the Board of Direetors has determined for FYE 2020 there is a need to increase fees
to further reduce the misalignment.between permit fee revenues and associated District permit-
related activities anddservices and to further reduce the misalignment between fee revenues for
non-permitted sources and associated District activities and services related to those sources;

WHEREAS, District, staff proposed increased fees based in part on the magnitude of the cost
recovery gap for certain nen-permitted sources and existing fee schedules as identified in the 2018
Cost Recovery and Containment Study,and in accordance with the 2012 Cost Recovery Policy;

WHEREAS, District staff discussed the proposed amendments to Regulation 3 — Fees at a public
workshop and simultaneous webcast on February 19, 2019;

WHEREAS, the Budget and Finance Committee of the Board of Directors held a regularly
scheduled public meeting®on March 22, 2019, at which the proposed amendments to Regulation 3
were discussed and at/which oral or written presentations could be made on the subject of the
proposed amendments;

WHEREAS, on March 28, 2019, the District transmitted the text of the proposed amendments to
Regulation 3 to the California Air Resources Board,;

WHEREAS, on March 30, 2019, District staff published in newspapers the notice of public
hearings required by Health and Safety Code sections 40725 and also distributed and published on
the District’s website a request for public comments and input on the proposed amendments to
Regulation 3;



WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District held a public
hearing on May 1, 2019, to consider the proposed amendments to Regulation 3 in accordance with
all provisions of law;

WHEREAS, an additional public hearing is required by Health and Safety Code section 41512.5
for fees applicable to sources not included within the District’s permit system, specifically, the
proposed amendment of the following fee schedules: Schedule L: Asbestos Operations, Schedule
Q: Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tanks, Schedule R:
Equipment Registration Fees, Schedule S: Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operations, Schedule U:
Indirect Source Fees and Schedule V: Open Burning;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District held a
second public hearing on June 5, 2019, to consider the propesed amendments to Regulation 3
related to non-permitted sources in accordance with all provisions of law;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors obtains its autherity to“adopt, amend or. repeal rules and
regulations from sections 40702, 42311, 42311.2, 41512.7, 42364 and 40725 through 40728 of the
Health & Safety Code and Title 40, Code of Federal'Regulations;Part 70.9;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has determined that the proposed amendments to Regulation
3 are written or displayed so that its meaning can be easily understood by the persons directly
affected by it;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has determined that,the proposed amendments to Regulation
3 are in harmony with, and not in conflict with0r contradictory to, existing statutes, court
decisions, or state or federalregulations;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has determined that the proposed amendments to Regulation
3 do not impose the'same requirements as any existingsstate or federal regulation and are necessary
and proper to execute the power and duties granted:to and imposed upon the District;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors by adopting the proposed amendments to Regulation 3 is
implementing, interpreting and making specific the provisions of Health & Safety Code section
42311 (fee,schedule for district programs), section 41512.7 (allowable increases to authority to
construct andypermit to operate fees)/and section 42364 (fees schedule for hearing board review
of permit appeals);

WHEREAS, Districtystaff has evaluated the proposed amendments to Regulation 3 and has
determined that the proposed rulemaking project is statutorily exempt from the requirements of
CEQA pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080, subparagraph (b)(8) (the establishment,
modification, structuring, restructuring, or approval of rates, tolls, fares or other charges by public
agencies); and CEQA Guidelines section 15273 (statutory exemption for rates, tolls, fares and
charges);

WHEREAS, District staff has determined that a socioeconomic analysis of the proposed
amendments to Regulation 3 pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 40728.5 is not required
because the amendments will not significantly affect air quality or emissions limitations within the
meaning of that section;



WHEREAS, District staff has determined that an incremental cost-effectiveness analysis of the
proposed amendments to Regulation 3 pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 40920.6 is not
required because the amendments do not impose best available retrofit control requirements;

WHEREAS, District staff has prepared and presented to this Board, a detailed staff report relative
to the subject matter of the proposed amendment which is incorporated by reference and attached
hereto;

WHEREAS, District staff recommends adoption of the proposed amendments to Regulation 3 and
its associated fee schedules; and

WHEREAS, this Board concurs with District staff’s recommendations and desires to adopt the
proposed amendments to Regulation 3 and associated schedules as described above and set forth
in Attachment A hereto.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of the Bay. Area Air Quality
Management District does hereby adopt, pursuant te the authority granted by‘law, the proposed
amendments to Regulation 3 — Fees as set forth in“Attachment Ashereto and discussed in the staff
report with instructions to staff to correct any typographical<or formatting errors before final
publication of the text of the proposed amended rule as adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the effective date of the propoesed amendments attached hereto
shall be July 1, 2018.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board .of Directors,of the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District does-hereby approve the filing of a CEQA Notice of Exemption for the
proposed amendments to'Regulation 3 — Fees.



The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed and adopted at a regular

meeting of the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District on the Motion

of , seconded by , on the
day of , 2019 by the following vote of the Board:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Katie Rice

irperson e Board of Directors

Cindy Chavez
Secretary of the Board of Directors
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AGENDA 13B - ATTACHMENT

REGULATION 3

FEES
INDEX

3-100 GENERAL

3-101 Description

3-102 Deleted July 12, 1989

3-103 Exemption, Abatement Devices

3-104 Deleted August 2, 1995

3-105 Exemption, Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tank

Operation Fees

3-106 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-107 Exemption, Sources Exempt from Permit Requirements

3-200 DEFINITIONS

3-201 Cancelled Application

3-202 Gasoline Dispensing Facility

3-203 Filing Fee

3-204 Initial Fee

3-205 Authority to Construct

3-206 Modification

3-207 Permit to Operate Fee

3-208 Deleted June 4, 1986

3-209 Small Business

3-210 Solvent Evaporating Source

3-211 Source

3-212 Deleted August 2, 1995

3-213 Major Stationary Source

3-214 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-215 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-216 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-217 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-218 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-219 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-220 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-321 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-222 Deleted effective March 1, 2000

3-223 Start-up Date

3-224 Permit to Operate

3-225 Deleted June 3, 2015

3-226 Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987

3-227 Toxic Air Contaminant, or TAC

3-228 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-229 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-230 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-231 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-232 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-233 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-234 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-235 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-236 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-237 PMao

3-238 Risk Assessment Fee

Bay Area Air Quality Management District June 5, 20193une-6;,2018

3-1



3-239 Toxic Surcharge

3-240 Biogenic Carbon Dioxide

3-241 Green Business

3-242 Incident

3-243 Incident Response

3-244 Permit to Operate Renewal Date

3-245 Permit Renewal Period

3-300 STANDARDS

3-301 Hearing Board Fees

3-302 Fees for New and Modified Sources

3-303 Back Fees

3-304 Alteration

3-305 Cancellation or Withdrawal

3-306 Change in Conditions

3-307 Transfers

3-308 Change of Location

3-309 Deleted June 21, 2017

3-310 Fee for Constructing Without a Permit

3-311 Banking

3-312 Emission Caps and Alternative Compliance Plans
3-313 Deleted May 19, 1999

3-314 Deleted August 2, 1995

3-315 Costs of Environmental Documentation

3-316 Deleted June 6, 1990

3-317 Asbestos Operation Fee

3-318 Public Notice Fee, Schools

3-319 Major Stationary Source Fees

3-320 Toxic Inventory Fees

3-321 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-322 Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tank Operation Fees
3-323 Pre-Certification Fees

3-324 Deleted June 7, 2000

3-325 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-326 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-327 Permit to Operate, Renewal Fees

3-328 Fee for OEHHA Risk Assessment Reviews

3-329 Fees for New Source Review Health Risk Assessment
3-330 Fee for Renewing an Authority to Construct
3-331 Registration Fees

3-332 Naturally Occurring Asbestos Fees

3-333 Major Facility Review (MFR) and Synthetic Minor Application Fees
3-334 Greenhouse Gas Fees

3-335 Indirect Source Review Fees

3-336 Open Burning Operation Fees

3-337 Exemption Fees

3-338 Incident Response Fees

3-339 Petroleum Refining Emissions Tracking Fees
3-340 Major Stationary Source Community Air Monitoring Fees
3-341 Fee for Risk Reduction Plan

3-342 Fee for Facility-Wide Health Risk Assessment
3-343 Fees for Air Dispersion Modeling
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3-400

3-401
3-402
3-403
3-404
3-405
3-406
3-407
3-408
3-409
3-410
3-411
3-412
3-413
3-414
3-415
3-416
3-417
3-418

3-500

3-600

FEE SCHEDULES

SCHEDULE A
SCHEDULE B
SCHEDULE C
SCHEDULE D

SCHEDULE E
SCHEDULE F
SCHEDULE H
SCHEDULE |
SCHEDULE J
SCHEDULE K
SCHEDULE L
SCHEDULE M
SCHEDULE N
SCHEDULE O
SCHEDULE P
SCHEDULE Q

SCHEDULE R
SCHEDULE S
SCHEDULE T
SCHEDULE U
SCHEDULE V
SCHEDULE W
SCHEDULE X

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

Permits

Single Anniversary Date

Change in Operating Parameters

Deleted June 7, 2000

Fees Not Paid

Deleted June 4, 1986

Deleted August 2, 1995

Permit to Operate Valid for 12 Months

Deleted June 7, 2000

Deleted August 2, 1995

Advance Deposit of Funds

Deleted December 2, 1998

Toxic "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act Revenues
Deleted December 2, 1998

Failure to Pay - Further Actions

Adjustment of Fees

Temporary Amnesty for Unpermitted and Unregistered Sources
Temporary Incentive for Online Production System Transactions

ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

MONITORING AND RECORDS (None Included)

MANUAL OF PROCEDURES (None Included)

HEARING BOARD FEES

COMBUSTION OF FUEL

STATIONARY CONTAINERS FOR THE STORAGE OF ORGANIC LIQUIDS
GASOLINE TRANSFER AT GASOLINE DISPENSING FACILITIES, BULK PLANTS
AND TERMINALS

SOLVENT EVAPORATING SOURCES

MISCELLANEOUS SOURCES

SEMICONDUCTOR AND RELATED OPERATIONS

DRY CLEANERS

DELETED February 19, 1992

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITES

ASBESTOS OPERATIONS

MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE FEES

TOXIC INVENTORY FEES

DELETED May 19, 1999

MAJOR FACILITY REVIEW FEES

EXCAVATION OF CONTAMINATED SOIL AND REMOVAL OF UNDERGROUND
STORAGE TANKS

EQUIPMENT REGISTRATION FEES

NATURALLY OCCURRING ASBESTOS OPERATIONS

GREENHOUSE GAS FEES

INDIRECT SOURCE REVIEW FEES

OPEN BURNING

PETROLEUM REFINING EMISSIONS TRACKING FEES

MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE COMMUNITY AIR MONITORING FEES

June 5, 2019June- 62018
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3-100

3-101

3-102
3-103

3-104
3-105

3-106
3-107

3-200

3-201

3-202

3-203
3-204

REGULATION 3
FEES

(Adopted June 18, 1980)
GENERAL

Description: This regulation establishes the regulatory fees charged by the District.
(Amended 7/6/83; 11/2/83; 2/21/90; 12/16/92; 8/2/95; 12/2/98; 5/21/03; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/19/13)

Deleted July 12, 1989

Exemption, Abatement Devices: Installation, modification, or replacement of abatement

devices on existing sources are subject to fees pursuant to Section 3-302.3. All abatement

devices are exempt from annual permit renewal fees. However, emissions from abatement
devices, including any secondary emissions, shall be included in facility-wide emissions

calculations when determining the applicability of and the fees associated with Schedules M,

N, P,and T.

(Amended 6/4/86; 7/1/98; 6/7/00; 5/21/08)

Deleted August 2, 1995

Exemption, Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage

Tank Operation Fees: Fees shall not be required, pursuant to Section 3-322, for operations

associated with the excavation of contaminated soil and the removal of underground storage

tanks if one of the following is met:

105.1 The tank removal operation is being conducted within a jurisdiction where the APCO
has determined that a public authority has a program equivalent to the District program
and persons conducting the operations have met all the requirements of the public
authority.

105.2 Persons submitting a written notification for a given site have obtained an Authority to
Construct or Permit to Operate in accordance with Regulation 2, Rule 1, Section 301
or 302. Evidence of the Authority to Construct or the Permit to Operate must be
provided with any notification required by Regulation 8, Rule 40.

(Adopted 1/5/94; Amended 5/21/03)

Deleted December 2, 1998

Exemption, Sources Exempt from Permit Requirements: Any source that is exempt from

permit requirements pursuant to Regulation 2, Rule 1, Sections 103 through 128 is exempt

from permit fees. However, emissions from exempt sources shall be included in facility-wide
emissions calculations when determining the applicability of and the fees associated with

Schedules M, N, and P.
(Adopted June 7, 2000)

DEFINITIONS

Cancelled Application: Any application which has been withdrawn by the applicant or
cancelled by the APCO for failure to pay fees or to provide the information requested to make

an application complete.
(Amended 6/4/86; 4/6/88)

Gasoline Dispensing Facility: Any stationary facility which dispenses gasoline directly into
the fuel tanks of vehicles, such as motor vehicles, aircraft or boats. The facility shall be treated
as a single source which includes all necessary equipment for the exclusive use of the facility,

such as nozzles, dispensers, pumps, vapor return lines, plumbing and storage tanks.
(Amended February 20, 1985)

Filing Fee: A fixed fee for each source in an authority to construct.
(Amended June 4, 1986)

Initial Fee: The fee required for each new or modified source based on the type and size of
the source. The fee is applicable to new and modified sources seeking to obtain an authority
to construct. Operation of a new or modified source is not allowed until the permit to operate
fee is paid.

(Amended June 4, 1986)
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3-205 Authority to Construct: Written authorization from the APCO, pursuant to Section 2-1-301,
for a source to be constructed or modified or for a source whose emissions will be reduced by
the construction or modification of an abatement device.

(Amended June 4, 1986)

3-206 Modification: See Section 1-217 of Regulation 1.

3-207 Permit to Operate Fee: The fee required for the annual renewal of a permit to operate or for
the first year of operation (or prorated portion thereof) of a new or modified source which
received an authority to construct.

(Amended 6/4/86; 7/15/87; 12/2/98; 6/7/00)

3-208 Deleted June 4, 1986

3-209 Small Business: A business with no more than 10 employees and gross annual income of no
more than $750,000 that is not an affiliate of a non-small business.

(Amended 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 6/7/00; 6/15/05; 6/16/10)

3-210 Solvent Evaporating Source: Any source utilizing organic solvent, as part of a process in
which evaporation of the solvent is a necessary step. Such processes include, but are not
limited to, solvent cleaning operations, painting and surface coating, rotogravure coating and
printing, flexographic printing, adhesive laminating, etc. Manufacture or mixing of solvents or
surface coatings is not included.

(Amended July 3, 1991)

3-211 Source: See Section 1-227 of Regulation 1.

3-212 Deleted August 2, 1995

3-213 Major Stationary Source: For the purpose of Schedule M, a major stationary source shall be
any District permitted plant, building, structure, stationary facility or group of facilities under the
same ownership, leasehold, or operator which, in the base calendar year, emitted to the
atmosphere organic compounds, oxides of nitrogen (expressed as nitrogen dioxide), oxides of
sulfur (expressed as sulfur dioxide), or PM1o in an amount calculated by the APCO equal to or
exceeding 50 tons per year.

(Adopted 11/2/83; Amended 2/21/90; 6/6/90; 8/2/95; 6/7/00)

3-214 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-215 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-216 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-217 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-218 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-219 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-220 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-221 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-222 Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000

3-223 Start-up Date: Date when new or modified equipment under an authority to construct begins
operating. The holder of an authority to construct is required to notify the APCO of this date at
least 3 days in advance. For new sources, or modified sources whose authorities to construct
have expired, operating fees are charged from the startup date.

(Adopted 6/4/86; Amended 6/6/90)

3-224 Permit to Operate: Written authorization from the APCO pursuant to Section 2-1-302.

(Adopted 6/4/86; Amended 6/7/00)

3-225 Deleted June 3, 2015

3-226 Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987: The Air Toxics "Hot
Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987 directs the California Air Resources Board and
the Air Quality Management Districts to collect information from industry on emissions of
potentially toxic air contaminants and to inform the public about such emissions and their
impact on public health. It also directs the Air Quality Management District to collect fees
sufficient to cover the necessary state and District costs of implementing the program.

(Adopted 10/21/92; Amended 6/15/05)

3-227 Toxic Air Contaminant, or TAC: An air pollutant that may cause or contribute to an increase
in mortality or in serious illness or that may pose a present or potential hazard to human health.
For the purposes of this rule, TACs consist of the substances listed in Table 2-5-1 of Regulation
2, Rule 5.

(Adopted 10/21/92; Amended 6/15/05)
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3-228 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-229 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-230 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-231 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-232 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-233 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-234 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-235 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-236 Deleted December 2, 1998
3-237 PMio: See Section 2-1-229 of Regulation 2, Rule 1.
(Adopted June 7, 2000)
3-238 Risk Assessment Fee: Fee for a new or modified source of toxic air contaminants for which a
health risk assessment (HRA) is required under Regulation 2-5-401, for an HRA required under
Regulation 11, Rule 18, or for an HRA prepared for other purposes (e.g., for determination of
permit exemption in accordance with Regulations 2-1-316, 2-5-301 and 2-5-302; or for
determination of exemption from emission control requirements pursuant to Regulation 8-47-
113 and 8-47-402).
(Adopted June 15, 2005; Amended: June 21, 2017)
3-239 Toxic Surcharge: Fee paid in addition to the permit to operate fee for a source that emits one
or more toxic air contaminants at a rate which exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-
5-1.
(Adopted June 15, 2005)
3-240 Biogenic Carbon Dioxide: Carbon dioxide emissions resulting from materials that are derived
from living cells, excluding fossil fuels, limestone and other materials that have been
transformed by geological processes. Biogenic carbon dioxide originates from carbon
(released in the form of emissions) that is present in materials that include, but are not limited
to, wood, paper, vegetable oils, animal fat, and food, animal and yard waste.
(Adopted May 21, 2008)
3-241 Green Business: A business or government agency that has been certified under the Bay
Area Green Business Program coordinated by the Association of Bay Area Governments and
implemented by participating counties.
(Adopted June 16, 2010)
3-242 Incident: A non-routine release of an air contaminant that may cause adverse health
consequences to the public or to emergency personnel responding to the release, or that may
cause a public nuisance or off-site environmental damage.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)
3-243 Incident Response: The District’s response to an incident. The District’s incident response
may include the following activities: i) inspection of the incident-emitting equipment and facility
records associated with operation of the equipment; ii) identification and analysis of air quality
impacts, including without limitation, identifying areas impacted by the incident, modeling, air
monitoring, and source sampling; iii) engineering analysis of the specifications or operation of
the equipment; and iv) administrative tasks associated with processing complaints and reports.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)
3-244 Permit to Operate Renewal Date: The first day of a Permit to Operate’s Permit Renewal
Period.
(Adopted June 19 ,2013))
3-245 Permit Renewal Period: The length of time the source is authorized to operate pursuant to a
Permit to Operate.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)
3-300 STANDARDS
3-301 Hearing Board Fees: Applicants for variances or appeals or those seeking to revoke or modify
variances or abatement orders or to rehear a Hearing Board decision shall pay the applicable
fees, including excess emission fees, set forth in Schedule A.
(Amended June 7, 2000)
3-302 Fees for New and Modified Sources: Applicants for authorities to construct and permits to
operate new sources shall pay for each new source: a filing fee of $489508, the initial fee, the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District June 5, 20193une-6;,2018
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3-303

3-304

risk assessment fee, the permit to operate fee, and toxic surcharge (given in Schedules B, C,

D, E, F, H, | or K). Applicants for authorities to construct and permits to operate modified

sources shall pay for each modified source, a filing fee of $489508, the initial fee, the risk

assessment fee, and any incremental increase in permit to operate and toxic surcharge fees.

Where more than one of the schedules is applicable to a source, the fee paid shall be the

highest of the applicable schedules. If any person requests more than three HRA scenarios

required pursuant to Regulation 2, Rule 5 in any single permit application, they shall pay an
additional risk assessment fee for each of these scenarios. Except for gasoline dispensing

facilities (Schedule D) and semiconductor facilities (Schedule H), the size to be used for a

source when applying the schedules shall be the maximum size the source will have after the

construction or modification. Where applicable, fees for new or modified sources shall be
based on maximum permitted usage levels or maximum potential to emit including any
secondary emissions from abatement equipment. The fee rate applied shall be based on the
fee rate in force on the date the application is declared by the APCO to be complete according
to 2-1-402, excluding 2-1-402.3 fees. The APCO may reduce the fees for new and modified
sources by an amount deemed appropriate if the owner or operator of the source attends an

Industry Compliance School sponsored by the District.

302.1 Small Business Discount: If an applicant qualifies as a small business and the source
falls under schedules B, C, D (excluding gasoline dispensing facilities), E, F, H, | or K,
the filing fee, initial fee, and risk assessment fee shall be reduced by 50%. All other
applicable fees shall be paid in full._If an applicant also qualifies for a Green Business
Discount, only the Small Business Discount (i.e., the 50% discount) shall apply.

302.2 Deleted July 3, 1991

302.3 Fees for Abatement Devices: Applicants for an authority to construct and permit to
operate abatement devices where there is no other modification to the source shall
pay a $489508 filing fee and initial and risk assessment fees that are equivalent to 50%
of the initial and risk assessment fees for the source being abated, not to exceed a
total of $10,588. For abatement devices abating more than one source, the initial fee
shall be 50% of the initial fee for the source having the highest initial fee.

302.4 Fees for Reactivated Sources: Applicants for a Permit to Operate reactivated,
previously permitted equipment shall pay the full filing, initial, risk assessment, permit,
and toxic surcharge fees.

302.5 Deleted June 3, 2015

302.6 Green Business Discount: If an applicant qualifies as a green business, the filing fee,
initial fee, and risk assessment fee shall be reduced by 10%. All other applicable fees

shall be paid in full.

(Amended 5/19/82; 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 7/15/87; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01;
5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14:

6/3/15; 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)

Back Fees: An applicant required to obtain a permit to operate existing equipment in
accordance with District regulations shall pay back fees equal to the permit to operate fees and
toxic surcharges given in the appropriate Schedule (B, C, D, E, F, H, | or K) prorated from the
effective date of permit requirements. Where more than one of these schedules is applicable
to a source, the fee paid shall be the highest of the applicable schedules. The applicant shall
also pay back fees equal to toxic inventory fees pursuant to Section 3-320 and Schedule N.
The maximum back fee shall not exceed a total of five years' permit, toxic surcharge, and toxic
inventory fees. An owner/operator required to register existing equipment in accordance with
District regulations shall pay back fees equal to the annual renewal fee given in Schedule R

prorated from the effective date of registration requirements, up to a maximum of five years.
(Amended 5/19/82; 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 7/15/87, 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 10/8/97; 6/15/05; 5/20/09)

Alteration: Except as provided below, an applicant to alter an existing permitted source shall

pay the filing fee and 50% of the initial fee for the source, provided that the alteration does not

result in an increase in emissions of any regulated air pollutant. For gasoline dispensing

facilities subject to Schedule D, an applicant for an alteration shall pay a fee of 1.75 times the

filing fee.

304.1 Schedule D Fees: Applicants for alteration to a gasoline dispensing facility subject to
Schedule D shall pay a fee of 1.75 times the filing fee.
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3-305

3-306

3-307

3-308

3-309

3-310

304.2 Schedule G Fees: Applicants for alteration to a permitted source subject to Schedule
G-3, G-4, or G-5 shall pay the filing fee, 100% of the initial fee,; and,_if District
regulations require a health risk assessment of the alteration, the risk assessment fee
{ifapplicable),asspeeified-underprovided for in Schedule G-2. The applicant shall pay
the permit renewal and the toxic surcharge fees applicable to the source under
Schedules G-3, G-4, or G-5.

(Amended 6/4/86; 11/15/00; 6/2/04; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
Cancellation or Withdrawal: There will be no refund of the initial fee and filing fee if an
application is cancelled or withdrawn. There will be no refund of the risk assessment fee if the
risk assessment has been conducted prior to the application being cancelled or withdrawn. If
an application for identical equipment is submitted within six months of the date of cancellation

or withdrawal, the initial fee will be credited in full against the fee for the new application.
(Amended 7/6/83; 4/6/88; 10/8/97; 6/15/05, 6/21/17)

Change in Conditions: If an applicant applies to change the conditions on an existing
authority to construct or permit to operate, the applicant will pay the following fees. There will
be no change in anniversary date.

306.1 Administrative Condition Changes: An applicant applying for an administrative change
in permit conditions shall pay a fee equal to the filing fee for a single source, provided
the following criteria are met:

1.1 The condition change applies to a single source or a group of sources with
shared permit conditions.

1.2 The condition change does not subject the source(s) to any District Regulations
or requirements that were not previously applicable.

1.3 The condition change does not result in any increase in emissions of POC,
NPOC, NOx, CO, SOz, or PMio at any source or the emission of a toxic air
contaminant above the trigger levels identified in Table 2-5-1

1.4 The condition change does not require a public notice.

306.2 Other Condition Changes: Applicant shall pay the filing, initial, and risk assessment
fees required for new and modified equipment under Section 3-302. If the condition
change will result in higher permit to operate fees, the applicant shall also pay any

incremental increases in permit to operate fees and toxic surcharges.
(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 10/8/97; 6/7/00; 6/15/05, 6/21/17)

Transfers: The owner/operator of record is the person to whom a permit is issued or, if no
permit has yet been issued to a facility, the person who applied for a permit. Permits are valid
only for the owner/operator of record. Upon submittal of a $102 transfer of ownership fee,

permits are re-issued to the new owner/operator of record with no change in expiration dates.
(Amended 2/20/85; 6/4/86; 11/5/86; 4/6/88; 10/8/97, 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/02/04; 6/19/13; 6/4/14, 6/15/16)

Change of Location: An applicant who wishes to move an existing source, which has a permit
to operate, shall pay no fee if the move is on the same facility. If the move is not on the same
facility, the source shall be considered a new source and subject to Section 3-302. This section

does not apply to portable permits meeting the requirements of Regulation 2-1-220 and 413.
(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 6/15/05)

Deleted June 21, 2017
(Amended 5/19/99; 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07;
5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17)

Fee for Constructing Without a Permit: An applicant for an authority to construct and a

permit to operate a source, which has been constructed or modified without an authority to

construct, shall pay the following fees:

310.1 Sources subject to permit requirements on the date of initial operation shall pay fees
for new construction pursuant to Section 3-302, any back fees pursuant to Section 3-
303, and a late fee equal to 100% of the initial fee. A modified gasoline dispensing
facility subject to Schedule D that is not required to pay an initial fee shall pay fees for
a modified source pursuant to Section 3-302, back fees, and a late fee equal to 100%
of the filing fee.

310.2 Sources previously exempt from permit requirements that lose their exemption due to
changes in District, state, or federal regulations shall pay a permit to operate fee and
toxic surcharge for the coming year and any back fees pursuant to Section 3-303.
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3-311

310.3 Sources previously exempt from permit requirements that lose their exemption due to
a change in the manner or mode of operation, such as an increased throughput, shall
pay fees for new construction pursuant to Section 3-302. In addition, sources applying
for permits after commencing operation in a non-exempt mode shall also pay a late fee
equal to 100% of the initial fee and any back fees pursuant to Section 3-303.

310.4 Sources modified without a required authority to construct shall pay fees for

modification pursuant to Section 3-302 and a late fee equal to 100% of the initial fee.
(Amended 7/6/83; 4/18/84; 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 8/2/95; 10/8/97; 6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/6/12)

Emission Banking_Fees: Any-An applicant whe-applieswishes-to bank emissions for future

use, orto convert an emission reduction credit (ERC) ERC into an Interchangeable Emission

Reduction Credit (IERC), or to transfer ownership of ERCs shall pay_the following fees:

311.1 Banking ERCs: An applicant whe-wishes-to bank emissions for future use shall pay a
filing fee of $508489 per source plus the initial fee given in Schedules B, C, D, E, F, H,
| or K. Where more than one of these schedules is applicable to a source, the fee paid

shall be the highest of the applicable schedules. Any-applicantforthe withdrawal-of
- : :

311.2 Converting Existing ERCs: An applicant whe-wishes-to convert an existing ERC into
an IERC shall pay a filing fee of $508 per source plus the initial fee given in Schedules
B, C, D, E, F, H, I or K. Where more than one of these schedules is applicable to a
source, the fee paid shall be the highest of the applicable schedules.

311.3 Transferring ERC Ownership: An applicant whe-currently-owns ERCs who-wishes-to
transfer seme-orallofitsan ERCs it currently owns to another owner shall pay a filing

fee of $508.
(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 7/15/87; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02; 5/21/03;

6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)

3-312

3-313
3-314
3-315

3-316
3-317

3-318

Emission Caps and Alternative Compliance Plans: Any facility which elects to use an

alternative compliance plan contained in:

312.1 Regulation 8 ("bubble™) to comply with a District emission limitation or to use an
annual or monthly emission limit to acquire a permit in accordance with the provisions
of Regulation 2, Rule 2, shall pay an additional annual fee equal to fifteen percent of
the total plant permit to operate fee.

312.2 Regulation 2, Rule 9, or Regulation 9, Rule 10 shall pay an annual fee of
$1,2861,238 for each source included in the alternative compliance plan, not to

exceed $12,860380.
(Adopted 5/19/82; Amended 6/4/86; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02; 5/23/03; 6/2/04;

6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)

Deleted May 19, 1999

Deleted August 2, 1995

Costs of Environmental Documentation: An applicant for an Authority to Construct shall
pay, in addition to the fees required under Section 3-302 and in any applicable schedule, the
District's costs of performing any environmental evaluation and preparing and filing any
documents pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code,
Section 21000, et seq), including the costs of any outside consulting assistance which the
District may employ in connection with the preparation of any such evaluation or
documentation, as well as the District's reasonable internal costs (including overhead) of

processing, reviewing, or filing any environmental evaluation or documentation.
(Adopted 12/18/85; Amended 5/1/02; 6/3/15)

Deleted June 6, 1990
Asbestos Operation Fees: After July 1, 1988, persons submitting a written plan, as required
by Regulation 11, Rule 2, Section 401, to conduct an asbestos operation shall pay the fee given

in Schedule L.
(Adopted 7/6/88; Renumbered 9/7/88; Amended 8/2/95)

Public Notice Fee, Schools: Pursuant to Section 42301.6(b) of the Health and Safety Code,
an applicant for an authority to construct or permit to operate subject to the public notice
requirements of Regulation 2-1-412 shall pay, in addition to the fees required under Section 3-
302 and in any applicable schedule, a fee to cover the expense of preparing and distributing
the public notices to the affected persons specified in Regulation 2-1-412 as follows:

318.1 Afee of $2,272 per application, and
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3-319

3-320

318.2 The District's cost exceeding $2,272 of preparing and distributing the public notice.
318.3 The District shall refund to the applicant the portion of any fee paid under this Section

that exceeds the District’s cost of preparing and distributing the public notice.
(Adopted 11/1/89; Amended 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/16/10, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18)

Major Stationary Source Fees: Any major stationary source emitting 50 tons per year of
organic compounds, sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides, or PM1o shall pay a fee based on Schedule
M. This fee is in addition to permit and other fees otherwise authorized to be collected from

such facilities and shall be included as part of the annual permit renewal fees.
(Adopted 6/6/90; Amended 8/2/95; 6/7/00)

Toxic Inventory Fees: Any facility that emits one or more toxic air contaminants in quantities

above a minimum threshold level shall pay an annual fee based on Schedule N. This fee will

be in addition to permit to operate, toxic surcharge, and other fees otherwise authorized to be

collected from such facilities.

320.1 An applicant who qualifies as a small business under Regulation 3-209 shall pay a
Toxic Inventory Fee as set out in Schedule N up to a maximum fee of $10,0569;6%9
per year.

(Adopted 10/21/92; Amended 5/19/99; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/5/19)

3-321
3-322

3-323

3-324
3-325
3-326
3-327

3-328

3-329

Deleted December 2, 1998

Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tank Operation
Fees: Persons submitting a written notification for a given site to conduct either excavation of
contaminated soil or removal of underground storage tanks as required by Regulation 8, Rule

40, Section 401, 402, 403 or 405 shall pay a fee based on Schedule Q.
(Adopted 1/5/94; Amended 8/2/95; 5/21/03)

Pre-Certification Fees: An applicant seeking to pre-certify a source, in accordance with
Regulation 2, Rule 1, Section 415, shall pay the filing fee, initial fee and permit to operate fee

given in the appropriate schedule.
(Adopted June 7, 1995)

Deleted June 7, 2000

Deleted December 2, 1998

Deleted December 2, 1998

Permit to Operate, Renewal Fees: After the expiration of the initial permit to operate, the
permit to operate shall be renewed on an annual basis or other time period as approved by the
APCO. The fee required for the renewal of a permit to operate is the permit to operate fee and
toxic surcharge listed in Schedules B, C, D, E, F, H, I, and K, prorated for the period of
coverage. When more than one of the schedules is applicable to a source, the fee paid shall
be the highest of the applicable schedules. This renewal fee is applicable to all sources
required to obtain permits to operate in accordance with District regulations. The permit
renewal invoice shall also specify any applicable major stationary source fees based on
Schedule M, toxic inventory fees based on Schedule N, major facility review fees based on
Schedule P, and greenhouse gas fees based on Schedule T. Where applicable, renewal fees
shall be based on actual usage or emission levels that have been reported to or calculated by
the District. In addition to these renewal fees for the sources at a facility, the facility shall also
pay a processing fee at the time of renewal that covers each Permit Renewal Period as follows:
327.1 $10096 for facilities with one permitted source, including gasoline dispensing facilities,
327.2 $198191 for facilities with 2 to 5 permitted sources,

327.3 $3953806 for facilities with 6 to 10 permitted sources,

327.4 $593571 for facilities with 11 to 15 permitted sources,

327.5 $787+57 for facilities with 16 to 20 permitted sources,

327.6 $984947 for facilities with more than 20 permitted sources.
(Adopted 6/7/00; Amended 6/2/04; 6/16/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13;
6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17,6/6/18, 6/5/19)

Fee for OEHHA Risk Assessment Reviews: Any facility that submits a health risk
assessment to the District in accordance with Section 44361 of the California Health and Safety
Code shall pay any fee requested by the State Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment (OEHHA) for reimbursement of that agency’s costs incurred in reviewing the risk
assessment.

(Adopted June 7, 2000)
Fees for New Source Review Health Risk Assessment: Any person required to submit a
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3-10



3-330

3-331

3-332

3-333

3-334

3-335

3-336

3-337

3-338

health risk assessment (HRA) pursuant to Regulation 2-5-401 shall pay an appropriate Risk
Assessment Fee pursuant to Regulation 3-302 and Schedules B, C, D, E, F, H, | or K. In
addition, any person that requests that the District prepare or review an HRA (e.g., for
determination of permit exemption in accordance with Regulations 2-1-316, 2-5-301 and 2-5-
302; or for determination of exemption from emission control requirements pursuant to
Regulation 8-47-113 and 8-47-402) shall pay a Risk Assessment Fee. A Risk Assessment Fee
shall be assessed for each source that is proposed to emit a toxic air contaminant (TAC) at a
rate that exceeds a trigger level in Table 2-5-1: Toxic Air Contaminant Trigger Levels. If a
project requires an HRA due to total project emissions, but TAC emissions from each individual
source are less than the Table 2-5-1 trigger levels, a Risk Assessment Fee shall be assessed

for the source in the project with the highest TAC emissions.
(Adopted June 15, 2005; Amended 6/21/17)

Fee for Renewing an Authority to Construct: An applicant seeking to renew an authority to
construct in accordance with Regulation 2-1-407 shall pay a fee of 50% of the initial fee in effect
at the time of the renewal. If the District determines that an authority to construct cannot be
renewed, any fees paid under this section shall be credited in full against the fee for a new
authority to construct for functionally equivalent equipment submitted within six months of the

date the original authority to construct expires.
(Adopted June 15, 2005)

Registration Fees: Any person who is required to register equipment under District rules shall
submit a registration fee, and any annual fee thereafter, as set out in Schedule R. The APCO
may reduce registration fees by an amount deemed appropriate if the owner or operator of the

equipment attends an Industry Compliance School sponsored by the District.
(Adopted June 6, 2007; Amended 6/16/10)

Naturally Occurring Asbestos Fees: After July 1, 2007, any person required to submit_or
amend an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan (ADMP) pursuant to Title 17 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 93105, Asbestos Air Toxic Control Measure for Construction, Grading,

Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations shall pay the fee(s) set out in Schedule S.
(Adopted June 6, 2007;,Amended 6/5/19)

Major Facility Review (MFR) and Synthetic Minor Application Fees: Any facility that applies
for, or is required to undergo, an initial MFR permit, an amendment to an MFR permit, a minor
or significant revision to an MFR permit, a reopening of an MFR permit, a renewal of an MFR
permit, an initial synthetic minor operating permit, or a revision to a synthetic minor operating

permit, shall pay the applicable fees set forth in Schedule P.
(Adopted May 21, 2008)

Greenhouse Gas Fees: Any permitted facility with greenhouse gas emissions shall pay a fee
based on Schedule T. This fee is in addition to permit and other fees otherwise authorized to
be collected from such facilities, and shall be included as part of the annual permit renewal

fees.
(Adopted May 21, 2008)

Indirect Source Review Fees: Applicants that must file an Air Quality Impact Assessment
pursuant to District rules for a project that is deemed to be an indirect source shall pay a fee

based on Schedule U.
(Adopted May 20, 2009)

Open Burning Operation Fees: Effective July 1, 2013, any person required to provide
notification to the District prior to burning; submit a petition to conduct a Filmmaking or Public
Exhibition fire; receive an acreage burning allocation to conduct a Stubble fire; or submit a
smoke management plan and receive an acreage burning allocation to conduct a Wildland

Vegetation Management fire or Marsh Management fire shall pay the fee given in Schedule V.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)

Exemption Fee: An applicant who wishes to receive a certificate of exemption shall pay a

filing fee of $489508 per exempt source.
(Adopted June 19, 2013; Amended 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/21/17,)

Incident Response Fee: Any facility required to obtain a District permit, and any District-
regulated area-wide or indirect source, that is the site where an incident occurs to which the
District responds, shall pay a fee equal to the District’s actual costs in conducting the incident
response as defined in Section 3-243, including without limitation, the actual time and salaries,
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3-339

3-340

3-341

3-342

3-343

plus overhead, of the District staff involved in conducting the incident response and the cost of
any materials.(Adopted June 19, 2013)

Petroleum Refining Emissions Tracking Fees: Any person required to submit an Annual
Emissions Inventory, Monthly Crude Slate Report, or air monitoring plan in accordance with

Regulation 12, Rule 15 shall pay the applicable fees set forth in Schedule W.
(Adopted 6/15/16)

Major Stationary Source Community Air Monitoring Fees: Any major stationary source
emitting 35 tons per year of organic compounds, sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides, carbon
monoxide or PM1o shall pay a community air monitoring fee based on Schedule X. This feeis
in addition to permit and other fees otherwise authorized to be collected from such facilities and

shall be included as part of the annual permit renewal fees.
(Adopted 6/15/16)

Fee for Risk Reduction Plan: Any person required to submit a Risk Reduction Plan in

accordance with Regulation 11, Rule 18 shall pay the applicable fees set forth below:

341.1 $1,5591.500 for facilities with one source subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18, including gasoline dispensing facilities;

341.2 $3,1173,000 for facilities with 2 to 5 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

341.3 $6.2346,000 for facilities with 6 to 10 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

341.4 $12,46812:000 for facilities with 11 to 15 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

341.5 $24,93624.000 for facilities with 16 to 20 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

341.6 $33,24832,000 for faciliies with more than 20 sources subject to risk reduction
pursuant to Regulation 11, Rule 18.

(Adopted 6/21/17,6/5/19)

Fee for Facility-Wide Health Risk Assessment: Any person required to undergo a health

risk assessment (HRA) to assess compliance with the Regulation 11, Rule 18 risk action levels

shall pay a risk assessment fee for each source pursuant to Regulation 3-329 and Schedules

B, C, D, E, F, H, I or K. The maximum fee required for any single HRA of a facility conducted

pursuant to Regulation 11, Rule 18 shall not exceed a total of $155,850156,000.

If a facility retains a District-approved consultant to complete the required facility-wide HRA,

the facility shall pay a fee to cover the District's costs of performing the review of the facility-

wide HRA, including the costs of any outside consulting assistance which the District may

employ in connection with any such review, as well as the District's reasonable internal costs

(including overhead) of processing, reviewing, or approving the facility-wide HRA. The total

HRA review cost shall be determined based on the District's actual review time in hours

multiplied by an hourly charge of $213205 per hour. Facilities shall pay an HRA review fee as

indicated below and the District’s cost exceeding the applicable HRA review fees indicated

below for performing the review of the facility-wide HRA:

342.1 $2,5982.500 for facilities with one to 10 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18, including gasoline dispensing facilities;

342.2 $6.8576,600 for facilities with 11 to 50 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

342.3 $14,54614.000 for faciliies with more than 50 sources subject to risk reduction
pursuant to Regulation 11, Rule 18.

The District shall refund to the applicant the portion of any fee paid under this Section that

exceeds the District’s cost of performing the review of the facility-wide HRA.
(Adopted 6/21/17, Amended 6/6/18,6/5/19)

Fees for Air Dispersion Modeling: An applicant for an Authority to Construct or Permit to

Operate shall pay, in addition to the fees required under Section 3-302 and 3-329 and in any
applicable schedule, the District's costs of performing any air dispersion modeling needed to
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3-400

3-401

3-402

3-403

3-404
3-405

determine_compliance with _any District requlatory requirement. The total air dispersion
modeling fee cost shall be determined based on the District’s actual review time in_hours
multiplied by an hourly charge of $213 per hour. This fee shall also apply for costs incurred in
reviewing air_dispersion_modeling submittals by applicants and the costs of any outside
consulting assistance which the District may employ in connection with the preparation of any
such evaluation or documentation, as well as the District's reasonable internal costs (including
overhead) of processing, reviewing, or approving the air dispersion modeling.

(Adopted 6/5/19)

ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

Permits: Definitions, standards, and conditions contained in Regulation 2, Permits, are

applicable to this regulation.

Single Anniversary Date: The APCO may assign a single anniversary date to a facility on

which all its renewable permits to operate expire and will require renewal. Fees will be prorated

to compensate for different time periods resulting from change in anniversary date.

Change in Operating Parameters: See Section 2-1-404 of Regulation 2, Rule 1.

Deleted June 7, 2000

Fees Not Paid: If an applicant or owner/operator fails to pay the fees specified on the invoice

by the due date, the following procedure(s) shall apply:

405.1 Authority to Construct: The application will be cancelled, but can be reactivated upon
payment of fees.

405.2 New Permit to Operate: The Permit to Operate shall not be issued, and the facility will
be notified that operation, including startup, is not authorized.

2.1 Feesreceived during the first 30 days following the due date must include a late
fee equal to 10 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

2.2 Feesreceived more than 30 days after the due date must include a late fee equal
to 25 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

405.3 Renewal of Permit to Operate: The owner or operator of a facility must renew the
Permit to Operate in order to continue to be authorized to operate the source. Permit
to Operate Fees for the Permit Renewal Period shall be calculated using fee schedules
in effect on the Permit to Operate Renewal Date. The permit renewal invoice will
include all fees to be paid in order to renew the Permit to Operate, as specified in
Section 3-327. If not renewed as of the date of the next Permit Renewal Period, a
Permit to Operate lapses and further operation is no longer authorized. The District
will notify the facility that the permit has lapsed. Reinstatement of lapsed Permits to
Operate will require the payment of all unpaid prior Permit to Operate fees and
associated reinstatement fees for each unpaid prior Permit Renewal Period, in addition
to all fees specified on the permit renewal invoice.

405.4 Reinstatement of Lapsed Permit to Operate: To reinstate a Permit to Operate, the
owner or operator must pay all of the following fees:

4.1 The applicable Permit to Operate Fees for the current year, as specified in
Regulation 3-327, and the applicable reinstatement fee, if any, calculated as
follows:

4.1.1 Fees received during the first 30 days following the due date must
include all fees specified on the permit renewal invoice plus a
reinstatement fee equal to 10 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

4.1.2 Fees received more than 30 days after the due date, but less than one
year after the due date, must include all fees specified on the permit
renewal invoice plus a reinstatement fee equal to 25 percent of all fees
specified on the invoice.

4.2 The applicable Permit to Operate Fees specified in Regulation 3-327 for each
prior Permit Renewal Period for which all Permit to Operate Fees and associated
reinstatement fees have not been paid. Each year’s Permit to Operate Fee shall
be calculated at the fee rates in effect on that year's Permit to Operate Renewal
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Date. The reinstatement fee for each associated previously-unpaid Permit to
Operate Fee shall be calculated in accordance with Regulation 3-405.4.1 and
4.1.2.
Each year or period of the lapsed Permit to Operate is deemed a separate Permit
Renewal Period. The oldest outstanding Permit to Operate Fee and reinstatement
fees shall be paid first.

405.5 Registration and Other Fees: Persons who have not paid the fee by the invoice due
date, shall pay the following late fee in addition to the original invoiced fee. Fees shall
be calculated using fee schedules in effect at the time of the fees' original
determination.

5.1 Fees received during the first 30 days following the due date must include an
additional late fee equal to 10 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

5.2 Fees received more than 30 days after the due date must include an additional
late fee equal to 5625 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 11/5/86; 2/15/89; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 8/2/95; 12/2/98; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14, 6/6/18.6/5/19)

3-406
3-407
3-408

3-409
3-410
3-411

3-412
3-413

3-414
3-415

3-416

Deleted June 4, 1986
Deleted August 2, 1995
Permit to Operate Valid for 12 Months: A Permit to Operate is valid for 12 months from the

date of issuance or other time period as approved by the APCO.
(Amended 6/4/86; Amended 6/7/00)

Deleted June 7, 2000

Deleted August 2, 1995

Advance Deposit of Funds: The APCO may require that at the time of the filing of an
application for an Authority to Construct for a project for which the District is a lead agency
under the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et
seq.), the applicant shall make an advance deposit of funds, in an amount to be specified by
the APCO, to cover the costs which the District estimates to incur in connection with the
District's performance of its environmental evaluation and the preparation of any required
environmental documentation. In the event the APCO requires such an estimated advance
payment to be made, the applicant will be provided with a full accounting of the costs actually
incurred by the District in connection with the District’'s performance of its environmental

evaluation and the preparation of any required environmental documentation.
(Adopted 12/18/85; Amended 8/2/95)

Deleted December 2, 1998

Toxic "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act Revenues: No later than 120 days
after the adoption of this regulation, the APCO shall transmit to the California Air Resources
Board, for deposit into the Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Fund, the
revenues determined by the ARB to be the District's share of statewide Air Toxics "Hot Spot"

Information and Assessment Act expenses.
(Adopted October 21, 1992)

Deleted December 2, 1998

Failure to Pay - Further Actions: When an applicant or owner/operator fails to pay the fees

specified on the invoice by the due date, the APCO may take the following actions against the

applicant or owner/operator:

415.1 Issuance of a Notice to Comply.

415.2 Issuance of a Notice of Violation.

415.3 Revocation of an existing Permit to Operate. The APCO shall initiate proceedings to
revoke permits to operate for any person who is delinquent for more than one month.
The revocation process shall continue until payment in full is made or until permits are
revoked.

415.4 The withholding of any other District services as deemed appropriate until payment in

full is made.
(Adopted 8/2/95; Amended 12/2/98; 6/15/05)

Adjustment of Fees: The APCO or designees may, upon finding administrative error by
District staff in the calculation, imposition, noticing, invoicing, and/or collection of any fee set
forth in this rule, rescind, reduce, increase, or modify the fee. A request for such relief from an
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3-417

3-418

administrative error, accompanied by a statement of why such relief should be granted, must

be received within two years from the date of payment.
(Adopted October 8, 1997)

Temporary Amnesty for Unpermitted and Unregistered Sources: The APCO has the
authority to declare an amnesty period, during which the District may waive all or part of the
back fees and/or late fees for sources that are currently operating without valid Permits to

Operate and/or equipment registrations.
(Adopted June 16, 2010)

Temporary Incentive for Online Production System Transactions: The APCO has the
authority to declare an incentive period for transactions made using the online production

system, during which the District may waive all or any part of the fees for these transactions.
(Adopted 6/6/18)
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SCHEDULE A
HEARING BOARD FEES!
Established by the Board of Directors December 7, 1977 Resolution No. 1046
(Code section references are to the California Health & Safety Code, unless otherwise indicated)

Large Small Third
Companies Business Party
1.|For each application for variance exceeding 90 days, in accordance with
842350, including applications on behalf of a class of applicants, which
meet the requirements of the Hearing Board Rules for a valid and
proper class action for VarianCe............ccceeevvviiiiiiieeeee e $6.0865( $9107
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing necessary to =02 oL

dispose of said variance application in accordance with 842350, the
additional SUM OF .....coviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiei e
$3.0472| $3072

cEED 67
2.|For each application for variance not exceeding 90 days, in accordance
with 842350, including applications on behalf of a class of applicants,
which meet the requirements of the Hearing Board Rules for a valid and
proper class action for VarianCe............ccveeeiiieiiiiieieee e $3,6543( $9107
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing necessary to e oL
dispose of said variance application, in accordance with 842350, the
additional SUM OF .....coviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiei et
$1.8241| $3072
£oE 67
3.|For each application to modify a variance in accordance with §42356.... $2,4242| $3072
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing on said application -0 w2
to modify a variance, in accordance with 842345, necessary to dispose
of the application, the additional sum of ...
$1.8241| $3072
£oE 67
4.|For each application to extend a variance, in accordance with 842357... $2,4242| $3072
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing on an application to -0 w2
extend a variance, in accordance with 842357, necessary to dispose of
the application, the additional SUM Of ..., $1,8241
=8E $3072
67
5.|For each application to revoke a variance.............cccccccoeevvveeeeeeeiiesinnnnnn, $3.6543| $3072
et 67
6.|For each application for approval of a Schedule of Increments of
Progress in accordance with 841703 ...........cccccccvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeee, $2,4242( $3072
e 67
7.|For each application for variance in accordance with 841703, which
EXCEEAS 90 TAYS .. vvviiiiiiiiee ettt $6.,0865| $910%
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing on said application =02 oL
for variance in accordance with 841703, the additional sum of...............
$3,0472| $3072
cEED 67
8.|For each application for variance in accordance with 841703, not to
EXCEEA 90 TAYS ... .vviiiiiiiii ettt et $3.6543| $910%
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the hearing on said application fora| 277 oL
variance in accordance with 841703, the additional sum of ..................
$1.,8241| $3072
£oE 67
Bay Area Air Quality Management District June 5, 20193uhre-6;2018
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Large Small Third
Companies Business Party
9.|For each Appeal (Permit, Banking, Title V) .....ccccceeeeiiiiiiiiiiiccee e $6,0865;2 | $3.0472; | $3.0472:6
92 650  per £0
per hearing | hearing day for entire
day appeal period
10.|For each application for intervention in accordance with Hearing Board
RUIES 882.3, 3.6 & 4.6 oo $3,0472| $6125
-EEC 32
11.|For each application to Modify or Terminate an abatement order........... $6.0865;2 | $3.0472;
92 650 per
per hearing | hearing day
day
12.|For each application for an interim variance in accordance with 842351 $3,0472( $6125
-EEC 32
13.|For each application for an emergency variance in accordance with
8A2359.5 ... $1,5194| $3072
= N
14.|For each application to rehear a Hearing Board decision in accordance 100% 100%
with §40861 of previous | of previous
........................................................................................... foe fee charged
charged
15.|EXCESS EMISSION fEES ....ciiiiiiiiiiii et See See
Attachment | |Attachment |
16.|Miscellaneous filing fee for any hearing not covered above $3.0472| $9107 $91079
-EEC o4 1
17.|For each published Notice of Public Hearing............cccccoevveeeeiiiieeeeennen. Cost of $0 $0
Publication
18.|Court Reporter Fee (to be paid only if Court Reporter required for Actual Actual
hearin ) Appearance $0 Appearance
o) TP PP PP P PP PP PPPPTTTTPPPTPTRTTN and and
Transcript Transcript
costs per costs per
hearing solely hearing solely
dedicated to dedicated to
one Docket one Docket
NOTE 1 Any applicant who believes they have a hardship for payment of fees may request a fee waiver

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

from the Hearing Board pursuant to Hearing Board Rules.

(Amended 10/8/97; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01, 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05;
6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE A
ATTACHMENT I
EXCESS EMISSION FEE

A. General

(1) Each applicant or petitioner for a variance from these Rules and Regulations shall pay to
the Clerk or Deputy Clerk of the Hearing Board, in addition to the other filing fees required
in Schedule A, an emission fee based on the total weight of emissions discharged, per
source or product, other than those described in division (B) below, during the variance
period in excess of that allowed by these rules in accordance with the schedule set forth in
Table I.

(2) Where the total weight of emission discharged cannot be easily calculated, the petitioner
shall work in concert with District staff to establish the amount of excess emissions to be
paid.

(3) In the event that more than one rule limiting the discharge of the same contaminant is
violated, the excess emission fee shall consist of the fee for violation which will result in
the payment of the greatest sum. For the purposes of this subdivision, opacity rules and
particulate mass emissions shall not be considered rules limiting the discharge of the same
contaminant.

B. Excess Visible Emission Fee

Each applicant or petitioner for a variance from Regulation 6 or Health and Safety Code Section
41701 shall pay to the Clerk or Deputy Clerk of the Hearing Board, in addition to the filing fees
required in Schedule A and the excess emission fees required in (A) above (if any), an emission
fee based on the difference between the percent opacity allowed by Regulation 6 and the
percent opacity of the emissions allowed from the source or sources operating under the
variance, in accordance with the schedule set forth in Table II.

In the event that an applicant or petitioner is exempt from the provisions of Regulation 6, the
applicant or petitioner shall pay a fee calculated as described herein above, but such fee shall
be calculated based upon the difference between the opacity allowed under the variance and
the opacity allowed under the provisions of Health and Safety Code Section 41701, in
accordance with the schedule set forth in Table II.

C. Applicability
The provisions of subdivision (A) shall apply to all variances that generate excess emissions.
D. Fee Determination
(1) The excess emission fees shall be calculated by the petitioner based upon the requested
number of days of operation under variance multiplied by the expected excess emissions
as set forth in subdivisions (A) and (B) above. The calculations and proposed fees shall be

set forth in the petition.

(2) The Hearing Board may adjust the excess emission fee required by subdivisions (A) and
(B) of this rule based on evidence regarding emissions presented at the time of the hearing.

Bay Area Air Quality Management District June 5, 20193une-6,2018
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E. Small Businesses

(1) A small business shall be assessed twenty percent (20%) of the fees required by
subdivisions (A) and (B), whichever is applicable. "Small business" is defined in the Fee
Regulation.

(2) Request for exception as a small business shall be made by the petitioner under penalty
of perjury on a declaration form provided by the Executive Officer which shall be submitted
to the Clerk or Deputy Clerk of the Hearing Board at the time of filing a petition for variance.

F. Group, Class and Product Variance Fees

Each petitioner included in a petition for a group, class or product variance shall pay the filing
fee specified in Schedule A, and the excess emission fees specified in subdivisions (A) and
(B), whichever is applicable.

G. Adjustment of Fees

If after the term of a variance for which emission fees have been paid, petitioner can establish,
to the satisfaction of the Executive Officer/APCO, that emissions were actually less than those
upon which the fee was based, a pro rata refund shall be made.

H. Fee Payment/Variance Invalidation

(1) Excess emission fees required by subdivisions (A) and (B), based on an estimate provided
during the variance Hearing, are due and payable within fifteen (15) days of the granting
of the variance. The petitioner shall be notified in writing of any adjustment to the amount
of excess emission fees due, following District staff's verification of the estimated
emissions. Fee payments to be made as a result of an adjustment are due and payable
within fifteen (15) days of notification of the amount due.

(2) Failure to pay the excess emission fees required by subdivisions (A) and (B) within fifteen
(15) days of notification that a fee is due shall automatically invalidate the variance. Such
notification may be given by personal service or by deposit, postpaid, in the United States
mail and shall be due fifteen (15) days from the date of personal service or mailing. For the
purpose of this rule, the fee payment shall be considered to be received by the District if it
is postmarked by the United States Postal Service on or before the expiration date stated
on the billing notice. If the expiration date falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or a state holiday,
the fee payment may be postmarked on the next business day following the Saturday,
Sunday, or the state holiday with the same effect as if it had been postmarked on the
expiration date.
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TABLE |
SCHEDULE OF EXCESS EMISSIONS FEES

Air Contaminants All at $5.835-07 per pound

Organic gases, except methane and those containing sulfur
Carbon Monoxide

Oxides of nitrogen (expressed as nitrogen dioxide)
Gaseous sulfur compounds (expressed as sulfur dioxide)
Particulate matter

Toxic Air Contaminants All at $29.0025.22 per pound

Asbestos

Benzene

Cadmium

Carbon tetrachloride

Chlorinated dioxins and dibenzofurans (15 species)
Diesel exhaust particulate matter
Ethylene dibromide

Ethylene dichloride

Ethylene oxide

Formaldehyde

Hexavalent chromium

Methylene chloride

Nickel

Perchloroethylene

1,3-Butadiene

Inorganic arsenic

Beryllium

Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH)
Vinyl chloride

Lead

1,4-Dioxane

Trichloroethylene

TABLE Il
SCHEDULE OF EXCESS VISIBLE EMISSION FEE

For each source with opacity emissions in excess of twenty percent (20%), but less than forty
percent (40%) (where the source is in violation of Regulation 6 and California Health and Safety
Code Section 41701), the fee is calculated as follows:

Fee = (Opacity* equivalent - 20) x number of days allowed in variance x $5.965-18

For each source with opacity emissions in excess of forty percent (40%) (where the source is in
violation of Regulation 6 and California Health and Safety Code Section 41701), the fee is
calculated as follows:

Fee = (Opacity* equivalent - 40) x number of days allowed by variance x $5.965-18

*  Where "Opacity" equals maximum opacity of emissions in percent (not decimal equivalent)
allowed by the variance. Where the emissions are darker than the degree of darkness
equivalent to the allowed Ringelmann number, the percentage equivalent of the excess

degree of darkness shall be used as "opacity."
(Adopted 6/7/00; Amended 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07;
5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE B
COMBUSTION OF FUEL
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each source that burns fuel, which is not a flare and not exempted by Regulation 2, Rule 1, the
fee shall be computed based on the maximum gross combustion capacity (expressed as higher
heating value, HHV) of the source.

1.

NOTE:

INITIAL FEE: $67.6165.67 per MM BTU/HOUR

a. The minimum fee per source is: $361347
b. The maximum fee per source is: $126,117421.383

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $489508 plus
$67.6165.07 per MM BTU/hr
b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $869836
c. RAF for each additional TAC source: $67.6165.67 per MM BTU/hr
*
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $361347*
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $126,117421.383
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1
PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $33.7932.52 per MM BTU/HOUR

a. The minimum fee per source is: $256246
b. The maximum fee per source is: $63,05866,691

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

ROUNDING: Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for
sources will be rounded up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts
50 cents and lower will be rounded down to the nearest dollar.

Applicants for an authority to construct and permit to operate a project, which burns
municipal waste or refuse-derived fuel, shall pay in addition to all required fees, an
additional fee to cover the costs incurred by the State Department of Health Services,
and/or a qualified contractor designated by the State Department of Health Services,
in reviewing a risk assessment as required under H&S Code Section 42315. The fee
shall be transmitted by the District to the Department of Health Services and/or the
qualified contractor upon completion of the review and submission of comments in
writing to the District.

A surcharge equal to 100% of all required initial and permit to operate fees shall be
charged for sources permitted to burn one or more of the following fuels: coke, coal,
wood, tires, black liquor, and municipal solid waste.

MM BTU is million BTU of higher heat value
One MM BTU/HR = 1.06 gigajoules/HR

(Amended 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 3/4/87; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01,
5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14;
6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17,6/6/18,6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE C

STATIONARY CONTAINERS FOR THE STORAGE OF ORGANIC LIQUIDS

(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each stationary container of organic liquids which is not exempted from permits by Regulation 2
and which is not part of a gasoline dispensing facility, the fee shall be computed based on the
container volume, as follows:

1.

INITIAL FEE: 0.185 cents per gallon
a. The minimum fee per source is: $204
b. The maximum fee per source is: $27,858
RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $489508 plus

0.185 cents per gallon

b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $678
c. RAF for each additional TAC source: 0.185 cents per gallon *
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $204 *
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $27,858

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: 0.093 cents per gallon
a. The minimum fee per source is: $147
b. The maximum fee per source is: $13,928

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

ROUNDING: Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for
sources will be rounded up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts
50 cents and lower will be rounded down to the nearest dollar.

(Amended 2/20/85; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;

5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18,6/5/19)
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A.

SCHEDULE D
GASOLINE TRANSFER AT GASOLINE DISPENSING FACILITIES,
BULK PLANTS AND TERMINALS
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

All gasoline dispensing facilities shall pay the following fees:
1.

INITIAL FEE: $350.79330-93 per single product nozzle (spn)
$350.793306-93 per product for each multi-product nozzle (mpn)
PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $134.36126-75 per single product nozzle (spn)

$134.36126-75 per product for each multi-product nozzle (mpn)

Initial fees and permit to operate fees for hardware modifications at a currently permitted
gasoline dispensing facility shall be consolidated into a single fee calculated according to
the following formula:

$485.14457.68 x {[(mpnproposed)(products per nozzle) + spnproposed] —

[(mpnesxisting) (products per nozzle) + Spnexisting]}
mpn = multi-product nozzles
spn = single product nozzles

The above formula includes a toxic surcharge.

If the above formula yields zero or negative results, no initial fees or permit to operate
fees shall be charged.

For the purposes of calculating the above fees, a fuel blended from two or more
different grades shall be considered a separate product.

Other modifications to facilities' equipment, including but not limited to tank
addition/replacement/conversion, vapor recovery piping replacement, moving or
extending pump islands, will not be subject to initial fees or permit to operate fees.

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) of $489508 per application, if required pursuant to
Regulation 3-329 or 3-342 [including increases in permitted throughput for which a
health risk assessment is required.]

Nozzles used exclusively for the delivery of diesel fuel or other fuels exempt from
permits shall pay no fee. Multi-product nozzles used to deliver both exempt and non-
exempt fuels shall pay fees for the non-exempt products only.

B. All bulk plants, terminals or other facilities using loading racks to transfer gasoline or gasohol
into trucks, railcars or ships shall pay the following fees:

1. INITIAL FEE: $4,607.654,346-84 per single product loading arm
$4,607.654:346-84 per product for multi-product arms
2. RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $5,2174,922
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $4,6084,347 *
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit

one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1
3. PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $1,2844.211 per single product loading arm
$1,2841,211 per product for multi-product arms
4. TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate
that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be

raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.
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C. Feesin (A) above are in lieu of tank fees. Fees in (B) above are in addition to tank fees.

D. Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be rounded
up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and lower will be
rounded down to the nearest dollar.

(Amended 2/20/85; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;
5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,
6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE E
SOLVENT EVAPORATING SOURCES
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each solvent evaporating source, as defined in Section 3-210 except for dry cleaners, the fee
shall be computed based on the net amount of organic solvent processed through the sources on
an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources) including solvent used for the
cleaning of the sources.

1.

INITIAL FEE:

a. The fee per source is: $1,752 per 1,000 gallons
b. The minimum fee per source is: $872800
b $1,607 per-1,000-gallons
ce. The maximum fee per source is: $69,61163;863

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant(TAC) source in application: $4839508 plus initial

fee
b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $1,4361:317
c. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee *
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $872800 *
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $69,61163;863

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE:

a. The fee per source is: $872 per 1,000 gallons
b. The minimum fee per source is: $629577
b $800per-1,000-gallens

céd. The maximum fee per source is: $34,80331;929

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be
rounded up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and
lower will be rounded down to the nearest dollar.

(Amended 5/19/82; 10/17/84; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 10/8/87; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01, 5/1/02, 5/21/03;

6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,
6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE F
MISCELLANEOUS SOURCES
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each source not governed by Schedules B, C, D, E, H or I, (except for those sources in the
special classification lists, G-1 - G-5) the fees are:

1. INITIAL FEE: $661636
2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first (toxic air contaminant) TAC source in application: $1,2411;194
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $661636*
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1
PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $480462
TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1. List of special classifications requiring graduated fees is shown in
Schedules G-1, G-2, G-3, G-4, and G-5.
G-1 FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-1. For each source in a G-1 classification, fees are:
1. INITIAL FEE: $4,9924,341
2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $5,6654,926
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $4,9924,341*
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1
PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $2,4922,167
TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.
G-2 FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-2. For each source in a G-2 classification, fees are:
1. INITIAL FEE: $6,9536,046
2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $7,6626,663
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $6,9536,046*
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1
PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $3,4743,021
4. TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.
G-3 FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-3. For each source in a G-3 classification, fees are:
1. INITIAL FEE: $36,69134,291
2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant(TAC) source in application: $37,29034,8560
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $36,69134,291 *
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*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $18,34217142

4. TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed

in Table 2-5-1.
G-4 FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-4. For each source in a G-4 classification, fees are:
1. INITIAL FEE: $91,93379,942

2. RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant(TAC) source in application: $92,64386;559

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $91,93379,942*

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $45,96439,969

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed

in Table 2-5-1.
G-5 FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-5. For each source in a G-5 classification, fees are:
1. INITIAL FEE: $51,731

2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) is only applicable for new and modified sources of
toxic air contaminants (TACs) for which a health risk assessment is required under
Regulation 2-5-401.

a. RAF for first TAC source in application: $52,193

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $51,731*

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $25,865

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed

in Table 2-5-1.
(Amended 5/19/82; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;
5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,
6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE G-1
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed
or Produced

Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing — Asphalt
Dipping

Asphalt Roofing or
Related Materials

Calcining Kilns, excluding those
processing cement, lime, or coke (see G-4
for cement, lime, or coke Calcining Kilns)

Any Materials except
cement, lime, or coke

Chemical Manufacturing, Inorganic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 1000
Gallons/Hour or more

Any Inorganic
Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Inorganic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 5
Tons/Hour or more

Any Inorganic
Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Inorganic —
Reactors with a Capacity of 1000 Gallons
or more

Any Inorganic
Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic — Latex
Dipping

Any latex materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 1000
Gallons/Hour or more

Any Organic Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 5
Tons/Hour or more

Any Organic Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic —
Reactors with a Capacity of 1000 Gallons
or more

Any Organic Materials

Compost Operations — Windrows, Static
Piles, Aerated Static Piles, In-Vessel, or
similar methods

Any waste materials
such as yard waste,
food waste, agricultural
waste, mixed green
waste, bio-solids,
animal manures, etc.

Crushers

Any minerals or
mineral products such
as rock, aggregate,
cement, concrete, or
glass; waste products
such as building or
road construction
debris; and any wood,
wood waste, green
waste; or similar
materials

Electroplating Equipment

Hexavalent Decorative
Chrome with permitted
capacity greater than
500,000 amp-hours per
year or Hard Chrome

Foil Manufacturing — Any Converting or
Rolling Lines

Any Metal or Alloy
Foils

Galvanizing Equipment

Any
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Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed
or Produced

Glass Manufacturing — Batching
Processes including storage and weigh
hoppers or bins, conveyors, and elevators

Any Dry Materials

Glass Manufacturing — Mixers

Any Dry Materials

Glass Manufacturing — Molten Glass
Holding Tanks

Any molten glass

Grinders

Any minerals or
mineral products such
as rock, aggregate,
cement, concrete, or
glass; waste products
such as building or
road construction
debris; and any wood,
wood waste, green
waste; or similar
materials

Incinerators — Crematory

Human and/or animal
remains

Incinerators — Flares

Any waste gases

Incinerators — Other (see G-2 for
hazardous or municipal solid waste
incinerators, see G-3 for medical or
infectious waste incinerators)

Any Materials except
hazardous wastes,
municipal solid waste,
medical or infectious
waste

Incinerators — Pathological Waste (see G-3
for medical or infectious waste
incinerators)

Pathological waste
only

Loading and/or Unloading Operations —
Bulk Plants and Bulk Terminals, excluding
those loading gasoline or gasohol (see
Schedule D for Bulk Plants and Terminals
loading gasoline or gasohol)

Any Organic Materials
except gasoline or
gasohol

Petroleum Refining — Alkylation Units

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Asphalt Oxidizers

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Benzene Saturation
Units/Plants

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Catalytic Reforming
Units

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Chemical Treating
Units including alkane, naphthenic acid,
and naptha merox treating, or similar
processes

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Converting Units
including Dimersol Plants, Hydrocarbon
Splitters, or similar processes

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Distillation Units,
excluding crude oil units with capacity >
1000 barrels/hour (see G-3 for > 1000
barrels/hour crude distillation units)

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Hydrogen
Manufacturing

Hydrogen or Any
Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Hydrotreating or

Any Hydrocarbons
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Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed
or Produced

Hydrofining

Petroleum Refining — Isomerization

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — MTBE Process
Units/Plants

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Sludge Converter

Any Petroleum Waste
Materials

Petroleum Refining — Solvent Extraction

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Sour Water Stripping

Any Petroleum
Process or Waste
Water

Petroleum Refining — Storage (enclosed)

Petroleum Coke or
Coke Products

Petroleum Refining — Waste Gas Flares
(not subject to Regulation 12, Rule 11)

Any Petroleum
Refining Gases

Petroleum Refining — Miscellaneous Other
Process Units

Any Hydrocarbons

Remediation Operations, Groundwater —
Strippers

Contaminated
Groundwater

Remediation Operations, Soil — Any
Equipment (excluding sub-slab
depressurization equipment)

Contaminated Soil

Spray Dryers

Any Materials

Sterilization Equipment

Ethylene Oxide

Wastewater Treatment, Industrial — Oil-
Water Separators, excluding oil-water
separators at petroleum refineries (see G-
2 for Petroleum Refining - Oil-Water
Separators)

Wastewater from any
industrial facilities
except petroleum
refineries

Wastewater Treatment, Industrial —
Strippers including air strippers, nitrogen
strippers, dissolved air flotation units, or
similar equipment and excluding strippers
at petroleum refineries (see G-2 for
Petroleum Refining — Strippers)

Wastewater from any
industrial facilities
except petroleum
refineries

Wastewater Treatment, Industrial -
Storage Ponds, excluding storage ponds
at petroleum refineries (see G-2 for
Petroleum Refining — Storage Ponds)

Wastewater from any
industrial facilities
except petroleum
refineries

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Preliminary Treatment

Municipal Wastewater

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Primary Treatment

Municipal Wastewater

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Digesters

Municipal Wastewater

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Sludge Handling Processes, excluding
sludge incinerators (see G-2 for sludge
incinerators)

Sewage Sludge

(Amended 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/2/04; 6/15/05, 6/6/18)
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SCHEDULE G-2

(Adopted June 6, 1990)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed or Produced

Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing — Asphalt Blowing

Asphalt Roofing or Related
Materials

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Aggregate Dryers

Any Dry Materials

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Batch Mixers

Any Asphaltic Concrete Products

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Drum Mixers

Any Asphaltic Concrete Products

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Other Mixers
and/or Dryers

Any Dry Materials or Asphaltic
Concrete Products

Concrete or Cement Batching Operations — Mixers

Any cement, concrete, or stone
products or similar materials

Furnaces — Electric

Any Mineral or Mineral Product

Furnaces — Electric Induction

Any Mineral or Mineral Product

Furnaces — Glass Manufacturing

Soda Lime only

Furnaces — Reverberatory

Any Ores, Minerals, Metals, Alloys,
or Related Materials

Incinerators — Hazardous Waste including any unit
required to have a RCRA permit

Any Liquid or Solid Hazardous
Wastes

Incinerators — Solid Waste, excluding units burning
human/animal remains or pathological waste
exclusively (see G-1 for Crematory and Pathological
Waste Incinerators)

Any Solid Waste including Sewage
Sludge (except human/animal
remains or pathological waste)

Metal Rolling Lines, excluding foil rolling lines (see G-1
for Foil Rolling Lines)

Any Metals or Alloys

Petroleum Refining — Stockpiles (open)

Petroleum Coke or coke products
only

Petroleum Refining, Wastewater Treatment — Oil-
Water Separators

Wastewater from petroleum
refineries only

Petroleum Refining, Wastewater Treatment —
Strippers including air strippers, nitrogen strippers,
dissolved air flotation units, or similar equipment

Wastewater from petroleum
refineries only

Petroleum Refining, Wastewater Treatment — Storage
Ponds

Wastewater from petroleum
refineries only

Pickling Lines or Tanks

Any Metals or Alloys

Sulfate Pulping Operations — All Units

Any

Sulfite Pulping Operations — All Units

Any

(Amended June 7, 2000)
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SCHEDULE G-3

(Adopted June 18, 1980)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed or Produced

Furnaces — Electric Arc

Any Metals or Alloys

Furnaces — Electric Induction

Any Metals or Alloys

Incinerators — Medical Waste, excluding units burning
pathological waste exclusively (see G-1 for
Pathological Waste Incinerators)

Any Medical or Infectious Wastes

Loading and/or Unloading Operations — Marine Berths

Any Organic Materials

Petroleum Refining — Cracking Units including
hydrocrackers and excluding thermal or fluid catalytic
crackers (see G-4 for Thermal Crackers and Catalytic
Crackers)

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Distillation Units (crude oils)
including any unit with a capacity greater than 1000
barrels/hour (see G-1 for other distillation units)

Any Petroleum Crude Oils

Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing — All Units (by any
process)

Phosphoric Acid

(Amended 5/19/82; Amended and renumbered 6/6/90; Amended 6/7/00; 6/15/05; 5/2/07)
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SCHEDULE G-4

(Adopted June 6, 1990)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed or Produced

Acid Regeneration Units

Sulfuric or Hydrochloric Acid only

Annealing Lines (continuous only)

Metals and Alloys

Calcining Kilns (see G-1 for Calcining Kilns processing
other materials)

Cement, Lime, or Coke only

Fluidized Bed Combustors

Solid Fuels only

Nitric Acid Manufacturing — Any Ammonia Oxidation
Processes

Ammonia or Ammonia Compounds

Petroleum Refining - Coking Units including fluid
cokers, delayed cokers, flexicokers, and coke kilns

Petroleum Coke and Coke
Products

Petroleum Refining - Cracking Units including fluid
catalytic crackers and thermal crackers and excluding
hydrocrackers (see G-3 for Hydrocracking Units)

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining - Sulfur Removal including any
Claus process or any other process requiring caustic
reactants

Any Petroleum Refining Gas

Sulfuric Acid Manufacturing — Any Chamber or Contact
Process

Any Solid, Liquid or Gaseous Fuels
Containing Sulfur

Bay Area Air Quality Management District
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SCHEDULE G-5

Equipment or Process Description Materials Processed or Produced

Petroleum Refinery Flares Any Petroleum Vent Gas (as

(subject to Regulation 12, Rule 11) defined in section 12-11-210 and
section 12-12-213)

(Adopted May 2, 2007)
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SCHEDULE H
SEMICONDUCTOR AND RELATED OPERATIONS
(Adopted May 19, 1982)

All of the equipment within a semiconductor fabrication area will be grouped together and considered one
source. The fee shall be as indicated:

1. INITIAL FEE:

a. The minimum fee per source is: $760697
b. The maximum fee per source is: $60,81855;796

The initial fee shall include the fees for each type of operation listed below, which is performed
at the fabrication area:

C. SOLVENT CLEANING OPERATIONS, such as usage of:

Solvent Sinks (as defined in Regulation 8-30-214);

Solvent Spray Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-221);
Solvent Vapor Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-222); and
Wipe Cleaning Operation (as defined in Regulation 8-30-225).

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the solvent
cleaning operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$514472 per 1,000 gallon
d. COATING OPERATIONS, such as application of:

Photoresist (as defined in Regulation 8-30-215); other wafer coating;
Solvent-Based Photoresist Developer (as defined in Regulation 8-30-219); and other
miscellaneous solvent usage.

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the coating
operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$1,52745404 per 1,000 gallon

2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $489508 plus initial fee
b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $1,3224;213
C. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee *
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source:

$76069¢ *
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $60,81855,:796

* RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit one or more
TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

3. PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE:

a. The minimum fee per source is: $550505
b. The maximum fee per source is: $30,40427,894

The permit to operate fee shall include the fees for each type of operation listed below, which
is performed at the fabrication area:

C. SOLVENT CLEANING OPERATIONS, such as usage of:
Solvent Sinks (as defined in Regulation 8-30-214);

Bay Area Air Quality Management District June 5, 20193une-6;,2018
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Solvent Spray Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-221);
Solvent Vapor Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-222); and
Wipe Cleaning Operation (as defined in Regulation 8-30-225).

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the solvent
cleaning operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$258237 per 1,000 gallon
d. COATING OPERATIONS, such as application of:

Photoresist (as defined in Regulation 8-30-215); other wafer coating;

Solvent-Based Photoresist Developer (as defined in Regulation 8-30-219); and other
miscellaneous solvent usage.

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the coating
operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$760897 per 1,000 gallon

4. TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate that
exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be raised by ten
percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.

5.  The fee for each source will be rounded to the whole dollar. Fees for sources will be rounded up to
the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and lower will be rounded down to

the nearest dollar.
(Amended 1/9/85; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 10/20/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;
5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18,
6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE |
DRY CLEANERS
(Adopted July 6, 1983)

For dry cleaners, the fee shall be computed based on each cleaning machine, except that machines with
more than one drum shall be charged based on each drum, regardless of the type or quantity of solvent,
as follows:

1.

INITIAL FEE FOR A DRY CLEANING MACHINE (per drum):

a. If the washing or drying capacity is no more than 100 pounds: $700
b. If the washing or drying capacity exceeds 100 pounds: $700 plus
For that portion of the capacity exceeding 100 pounds: $20.95 per pound

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $508489 plus initial fee
b Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $1,245
C. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee*
d Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $700*

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit one or more
TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE FOR A DRY CLEANING MACHINE (per drum):

a. If the washing or drying capacity is no more than 100 pounds: $511
b. If the washing or drying capacity exceeds 100 pounds: $511 plus
For that portion of the capacity exceeding 100 pounds: $10.52 per pound

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate that
exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be raised by ten
percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.

Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be rounded up to
the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and lower will be rounded down to

the nearest dollar.
(Amended 10/17/84; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;

5/21/03; 6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18,

6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE K
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITES
(Adopted July 15, 1987)

1. INITIAL FEE:

a. Landfill (Decomposition Process) $5,8085;050
b. Active Landfill (Waste and Cover Material Dumping Process) $2,9032,524
C. Active Landfill (Excavating, Bulldozing, and Compacting Processes) $2,9032,524

2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $489508 plus initial fee
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee*
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit one or more
TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

3. PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE:

a. Landfill (Decomposition Process) $2,9032,524
b. Active Landfill (Waste and Cover Material Dumping Process) $1,4511,262
C. Active Landfill (Excavating, Bulldozing, and Compacting Processes) $1,4511,262

4. TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate that
exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be raised by ten
percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.

5.  Evaluation of Reports and Questionnaires:

a. Evaluation of Solid Waste Air Assessment Test Report as required by

Health & Safety Code Section 41805.5(g) $3,2002,783
b.  Evaluation of Inactive Site Questionnaire as required by
Health & Safety Code Section 41805.5(b) $1,6041,395
C. Evaluation of Solid Waste Air Assessment Test Report in conjunction with evaluation of Inactive
Site Questionnaire as required by Health & Safety Code Section 41805.5(b) $1,6041,395
d. Evaluation of Initial or Amended Design Capacity Reports as required by Regulation 8, Rule 34,
Section 405 $1,180%;626
e. Evaluation of Initial or Periodic NMOC Emission Rate Reports as required by Regulation 8, Rule
34, Sections 406 or 407 $3,3752,935

f. Evaluation of Closure Report as required by Regulation 8, Rule 34, Section 409 $1,1804,026
g. Evaluation of Annual Report as required by Regulation 8, Rule 34, Section 411  $2,9532,568

6. Fees for each source will be rounded off to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be rounded up
or down to the nearest dollar.

7.  Forthe purposes of this fee schedule, landfill shall be considered active, if it has accepted solid waste
for disposal at any time during the previous 12 months or has plans to accept solid waste for disposal
during the next 12 months.

(Amended 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 10/6/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02; 5/21/03;
6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE L
ASBESTOS OPERATIONS
(Adopted July 6, 1988)

1.  Asbestos Operations conducted at single family dwellings are subject to the following fees:

a. OPERATION FEE: $185 for amounts 100 to 500 square feet or linear feet.
$679 for amounts 501 square feet or linear feet to 1000 square
feet or linear feet.
$988 for amounts 1001 square feet or liner feet to 2000 square
feet or linear feet.
$1,358 for amounts greater than 2000 square feet or linear feet.
b. Cancellation: $90 of above amounts non-refundable for notification processing.

2. Asbestos Operations, other than those conducted at single family dwellings, are subject to the
following fees:

a. OPERATION FEE: $524  for amounts 100 to 159 square feet or 100 to 259 linear feet
or 35 cubic feet
$754  for amounts 160 square feet or 260 linear feet to 500 square
or linear feet or greater than 35 cubic feet.
$1,098 for amounts 501 square feet or linear feet to 1000 square
feet or linear feet.
$1,620 for amounts 1001 square feet or liner feet to 2500 square
feet or linear feet.
$2,309 for amounts 2501 square feet or linear feet to 5000 square
feet or linear feet.
$3,169 for amounts 5001 square feet or linear feet to 10000 square
feet or linear feet.
$4,031 for amounts greater than 10000 square feet or linear feet.
b. Cancellation: $248 of above amounts non-refundable for notification processing.

3.  Demolitions (including zero asbestos demolitions) conducted at a single-family dwelling are subject
to the following fee:
a. OPERATION FEE: $90
b. Cancellation: $90 (100% of fee) non-refundable, for notification processing.
4.  Demoalitions (including zero asbestos demolitions) other than those conducted at a single family
dwelling are subject to the following fee:
a. OPERATION FEE: $372
b. Cancellation: $248 of above amount non-refundable for notification processing.
5.  Asbestos operations with less than 10 days prior notice (excluding emergencies) are subject to the
following additional fee:
a. OPERATION FEE: $619

6.  Asbestos demolition operations for the purpose of fire training are exempt from fees.

(Amended 9/5/90; 1/5/94; 8/20/97; 10/7/98; 7/19/00; 8/1/01; 6/5/02; 7/2/03; 6/2/04; 6/6/07; 5/21/08;
5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE M
MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE FEES
(Adopted June 6, 1990)

For each major stationary source emitting 50 tons per year or more of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides,
Nitrogen Oxides, and/or PMao, the fee shall be based on the following:

1. Organic Compounds $124.51119.84 per ton
2. Sulfur Oxides $124.51119.84 per ton
3. Nitrogen Oxides $124.51119-84 per ton
4, PM1o $124.51119.84 per ton

Emissions calculated by the APCO shall be based on the data reported for the most recent 12-month period
prior to billing. In calculating the fee amount, emissions of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides, Nitrogen
Oxides, or PMuo, if occurring in an amount less than 50 tons per year, shall not be counted.

(Amended 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/9/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01, 5/1/02, 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05;
6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE N
TOXIC INVENTORY FEES
(Adopted October 21, 1992)

For each stationary source emitting substances covered by California Health and Safety Code Section
44300 et seq., the Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987, which have trigger

levels listed in Table 2-5-1, a fee based on the weighted emissions of the facility shall be assessed based
on the following formulas:

1.
1. A fee of $5 for each gasoline product dispensing nozzle in a Gasoline Dispensing Facility; or
2. A fee calculated by multiplying the facility’s weighted toxic inventory (w;) by the following factor:

Air Toxic Inventory Fee Factor $0.80 per weighted pound per year

Using the last reported data, the facility’s weighted toxic inventory (w;) is calculated as a sum
of the individual TAC emissions multiplied by either the inhalation cancer potency factor (CP,
in_kilogram-day/milligram) for the TAC times 28.6 if the emission is a carcinogen, or by the
reciprocal of the inhalation chronic reference exposure level (CREL) for the TAC (in _cubic

meters/microgram) if the emission is not a carcinogen, using the CP_and CREL weighting
factors listed in Table 2-5-1.

(Amended 12/15/93; 6/15/05; 5/2/07; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,6/6/18.6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE P
MAJOR FACILITY REVIEW FEES
(Adopted November 3, 1993)

MFR / SYNTHETIC MINOR ANNUAL FEES

Each facility, which is required to undergo major facility review in accordance with the requirements
of Regulation 2, Rule 6, shall pay annual fees (1a and 1b below) for each source holding a District
Permit to Operate. These fees shall be in addition to and shall be paid in conjunction with the annual
renewal fees paid by the facility. However, these MFR permit fees shall not be included in the basis
to calculate Alternative Emission Control Plan (bubble) or toxic air contaminant surcharges. If a
major facility applies for and obtains a synthetic minor operating permit, the requirement to pay the
fees in 1a and 1b shall terminate as of the date the APCO issues the synthetic minor operating
permit.

a. MFR SOURCE FEE ......oooiitii e $869805 per source

b. MFR EMISSIONS FEE.......... $34.2031.67 per ton of regulated air pollutants emitted

Each MFR facility and each synthetic minor facility shall pay an annual monitoring fee (1c below) for
each pollutant measured by a District-approved continuous emission monitor or a District-approved
parametric emission monitoring system.

C. MFR/SYNTHETIC MINOR MONITORING FEE$8.6888,044 per monitor per pollutant

SYNTHETIC MINOR APPLICATION FEES

Each facility that applies for a synthetic minor operating permit or a revision to a synthetic minor
operating permit shall pay application fees according to 2a and either 2b (for each source holding a
District Permit to Operate) or 2c (for each source affected by the revision). If a major facility applies
for a synthetic minor operating permit prior to the date on which it would become subject to the annual
major facility review fee described above, the facility shall pay, in addition to the application fee, the
equivalent of one year of annual fees for each source holding a District Permit to Operate.

a. SYNTHETIC MINOR FILING FEE ..., $1,2104,120 per application
b. SYNTHETIC MINOR INITIAL PERMIT FEE...........ccooiiiiiiee $869805 per source
C. SYNTHETIC MINOR REVISION FEE........cc..ccevvevn. $869805 per source modified

MFR APPLICATION FEES

Each facility that applies for or is required to undergo: an initial MFR permit, an amendment to an
MFR permit, a minor or significant revision to an MFR permit, a reopening of an MFR permit or a
renewal of an MFR permit shall pay, with the application and in addition to any other fees required
by this regulation, the MFR filing fee and any applicable fees listed in 3b-h below. The fees in 3b
apply to each source in the initial permit.The fees in 3g apply to each source in the renewal permit,
The fees in 3d-f apply to each source affected by the revision or reopening.

a. MFR FILING FEE ..ot $1,2104,120 per application
MFR INITIAL PERMIT FEE ........oooiiiiiiiiieeeeeee, $1,2104120 per source
MFR ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENT FEE....................... $342317 per application
MFR MINOR REVISION FEE ......c...ccoooeiiiiiiiiei $1,7181,591 per source modified
MFR SIGNIFICANT REVISION FEE....................... $3.2032,966 per source modified
MFR REOPENING FEE.........cccoooiiiiiieiieeeeeeeeeen, $1,050972 per source modified
g. MFR RENEWAL FEE ...t $5104+72 per source

Each facility that requests a permit shield or a revision to a permit shield under the provisions of
Regulation 2, Rule 6 shall pay the following fee for each source (or group of sources, if the
requirements for these sources are grouped together in a single table in the MFR permit) that is
covered by the requested shield. This fee shall be paid in addition to any other applicable fees.

h. MFR PERMIT SHIELD FEE..... $1,8091,675 per shielded source or group of sources
MFR PUBLIC NOTICE FEES

~® 20T
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Each facility that is required to undergo a public notice related to any permit action pursuant to
Regulation 2-6 shall pay the following fee upon receipt of a District invoice.

MFR PUBLIC NOTICE FEE.........occutiiiiiicieei e Cost of Publication

5. MFR PUBLIC HEARING FEES
If a public hearing is required for any MFR permit action, the facility shall pay the following fees upon
receipt of a District invoice.
a. MFR PUBLIC HEARING FEE .... Cost of Public Hearing not to exceed $14,78413,689
b. NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING FEE....... Cost of distributing Notice of Public Hearing

6. POTENTIAL TO EMIT DEMONSTRATION FEE
Each facility that makes a potential to emit demonstration under Regulation 2-6-312 in order to avoid
the requirement for an MFR permit shall pay the following fee:
a. PTE DEMONSTRATION FEE....... $207492 per source, not to exceed $20,32318,818

(Amended 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02, 5/21/03; 6/2/04;
6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE Q
EXCAVATION OF CONTAMINATED SOIL AND
REMOVAL OF UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
(Adopted January 5, 1994)

1. Persons excavating contaminated soil or removing underground storage tanks subject to the
provisions of Regulation 8, Rule 40, Section 401, 402, 403 or 405 are subject to the following fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $168
(Amended 7/19/00; 8/1/01; 6/5/02; 7/2/03; 6/2/04; 6/6/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16)
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SCHEDULE R
EQUIPMENT REGISTRATION FEES

1.  Persons operating commercial cooking equipment who are required to register equipment as required
by District rules are subject to the following fees:

a. Conveyorized Charbroiler REGISTRATION FEE: $744 per facility
b Conveyorized Charbroiler ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $209 per facility
C. Under-fired Charbroiler REGISTRATION FEE: $744 per facility
d Under-fired Charbroiler ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $209 per facility

2. Persons operating non-halogenated dry cleaning equipment who are required to register equipment
as required by District rules are subject to the following fees:

a. Dry Cleaning Machine REGISTRATION FEE: $371
b. Dry Cleaning Machine ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $259

3.  Persons operating diesel engines who are required to register equipment as required by District or
State rules are subject to the following fees:

a. Diesel Engine REGISTRATION FEE: $250
b. Diesel Engine ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $166
C. Diesel Engine ALTERNATIVE COMPLIANCE PLAN FEE (for each plan submitted under

District Regulation 11-17-402): $250

4.  Persons operating boilers, steam generators and process heaters who are required to register
equipment by District Regulation 9-7-404 are subject to the following fees:

a. REGISTRATION FEE $137 per device

b. ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $115 per device
5. Persons owning or operating graphic arts operations who are required to register equipment by

District Regulation 8-20-408 are subject to the following fees:

a. REGISTRATION FEE: $446

b. ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $278
6. Persons owning or operating mobile refinishing operations who are required to register by District

Regulation 8-45-4 are subject to the following fees:

a. REGISTRATION FEE $209

b. ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE $123

(Adopted 7/6/07; Amended 12/5/07; 5/21/08; 7/30/08; 11/19/08; 12/3/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15,
6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18)
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SCHEDULE S
NATURALLY OCCURRING ASBESTOS OPERATIONS

1. ASBESTOS DUST MITIGATION PLAN INITIAL REVIEWPROCESSING AND AMENDMENT FEES:

Any person submitting an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan (ADMP) for initial review of a Naturally
Occurring Asbestos (NOA) project shall pay the following fee (including NOA Discovery Notifications

which would trigger an ADMP review): $635552
Any person _submitting an—amendmenttoa request to amend an existing ADMP _ef-a—Naturally
Occurring-Asbestos{NOA) project-shall pay the following fee: $325

2. AIR MONITORING PROCESSING FEE:

NOA projects requiring an Air Monitoring component as part of the ADMP approval are subject to the
following fee in addition to the ADMP fee: $4,900

3. INSPECTION FEE:

The owner of any property for which an ADMP is required shall pay fees to cover the costs incurred
by the District after July 1, 2012 in conducting inspections to determine compliance with the ADMP
on an ongoing basis. Inspection fees shall be invoiced by the District on a quarterly basis, and at the
conclusion of dust generating activities covered under the ADMP, based on the actual time spent in
conducting such inspections, and the following time and materials rate: $144 per hour

(Adopted 6/6/07; Amended 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18, 6/5/19)
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GREENHOUSE GAS FEES

SCHEDULE T

For each permitted facility emitting greenhouse gases, the fee shall be based on the following:

1. Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (CDE) Emissions $0.1200-111 per metric ton

Emissions calculated by the APCO shall be based on the data reported for the most recent 12-month period
prior to billing. The annual emissions of each greenhouse gas (GHG) listed below shall be determined by
the APCO for each permitted (i.e., non-exempt) source. For each emitted GHG, the CDE emissions shall
be determined by multiplying the annual GHG emissions by the applicable Global Warming Potential (GWP)
value. The GHG fee for each facility shall be based on the sum of the CDE emissions for all GHGs emitted
by the facility, except that no fee shall be assessed for emissions of biogenic carbon dioxide.

Global Warming Potential Relative to Carbon Dioxide*

GHG CAS Registry GWP**
Number

Carbon Dioxide 124-38-9 1
Methane 74-82-8 34
Nitrous Oxide 10024-97-2 298
Nitrogen Trifluoride 7783-54-2 17,885
Sulfur Hexafluoride 2551-62-4 26,087
HCFC-22 75-45-6 2,106
HCFC-123 306-83-2 96
HCFC-124 2837-89-0 635
HCFC-141b 1717-00-6 938
HCFC-142b 75-68-3 2,345
HCFC-225ca 422-56-0 155
HCFC-225ch 507-55-1 633
HFC-23 75-46-7 13,856
HFC-32 75-10-5 817
HFC-125 354-33-6 3,691
HFC-134a 811-97-2 1,549
HFC-143a 420-46-2 5,508
HFC-152a 75-37-6 167
HFC-227ea 431-89-0 3,860
HFC-236fa 690-39-1 8,998
HFC-245fa 460-73-1 1,032
HFC-365mfc 406-58-6 966
HFC-43-10-mee 138495-42-8 1,952
PFC-14 75-73-0 7,349
PFC-116 76-16-4 12,340
PFC-218 76-19-7 9,878
PFC-318 115-25-3 10,592

* Source: Myhre, G., et al., 2013: Anthropogenic and Natural Radiative Forcing (and Supplementary Material). In:
Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group | to the Fifth Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F., et al. (eds.)]. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA. Available from www.ipcc.ch.

** GWPs compare the integrated radiative forcing over a specified period (i.e.100 years) from a unit mass pulse

emission to compare the potential climate change associated with emissions of different GHGs. GWPs listed
include climate-carbon feedbacks.

(Adopted 5/21/08; Amended 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/4/14; 6/3/15; 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18,6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE U
INDIRECT SOURCE REVIEW FEES

The applicant for any project deemed an indirect source pursuant to District rules shall be subject to the
following fees:

1. APPLICATION FILING FEE

When an applicant files an Air Quality Impact Assessment as required by District rules, the
applicant shall pay a non-refundable Application Filing Fee as follows:

a. Residential project: $615
b. Non-residential or mixed use project: $918

2. APPLICATION EVALUATION FEE

Every applicant who files an Air Quality Impact Assessment as required by District rules shall
pay an evaluation fee for the review of an air quality analysis and the determination of Offsite
Emission Reduction Fees necessary for off-site emission reductions. The Application
Evaluation fee will be calculated using the actual staff hours expended and the prevailing
weighted labor rate. The Application Filing fee, which assumes eight hours of staff time for
residential projects and twelve hours of staff time for non-residential and mixed use projects,
shall be credited towards the actual Application Evaluation Fee.

3. OFFSITE EMISSION REDUCTION FEE

(To be determined)
(Adopted 5/20/09; Amended 6/16/10; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17)
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1.

SCHEDULE V
OPEN BURNING

Any prior notification required by Regulation 5, Section 406 is subject to the following fee:

a.
b.

OPERATION FEE: $138133

The operation fee paid as part of providing notification to the District prior to burning will be
determined for each property, as defined in Regulation 5, Section 217, and will be valid for one
year from the fee payment date when a given fire is allowed, as specified in Regulation 5,
Section 401 for the following fires:

Regulation 5 Section — Fire Burn Period

401.1 - Disease and Pest January 1 — December 31
401.2 - Crop Replacement* October 1 — April 30
401.3 - Orchard Pruning and Attrition>  November 1 — April 30
401.4 - Double Cropping Stubble June 1 — August 31
401.6 - Hazardous Material* January 1 — December 31
401.7 - Fire Training January 1 — December 31
401.8 - Flood Debris October 1 — May 31
401.9 - Irrigation Ditches January 1 — December 31
401.10 - Flood Control January 1 — December 31
401.11 - Range Management! July 1 — April 30
401.12 - Forest Management! November 1 — April 30
401.14 - Contraband January 1 — December 31

! Any Forest Management fire, Range Management fire, Hazardous Material fire not related to
Public Resources Code 4291, or any Crop Replacement fire for the purpose of establishing an
agricultural crop on previously uncultivated land, that is expected to exceed 10 acres in size or
burn piled vegetation cleared or generated from more than 10 acres is defined in Regulation 5,
Section 213 as a type of prescribed burning and, as such, is subject to the prescribed burning
operation fee in Section 3 below.

2 Upon the determination of the APCO that heavy winter rainfall has prevented this type of
burning, the burn period may be extended to no later than June 30.

Any person who provided notification required under Regulation 5, Section 406, who seeks to
burn an amount of material greater than the amount listed in that initial notification, shall provide
a subsequent notification to the District under Regulation 5, Section 406 and shall pay an
additional open burning operation fee prior to burning.

Any Marsh Management fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.13 is subject to the
following fee, which will be determined for each property by the proposed acreage to be burned:

a.

OPERATION FEE: $495476 for 50 acres or less

$673648
for more than 50 acres but less than or equal to 150 acres
$849817 for more than 150 acres
The operation fee paid for a Marsh Management fire will be valid for a Fall or Spring burning

period, as specified in Regulation 5, Subsection 401.13. Any burning subsequent to either of
these time periods shall be subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

Any Wildland Vegetation Management fire (prescribed burning) conducted pursuant to Regulation 5,
Section 401.15 is subject to the following fee, which will be determined for each prescribed burning
project by the proposed acreage to be burned:

a.

OPERATION FEE: $602579 for 50 acres or less

$816+85
for more than 50 acres but less than or equal to 150 acres

$1,0621.022 for more than 150 acres

Bay Area Air Quality Management District June 5, 20193une-6;,2018

3-49



b. The operation fee paid for a prescribed burn project will be valid for the burn project approval
period, as determined by the District. Any burning subsequent to this time period shall be
subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

4.  Any Filmmaking fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.16 and any Public Exhibition
fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.17 is subject to the following fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $71468%

b. The operation fee paid for a Filmmaking or Public Exhibition fire will be valid for the burn project
approval period, as determined by the District. Any burning subsequent to this time period
shall be subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

5.  Any Stubble fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.5 that requires a person to receive

an acreage burning allocation prior to ignition is subject to the following fee, which will be determined
for each property by the proposed acreage to be burned:

a. OPERATION FEE: $353340 for 25 acres or less
$495476
for more than 25 acres but less than or equal to 75 acres
$602579
for more than 75 acres but less than or equal to 150 acres
$708681 for more than 150 acres
b. The operation fee paid for a Stubble fire will be valid for one burn period, which is the time

period beginning September 1 and ending December 31, each calendar year. Any burning
subsequent to this time period shall be subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

6.  All fees paid pursuant to Schedule V are non-refundable.

7.  All fees required pursuant to Schedule V must be paid before conducting a fire.
(Adopted June 19, 2013; Amended 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18_,6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE W
PETROLEUM REFINING EMISSIONS TRACKING FEES

1. ANNUAL EMISSIONS INVENTORIES:

Any Petroleum Refinery owner/operator required to submit an Annual Emissions Inventory
Report in accordance with Regulation 12, Rule 15, Section 401 shall pay the following fees:

a. Initial submittal: $58,86054;600
b. Each subsequent annual submittal: $29,43027,000

Any Support Facility owner/operator required to submit an Annual Emissions Inventory Report
in accordance with Regulation 12, Rule 15, Section 401 shall pay the following fees:

a. Initial submittal: $3,5973;360
b. Each subsequent annual submittal: $1,7994,650

2. AIR MONITORING PLANS:

Any person required to submit an air monitoring plan in accordance with Regulation 12, Rule
15, Section 403 shall pay a one-time fee of $8,1757;566.

(Adopted 6/15/16, 6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE X
MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE COMMUNITY AIR MONITORING FEES

For each major stationary source, emitting 35 tons per year or more of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides,
Nitrogen Oxides, Carbon Monoxide and/or PMio within the vicinity of a District proposed community air
monitoring location, the fee shall be based on the following:

1. Organic Compounds $60.61 per ton
2. Sulfur Oxides $60.61 per ton
3. Nitrogen Oxides $60.61 per ton
4. Carbon Monoxide $60.61 per ton
5. PM1o $60.61 per ton

Emissions calculated by the APCO shall be based on the data reported for the most recent 12-month period
prior to billing. In calculating the fee amount, emissions of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides, Nitrogen
Oxides, Carbon Monoxide, or PMuo, if occurring in an amount less than 35 tons per year, shall not be
counted.

(Adopted: 6/15/16; Amended: 6/21/17)
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Executive Summary

The 2019 Cost Recovery Study includes the latest fee-related cost and revenue data
gathered for FYE 2018 (i.e., July 1, 2017 - June 30, 2018). The results of this 2019
Cost Recovery Study will be used as a tool in the preparation of the FYE 2020 budget,
and for evaluating potential amendments to the Air District's Regulation 3: Fees.

The completed cost recovery analysis indicates that in FYE 2018 there continued to be
a revenue shortfall, as overall direct and indirect costs of regulatory programs
exceeded fee revenue (see Figure 2). For FYE 2016 to 2018, the Air District is
recovering approximately 83 percent of its fee-related activity costs (see Figure 3).
The overall magnitude of this cost recovery gap was determined to be approximately
$8 million. This cost recovery gap was filled using General Fund revenue received by
the Air District from the counties’ property tax revenue.

The 2019 Cost Recovery Study also addressed fee-equity issues by analyzing whether
there is a revenue shortfall at the individual Fee Schedule level. It was noted that of
the twenty-three Fee Schedules for which cost recovery could be analyzed, seven of
the component Fee Schedules had fee revenue contributions exceeding total cost.

Background

The Air District is responsible for protecting public health and the environment by
achieving and maintaining health-based national and state ambient air quality
standards, and reducing public exposure to toxic air contaminants, in the nine-county
Bay Area region. Fulfilling this task involves reducing air pollutant emissions from
sources of regulated air pollutants, and maintaining these emission reductions over
time. In accordance with State law, the Air District’s primary regulatory focus is on
stationary sources of air pollution.

The Air District’s air quality programs are primarily funded by revenue from regulatory
fees, government grants and subventions, and county property taxes. Between 1955
and 1970, the Air District was funded entirely through property taxes. In 1970, the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
began providing grant funding to the Air District. After the passage of Proposition 13,
the Air District qualified as a “special district” and became eligible for AB-8 funds,
which currently make up the county revenue portion of the budget.

State law authorizes the Air District to impose a schedule of fees to generate revenue
to recover the costs of activities related to implementing and enforcing air quality
programs. On a regular basis, the Air District has considered whether these fees result
in the collection of a sufficient and appropriate amount of revenue in comparison to the
cost of related program activities.

In 1999, a comprehensive review of the Air District's fee structure and revenue was

completed by the firm KPMG Peat Marwick LLP (Bay Area Air Quality Management

District Cost Recovery Study, Final Report: Phase One — Evaluation of Fee Revenues

and Activity Costs; February 16, 1999). The Study recommended an activity-based
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costing model, which has been implemented. Also, as a result of that Study, the Air
District implemented a time-keeping system. These changes improved the Air
District’s ability to track costs by programs and activities. The 1999 Cost Recovery
Study indicated that fee revenue did not offset the full costs of program activities
associated with sources subject to fees as authorized by State law. Property tax
revenue (and in some years, fund balances) have been used to close this gap.

In 2004, the Air District's Board of Directors approved funding for an updated Cost
Recovery Study that was conducted by the accounting/consulting firm Stonefield
Josephson, Inc. (Bay Area Air Quality Management District Cost Recovery Study,
Final Report; March 30, 2005). This Cost Recovery Study analyzed data collected
during the three-year period FYE 2002 through FYE 2004. It compared the Air
District’s costs of program activities to the associated fee revenues, and analyzed how
these costs are apportioned amongst the fee-payers. The Study indicated that a
significant cost recovery gap existed. The results of this 2005 report and subsequent
internal cost recovery studies have been used by the Air District in its budgeting
process, and to set various fee schedules.

In March 2011, another study was completed by the Matrix Consulting Group (Cost
Recovery and Containment Study, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Final
Report; March 9, 2011). The purpose of this Cost Recovery and Containment Study
was to provide the Air District with guidance and opportunities for improvement
regarding its organization, operation, and cost recovery/allocation practices. A Cost
Allocation Plan was developed and implemented utilizing FYE 2010 expenditures.
This study indicated that overall, the Air District continued to under-recover the costs
associated with its fee-related services. In order to reduce the cost recovery gap,
further fee increases were recommended to be adopted over a period of time in
accordance with a Cost Recovery Policy to be adopted by the Air District’'s Board of
Directors. Also, Matrix Consulting Group reviewed and discussed the design and
implementation of the new Production System which the Air District is developing in
order to facilitate cost containment through increased efficiency and effectiveness.

Air District staff initiated a process to develop a Cost Recovery Policy in May 2011, and
a Stakeholder Advisory Group was convened to provide input in this regard. A Cost
Recovery Policy was adopted by the Air District’s Board of Directors on March 7, 2012.
This policy specifies that the Air District should amend its fee regulation, in conjunction
with the adoption of budgets for Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2014 through FYE 2018, in
a manner sufficient to increase overall recovery of regulatory program activity costs to
85 percent. The policy also indicates that amendments to specific fee schedules
should continue to be made in consideration of cost recovery analyses conducted at
the fee schedule-level, with larger increases being adopted for the schedules that have
the larger cost recovery gaps.

In February 2018, the Matrix Consulting Group completed an update of the 2011 cost

recovery and containment study for the fiscal year that ended June 30, 2017. The

primary purpose of this study was to evaluate the indirect overhead costs associated

with the Air District and the cost recovery associated with the fees charges by the Air

District. The project team evaluated the Air District’s current programs to classify them

as direct or indirect costs, as well as the time tracking data associated with each of the
2



different fee schedules. The study provided specific recommendations related to direct
and indirect cost recovery for the Air District, as well as potential cost efficiencies.

This 2018 Cost Recovery Study incorporated the accounting methodologies developed
by KPMG in 1999, Stonefield Josephson, Inc. in 2005 and Matrix Consulting Group in
2011. The study included the latest cost and revenue data gathered for FYE 2017
(i.e., July 1, 2016 - June 30, 2017). The results of the 2018 Cost Recovery Study were
used as a tool in the preparation of the budgets for FYE 2019 and FYE 2020, and for
evaluating potential amendments to the Air District’s Regulation 3: Fees.

Legal Authority

In the post-Prop 13 era, the State Legislature determined that the cost of programs to
address air pollution should be borne by the individuals and businesses that cause air
pollution through regulatory and service fees. The primary authority for recovering the
cost of Air District programs and activities related to stationary sources is given in
Section 42311 of the Health and Safety Code (HSC), under which the Air District is
authorized to:

e Recover the costs of programs related to permitted stationary sources

e Recover the costs of programs related to area-wide and indirect sources of
emissions which are regulated, but for which permits are not issued

e Recover the costs of certain hearing board proceedings

e Recover the costs related to programs that regulate toxic air contaminants

The measure of the revenue that may be recovered through stationary source fees is
the full cost of all programs related to these sources, including all direct program costs
and a commensurate share of indirect program costs. Such fees are valid so long as
they do not exceed the reasonable cost of the service or regulatory program for which
the fee is charged, and are apportioned amongst fee payers such that the costs
allocated to each fee-payer bears a fair or reasonable relationship to its burden on, and
benefits from, the regulatory system.

Air districts have restrictions in terms of the rate at which permit fees may be
increased. Under HSC Section 41512.7, permit fees may not be increased by more
than 15 percent on a facility in any calendar year.

Study Methodology

The methodology for determining regulatory program revenue and costs is
summarized as follows:

Revenue
Revenue from all permit renewals and applications during the FYE 2018 was assigned

to the appropriate Permit Fee Schedules. This is a continued improvement over prior
years’ process due to the more detailed data available in the New Production System.



Costs

Costs are expenditures that can be characterized as being either direct or indirect.
Direct costs can be identified specifically with a particular program or activity. Direct
costs include wages and benefits, operating expenses, and capital expenditures used
in direct support of those particular activities of the Air District (e.g. permit-related
activities, grant distribution, etc).

Indirect costs are those necessary for the general operation of the Air District as a
whole. Often referred to as “overhead”, these costs include accounting, finance,
human resources, facility costs, information technology, executive management, etc.
Indirect costs are allocated to other indirect programs, using the reciprocal (double-
step down) method, before being allocated to direct programs.

The Air District has defined units (known as “Programs”) to encompass activities which
are either dedicated to mission-critical functions such as permitting, rule-making,
compliance assurance, sampling and testing, grant distribution, etc., or are primarily
dedicated to support and administrative functions. The Air District has also defined
revenue source categories (known as “Billing Codes”) for the permit fee schedules,
grant revenue sources, and general support activities.

Employee work time is tracked by hour, or fraction thereof, using both Program and
Billing Code detail. This timekeeping system allows all costs allocatable to a revenue
source to be captured on a level-of-effort basis.

Employee work time is allocated to activities within programs by billing codes (BC1-
BC99), only two of which indicate general support. One of these two general support
codes is identified with permitting activities of a general nature, not specifically related
with a particular Fee Schedule.

Operating and capital expenses are charged through the year to each Program, as
incurred. In cost recovery, these expenses, through the Program’s Billing Code profile,
are allocated on a pro-rata basis to each Program’s revenue-related activity. For
example, employees working in grant programs (i.e., Smoking Vehicle, Mobile Source
Incentive Fund, etc.) use specific billing codes (i.e., BC3, BC17, etc.), and all
operating/capital expense charges are allocated pro-rata to those grant activities.
Employees working in Permit programs (i.e., Air Toxics, Compliance Assurance, etc.)
also use specific billing codes (i.e., BC8, BC21, BC29, etc.) and all operating/capital
expense charges incurred by those programs are allocated pro-rata to those program’s
profiles of permit activities.

Direct costs for permit activities include personnel, operating and capital costs based
on employee work time allocated to direct permit-related activities, and to general
permit-related support and administrative activities (allocated on pro-rata basis).
Indirect costs for permit activities include that portion of general support personnel,
operating and capital costs allocated pro-rata to permit fee revenue-related programs.



Study Results

Figure 1 shows a summary of overall regulatory program costs and revenue for FYE
2018. Figure 2 shows the details of program costs and revenue on a fee schedule
basis for FYE 2018 by schedule. Figure 3 shows the details of average program costs
and revenue for the three-year period FYE 2016 through FYE 2018 by schedule.

Discussion of Results

Figure 1 indicates that in FYE 2018 there continued to be a revenue shortfall, as the
direct and indirect costs of regulatory programs exceeded fee revenue. The overall
magnitude of the cost recovery gap was determined to be $8.4 million for FYE 2018.
This cost recovery gap was filled by General Fund revenue received by the Air District
from the counties.

Figure 2 shows that in FYE 2018 there were revenue shortfalls for most of the twenty-
three fee schedules for which cost recovery can be analyzed. For FYE 2018, the Air
District is recovering approximately 84 percent of its fee-related activity costs. The
revenue collected exceeded program costs for seven fee schedules. These are
Schedule C (Stationary Containers for the Storage of Organic Liquids), Schedule F
(Miscellanous Sources), Schedule G-5 (Miscellaneous Sources), Schedule L
(Asbestos Operations), Schedule N (Toxic Inventory Fees), Schedule R (Equipment
Registration Fees), and Schedule X (Community Air Monitoring). The revenue
collected was less than program costs for 16 fee schedules. These are Schedule A
(Hearing Board), Schedule B (Combustion of Fuel), Schedule D (Gasoline Transfer at
Gasoline Dispensing Facilities, Bulk Plants and Terminals), Schedule E (Solvent
Evaporting Sources), Schedule G-1 (Miscellanous Sources), Schedule G-2
(Miscellanous Sources), Schedule G-3 (Miscellaneous Sources), Schedule G-4
(Miscellanous Sources), Schedule H (Semiconductor and Related Operations),
Schedule | (Dry Cleaners), Schedule K (Solid Waste Disposal Sites), Schedule P
(Major Facility Review Fees), Schedule S (Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operations),
Schedule T (Greenhouse Gas Fees), Schedule V (Open Burning), and Schedule W
(Refinery Emissions Tracking),.

Figure 3 shows that over a three-year period (FYE 2016 through FYE 2018) the
revenue collected exceeded program costs for five fee schedules. These are
Schedule B (Combustion of Fuel), Schedule C (Stationary Containers for the Storage
of Organic Liquids), Schedule F (Miscellanous Sources), Schedule G-5 (Miscellaneous
Sources), and Schedule X (Community Air Monitoring). The revenue collected was
less than program costs for 18 fee schedules. These are Schedule A (Hearing Board),
Schedule D (Gasoline Transfer at Gasoline Dispensing Facilities, Bulk Plants and
Terminals), Schedule E (Solvent Evaporting Sources), Schedule G-1 (Miscellanous
Sources), Schedule G-2 (Miscellanous Sources), G-3 (Miscellaneous Sources), G-4
(Miscellanous Sources), Schedule H (Semiconductor and Related Operations),
Schedule | (Dry Cleaners), Schedule K (Solid Waste Disposal Sites), Schedule N
(Toxic Inventory Fees), Schedule P (Major Facility Review Fees), Schedule R
(Equipment Registration Fees), Schedule S (Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Operations), Schedule T (Greenhouse Gas Fees), Schedule V (Open Burning), and
Schedule W (Refinery Emissions Tracking).
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The Air District has used the three-year averages shown in Figure 3 in evaluating
proposed amendments to Regulation 3, Fees at the fee schedule level because longer
averaging periods are less sensitive to year-to-year variations in activity levels that
occur due to regulatory program changes affecting various source categories.

Conclusions

Air District staff has updated the analysis of cost recovery of its regulatory programs
based on the methodology established by the accounting firms KPMG in 1999 and
Stonefield Josephson, Inc. in 2005 and updated by Matrix Consulting Group in 2011
and in 2018. The analysis shows that fee revenue continues to fall short of recovering
program activity costs. For FYE 2016 to 2018, the Air District is recovering
approximately 83 percent of its fee-related activity costs. The overall magnitude of this
cost recovery gap was determined to be $8.6 million.

To reduce or stabilize expenditures, the Air District has implemented various types of
cost containment strategies including developing an on-line permitting system for high-
volume source categories, maintaining unfilled positions when feasible, and reducing
service and supply budgets. In order to reduce the cost recovery gap, further fee
increases will need to be evaluated in accordance with the Cost Recovery Policy
adopted by the Air District’'s Board of Directors.
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Figure 1. Total Permit Fee Revenue, Costs and Gap for FYE 2018
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Revenues

Schedule M

Reg 3- 312 - Bubble

Reg 3- 327 - Renawal Processing
Reg 3- 311 - Banking

Total Revenue

Direct Costs
Direct Labor
Services and Supplies
Capital Outlay

Indirect Costs

Total Costs

Net Surplus/{Deficit)
Cost Recovery

Figure 2. Fee Revenue and Program Costs by Fee Schedule, FYE 2018
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Figure 3: Fee Revenue and Program Costs by Fee Schedule, FYE 2016-2018, 3-Year Average
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AGENDA 13D - ATTACHMENT

California Environmental Quality Act
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

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

Lead Agency: Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Contact: Barry G. Young Phone: (415) 749-4721

SUBJECT: FILING OF NOTICE OF EXEMPTION PURSUANT TO SECTION 21152 OF THE PUBLIC
RESOURCES CODE AND CEQA GUIDELINES SECTION 15061(b)(3)

Project Title: Amendments to Regulation 3: Fees

Project Location: The regulation applies within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(“District™), which includes all of Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, and
Santa Clara counties, and the southern portions of Solano and Sonoma counties.

Project Description: The project consists of amendments to an existing BAAQMD regulation that
establishes fees for source operations and other activities. The amendments become effective on July
1, 2019. The amendments increase fee revenue in order to allow the District to meet budgetary needs
for the upcoming fiscal year ending (FYE) 2020, and to continue to effectively implement and enforce
regulatory programs for stationary sources of air pollution.

The fee rates in the following Fee Schedules would be amended as follows: (1) 3.9% increase: Schedule
B: Combustion of Fuels, Schedule F: Misc. Sources (storage silos, abrasive blasting), Schedule M: Major
Stationary Source Fees, and Schedule V: Open Burning; (2) 6% increase: Schedule D: Gasoline
Transfer at Gasoline Dispensing Facilities, Bulk Plants & Terminals; (3) 7% increase: Schedule G-3:
Misc. Sources (metal melting, cracking units); (4) 8% increase: Schedule P: Major Facility Review Fees,
and Schedule T: Greenhouse Gas Fees; (5) 9% increase: Schedule E: Solvent Evaporating Sources,
Schedule H: Semiconductor and Related Operations, and Schedule W: Petroleum Refining Emissions
Tracking Fees; (6) 15% increase: Schedule A: Hearing Board Fees, Schedule G-1: Misc. Sources (glass
manufacturing, soil remediation), Schedule G-2: Misc. Sources (asphaltic concrete, furnaces), Schedule
G-4: Misc. Sources (cement kilns, sulfur removal & coking units, acid manufacturing), Schedule K: Solid
Waste Disposal Sites, and Schedule S: Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operations. The following specific
fees in Regulation 3 would be increased by 3.9%: New and modified source filing fees, Emission
banking fees, Regulation 2, Rule 9 Alternative Compliance Plan fees, Toxic inventory maximum fees,
Permit to operate renewal processing fees, Exemption fees, Fee for Risk Reduction Plan, and Fee for
Facility-Wide Health Risk Assessment.

In addition, the following additional amendments are proposed: (1) Revise Section 3-302 to specify that
for those applicants that qualify for both the Small Business Discount (50%) and Green Business
Discount (10%), only the 50% higher discount shall be applied; (2) Revise Section 3-304, Alteration, to
clarify that the risk assessment fee shall only be charged when the alteration required a health risk
assessment; (3) Revise Section 3-311 to align the current rule language with established Air District
practice for applying banking fees to emission reduction credit transactions; (4) Add Section 3-343, Fees
for Air Dispersion Modeling, to recover the Air District’s costs for conducting, reviewing, or approving air
dispersion modeling done to meet a District regulatory requirement (e.g., for demonstrating compliance
with Regulation 9 Inorganic Gaseous Pollutants, Rule 2 Hydrogen Sulfide requirements, Regulation 2-2-
308 NAAQS Protection Requirement); (5) Revise Section 3-405.5 to reduce additional late fees charged
to invoices for registration and other fees which are more than 30 days late. Historically, these
delinquent fees have been assessed disproportionately often to small businesses such as gasoline
dispensing facilities, dry cleaners, and auto body shops. To reduce this burden on small businesses, the
proposed amendment lowers this delinquent fee from 50% to 25%; (6) Revise Fee Schedule E, Solvent



Evaporating Sources, to clarify when the minimum and maximum fees apply for each source; (7) Revise
Fee Schedule L, Asbestos Operations, to delete the fee specific to mastic removal by mechanical buffers
SO as to assess fees for such work at the same rate as for other regulated asbestos containing material
removal work; (8) Revise Fee Schedule N, Toxics Inventory Fees, to recover the Air District’s costs for
AB2588 fees to be paid to the California Air Resources Board and for staff to conduct the Air District’s
AB2588 work; and (9) Revise Fee Schedule S, Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operation, to include a fee
of $325 to recover the costs for reviewing, processing, and approving amendments to existing Asbestos
Dust Mitigation Plans (ADMPs). Also, revise Section 3-332 to clarify that persons required to amend
ADMPs shall pay the fees set out in Fee Schedule S.

On June 5, 2019, the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District conducted a
public hearing in accordance with California Health and Safety Code Section 41512.5 and approved the
project described above and determined that the project was exempt from CEQA.

Finding of Exemption: This project is found to be exempt pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21080, subd. (b)(8) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15273.

Basis for Exemption: The regulatory amendments which constitute this project modify charges by the
BAAQMD for sources of air pollution. The fees and modifications are for the purpose of meeting District
operating expenses associated with the regulation of these sources. The amendments are administrative
in nature, do not affect air emissions from any sources, and have no possibility of causing significant
environmental effects. As such, they fall within the statutory and Guidelines exemptions cited above.

Date Received for Filing Pamela Leong Date
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Air District staff has prepared proposed amendments to Air District Regulation 3: Fees
for Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 (i.e., July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020) that would
increase revenue to enable the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District)
to continue to effectively implement and enforce regulatory programs for stationary
sources of air pollution. The proposed fee amendments for FYE 2020 are consistent
with the Air District’'s Cost Recovery Policy, which was adopted on March 7, 2012 by the
Air District’s Board of Directors (see Appendix A). This policy stated that the Air District
should amend its fee regulation in a manner sufficient to increase overall recovery of
regulatory program activity costs to achieve a minimum of 85 percent. The policy also
indicates that amendments to specific fee schedules should continue to be made in
consideration of cost recovery analyses conducted at the fee schedule level, with larger
increases being adopted for the schedules that have the larger cost recovery gaps.

A recently completed 2019 Cost Recovery Study (a copy of which is available on
request) shows that for the most-recently completed fiscal year (FYE 2018), fee
revenue recovered 84 percent of program activity costs.

Over the past several years, the Air District has continued to implement several cost
containment and efficiency-based strategies. Some of these strategies include:
timekeeping improvements, greater field capabilities, annual updates to cost recovery,
improved public education, submittal of online permit.applications, and availability of
permit status online through the New Production System. Implementing these
strategies have resulted in efficiencies as well as the ability to provide a higher service
level. The Air District is actively transitioning to the New Production System, which
currently includes an on-line portal for the regulated community for high-volume
categories including gas stations, dry.cleaners, auto body shops, other permit
registrations, and asbestos notifications. This system will be expanding to additional
facility types. These tools will increase efficiency and accuracy by allowing customers
to submit applications; report data for the emissions inventory, pay invoices and have
access to permit documents.

The results of the 2019 Cost Recovery Study (including FYE 2016-2018 data) were
used to establish proposed fee amendments for each existing fee schedule based on
the degree to which existing fee revenue recovers the regulatory program activity costs
associated with the schedule. Based on this approach, the fee rates in certain fee
schedules would be raised by the annual increase in the Bay Area Consumer Price
Index (3.9%), while other fee schedules would be increased by 7, 8, 9, or 15 percent.
Several fees that are administrative in nature (e.g. permit application filing fees and
permit renewal processing fees) would be increased by 3.9 percent.

The proposed fee amendments would not increase annual permit renewal fees for most
small businesses that require Air District permits, with the exception of gas stations
(e.g., a typical gas station would have an increase of $169 in annual permit renewal
fees) and facilities with backup generators, which would have an increase of $11 per



engine. For larger facilities, increases in annual permit renewal fees would range
between 1.9 and 13.3 percent due to differences in the facility’s size, type of emission
sources, pollutant emission rates and applicable fee schedules. In accordance with
State law, the Air District’'s amendments to Regulation 3 cannot cause an increase in
overall permit fees for any facility by more than 15 percent in any calendar year. The
proposed fee amendments would increase overall Air District fee revenue in FYE 2020
by approximately $2.74 million relative to fee revenue that would be expected without
the amendments.

The Board of Directors received testimony on May 1, 2019 regarding the proposed
amendments to Regulation 3: Fees. Air District staff recommends that the Board of
Directors consider adoption of the proposed amendments to Regulation 3: Fees with an
effective date of July 1, 2019, and approve the filing of a CEQA Notice of Exemption
following the 2" public hearing scheduled to consider this matter on June 5, 20109.

2. BACKGROUND

State law authorizes the Air District to assess fees to generate revenue to recover the
reasonable costs of regulatory program activities for stationary sources of air pollution.
The largest portion of Air District fees is collected under provisions that allow the Air
District to impose permit fees sufficient to recover the costs of program activities related
to permitted sources. The Air District is also authorized to assess fees for: (1) area-
wide or indirect sources of emissions which are regulated, but for which permits are not
issued by the Air District,(2) sources subject to the requirements of the State Air Toxics
Hot Spots Program (Assembly Bill 2588), and (3) activities related to the Air District’s
Hearing Board involving variances or appeals from Air District decisions on the issuance
of permits. The Air District has established, and regularly updates, a fee regulation (Air
District Regulation 3: Fees) under these authaorities.

The Air District has analyzed whether fees result in the collection of a sufficient and
appropriate amount of revenue.in comparison to the costs of related program activities.
In 1999, a comprehensive review of the Air District’s fee structure and revenue was
completed by the firm KPMG Peat Marwick LLP (Bay Area Air Quality Management
District Cost Recovery Study, Final Report: Phase One — Evaluation of Fee Revenues
and Activity Costs, KPMG Peat Marwick LLP, February 16, 1999). This 1999 Cost
Recovery Study indicated that fee revenue did not nearly offset the full costs of program
activities associated with sources subject to fees as authorized by State law. Property
tax revenue (and in some years, reserve funds) had been used to close this cost
recovery gap.

The Air District Board of Directors adopted an across-the-board fee increase of 15
percent, the maximum allowed by State law for permit fees, for FYE 2000 as a step
toward more complete cost recovery. The Air District also implemented a detailed
employee time accounting system to improve the ability to track costs by program
activities moving forward. In each of the next five years, the Air District adjusted fees
only to account for inflation (with the exception of FYE 2005, in which the Air District



also approved further increases in Title V permit fees and a new permit renewal
processing fee).

In 2004, the Air District funded an updated Cost Recovery Study. The accounting firm
Stonefield Josephson, Inc. completed this study in March 2005 (Bay Area Air Quality
Management District Cost Recovery Study, Final Report, Stonefield Josephson, Inc.,
March 30, 2005). This 2005 Cost Recovery Study indicated that a significant cost
recovery gap continued to exist. The study also provided cost recovery results at the
level of each individual fee schedule based on detailed time accounting data. Finally,
the contractor provided a model that could be used by Air District staff to update the
analysis of cost recovery on an annual basis using a consistent methodology.

For the five years following the completion of the 2005 Cost Recovery Study (i.e., FYE
2006 through 2010), the Air District adopted fee amendments that increased overall
projected fee revenue by an average of 8.9 percent per year. To address fee equity
issues, the various fees were not all increased in a uniform manner. Rather, individual
fee schedules were amended based on the‘'magnitude of the cost recovery gap for that
schedule, with the schedules with the more significant cost recovery gaps receiving
more significant fee increases. In FYE 2009, the Air District’s fee amendments also
included a new greenhouse gas (GHG) fee schedule. The GHG fee schedule recovers
costs from stationary source activities related to the Air District’s Climate Protection
Program. In FYE 2011, the Air District adopted an across-the-board 5 percent fee
increase, except for the Title V fee schedule (Schedule P) which was increased by 10
percent (the Air District's 2010 Cost Recovery Study indicated that Fee Schedule P
recovered only 46 percent of program activity costs).

In September 2010, the Air District contracted with the firm Matrix Consulting Group to
complete an updated analysis of cost recovery that could be used in developing fee
amendments for FYE 2012 and beyond. This study also included a review of the Air
District’s.current cost containment strategies and provided recommendations to improve
the management of the Air District’s costs and the quality of services provided to
stakeholders. The study was completed in March 2011 (Cost Recovery and
Containment Study, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Final Report, Matrix
Consulting Group, March'9, 2011). The 2011 Cost Recovery and Containment Study
concluded that, for FYE 2010, overall fee revenue recovered 64 percent of related
program activity costs. The study also provided cost recovery results at the level of
each individual fee schedule based on detailed time accounting data and provided a
methodology for Air District staff to update the analysis of cost recovery on an annual
basis using a consistent methodology.

The results of the 2011 Cost Recovery and Containment Study were used to establish
fee amendments for FYE 2012 that were designed to increase overall fee revenue by
10 percent (relative to fee revenue that would result without the fee amendments). To
address fee equity issues, the various fees were not all increased in a uniform manner.
Rather, existing fee schedules were amended based on the magnitude of the cost
recovery gap for that schedule, with the schedules with the more significant cost



recovery gaps receiving more significant fee increases. Based on this approach, the fee
rates in several fee schedules were not increased, while the fee rates in other fee
schedules were increased by 10, 12, or 14 percent.

One of the recommendations made by Matrix Consulting Group in their 2011 Cost
Recovery and Containment Study indicated that the Air District should consider the
adoption of a Cost Recovery Policy to guide future fee amendments. Air District staff
initiated a process to develop such a Policy in May 2011, and a Stakeholder Advisory
Group was convened to provide input in this regard. A Cost Recovery Policy was
adopted by the Air District’'s Board of Directors on March 7, 2012 (see Appendix A). This
policy specified that the Air District should amend its fee regulation in a manner
sufficient to increase overall recovery of regulatory program activity costs to a minimum
of 85 percent. The policy also indicated that amendments to specific fee schedules
should continue to be made in consideration of cost recovery analyses conducted at the
fee schedule-level, with larger increases being adopted for the schedules that have the
larger cost recovery gaps.

The Matrix Consulting Group was retained by the BAAQMD in September 2017 to
provide a cost recovery and containment study for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2017
to update the study done in 2011. This assessment used multiple analytical tools to
understand the current process for allocation of indirect costs, current cost recovery
levels, and recommendations for cost recovery and savings. The primary purpose of
this study was to evaluate the indirect overhead associated with the BAAQMD and the
cost recovery associated with the fees charged by the BAAQMD. The project team
evaluated the Air District’'s current programs to classify them as direct or indirect costs,
as well as the time tracking data associated with each of the different fee schedules.
The report also provides specific recommendations related to direct and indirect cost
recovery for the BAAQMD, as well as, potential cost efficiencies.

Staff hasupdated the cost recovery analysis for the most recently completed fiscal year
(FYE 2018) using the methodology established by Matrix Consulting Group. The 2019
Cost Recovery Study indicates that the overall cost recovery rate for FYE 2018 was 84
percent. Progress towards the 85% minimum target is reported to the Board annually
by staff and is periodically reviewed by outside consultants.

3. PROPOSED FEE'AMENDMENTS FOR FYE 2019
3.1 OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

A 2019 cost recovery study was used to establish proposed fee amendments for
existing fee schedules based on the degree to which existing fee revenue recovers the
activity costs associated with the schedule. Based on this approach, the fee rates in
certain fee schedules would be increased by 7, 8, 9, or 15 percent. Other fee schedules
would be raised by 3.9%, the annual increase from 2017 to 2018 in the Bay Area
Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers (CPI-W) as
reported by the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics. The specific basis for these
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proposed fee amendments is summarized in Table 1 as follows:

Table 1. Proposed Fee Changes Based on Cost Recovery by Fee Schedule

Revenue from Fee Schedule

Change in Fees

Fee Schedules

95 — 110% of costs 3.9% increase* B,F,M,V

85 — 94% of costs 7% increase G3
75-84% of costs 8% increase PT
50-74% of costs 9% increase E,H W

Less than 50% of costs

15% increase*

A Gl G2, ,G4,KS

*2018 Matrix Consulting Group Cost Recovery & Containment Study recommendations.

Note: For Schedule D, a 6% increase is proposed, although cost recovery would have allowed an 8%
increase. Schedule D covers gasoline stations and many are small‘businesses.

In addition to the proposed amendments to fee schedules, Air District staff is proposing
to increase several administrative fees that appear in the Standards section of
Regulation 3 by 3.9 percent. This includes permit application filing fees and permit
renewal processing fees. Existing permit fees-are well below the point of full cost
recovery, and these fee increases are proposed to help the Air District reduce its cost
recovery gap.

3.2 PROPOSED RULE AMENDMENTS

The complete text of the proposed changes to Air District Regulation 3: Fees, has been
prepared in strikethrough (deletion of existing text) and underline (new text) format, and
is included in Appendix B. Proposed fee increases have been rounded to the nearest
whole dollar.

e Section 3-302: Fees for New and Modified Sources

The proposed amendment to Section 3-302 is a 3.9 percent increase in the filing fee for
permit applications for new/modified sources and abatement devices, from $489 to
$508 based on the CPI-W.

Also, Section 3-302.1 is revised to specify that for those applicants that qualify for both
the Small Business Discount (50%) and Green Business Discount (10%), only the 50%
higher discount shall be applied.

e Section 3-302.3: Fees for Abatement Devices



The proposed amendment to Section 3-302.3 is a 3.9 percent increase (based on the
CPI-W) in the filing fee, from $489 to $508, and the not to exceed value will be
increased from $10,000 to $10,270.

e Section 3-304: Alteration

Section 3-304.2 is revised to clarify that the risk assessment fee shall only be charged
when the alteration required a health risk assessment.

e Section 3-311: Emission Banking Fees

The proposed amendment to Section 3-311 is a 3.9 percent increase (based on the
CPI-W) in the filing fee for banking applications, from $498 to $508.

Also, Section 3-311 is revised to align the current rule language with established Air
District practice for emission reduction credit (ERC) transactions. There are three types
of banking transaction requests: 1) banking new ERCs, 2) reevaluating/converting
ERCs from one type to another and 3) transferring ownership of ERCs from one entity
to another. There are approximately 20 ERC transfer of ownerships requests
completed per year. Transferring the ownership of ERCs is an administrative process.

Historically, the withdrawal fee in Section 3-311 has been applied to ERC transfer of
ownerships even though the rule does not specifically call out transfers. However, as
currently written, the fee would also apply to those applicants who are withdrawing
credits from their own certificates for use at their facility. Therefore, this language is not
only unclear, but also does not reflect current practices. The proposed change is
predicted to have no financial impact.

e Section 3-312: Emission Caps and Alternative Compliance Plans
The proposed amendment to Section 3-312.2 is a 3.9 percent increase (based on the
CPI-W) in the annual fees for Alternative Compliance Plans (ACPs) from $1,238 to
$1,286 for each source in the ACP, with the not-to-exceed amount increase from
$12,380 to $12,860.
e Section 3-320: Toxic Inventory Fees
The proposed amendment to Section 3-320 is a 3.9 percent increase (based on the
CPI-W) from $9,679 to $10,056, which specifies the maximum fee for small businesses
in Schedule N.

e Section 3-327: Permit to Operate, Renewal Fees

The processing fees for renewal of Permits to Operate specified in subsections 3-327.1
through 3-327.6 would be increased by 3.9 percent (based on the CPI-W).



e Section 3-332: Naturally Occurring Asbestos Fees

Section 3-332 is revised to include amendments of Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plans as
being subject to Schedule S fees.

e Section 3-337: Exemption Fee

The proposed amendment to Section 3-337 is a 3.9 percent increase (based on the
CPI-W) in the filing fee for a certificate of exemption, from $489.to $508.

e Section 3-341, Fee for Risk Reduction Plan

Section 3-341 is revised to increase the Risk Reduction Plan submittal fees by 3.9
percent (based on the CPI-W).

e Section 3-342, Fee for Facility-Wide Health Risk Assessment (HRA)

Section 3-342 is revised to increase the HRA review fees by 3.9 percent (based on the
CPI-W).

e Section 3-343: Fees for Air Dispersion Modeling

The proposed amendment will add Section 3-343 to recover the Air District’s costs for
air dispersion modeling.done to meet an Air District regulatory requirement. Examples
of this modeling include; but are not limited to: H2S emissions modeling for Regulation
9, Rule 2 purposes; and the modeling required to demonstrate compliance with Air
District Regulation 2, Rule 2 New Source Review requirements. This will help the Air
District to recover its costs for this important function, which is currently not covered by
the existing Regulation 3 fees. Impacts are expected to be minimal, since these
modeling exercises happen very infrequently.

e Section 3-405: Fees Not Paid
Revise Section 3-405.5 to reduce additional late fees charged to invoices for registration
and other fees which are more than 30 days late. To reduce this burden on small

businesses, the proposed amendment would lower this delinquent fee from 50% to
25%.

Fee Schedules:

Schedule A: Hearing Board Fees

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule A would
be increased by 15 percent. The schedules of fees for excess emissions (Schedule A:
Table I) and visible emissions (Schedule A: Table II) would also be increased by 15



percent.

Schedule B: Combustion of Fuel

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule B would
be increased by 3.9 percent (based on the CPI-W).

Schedule C: Stationary Containers for the Storage of Organic Liquids

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule C would
not be increased, except for the base fee for a health risk assessment for a source
covered by Schedule C, which would be increased by 3.9 percent from $489 to $508.

Schedule D: Gasoline Transfer at Gasoline Dispensing Facilities, Bulk Plants and
Terminals

A 6 percent increase is proposed, although the cost recovery methodology would have
allowed an 8% increase, except for the base fee for a health risk assessment for a
source covered by Schedule D, which would be increased by 3.9 percent from $489 to
$508. Schedule D covers gasoline stations and many are small businesses.

Schedule E: Solvent Evaporating Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule E would
be increased by 9 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk assessment for a
source covered by Schedule E, which would be increased by 3.9 percent from $489 to
$508.

The proposed amendments would also revise Fee Schedule E to clarify when minimum
and maximum fees apply for each source.

Schedule F: Miscellaneous Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule F would
be increased by 3.9 percent. The base fee for a health risk screening analysis for a
source covered by Schedule F would be increased by 3.9 percent, from $489 to $508.
The base fee for a health risk screening analysis in Schedule F is included in the risk
assessment fee (RAF) for the first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in the application.

Schedule G-1: Miscellaneous Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule G-1
would be increased by 15 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk screening
analysis for a source covered by Schedule G-1, which would be increased by 3.9
percent from $489 to $508. The base fee for a health risk screening analysis in
Schedule G-1is included in the RAF for the first TAC source in the application.



Schedule G-2: Miscellaneous Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule G-2
would be increased by 15 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk screening
analysis for a source covered by Schedule G-2 which would be increased by 3.9
percent from $489 to $508. The base fee for a health risk screening analysis in
Schedule G-2 is included in the RAF for the first TAC source in the application.

Schedule G-3: Miscellaneous Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule G-3
would be increased by 7 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk screening
analysis for a source covered by Schedule G-3, which would be increased by 3.9
percent from $489 to $508. The base fee for.a health risk screening analysis in
Schedule G-3 is included in the RAF for the first TAC source in the application.

Schedule G-4: Miscellaneous Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule G-4
would be increased by 15 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk screening
analysis for a source covered by Schedule G-4, which would be increased by 3.9
percent from $489 to $508. The base fee for a health risk screening analysis in
Schedule G-4 is included in the RAF for the first TAC source in the application.

Schedule G-5: Miscellaneous Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule G-5
would not be increased.

Schedule H: Semiconductor and Related Sources

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule H would
be increased by 9 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk screening analysis
for a source covered by Schedule H, which would be increased by 3.9 percent from
$489 to $508.

Schedule I: Dry Cleaners

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule | would
not be increased, except for the base fee for a health risk screening analysis for a
source covered by Schedule I, which would be increased by 3.9 percent from $489 to
$508.



Schedule K: Solid Waste Disposal Sites

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule K would
be increased by 15 percent, except for the base fee for a health risk screening analysis
for a source covered by Schedule K, which would be increased by 3.9 percent from
$489 to $508.

Schedule L: Asbestos Operations

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule L would
not be increased.

Prior to 2003 all mastic removal using buffer machines was treated as a non-regulated
activity under Regulation 11, Rule 2, since mastic was a Category | nonfriable asbestos-
containing material (Regulation 11-2-208). Around 2003, U.S. EPA determined that
removal of mastic using a buffer, mechanical removal, was making the mastic friable in
the process and therefore should be considered a regulated asbestos containing
material (RACM).

The Air District put out a Compliance Advisory in June 2003 stating that removal of
asbestos containing mastic using a mechanical buffer was a regulated activity. This
change in policy was going to have a sudden impact on the asbestos abatement
contractors who would now have to pay Asbestos Operation fees for RACM mastic
removal using a mechanical buffer. The Air District imposed a flat fee for mastic
removal with buffers and solvent to lessen the impact on the asbestos abatement
industry. The asbestos abatement industry is currently aware that mastic removal by
mechanical buffer is a regulated activity per Regulation 11, Rule 2. RACM mastic
should not be treated differently than.any other RACM. The revisions would delete the
fee specific to mastic removal by mechanical buffers so as to assess fees for such work
at the same rate as for other regulated asbestos containing material removal work.

Schedule M: Major Stationary Source Fees

Schedule M is an emissions-based fee schedule that applies to various permitted
facilities emitting 50 tons per year or more of organic compounds, sulfur oxides,
nitrogen oxides, and/or PM1o. Air District staff is proposing a 3.9 percent increase in the
Schedule M fee rate based on the annual increase in the Bay Area Consumer Price
Index.

Schedule N: Toxic Inventory Fees

The California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) Toxics Committee,
in cooperation with the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA)
and the CARB, developed the Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Program, Facility Prioritization
Guidelines (July 1990). The purpose of the guideline is to provide air districts with
suggested procedures for prioritizing facilities. However, districts may develop and use
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prioritization methods which differ from the CAPCOA guidelines. In 2016, CAPCOA
updated these guidelines to incorporate the changes made to the OEHHA risk
assessment methodology. You may download a copy of the 2016 Facility Prioritization
Guidelines at the CAPCOA website at www.capcoa.org. These facilities, for purposes
of risk assessment, are ranked into high, intermediate, and low priority categories. Each
district is responsible for establishing the prioritization score threshold at which facilities
are required to prepare a health risk assessment. In establishing priorities, the districts
are to consider the potency, toxicity, quantity, and volume of hazardous materials
released from the facility, the proximity of the facility to potential receptors, and any
other factors that the district determines may indicate that the facility may pose a
significant risk. CARB’s 2016 update to the Facility Prioritization Guidelines will
substantially increase facility prioritization scores and the associated AB2588 fees that
the Air District must pay to CARB.

Schedule N is to recover the costs for the California Air Resources Board’'s (CARB'’S)
AB 2588 program fees as well as the Engineering Division staff required to work on the
AB 2588 toxics emissions inventories, Rule11-18 implementation costs for facility
emissions review, and health risk assessments (HRAs) for facilities that are exempt
from Rule 11-18. The Air District’s costs for conducting New Source Review HRAs for
permit applications are not fully covered by the HRA fees in the individual schedules.
Schedule N covers this deficit between fee schedule HRA fees and actual costs. The
costs for AB 2588 and Rule 11-18 are tracked using employee timesheet bill_codes.
Since Rule 11-18 implementation has just started a few months ago, the costs attributed
to AB 2588 inventories is-a much larger portion of the costs versus Rule 11-18
implementation at thistime. Staff expects the Rule 11-18 portion to increase as more
facilities are phased into Rule 11-18 HRAs.

The Air District estimates that up to-$797,000 will need to be paid to CARB next fiscal
year based on the new AB2588 Prioritization Score procedure. Additional staff are also
needed to work on.New Source Review health risk assessments (HRAs), AB2588, and
Rule 11-18 implementation, including emissions review and HRAs for facilities exempt
from Rule 11-18. The Air District estimates this additional staff will cost $675,000.
Therefore, a total Schedule N revenue of $1,472,000 is needed. The Air District
projects that risk screening fees from new and modified permit applications will collect
$601,000, so therefore, Schedule N would need to collect $871,000, which would be
spread out across all permitted facilities based on weighted emissions of toxic air
contaminants. Facilities with higher emissions of toxic air contaminants would be
charged higher Schedule N fees. The Air District’s analysis determined that the
appropriate rate to use to recover the necessary costs in Schedule N is $0.80 per
weighted pounds per year and an unchanged gasoline dispensing facility fee of
$5/nozzle.

The Schedule N fee revenues will be re-evaluated each year to determine whether an

update to the $0.80 per weighted pounds per year is required due to changing year-
over-year Costs.
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Schedule P: Major Facility Review Fees

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule P would
be increased by 8 percent.

Schedule Q: Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage
Tanks

The fees in Schedule Q would not be increased since the Air District does not currently
assess this fee.

Schedule R: Equipment Registration Fees

The fees in Schedule R would not be increased. Many of these facilities subject to
equipment registration requirements are small businesses:

Schedule S: Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operations

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule S would
be increased by 15 percent.

Schedule S will also be revised to include a flat $325 fee in Schedule S to recover the
costs for Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plans amendments. The $325 is based on the
estimated staff costs to process, review, and issue such amendments. See Appendix C
for the hourly cost estimation spreadsheet.

Schedule T: Greenhouse Gas Fees

Basedon the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule T would
be increased by 8 percent.

Schedule U: Indirect Source Review Fees

The fees in Schedule U would not be increased since the Air District does not currently
assess this fee.

Schedule V: Open Burning

Schedule V would be increased by 3.9 percent, not the 15 percent based on the cost
recovery methodology listed in Table 1, until a more effective method can be
determined as a basis for fees. This will limit the burden on public agencies’ prescribed
burns for wildfire prevention.
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Schedule W: Petroleum Refining Emissions Tracking Fees

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule W
would be increased by 9 percent. For example, Schedule W was based on estimated
staff costs to review and approve the refinery emission inventories and crude slate
information. However, the first sets of inventories received were significantly more
complex than anticipated and the District spent additional time and effort verifying
emissions from the sources with the largest emissions. With each successive set of
inventories, staff has continued concentration and verification ofiadditional source
categories. When all categories and methods have been thoroughly reviewed and as
experience is gained, we expect the effort to review and verify inventories to be
streamlined. In addition, engineering staff have been updating and revising the Refinery
Emissions Inventory Guidelines and working on the heavy liquid fugitive components
study. These efforts were not envisioned at the time of the fee’s introduction.

Schedule X: Major Stationary Source Community Air Monitoring Fees

Based on the cost recovery methodology listed in Table 1, the fees in Schedule X would
not be increased.

4. FEE REVENUE AND COSTS OF PROGRAM ACTIVITIES

On an overall basis, the 2019 Cost Recovery Study (a copy of which is available on
request) concluded that, for FYE 2018, fee revenue recovered 84.33 percent of
regulatory program.activity costs, with revenue of $45.5 million and costs of $53.9
million. This resulted in a shortfall, or cost recovery gap, of $8.4 million which was filled
by county tax revenue. The proposed fee amendments for FYE 2020 are projected to
increase overall Air District fee revenue by approximately $2.74 million relative to fee
revenue levels that would be expected without the amendments. Revenue in FYE 2020
is expected to remain below the Air District’s regulatory program costs for both
permitted and non-permitted sources.

For years, the Air District has implemented aggressive cost containment measures that
included reducing capital expenditures and maintaining a hiring freeze that resulted in
historically high staff vacancy rates.

In the FYE 2020 Budget, the Air District proposes to fill 405 Full Time Equivalent (FTE),
with no increase in staffing level. Assembly Bill (AB) 617, passed by the Legislature
and signed by the Governor in 2017, establishes new, comprehensive air quality
planning requirements for the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and local air
districts. The bill requires CARB and the Air District to engage with communities to
analyze and reduce localized cumulative exposure to air pollution to improve health in
the most disproportionately impacted communities. CARB and the Air District will: 1)
identify impacted communities in the Bay Area; 2) develop and implement monitoring
programs to better understand local air pollution sources and exposures, and; 3)
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develop and implement community action plans to reduce local emissions and
exposures. Air District AB 617 implementation activities will cut across all divisions and
will represent a major focus for the agency in FYE 2020 and beyond. _Additional Air
District initiatives include work on Methane Strategies, Organics Recovery and Diesel
Free by '33.

Over the past several years, the Air District has continued to implement several cost
containment and efficiency-based strategies. Some of these strategies include:
timekeeping improvements, greater field capabilities, annual updates to cost recovery,
improved public education, submittal of online permit applications, and availability of
permit status online through the New Production System. Implementing these
strategies have resulted in efficiencies as well as the ability to provide a higher service
level. The Air District is actively transitioning to the New Production System, which
currently includes an on-line portal for the regulated community for high-volume
categories including gas stations, dry cleaners, auto body shops, other permit
registrations, and asbestos notifications. This'system will be expanding to additional
facility types. These tools will increase efficiency and accuracy by allowing customers
to submit applications, report data for the emissions inventory, pay invoices and have
access to permit documents.

The Air District continues to be fiscally prudent by maintaining its reserves. Reserves
address future capital equipment and facility needs, uncertainties in State funding and
external factors affecting the economy that could impact the Air District’s ability to
balance its budgets.

5. STATUTORY AUTHORITY FOR PROPOSED FEE INCREASES

The Air District is a regional regulatory agency, and its fees are used to recover the
costs of issuing permits, performing inspections, and other associated regulatory
activities. The Air District’s fees fall into the category specified in Section 1(e) of Article
XII.C of the California Constitution which specifies that charges of this type assessed to
regulated entities to recover regulatory program activity costs are not taxes. The
amount of fee revenue collected by the Air District has been clearly shown to be much
less than the costs of the Air District’s regulatory program activities both for permitted
and non-permitted sources.

The Air District’s fee regulation, with its various fee schedules, is used to allocate
regulatory program costs to fee payers in a manner which bears a fair or reasonable
relationship to the payer’s burden on, or benefits received from, regulatory activities.
Permit fees are based on the type and size of the source being regulated, with minimum
and maximum fees being set in recognition of the practical limits to regulatory costs that
exist based on source size. Add-on fees are used to allocate costs of specific
regulatory requirements that apply to some sources but not others (e.g., health risk
screening fees, public notification fees, alternative compliance plan fees). Emissions-
based fees are used to allocate costs of regulatory activities not reasonably identifiable
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with specific fee payers.

Since 2006, the Air District has used annual analyses of cost recovery performed at the
fee-schedule level, which is based on data collected from a labor-tracking system, to
adjust fees. These adjustments are needed as the Air District's regulatory program
activities change over time based on changes in statutes, rules and regulations,
enforcement priorities, and other factors.

State law authorizes air districts to adopt fee schedules to coverthe costs of various air
pollution programs. California Health and Safety Code (H&S Code) section 42311(a)
provides authority for an air district to collect permit fees to cover the costs of air district
programs related to permitted stationary sources. H&S Code section 42311(f) further
authorizes the Air District to assess additional permit fees to cover the costs of
programs related to toxic air contaminants. H&S Code section 41512.7(b) limits the
allowable percentage increase in fees for authorities to construct and permits to operate
to 15 percent per year.

H&S Code section 44380(a) authorizes air districts to adopt a fee schedule that
recovers the costs to the air district and State agencies of the Air Toxics Hot Spots
Program (AB 2588). The section provides the authority for the Air District to collect toxic
inventory fees under Schedule N.

H&S Code section 42311(h) authorizes air districts to.adopt a schedule of fees to cover
the reasonable costs of the Hearing Board incurred as a result of appeals from air
district decisions on the issuance of permits. Section 42364(a) provides similar
authority to collect fees for the filing of applications for variances or to revoke or modify
variances. These sections provide the authority for the Air District to collect Hearing
Board fees under Schedule A.

H&S Code section 42311(g) authorizes air districts to adopt a schedule of fees to be
assessed on area-wide or indirect sources of emissions, which are regulated but for
which permits are notissued by the air district, to recover the costs of air district
programs related to these sources. This section provides the authority for the Air
District to collect asbestos fees (including fees for Naturally Occurring Asbestos
operations), soil excavation reporting fees, registration fees for various types of
regulated equipment, fordndirect Source Review, and fees for open burning.

The proposed fee amendments are in accordance with all applicable authorities. The Air
District fees subject to this rulemaking are in amounts no more than necessary to cover
the reasonable costs of the Air District’s regulatory activities, and the manner in which
the Air District fees allocate those costs to a payer bear a fair and reasonable
relationship to the payer’s burdens on the Air District regulatory activities and benefits
received from those activities. Permit fee revenue (after adoption of the proposed
amendments) would still be well below the Air District’s regulatory program activity costs
associated with permitted sources. Similarly, fee revenue for non-permitted area wide
sources would be below the Air District’s costs of regulatory programs related to these
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sources. Hearing Board fee revenue would be below the Air District’'s costs associated
with Hearing Board activities related to variances and permit appeals. Fee increases for
authorities to construct and permits to operate would be less than 15 percent per year.

6. ASSOCIATED IMPACTS AND OTHER RULE DEVELOPMENT
REQUIREMENTS

6.1 EMISSIONS IMPACTS
There will be no direct change in air emissions as a result of the proposed amendments.
6.2 ECONOMIC IMPACTS

The Air District must, in some cases, consider the socioeconomic impacts and
incremental costs of proposed rules or amendments. Section 40728.5(a) of the California
H&S Code requires that socioeconomic impacts be analyzed whenever an air district
proposes the adoption, amendment, or repeal of a rule or regulation that will significantly
affect air quality or emissions limitations. The proposed fee amendments will not
significantly affect air quality or emissions limitations, and so a socioeconomic impact
analysis is not required.

Section 40920.6 of the H&S Code specifies that an air district is required to perform an
incremental cost analysis for a proposed rule, if the purpose of the rule is to meet the
requirement for best available retrofit control technology or for a feasible measure. The
proposed fee amendments are not best available retrofit control technology requirements,
nor are they a feasible measure required under the California Clean Air Act; therefore, an
incremental cost analysis is not required.

The financial impact of the proposed fee amendments on small businesses is expected
to be minor. Many small businesses operate only one or two permitted sources, and
generally pay only the minimum permit renewal fees. For the facilities shown in Table 4,
increases in annual permit and registration renewal fees would be under $100, except for
a typical gasoline service station.
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Table 4. Changes in Annual Permit/Registration Renewal Fees for Typical Small

Businesses

Gas Station $2,820 $169 $2,989
Dry Cleaner $518 $0 $518
(permitted)

Dry Cleaner $259 $0 $259
(registered)

Auto Body Shop $532 $0 $532
Back-up Generator $274 $11 $285

For larger facilities, such as refineries and power plants, increases in annual permit
renewal fees would cover a considerable range due to differences in the facility’s size,
mix of emission sources, pollutant emission rates and applicable fee schedules. As
shown in Table 5, the FYE 2019 annual permit fee increase for the five Bay Area refineries
would range from approximately 1.9 to 13.3 percent. The annual permit fee increase for
power generating facilities shown in Table 6 would range from approximately 5.8 to 6.9
percent. Projected FYE 2020 fee increases are based on FYE 2019 material throughput
data. Table 5 and 6 also include current Permit to Operate fees paid and historical annual
fee increases.
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Table 5. Refinery Permit to Operate Fee Comparison

Annual % Permit Fee

Increase/Decrease 2019 Permit Fee
(Fiscal Year Ending) for 16 months*

Chevron 93 14.7 1.2 -0.5 12.0 $4.9M
Shell 5.8 15.0 4.0 5.6 11.7 $4.6 M
Phillips 66 34 14.6 2.3 4.2 8.5 $2.3 M
Valero 11.9 15.0 24 -0.2 13.3 $2.5M
Tesoro 15.0 2.2 -8.5 15 1.9 $3.1 M

Table 6. Power Plant Permit to Operate Fee Comparison

12.6

o .
Annual % Permit Fee 2019 Permit

Increase/Decrease Fee
(Fiscal Year Ending)

0.8 7.0

Delta ] 7. 135 5.8 $369.630
Energy

Los 150  -6.0 73 15.0 6.9 $ 407,474
Medanos

Gateway 15.0 85 7.6 12.0 6.0 $331,320
Crockett 13.2 0.8 25 0 5.8 $230,111
Cogen
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6.3 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code section 21000
et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, 14 CCR 15000 et seq., require a government agency
that undertakes or approves a discretionary project to prepare documentation addressing
the potential impacts of that project on all environmental media. Certain types of agency
actions are, however, exempt from CEQA requirements. The proposed fee amendments
are exempt from the requirements of the CEQA under Section 15273 of the CEQA
Guidelines, which state: "CEQA does not apply to the establishment, modification,
structuring, restructuring, or approval of rates, tolls, fares, and other charges by public
agencies...." (See also Public Resources Code Section 21080(b) (8)).

Section 40727.2 of the H&S Code imposes requirements on the adoption, amendment,
or repeal of air district regulations. It requires an airdistrict to identify existing federal and
air district air pollution control requirements for the equipment or source type affected by
the proposed change in air district rules. The air district must then note any differences
between these existing requirements and the requirements imposed by the proposed
change. This fee proposal does not impose a new standard, make an existing standard
more stringent, or impose new or more stringent administrative requirements. Therefore,
section 40727.2 of the H&S Code does not apply.

6.4 STATUTORY FINDINGS

Pursuant to H&S Code _section 40727, regulatory amendments must meet findings of
necessity, authority, clarity, consistency, non-duplication, and reference. The proposed
amendments to Regulation 3:

e Are necessary to fund the Air District's efforts to attain and maintain federal and state
air quality standards, andto reduce public exposure to toxic air contaminants;

e Are authorized by H&S Code sections 42311, 42311.2, 41512.7, 42364, 44380 and
40 CFR Part 70.9;

e Are clear, in that the amendments are written so that the meaning can be understood
by the affected parties;

e Are consistent with other Air District rules, and not in conflict with any state or federal
law;

e Are not duplicative of other statutes, rules or regulations; and

e Reference H&S Code sections 42311, 42311.2, 41512.7, 42364, 44380 and 40 CFR
Part 70.9.

7. RULE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

On February 1, 2019, the Air District issued a notice for a public workshop to discuss with
interested parties an initial proposal to amend Regulation 3, Fees. Distribution of this
notice included all Air District-permitted and registered facilities, asbestos contractors,
and a number of other potentially interested stakeholders. The notice was also posted
on the Air District website. A public workshop and simultaneous webcast were held on
February 19, 2019 to discuss the initial Regulation 3 fee proposal.
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On March 27, 2019 Air District staff provided a briefing on the proposed fee amendments
to the Air District Board of Directors’ Budget and Finance Committee.

Under H&S Code section 41512.5, the adoption or revision of fees for non-permitted
sources requires two public hearings that are held at least 30 days apart from one
another. This provision applies to Schedule L: Asbestos Operations, Schedule Q:
Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tanks, Schedule
R: Equipment Registration Fees, Schedule S: Naturally Occurring Asbestos Operations,
Schedule U: Indirect Source Fees, and Schedule V: Open Burning. A Public Hearing
Notice for the proposed Regulation 3 was published on March 16, 2018. An initial public
hearing to consider testimony on the proposed amendments was held on May 1, 2019.
A second public hearing, to consider adoption of the proposed fee amendments, has been
scheduled for June 5, 2019, or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard. If adopted,
the amendments would be made effective on July 1, 2019.

8. PUBLIC COMMENTS

8.1 Public Workshop Comments — Regulation 3, Fees

The District held a public workshop on February 19, 2019 to discuss draft amendments
to Regulation 3: Fees. There were four attendees plus the webcast audience. Written
comments were received on the Regulation 3, Fees proposal as follows: (1) the Western
States Petroleum Association (WSPA) and (2) the California Council for Environmental
and Economic Balance (CCEEB).

WSPA Comments dated March 21, 2019

Comment 1: WSPA commentsthat they were unable to reconcile that the Air District is not
recovering.85% of.costs for managing the regulatory activities for the five Bay Area refineries
that lastyear paid approximately $12 million total in fees (estimated) according to WSPA’s
blindsSurvey of its members.

Air District Response to Comment 1 The 85% minimum cost recovery target set by the Board
in 2013 is based on overall cost recovery, which considers all the fee schedules for all facilities
and source categories. The overall cost recovery is the appropriate basis to use for the target,
since the Air District regulates over 10,000 facilities with over 24,000 sources and each is
impacted by the fees charged. The Air District does not calculate cost recovery on a facility
basis. It does so on a fee schedule and overall basis.

Currently, the Air District has a significant number of staff assigned to refinery regulatory
enforcement, permitting, monitoring and rule development. The Air District is also working on
many projects associated with the petroleum refineries, including developing improved emission
factors for fugitive emission leaks from heavy liquid service components, reviewing FCCU
optimization studies and implementing Regulation 12, Rule 15 Refinery Emission Tracking rule
including development of emission inventory guidelines; reviewing inventories and crude slates;
and reviewing and approving air monitoring plans.
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Comment 2: WSPA asserts that the Air District’s fee increases since 2000 have outpaced the
other major air districts in California.

Air District Response to Comment 2: In light of the Air District’s previous discussions with
WSPA regarding cost recovery and the fee regulation, the Air District would like to remind
WSPA that the fee increases have been part of the Air District’s effort to address a very large
deficit between fee revenue and program costs. The goal has been to decrease the cost recovery
gap in existing fees and programs and to adequately fund new programs as the Air District
undertakes them. The Air District has worked since 2000 to close pre-existing large cost
recovery gaps in many of the fee schedules. The Board of Directors adopted a policy with a goal
to attain 85% cost recovery. This necessitated fee increases‘greater than the rate of inflation. All
of this underscores the fact that comparison with other air districts is not‘ meaningful without a
thorough understanding of each district’s fee schedule'structure, basis for increases, costs and
expenditures.

Comment 3: WSPA claims that its member refineries routinely experience permit processing
times of 5 months or more.

Air District Response to Comment 3: The Air District gives high priority to the timely review
of permit applications and renewals. Permit processing times canvary depending on how long it
takes for the applicant to complete the application submission, how long it takes for the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review process to be completed, and how long it
takes the Air District t0 evaluate the application. Refinery permit applications can be some of
the more complex and controversial to evaluate due to the inter-connectedness of many of the
process units and equipment at the facilities and due to the controversial nature of the projects.
To help reduce permit pracessing times, the AirDistrict has reorganized the Engineering
Division and has assigned backup or secondary engineers for each refinery. The Engineering
Division is focusing on reducing oeverdue permit applications by updating its procedures for
handling incomplete permit applications and prioritizing the work assigned to the evaluating
engineers. To maintain consistency and efficiency, the Division continuously reviews its formal
training program and is currently working on updating policies, procedures, permit manuals and
permit templates.

Comment 4: WSPA states that their members have experienced very high fees relative to the
complexity of the application and the processing time for authority to construct renewal
applications and emission reduction credit applications.

Air District Response to Comment 4: Fees for both types of applications are charged
according to the source specific fee schedule. These applications may seem straightforward, but
both require careful review and evaluation.

Although it may appear to the applicant that it is simple and routine to review authority to
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construct renewal applications and banking applications, they can be complex and time-
consuming for the Air District to review and process. Authority to construct renewal
applications can require either a “substantial use” determination or a determination that the
project meets current Best Available Control Technology (BACT) and offsets requirements.
Substantial use determinations can require requesting and evaluating equipment purchase and
installation records and documentation as well as site visits. Compliance with BACT can require
clearinghouse searches as well as researching equipment and installation costs. In addition, as
with all Air District permitting actions, renewals of authorities to construct must be analyzed for
compliance with CEQA.

To be able to issue emission reduction credits (ERCs), the evaluation must demonstrate that
emissions reductions are in excess of reductions required by applicable regulatory requirements,
and that they are real, permanent, quantifiable, and enforceable and not subject to limitations in
Regulation 2-4-303. This is an extremely complicated proeess where staff must determine
whether emissions require adjustment due to RACT, BARCT, District rulesand regulations in
effect or contained in the most recently adopted Clean Air Plan (2017) and permit.conditions. A
demonstration must then be made that emissions are not simply being shifted elsewhere in the air
basin. RACT and BARCT searches are done nationwide. BAAQMD regulations reflect the
scrutiny required by providing 30 calendar days for a banking application completeness
determination as opposed to a 15-working.day (22 calendar day) completeness determination
period for a standard application. Depending upon the credits received, the value of the offsets
eclipse the banking application fees (BAAQMD POC ERCs $5000-$7000 per ton and NOx
ERCs $9000-$18000 per ton in 2017, ARB Emission Reduction Offset Transaction Costs,
Summary Report for 2017, -https://www.arb.ca.qgov/nsr/ercolercl7.pdf).

Comment 5: WSPA comments that the Air District staff should improve staff coding of time,
so that level of effort by staff or costs-to.administer regulatory programs are more transparent
to the public.

Air District Response to Comment 5: The annual Air District Cost Recovery Report that is
published along with the proposed fee regulation and staff report contains a line item for ‘Direct
Labor Costs’ by fee schedule.in the figure that shows “Fee Revenue and Program Costs by Fee
Schedule”. However, in an effort to ensure the accuracy and transparency of staff time coding,
the Air District staff has taken several recent actions:

e Creating an employee timecoding handbook with complete descriptions of permit related
activities

Issuing a formal employee timecoding handbook

Creating a Cost Recovery Timekeeping Video

Expanding District-Wide Timekeeping Training

Holding quarterly oversight meetings on employee labor coding

Scheduling a meeting with WSPA and CCEEB to explain and demonstrate coding of
staff time
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Comment 6: WSPA requests that the Board provide details of how staff time and other
expenditures are funded by each Fee Schedule.

Air District Response to Comment 6: Staff coding of time is the basis for allocation of all
expenditures in the Air District and has been shown in all cost recovery presentations since 1999.
Permit Fee revenue information is available by fee schedule as well as by individual source. As
part of the Air District Cost Recovery Policy, periodic cost recovery review is performed by an
outside consultant. The latest review was performed in 2018 by the Matrix Consulting Group.
WSPA was invited to comment and ask questions on the Matrix Cost Recovery and Containment
Report.

Comment 7: WSPA asserts that several Fee Schedules (Schedule M, P, T, and X) and
regulation sections use emissions to set fee amounts for what seem to be similar services,
which results in a lack of transparency for the public to understand what services are covered.

Permit to Operate fees within Schedules B (Combustion of Fuel), C (Storage Tanks), and F
(Misc. Sources) assign an amount for refinery emission units. The fee has no explanation of
what is being collected. The fixed amounts do not seem-to reflect recovery of costs for staff
work efforts.

Air District Response to Comment 7: ‘Schedule M.(Major Stationary Source Fees) is a fee that
was adopted in 1990 to help recover the casts associated with all activities associated with
regulating the Air District’sdargest emitting complex facilities..Normally, the greater the
emissions from a facility; the more complex andresource-intensive the work to regulate the
facility. This is the general premise for the emissions-based Fee Schedules. However, as
emissions are reduced, these facilities realize a decrease in fees, which is further incentive for
these facilities to reduce emissions. Schedule P (Major Facility Review), Schedule T
(Greenhouse Gases), and Schedule X (Community Air Monitoring) are associated with specific
programs and staff timecoding is based on time spent on these programs. Fees are based on an
initial assessment of costs for service and are updated annually based on cost recovery
calculations on a fee schedule basis. Schedule X fees were based on the capital costs to set up
community monitoring stations amortized over 10 years.

Source or equipment-based fee schedules (such as Schedules B, C and F) are based on initial
level of service required to regulate the specified sources and annual cost recovery for each
schedule is used to determine fee amendments.

Comment 8: WSPA requests that Simpson & Simpson CPAs (S&S) be hired to conduct an
analysis of how staff code their time to the fee Schedules for each permitted entity and issue a
report to the public. WSPA also requests that adoption of the fee increases be suspended until
the S&S analysis is completed.

Air District Response to Comment 8: The Matrix Consulting Group’s Cost Recovery Study
has recently completed the requested analysis for all permitted entities. As stated in the response
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to Comment #1, the Air District does not calculate cost recovery on a facility basis. It does so on
a fee schedule and overall basis. Moreover, in 2005 and thereafter in each year from 2007 on,
the Air District has conducted an annual Cost Recovery and Containment Study that made
available along with the proposed fee regulation and staff report. As with past studies, the 2018
Cost Recovery and Containment Study also contains the requested information in detail in the
figures that show “Fee Revenue and Program Costs by Fee Schedule”. Accordingly, we see no
reason either to hire S&S to audit Matrix’s analysis or to suspend the adoption of fee increases.
Finally, we note that the Air District invited WSPA to comment and ask questions on the subject
Cost Recovery and Containment Report when first completed by Matrix Consulting in 2018.

Comment 9: WSPA requests that the Air District establish ajpublic working group between
staff, the regulated community, and stakeholders to review and make recommendations to the
Board to realign fees for the appropriate level of service.

Air District Response to Comment 9: Periodically since 2005, the Air District has hired an
outside firm to conduct a Cost Recovery Study ta thoroughly analyze the District’s fee structure,
revenues and associated costs in order to determine whether or not fee revenue fromthese
regulated sources was sufficient to pay for the costs of these regulatory activities and services. In
each year between the third-party analyses, Air District staff prepared an update of the most
recent study using the same methodology. Each.Cost Recovery.Study has revealed the Air
District’s fee revenue to fall significantly short of its,;program costs. The Air District bases its
fees and proposed increases to them on the Cost Recovery Studies’ assessment of costs to
provide service and cost recovery.calculations on afee schedule basis. To obtain the Board of
Directors’ set goal of 85% cost recovery, fee adjustments are made according to the Matrix
Consulting Group’s recommendations to close the gap between revenue and costs of providing
service. Fees are therefore already ‘aligned’ with the level of service. The costs to service
facilities have changed due to factors beyond our control including, but not limited to more
stringent regulatory requirements; controversial-nature of refinery permits; and compliance with
CEQA.

The Air District staff provides the regulated community, stakeholders and the public many
opportunities to provide comment and discuss the proposed changes to the fee regulation in
meetings-and workshops. WSPA was invited to participate in the 2018 Matrix Consulting
Group’s Cost Recovery Study work group where it was discussed in depth how costs are tracked
and allocated. The District will continue discussions with WSPA, industry, stakeholders and the
public.

CCEEB Comments dated March 21, 2019

Comment 1: CCEEB requests to work with Air District staff to better understand ongoing
funding needs related to AB 617 programs, how they impact fee schedules, and how state
funding has been allocated.

Air District Response to Comment 1: The Air District is happy to work with CCEEB and
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appreciates their support in securing State funding for our implementation of the Assembly Bill
617 (AB 617) program. Per Appendix F of the FYE 2020 Budget, the Air District assumes that
AB 617 funding of $4.8 million from the State continues for the next 5 years. AB 617 is a new
major program being implemented by the Air District, so far nearly all of the activities associated
with the program have been paid from the State grant. Beginning next fiscal year, AB 617
program activities that are recoverable by permit fees will be allocated to the Regulation 3 Fee
Schedules. AB 617 permit fee recoverable work primarily includes the following activities: (1)
Expedited BARCT rule development, (2) AB 617 CTR Emissions Inventory work, and (3)
Engineering/Enforcement division staff support in the community progess. Currently, funds not
recoverable by grants are paid for from the Air District’s General Fund. For more information
on the Air District’s funding needs related to the AB 617 program, please contact Greg Nudd,
Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer, at gnudd@baagmd.gov:

Comment 2: CCEEB requests to work with Air District staff to better understand the mix of
revenue sources (including Schedule T) used to fund the Air District’s climate protection
programs and how GHG fees are utilized.

Air District Response to Comment 2: The revenue from<Schedule T helps recover the costs of
the Air District’s climate protection pregram activities related to stationary sources of air
pollution. The only revenue sources used to fund the climate protection programs are Schedule
T, property taxes, and administrative costs covered by grants. The amount of revenue collected
from Schedule T is dependent upon the actual greenhouse.gas emissions emitted from regulated
facilities and this is dependent'upon activity at.the facility.  In addition to fee increases for cost
recovery, the Global Warming Potentials were updated in FYE 2017 and additional greenhouse
gas pollutants were added. These changes also contributed to a small increase in fees since 2010.

Greenhouse gas activities.involve/many.different programs and projects such as the development
of the Methane Strategies and Organics Recovery.Projects. In addition to the Climate Protection
group, thiswork invelves staff from Rule Development, Source Test, Compliance and
Enforcement, Engineering, and Assessment, Inventory, & Modeling.

Increasesiat the schedule level are based on the average cost recovery for the past three years.
When including climate protection activities from all Divisions, cost recovery for Schedule T is
between 75and.84% of expenditures. With Diesel Free by 33 and continued work on the
Methane Strategies and Organics Recovery, the Air District will continue to be very active in
climate protection and looks forward to working with CCEEB on these important initiatives.

Comment 3: CCEEB requests information on what services are being provided by outside
contractors, since reliance on outside contractors is increasing. Outside contract costs have
grown while during the same period, the District has increased personnel.

Air District Response to Comment 3:

The Air District is committed to focus on core programs while working on newly mandated
initiatives from our Board of Directors and the California Air Resources Board (CARB).
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Current Air District initiatives include Climate Protection, Climate Tech Finance, Wildfire
Response Programs, and Diesel Free by ’33. Implementation of CARB’s AB 617 requires new
work by many different divisions including community risk reduction plans, accelerated Best
Available Retrofit Control Technology implementation, criteria and toxics reporting, and
monitoring. Professional services are used to help the Air District fulfil either mundane tasks,
such as mass mail-outs which allow staff to work on more strategic and technical projects, or for
more specialty functions, such as facilitators for community meetings.

The FYE 2020 budget shows a decrease of $1.9 million budgeted for professional services and
contracts from the approved FYE 2019 budget. A large majority ofqrofessional services and
contracts are for grants and incentives are not supported by fees.<Services that are supported by
fees center around the issuance of permits and enforcement ofdAir District regulation, and are for
modeling, emissions modeling, health risk assessments, mail-outs, and training for regulatory
programs.

Comment 4: CCEEB comments that permit program fee increases should be in line with
commensurate improvements in level of service. CCEEB members suggests that the time
taken to process permits is slowing and despite staffing increases across many divisions, the
Engineering Division has had only a modest increase since 2018 and is proposed to lose 2.5
FTEs in the FYE 2020 budget.

Air District Response to Comment 4: The approved number of FTE’s in the Engineering
Division has not changed. €CEEB is referring to the budgeted-FTE allocation of work in the
engineering division programs. These engineering FTE allocations do not account for staff work
outside of the Engineering Division. In addition to permits, the engineering staff work on other
initiatives such as rule development, inventory and AB 617 implementation. The Air District
balances its resources across its various-programs and activities.

Permits are'a core program of the Air District and the Engineering Division is budgeted to
provide @ high level'of service to facilities. The Air District gives high priority to the timely
review of permit applications and renewals. Due to the complexity, high visibility and
controversial nature of permit applications today, the Air District is committed to transparency
and public participation. Permit processing times can vary depending on how long it takes for
the applicant to.complete the application submission, how long it takes for the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review process to be completed, and how long it takes the
Air District to evaluate the application and fulfill public participation requirements. To help
reduce permit processing times, the Air District has reorganized the Engineering Division. The
Engineering Division is focusing on reducing overdue permit applications by updating its
procedures for handling incomplete permit applications and prioritizing the work assigned to the
evaluating engineers. To maintain consistency and efficiency, the Division continuously reviews
its formal training program and is currently working on updating policies, procedures, permit
manuals and permit templates.

Comment 5: CCEEB requests an accounting of Schedule W and Schedule X to better
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understand how these fees are being allocated. CCEEB also notes that Schedule X fees have
been collected for the last three years even though the community monitoring portion of Rule
12-15 has not yet been deployed. They also ask for an estimate of how Schedules W and X
fees may change in future years as these monitoring systems come online.

Air District Response to Comment 5: Schedule W and X fees were based initially on the best
available cost estimates for Air District staff workload at the time. For example, Schedule W
was based on estimated staff costs to review and approve the refinery emission inventories and
crude slate information. However, the first sets of inventories received:were significantly more
complex than anticipated and the District spent additional time and effort verifying emissions
from the sources with the largest emissions. With each successive set of inventories, staff has
continued concentration and verification of additional source categories. When all categories
and methods have been thoroughly reviewed and as experience is gained; we expect the effort to
review and verify inventories to be streamlined. In addition, engineering staff have been
updating and revising the Refinery Emissions Inventory Guidelines and working on the heavy
liquid fugitives study. These efforts were not envisioned at the time of the fee’s introduction.

Schedule X was based on projected capital costs to'set.up a community monitoring station
amortized over 10 years. Schedule X costs are associated.with the evaluation of existing
monitors and planning, siting, and designing new monitors. Air District staff held public
workshops (Richmond, Martinez Rodeo and Benicia) to work with communities near the
refineries to implement the Regulation 12-15 monitoring. Monitoring plan approval is ongoing.
Specific bill codes were created for these two fee schedules, so that employee timekeeping can
be used to track costs. Eachwyear, these fee schedule estimates.are re-analyzed versus the Air
District’s cost recovery policy.

Comment 6: CCEEB requests more information on the interplay between Schedule N and
implementation of Rule 11-18: Specifically, what portion of costs is attributed to AB 2588
inventories compared to Rule 11-18 implementation.

Air District Response to Comment.6: Schedule N is to pay for CARB’s AB 2588 program
fees as well as the Engineering Division,staff required to work on the AB 2588 toxics emissions
inventories, Rule 11-18 implementation costs for facility emissions review, and health risk
assessments (HRAs) for facilities that are exempt from Rule 11-18. The Air District’s costs for
conducting New Source Review HRAs for permit applications are not fully covered by the HRA
fees in the individualschedules. Schedule N covers this deficit between fee schedule HRA fees
and actual costs. The costs for AB 2588 and Rule 11-18 are tracked based using bill codes.
Since Rule 11-18 implementation has just started a few months ago, the costs attributed to AB
2588 inventories is a much larger portion of the costs versus Rule 11-18 implementation at this
time. We would expect the Rule 11-18 portion to increase as more facilities are phased into Rule
11-18 HRAs.

Comment 7: CCEEB requests that the Air District include in its staff report a discussion of
what activities within each Division the different fee schedules are meant to support.
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Air District Response to Comment 7: The proposed 2020 Budget contains program
descriptions and division narratives that describe the activities supported under each program.
The Employee Handbook for Cost Recovery Timekeeping, which was distributed at the Budget
and Finance Committee Meeting on March 22' 2019 and at the first public hearing for the
proposed Regulation 3 amendments at the Board of Director’s meeting on May 1, 2019, also
contains descriptions of the activities for each billing code and fee schedule.

Comment 8: CCEEB requests staff to provide greater detail on each fee schedule as part of
the staff report including revenue collected by fee schedule, total number of permittees paying
into these fee schedules, as well as the trend over the last three years.

Air District Response to Comment 8: The 2019 Cost.Recovery Report, that will be published
along with the proposed fee regulation and staff report, will contain figures for.both the “Fee
Revenue and Program Costs by Fee Schedule for FYE 2018” and the “Fee Revenue and
Program Costs by Fee Schedule, FYE 2016-2018, 3-Year Average”. The Air District publishes
this data annually. There are 10,856 facilities that pay.fees. The number of facilities remains
consistent between 10,000 and 11,000. In order to determine cost recovery, total revenues
collected for each fee schedule are required rather than the number of facilities. Each facility
may pay fees for any number of different fee sehedules depending upon the sources at the
facility. The Air District will consider the request to.determine the number of facilities that pay
into each fee schedule prior to next year’s'Regulation 3 rule development.

Comment 9: CCEEB‘would like to work with staff to better align the 24 fee schedules with the
six Permit/Fees revenue categories in the Budget.

Air District Response to Comment 9: Below is,a chart that shows how each fee schedule
category is‘aligned with the revenue categories inthe Budget Book.

Chart
Fee Schedule Budget Rollup
A Hearing Board Hearing Board Fees (Variances)
Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
B Combustion of Fuel Fees
Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
C Storage Organic Liquid Fees
Gasoline Dispensing / Bulk Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
D Terminals Fees
Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
E Solvent Evaporation Fees
Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
F Miscellaneous Fees
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G1 Miscellaneous
G2 Miscellaneous
G3 Miscellaneous
G4 Miscellaneous
G5 Miscellaneous
H Semiconductor
I Drycleaners

Waste Disposal

Asbestos

Toxic Inventory (AB2588)
Major Facility Review (Title V)
Registration

U0z XN

Naturally Occurring Asbestos
Greenhouse Gas

W0

Open Burning

Refinery Emissions Tracking

x s <

Community Air Monitoring

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Asbestos Fees

Toxic Inventory Fees (AB2588)

Title V' Permit (and Application) Fees
Registration Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Greenhouse Gas Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

Annual Plant Renewal (and Application)
Fees

8.2  Public Hearing Comments — Regulation 3, Fees

WSPA Comments at the/May 1, 2019 Board Hearing

Comment 1: WSPA appreciates the work of the Air District staff and for the Air District’s
offer to meet with them to help provide further clarity and transparency.

Air District Response to Comment 1: The Air District will continue to work with stakeholders

to provide clarity and transparency on its permit fees and program expenditures during the

annual budget and fee amendment process.
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9. CONCLUSIONS

Air District staff finds that the proposed fee amendments meet the findings of necessity,
authority, clarity, consistency, non-duplication and reference specified in H&S Code
section 40727. The proposed amendments:

e Are necessary to fund the Air District's efforts to attain and maintain federal and
state air quality standards, and to reduce public exposure to toxic air contaminants;

e Are authorized by H&S Code sections 42311, 42311.2, 41512.7, 42364, 44380
and 40 CFR Part 70.9;

e Are clear, in that the amendments are written so that the meaning can be
understood by the affected parties;

e Are consistent with other Air District rules, and not in conflict with any state or
federal law;

e Are not duplicative of other statutes, rules.or regulations; and

e Reference H&S Code sections 42311,42311.2, 41512.7, 42364, 44380 and 40
CFR Part 70.9.

The proposed fee amendments will be used by the Air District to recover the costs of
issuing permits, performing inspections, and other associated regulatory activities. The
Air District fees subject to this rulemaking are in amounts no more than necessary to
cover the reasonable costs of the Air District's regulatory activities, and the manner in
which the Air District fees allocate those costs to a payer bear a fair and reasonable
relationship to the payer’'s-burdens on the Air District regulatory activities and benefits
received from those activities. After adoption of the proposed amendments, permit fee
revenue would still be below the Air District’s regulatory program activity costs associated
with permitted sources. Similarly, fee revenue for non-permitted sources would be below
the Air District’s costs of regulatory programs related to these sources. Fee increases for
authorities to construct and permits to operate would not exceed 15 percent per year as
required under H&S Code section 41512.7. The proposed amendments to Regulation 3
are exempt from the requirements of the CEQA under Section 15273 of the CEQA
Guidelines.

30



BAY AREA
AIR QUALITY

~ MANAGEMENT
~ DISTRICT

STAFF REPORT

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
BAAQMD REGULATION 3: FEES

APPENDIX A
COST RECOVERY POLICY
(Adopted March 7, 2012)

A-1




COST RECOVERY POLICY FOR BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT REGULATORY PROGRAMS

PURPOSE

WHEREAS, the District has the primary authority for the control of air pollution from all
sources of air emissions located in the San Francisco Bay Area, other than emissions
from motor vehicles, in accordance with the provisions of Health'& Safety Code sections
39002 and 40000.

WHEREAS, the District is responsible for implementing and enforcing various District,
State, and federal air quality regulatory requirements that apply to non-vehicular sources.

WHEREAS, the District's regulatory programs involve issuing permits, performing
inspections, and other associated activities.

WHEREAS, the District is authorized to assess fees to regulated entities for the purpose
of recovering the reasonable costs of regulatory program activities, and these authorities
include those provided for in California Health and Safety Code sections 42311, 42364,
and 44380.

WHEREAS, the District’s fees fall within the categories provided in Section 1(e) of Article
XIIl C of the California Constitution, which indicates that charges assessed to regulated
entities to recover regulatory program activity costs, and charges assessed to cover the
cost of conferring a privilege or providing a service, are not taxes.

WHEREAS, the District has adopted, and periodically amends, a fee regulation for the
purpose of recovering regulatory program-activity costs, and this regulation with its
various fee schedules, is used to allocate costs to fee payers in a manner which bears a
fair or-reasonable relationship to the payer’'s burden on, or benefits received from,
regulatory activities.

WHEREAS, the District analyzes whether assessed fees result in the collection of
sufficient revenue to recover the costs of related program activities; these analyses have
included contractor-conducted fee studies completed in 1999, 2005, and 2011, and
annual District staff-conducted cost recovery updates completed in 2006 through 2010.
Each fee study and cost recovery update completed revealed that District fee revenue
falls significantly short of recovering the costs of related program activities.

WHEREAS, the District's most recently completed fee study (Cost Recovery and
Containment Study, Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Final Report, Matrix
Consulting Group, March 9, 2011) concluded that in Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2010, the
District recovered approximately 62 percent of its fee-related activity costs, resulting in an
under-recovery of costs (i.e., a cost recovery gap), and a subsidy to fee payers, of
approximately $16.8 million, and that this cost recovery gap resulted despite the



implementation of a number of strategies to contain costs.

WHEREAS, cost recovery analyses have indicated that the District’'s Fee Schedule P:
Major Facility Review Fees, which establishes fees for program activities associated with
the Title V permit program, has under-recovered costs by an average of $3.4 million per
year over the period FYE 2004 through FYE 2010.

WHEREAS, the District’s Board of Directors has recognized since 1999 that the District’s
cost recovery gap has been an issue that needs to be addressed, and since that time has
adopted annual fee amendments in order to increase fee revenue.

WHEREAS, in addition to fee revenue, the District receives revenue from Bay Area
counties that is derived from property taxes, and a large portion of this tax revenue has
historically been used on an annual basis to fill the cost recovery gap.

WHEREAS, the tax revenue that the District receives varies on a year-to-year basis, and
cannot necessarily be relied on to fill the cost recovery gap and also cover other District
expenses necessitating, in certain years, the use of reserve funds.

WHEREAS, tax revenue that the District receives, to the extent that it is not needed to fill
the cost recovery gap, can be used to fund initiatives or programs that may further the
District’s mission but that lack a dedicated funding source.

WHEREAS, it may be appropriate as a matter.of policy to establish specific fee discounts
for small businesses, green businesses, or other regulated entities or members of the
public, where tax revenue is used to cover a portion of regulatory program activity costs,
and the District’s existing fee regulation contains several fee discounts of this type.

POLICY

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District that:

(1) Cost Containment —In order to ensure that the costs of its regulatory programs
remain reasonable, the District should continue to implement feasible cost containment
measures, including the use of appropriate best management practices, without
compromising the District’s effective implementation and enforcement of applicable
regulatory requirements. The District's annual budget documents should include a
summary of cost containment measures that are being implemented.

(2) Analysis of Cost Recovery — The District should continue to analyze the extent to
which fees recover regulatory program activity costs, both on an overall basis, and at the
level of individual fee schedules. These cost recovery analyses should be periodically
completed by a qualified District contactor, and should be updated on an annual basis by
District staff using a consistent methodology.



(3) Cost Recovery Goals — It is the general policy of the District, except as otherwise
noted below, that the costs of regulatory program activities be fully recovered by
assessing fees to regulated entities. In order to move towards this goal, the District should
amend its fee regulation over the next four years, in conjunction with the adoption of
budgets for Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2013 through FYE 2016, in a manner sufficient to
increase overall recovery of regulatory program activity costs to 85 percent. Amendments
to specific fee schedules should also be made in consideration of cost recovery analyses
conducted at the fee schedule-level, with larger increases being adopted for the
schedules that have the larger cost recovery gaps. This includes Fee Schedule P: Major
Facility Review Fees, which has been determined to under-recover costs by a significant
amount. Newly adopted regulatory measures should include fees that are designed to
recover increased regulatory program activity costs associated with the measure, unless
the Board of Directors determines that a portion of those costs should be covered by tax
revenue. Tax revenue should also continue to be used to subsidize existing fee discounts
that the District provides (e.g., for small businesses, green businesses, and third-party
permit appeals), and to cover the cost of the District's wood smoke enforcement program.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution is non-binding in the case of unforeseen
financial circumstances, and may also be reconsidered or updated by the District’'s Board
of Directors.
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REGULATION 3
FEES

INDEX
GENERAL
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Deleted July 12, 1989

Exemption, Abatement Devices

Deleted August 2, 1995

Exemption, Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tank
Operation Fees

Deleted December 2, 1998

Exemption, Sources Exempt from Permit Requirements
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Gasoline Dispensing Facility
Filing Fee

Initial Fee

Authority to Construct
Modification

Permit to Operate Fee

Deleted June 4, 1986

Small Business

Solvent Evaporating Source
Source

Deleted August 2, 1995

Major Stationary Source
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Deleted effective March1, 2000
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Deleted effective March. 1, 2000
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Deleted effective March 1, 2000
Start-up Date

Permit to Operate

Deleted June 3, 2015

Air Toxics "Hot Spots” Information and Assessment Act of 1987
Toxic Air Contaminant, or TAC
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
PM1o

Risk Assessment Fee
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3-239 Toxic Surcharge

3-240 Biogenic Carbon Dioxide

3-241 Green Business

3-242 Incident

3-243 Incident Response

3-244 Permit to Operate Renewal Date
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3-302 Fees for New and Modified Sources
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3-307 Transfers
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3-309 Deleted June 21, 2017
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3-312 Emission Caps and Alternative Compliance Plans
3-313 Deleted May 19, 1999

3-314 Deleted August 2, 1995
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3-316 Deleted June 6, 1990
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3-321 Deleted December 2, 1998
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3-324 Deleted June 7, 2000
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3-326 Deleted December 2, 1998

3-327 Permit to Operate, Renewal Fees

3-328 Fee for OEHHA Risk Assessment Reviews

3-329 Fees for New Source Review Health Risk Assessment
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SCHEDULE K
SCHEDULE L
SCHEDULE M
SCHEDULE N
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SCHEDULE P
SCHEDULE Q

SCHEDULE R
SCHEDULE S
SCHEDULE T
SCHEDULE U
SCHEDULE V
SCHEDULE W
SCHEDULE X

Permits

Single Anniversary Date

Change in Operating Parameters

Deleted June 7, 2000

Fees Not Paid

Deleted June 4, 1986

Deleted August 2, 1995

Permit to Operate Valid for 12 Months

Deleted June 7, 2000

Deleted August 2, 1995

Advance Deposit of Funds

Deleted December 2, 1998

Toxic "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act Revenues
Deleted December 2, 1998

Failure to Pay - Further Actions

Adjustment of Fees

Temporary Amnesty for Unpermitted and Unregistered Sources
Temporary Incentive for Online Production System Transactions

MONITORING AND RECORDS (None Included)

MANUAL OF PROCEDURES (None Included)

HEARING BOARD FEES

COMBUSTION OF FUEL

STATIONARY CONTAINERS FOR THE STORAGE OF ORGANIC LIQUIDS
GASOLINE TRANSFER AT GASOLINE DISPENSING FACILITIES, BULK PLANTS
AND TERMINALS

SOLVENT EVAPORATING SOURCES

MISCELLANEOUS SOURCES

SEMICONDUCTOR AND RELATED OPERATIONS

DRY CLEANERS

DELETED February 19, 1992

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITES

ASBESTOS OPERATIONS

MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE FEES

TOXIC INVENTORY FEES

DELETED May 19, 1999

MAJOR FACILITY REVIEW FEES

EXCAVATION OF CONTAMINATED SOIL AND REMOVAL OF UNDERGROUND
STORAGE TANKS

EQUIPMENT REGISTRATION FEES

NATURALLY OCCURRING ASBESTOS OPERATIONS

GREENHOUSE GAS FEES

INDIRECT SOURCE REVIEW FEES

OPEN BURNING

PETROLEUM REFINING EMISSIONS TRACKING FEES

MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE COMMUNITY AIR MONITORING FEES
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3-100

3-101

3-102
3-103

3-104
3-105

3-106
3-107

3-200

3-201

3-202

3-203
3-204

REGULATION 3
FEES

(Adopted June 18, 1980)
GENERAL

Description: This regulation establishes the regulatory fees charged by the District.
(Amended 7/6/83; 11/2/83; 2/21/90; 12/16/92; 8/2/95; 12/2/98; 5/21/03; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/19/13)

Deleted July 12, 1989

Exemption, Abatement Devices: Installation, modification, or replacement of abatement

devices on existing sources are subject to fees pursuant to Section 3-302.3. All abatement

devices are exempt from annual permit renewal fees. However, emissions from abatement
devices, including any secondary emissions, shall be .included in facility-wide emissions

calculations when determining the applicability of and the fees associated with Schedules M,

N, P,and T.

(Amended 6/4/86; 7/1/98; 6/7/00; 5/21/08)

Deleted August 2, 1995

Exemption, Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage

Tank Operation Fees: Fees shall not be required, pursuant to Section 3-322, for operations

associated with the excavation of contaminated soil and the removal of underground storage

tanks if one of the following is met:

105.1 The tank removal operation is being conducted within a jurisdiction where the APCO
has determined that a public authority has a‘program equivalent to the District program
and persons conducting the operations have met all the requirements of the public
authority.

105.2 Persons submitting a written notification for a given site have obtained an Authority to
Construct or Permit to Operate in accordance with Regulation 2, Rule 1, Section 301
or 302. Evidence of the Authority to Construct or the Permit to Operate must be
provided with any notification required by Regulation 8, Rule 40.

(Adopted 1/5/94; Amended 5/21/03)

Deleted December 2, 1998

Exemption, Sources Exempt from Permit Requirements: Any source that is exempt from

permit requirements pursuant to Regulation 2, Rule 1, Sections 103 through 128 is exempt

from permit fees. However, emissions from exempt sources shall be included in facility-wide
emissions calculations when determining. the applicability of and the fees associated with

Schedules M, N, and P.
(Adopted June 7, 2000)

DEFINITIONS

Cancelled Application: Any application which has been withdrawn by the applicant or
cancelled by the APCO for failure to pay fees or to provide the information requested to make

an application complete.
(Amended 6/4/86; 4/6/88)

Gasoline Dispensing Facility: Any stationary facility which dispenses gasoline directly into
the fuel tanks of vehicles, such as motor vehicles, aircraft or boats. The facility shall be treated
as a single source which includes all necessary equipment for the exclusive use of the facility,

such as nozzles, dispensers, pumps, vapor return lines, plumbing and storage tanks.
(Amended February 20, 1985)

Filing Fee: A fixed fee for each source in an authority to construct.
(Amended June 4, 1986)

Initial Fee: The fee required for each new or modified source based on the type and size of
the source. The fee is applicable to new and modified sources seeking to obtain an authority
to construct. Operation of a new or modified source is not allowed until the permit to operate
fee is paid.

(Amended June 4, 1986)



3-205

3-206
3-207

3-208
3-209

3-210

3-211
3-212
3-213

3-214
3-215
3-216
3-217
3-218
3-219
3-220
3-221
3-222
3-223

3-224

3-225
3-226

3-227

3-228

Authority to Construct: Written authorization from the APCO, pursuant to Section 2-1-301,
for a source to be constructed or modified or for a source whose emissions will be reduced by
the construction or modification of an abatement device.

(Amended June 4, 1986)
Modification: See Section 1-217 of Regulation 1.
Permit to Operate Fee: The fee required for the annual renewal of a permit to operate or for
the first year of operation (or prorated portion thereof) of a new or modified source which

received an authority to construct.
(Amended 6/4/86; 7/15/87; 12/2/98; 6/7/00)

Deleted June 4, 1986
Small Business: A business with no more than 10 employees and gross annual income of no

more than $750,000 that is not an affiliate of a non-small business.
(Amended 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 6/7/00; 6/15/05; 6/16/10)

Solvent Evaporating Source: Any source utilizing organic solvent, as part of a process in
which evaporation of the solvent is a necessary step. .Such processes include, but are not
limited to, solvent cleaning operations, painting and surface coating, rotogravure coating and
printing, flexographic printing, adhesive laminating, etc. Manufacture or mixing of solvents or

surface coatings is not included.
(Amended July 3, 1991)

Source: See Section 1-227 of Regulation 1

Deleted August 2, 1995

Major Stationary Source: For the purpose of Schedule M, a major stationary soeurce shall be
any District permitted plant, building, structure, stationary facility or group of facilities under the
same ownership, leasehold, or operator which, in‘the base calendar year, emitted to the
atmosphere organic compounds, oxides of nitrogen (expressed as nitrogen dioxide), oxides of
sulfur (expressed as sulfur dioxide), or PM1o in an amount calculated by the APCO equal to or

exceeding 50 tons per year.
(Adopted 11/2/83; Amended 2/21/90; 6/6/90; 8/2/95; 6/7/00)

Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
Deleted October 20,1999, effective March 1, 2000
Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
DeletedOctober 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
Deleted October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
Deleted October 20, 1999, effective:March 1, 2000
Deleted. October 20, 1999, effective March 1, 2000
Start-up Date: Date when new or modified equipment under an authority to construct begins
operating. The holder of an authority to construct is required to notify the APCO of this date at
least 3 days in advance. For new sources, or modified sources whose authorities to construct

have expired, operating fees are charged from the startup date.
(Adopted 6/4/86; Amended 6/6/90)

Permit to Operate: Written authorization from the APCO pursuant to Section 2-1-302.
(Adopted 6/4/86; Amended 6/7/00)

Deleted June 3,2015

Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987: The Air Toxics "Hot
Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987 directs the California Air Resources Board and
the Air Quality Management Districts to collect information from industry on emissions of
potentially toxic air contaminants and to inform the public about such emissions and their
impact on public health. It also directs the Air Quality Management District to collect fees

sufficient to cover the necessary state and District costs of implementing the program.
(Adopted 10/21/92; Amended 6/15/05)

Toxic Air Contaminant, or TAC: An air pollutant that may cause or contribute to an increase
in mortality or in serious illness or that may pose a present or potential hazard to human health.
For the purposes of this rule, TACs consist of the substances listed in Table 2-5-1 of Regulation

2, Rule 5.
(Adopted 10/21/92; Amended 6/15/05)

Deleted December 2, 1998



3-229
3-230
3-231
3-232
3-233
3-234
3-235
3-236
3-237

3-238

3-239

3-240

3-241

3-242

3-243

3-244

3-245

3-300

3-301

3-302

Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998
Deleted December 2, 1998

PMio: See Section 2-1-229 of Regulation 2, Rule 1.
(Adopted June 7, 2000)

Risk Assessment Fee: Fee for a new or modified source of toxic air contaminants for which a
health risk assessment (HRA) is required under Regulation 2-5-401, for an HRA required under
Regulation 11, Rule 18, or for an HRA prepared for other purposes (e.g., for determination of
permit exemption in accordance with Regulations 2-1-316, 2-5-301 and 2-5-302; or for
determination of exemption from emission control requirements pursuant to Regulation 8-47-

113 and 8-47-402).
(Adopted June 15, 2005; Amended: June 21, 2017)

Toxic Surcharge: Fee paid in addition to the permit to operate fee for a source that emits one
or more toxic air contaminants at a rate which-exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-
5-1.

(Adopted June 15, 2005)
Biogenic Carbon Dioxide: Carbon dioxide emissions resulting from materials that are derived
from living cells, excluding fossil fuels, limestone -and other materials that have been
transformed by geological processes. Biogeniccarbon dioxide originates from carbon
(released in the form of emissions) that is present in materials that include, but are not limited

to, wood, paper, vegetable oils, animal fat, and food, animal and yard waste.
(Adopted May 21, 2008)

Green Business: A business or government agency that has been certified under the Bay
Area Green Business Program coordinated by the Association of Bay Area Governments and

implemented by participating counties.
(Adopted June 16, 2010)

Incident: A’ non-routine release of an air contaminant that may cause adverse health
consequences to the public or to emergency personnel responding to the release, or that may

cause a public nuisance or off-site environmental damage.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)

Incident Response: _The District's response to an incident. The District’s incident response
may-include the following activities: i) inspection of the incident-emitting equipment and facility
records associated with operation of the equipment; ii) identification and analysis of air quality
impacts, including without limitation, identifying areas impacted by the incident, modeling, air
monitoring, and source sampling; iii) engineering analysis of the specifications or operation of

the equipment; and iv) administrative tasks associated with processing complaints and reports.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)

Permit to Operate Renewal Date: The first day of a Permit to Operate’s Permit Renewal

Period.
(Adopted June 19 ,2013))

Permit Renewal Period: The length of time the source is authorized to operate pursuant to a

Permit to Operate.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)

STANDARDS

Hearing Board Fees: Applicants for variances or appeals or those seeking to revoke or modify
variances or abatement orders or to rehear a Hearing Board decision shall pay the applicable

fees, including excess emission fees, set forth in Schedule A.
(Amended June 7, 2000)

Fees for New and Modified Sources: Applicants for authorities to construct and permits to
operate new sources shall pay for each new source: a filing fee of $ , the initial fee, the
risk assessment fee, the permit to operate fee, and toxic surcharge (given in Schedules B, C,
D, E, F, H, | or K). Applicants for authorities to construct and permits to operate modified
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3-303

3-304

sources shall pay for each modified source, a filing fee of $ , the initial fee, the risk

assessment fee, and any incremental increase in permit to operate and toxic surcharge fees.

Where more than one of the schedules is applicable to a source, the fee paid shall be the

highest of the applicable schedules. If any person requests more than three HRA scenarios

required pursuant to Regulation 2, Rule 5 in any single permit application, they shall pay an
additional risk assessment fee for each of these scenarios. Except for gasoline dispensing

facilities (Schedule D) and semiconductor facilities (Schedule H), the size to be used for a

source when applying the schedules shall be the maximum size the source will have after the

construction or modification. Where applicable, fees for new or modified sources shall be
based on maximum permitted usage levels or maximum potential to emit including any
secondary emissions from abatement equipment. The fee rate applied shall be based on the
fee rate in force on the date the application is declared by the APCO to be complete according
to 2-1-402, excluding 2-1-402.3 fees. The APCO may reduce the fees for new and modified
sources by an amount deemed appropriate if the owner or operator of the source attends an

Industry Compliance School sponsored by the District,

302.1 Small Business Discount: If an applicant qualifies as a small business and the source
falls under schedules B, C, D (excluding gasoline dispensing facilities), E, F, H, | or K,
the filing fee, initial fee, and risk assessment fee shall be reduced by 50%. All other
applicable fees shall be paid in full.

302.2 Deleted July 3, 1991

302.3 Fees for Abatement Devices: Applicants for an authority to construct and permit to
operate abatement devices where there is no other modification to the source shall
pay a $ filing fee and initial and risk assessment fees that are equivalent to 50%
of the initial and risk<assessment fees for the source being abated, not to exceed a
total of $10,588. For abatement devices abating more than one source, the initial fee
shall be 50% of the initial fee for the source having the highest initial fee.

302.4 Fees for Reactivated Sources: Applicants for a Permit to Operate reactivated,
previously permitted equipment shall pay the full filing, initial, risk assessment, permit,
and toxic surcharge fees.

302.5 Deleted June 3, 2015

302.6 Green Business Discount: If an applicant qualifies as a green business, the filing fee,
initial fee, and risk'assessment fee shall be reduced by 10%. All other applicable fees

shall be paid in full.

(Amended 5/19/82; 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 7/15/87; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01;
5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14:

6/3/15; 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )

Back Fees: . An applicant required to obtain a permit to operate existing equipment in
accordance with District regulations shall pay back fees equal to the permit to operate fees and
toxic surcharges given in the appropriate Schedule (B, C, D, E, F, H, | or K) prorated from the
effective date of permit requirements. Where more than one of these schedules is applicable
to a source, the fee paid shall be the highest of the applicable schedules. The applicant shall
also pay back fees equal to toxic inventory fees pursuant to Section 3-320 and Schedule N.
The maximum back fee shall not exceed a total of five years' permit, toxic surcharge, and toxic
inventory fees. An owner/operator required to register existing equipment in accordance with
District regulations shall pay back fees equal to the annual renewal fee given in Schedule R

prorated from the effective date of registration requirements, up to a maximum of five years.
(Amended 5/19/82; 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 7/15/87, 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 10/8/97; 6/15/05; 5/20/09)

Alteration: Except as provided below, an applicant to alter an existing permitted source shall
pay the filing fee and 50% of the initial fee for the source, provided that the alteration does not
result in an increase in emissions of any regulated air pollutant. For gasoline dispensing
facilities subject to Schedule D, an applicant for an alteration shall pay a fee of 1.75 times the
filing fee.
304.1 Schedule D Fees: Applicants for alteration to a gasoline dispensing facility subject to
Schedule D shall pay a fee of 1.75 times the filing fee.
304.2 Schedule G Fees: Applicants for alteration to a permitted source subject to Schedule
G-3, G-4, or G-5 shall pay the filing fee, 100% of the initial fee;; and
the risk assessment fee
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3-305

3-306

3-307

3-308

3-309

3-310

Schedule G-2. The applicant shall pay
the permit renewal and the toxic surcharge fees applicable to the source under
Schedules G-3, G-4, or G-5.

(Amended 6/4/86; 11/15/00; 6/2/04; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/6/18 )
Cancellation or Withdrawal: There will be no refund of the initial fee and filing fee if an
application is cancelled or withdrawn. There will be no refund of the risk assessment fee if the
risk assessment has been conducted prior to the application being cancelled or withdrawn. If
an application for identical equipment is submitted within six months of the date of cancellation
or withdrawal, the initial fee will be credited in full against the fee for the new application.
(Amended 7/6/83; 4/6/88; 10/8/97; 6/15/05, 6/21/17)

Change in Conditions: If an applicant applies to change the conditions on an existing

authority to construct or permit to operate, the applicant will pay the following fees. There will

be no change in anniversary date.

306.1 Administrative Condition Changes: An applicantapplying for an administrative change
in permit conditions shall pay a fee equal to the filing fee for a single source, provided
the following criteria are met:

1.1 The condition change applies to<a single source or a group of sources with
shared permit conditions.

1.2 The condition change does not subject the source(s) to any District Regulations
or requirements that were.not previously applicable.

1.3 The condition change does not result in‘any increase in emissions of POC,
NPOC, NOx, CO, SOz, or PMio at any source or the emission of a toxic air
contaminant above the trigger levels identified in Table 2-5-1

1.4 The condition change does not require a public notice.

306.2 Other Condition Changes: Applicant shall pay the filing, initial, and risk assessment
fees required for new and modified. equipment under Section 3-302. If the condition
change will result in higher. permit to operate fees, the applicant shall also pay any
incremental increases in permit to operate fees and toxic surcharges.

(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 10/8/97; 6/7/00; 6/15/05, 6/21/17)

Transfers: The owner/operator of record is the person to whom a permit is issued or, if ho

permit has yet been issued to a facility, the person who applied for a permit. Permits are valid

only for the owner/operator of record. "Upon submittal of a $102 transfer of ownership fee,
permits are re-issued to the new owner/operator of record with no change in expiration dates.
(Amended 2/20/85; 6/4/86; 11/5/86; 4/6/88; 10/8/97, 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/02/04; 6/19/13; 6/4/14, 6/15/16)

Change of Location: An applicant who.wishes to move an existing source, which has a permit

to operate, shall pay no fee if the move is on the same facility. If the move is not on the same

facility, the source shall be considered a new source and subject to Section 3-302. This section

does not apply to portable permits meeting the requirements of Regulation 2-1-220 and 413.
(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 6/15/05)
Deleted June 21, 2017
(Amended 5/19/99; 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07;
5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17)

Fee for Constructing Without a Permit: An applicant for an authority to construct and a

permit to operate @ source, which has been constructed or modified without an authority to

construct, shall pay the following fees:

310.1 Sources subject to permit requirements on the date of initial operation shall pay fees
for new construction pursuant to Section 3-302, any back fees pursuant to Section 3-
303, and a late fee equal to 100% of the initial fee. A modified gasoline dispensing
facility subject to Schedule D that is not required to pay an initial fee shall pay fees for
a modified source pursuant to Section 3-302, back fees, and a late fee equal to 100%
of the filing fee.

310.2 Sources previously exempt from permit requirements that lose their exemption due to
changes in District, state, or federal regulations shall pay a permit to operate fee and
toxic surcharge for the coming year and any back fees pursuant to Section 3-303.

310.3 Sources previously exempt from permit requirements that lose their exemption due to
a change in the manner or mode of operation, such as an increased throughput, shall
pay fees for new construction pursuant to Section 3-302. In addition, sources applying
for permits after commencing operation in a non-exempt mode shall also pay a late fee

3-8



3-311

equal to 100% of the initial fee and any back fees pursuant to Section 3-303.
310.4 Sources modified without a required authority to construct shall pay fees for

modification pursuant to Section 3-302 and a late fee equal to 100% of the initial fee.
(Amended 7/6/83; 4/18/84; 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 8/2/95; 10/8/97; 6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/6/12)

Banking : applicant to bank emissions for future
use, convert an into an
IERC), shall pay
a
filing fee of $ per source plus the initial fee given in Schedules B, C, D, E, F, H,
| or K. Where more than one of these schedules is applicable to a source, the fee paid
shall be the highest of the applicable schedules.

(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 7/15/87;713/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02; 5/21/03,;

6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )

3-312

3-313
3-314
3-315

3-316
3-317

3-318

Emission Caps and Alternative Compliance Plans: <Any facility which elects to use an

alternative compliance plan contained in:

312.1 Regulation 8 ("bubble") to comply with'a District emission limitation or to use an
annual or monthly emission limit to acquire a permit in accordance with the provisions
of Regulation 2, Rule 2, shall. pay an additional annual fee equal to fifteen percent of
the total plant permit to operate fee.

312.2 Regulation 2, Rule 9, or Regulation 9, Rule 10 shall pay an annual fee of
$ for each source included in the alternative compliance plan, not to

exceed $12, )
(Adopted 5/19/82; Amended 6/4/86; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02; 5/23/03; 6/2/04;

6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )

Deleted May 19, 1999

Deleted‘August 2, 1995

Costs of Environmental Documentation: An applicant for an Authority to Construct shall
pay, in addition to thefees required under Section 3-302 and in any applicable schedule, the
District's_costs of performing any environmental evaluation and preparing and filing any
documents pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code,
Section 21000, et seq), including the costs of any outside consulting assistance which the
District may employ in connection with the preparation of any such evaluation or
documentation, as well as the District's reasonable internal costs (including overhead) of

processing, reviewing, or filing any environmental evaluation or documentation.
(Adopted 12/18/85; Amended 5/1/02; 6/3/15)

Deleted June 6, 1990
Asbestos Operation Fees: After July 1, 1988, persons submitting a written plan, as required
by Regulation 11, Rule 2, Section 401, to conduct an asbestos operation shall pay the fee given

in Schedule L.
(Adopted 7/6/88; Renumbered 9/7/88; Amended 8/2/95)

Public Notice Fee, Schools: Pursuant to Section 42301.6(b) of the Health and Safety Code,
an applicant for an authority to construct or permit to operate subject to the public notice
requirements of Regulation 2-1-412 shall pay, in addition to the fees required under Section 3-
302 and in any applicable schedule, a fee to cover the expense of preparing and distributing
the public notices to the affected persons specified in Regulation 2-1-412 as follows:

318.1 Afee of $2,272 per application, and

318.2 The District's cost exceeding $2,272 of preparing and distributing the public notice.
318.3 The District shall refund to the applicant the portion of any fee paid under this Section

that exceeds the District’s cost of preparing and distributing the public notice.
(Adopted 11/1/89; Amended 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/16/10, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18)
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3-319

3-320

Major Stationary Source Fees: Any major stationary source emitting 50 tons per year of
organic compounds, sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides, or PM1o shall pay a fee based on Schedule
M. This fee is in addition to permit and other fees otherwise authorized to be collected from

such facilities and shall be included as part of the annual permit renewal fees.
(Adopted 6/6/90; Amended 8/2/95; 6/7/00)

Toxic Inventory Fees: Any facility that emits one or more toxic air contaminants in quantities
above a minimum threshold level shall pay an annual fee based on Schedule N. This fee will
be in addition to permit to operate, toxic surcharge, and other fees otherwise authorized to be
collected from such facilities.
320.1 An applicant who qualifies as a small business under Regulation 3-209 shall pay a
Toxic Inventory Fee as set out in Schedule N up to a maximum fee of $
per year.

(Adopted 10/21/92; Amended 5/19/99; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11, 6/15/16, 6/21/17 )

3-321
3-322

3-323

3-324
3-325
3-326
3-327

3-328

3-329

Deleted December 2, 1998

Excavation of Contaminated Soil and Removal of Underground Storage Tank Operation
Fees: Persons submitting a written notification for a given site to conduct either excavation of
contaminated soil or removal of underground storage tanks as required by Regulation 8, Rule

40, Section 401, 402, 403 or 405 shall pay a fee-based on Schedule Q:
(Adopted 1/5/94; Amended 8/2/95; 5/21/03)

Pre-Certification Fees: An applicant seeking to pre-certify a source, in.accordance with
Regulation 2, Rule 1, Section 415, shall pay the filing fee, initial fee and permit to operate fee

given in the appropriate schedule.
(Adopted June 7, 1995)

Deleted June 7, 2000

Deleted December 2, 1998

Deleted December 2, 1998

Permit to Operate, Renewal Fees: After the expiration of the initial permit to operate, the
permit to operate shall be renewed on an annual basis or other time period as approved by the
APCO. The fee required for the renewal of a permit.to operate is the permit to operate fee and
toxic surcharge listed.in Schedules B, C,/D, E, F, H,.l, and K, prorated for the period of
coverage. When more than one of the schedules is applicable to a source, the fee paid shall
be the highest of the applicable schedules. This renewal fee is applicable to all sources
required to obtain permits to operate in accordance with District regulations. The permit
renewal ‘invoice shall also specify any applicable major stationary source fees based on
Schedule M, toxic inventory fees based on Schedule N, major facility review fees based on
Schedule P, and greenhouse gas fees based on Schedule T. Where applicable, renewal fees
shall be based on actual usage or emission levels that have been reported to or calculated by
the District. 'In addition to these renewal fees for the sources at a facility, the facility shall also
pay a processing fee at the time of renewal that covers each Permit Renewal Period as follows:
3271 $ for facilities with one permitted source, including gasoline dispensing facilities,
3272 $ for facilities with 2 to 5 permitted sources,

3273 % for facilities with 6 to 10 permitted sources,

3274 $ for facilities with 11 to 15 permitted sources,

3275 $ for facilities with 16 to 20 permitted sources,

3276 $ for facilities with more than 20 permitted sources.
(Adopted 6/7/00; Amended 6/2/04; 6/16/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13;
6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17,6/6/18 )

Fee for OEHHA Risk Assessment Reviews: Any facility that submits a health risk
assessment to the District in accordance with Section 44361 of the California Health and Safety
Code shall pay any fee requested by the State Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment (OEHHA) for reimbursement of that agency’s costs incurred in reviewing the risk

assessment.
(Adopted June 7, 2000)

Fees for New Source Review Health Risk Assessment: Any person required to submit a
health risk assessment (HRA) pursuant to Regulation 2-5-401 shall pay an appropriate Risk
Assessment Fee pursuant to Regulation 3-302 and Schedules B, C, D, E, F, H, | or K. In
addition, any person that requests that the District prepare or review an HRA (e.g., for
determination of permit exemption in accordance with Regulations 2-1-316, 2-5-301 and 2-5-
302; or for determination of exemption from emission control requirements pursuant to
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3-330

3-331

3-332

3-333

3-334

3-335

3-336

3-337

3-338

3-339

Regulation 8-47-113 and 8-47-402) shall pay a Risk Assessment Fee. A Risk Assessment Fee
shall be assessed for each source that is proposed to emit a toxic air contaminant (TAC) at a
rate that exceeds a trigger level in Table 2-5-1: Toxic Air Contaminant Trigger Levels. If a
project requires an HRA due to total project emissions, but TAC emissions from each individual
source are less than the Table 2-5-1 trigger levels, a Risk Assessment Fee shall be assessed

for the source in the project with the highest TAC emissions.
(Adopted June 15, 2005; Amended 6/21/17)

Fee for Renewing an Authority to Construct: An applicant seeking to renew an authority to
construct in accordance with Regulation 2-1-407 shall pay a fee of 50% of the initial fee in effect
at the time of the renewal. If the District determines that an authority to construct cannot be
renewed, any fees paid under this section shall be credited in full against the fee for a new
authority to construct for functionally equivalent equipment submitted within six months of the

date the original authority to construct expires.
(Adopted June 15, 2005)

Registration Fees: Any person who is required to register equipment under District rules shall
submit a registration fee, and any annual fee thereafter, as set out in Schedule R. The APCO
may reduce registration fees by an amount deemed appropriate if the owner or operator of the

equipment attends an Industry Compliance School sponsored by the District.
(Adopted June 6, 2007; Amended 6/16/10)

Naturally Occurring Asbestos Fees: After July 1, 2007, any person required to submit
an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan (ADMP) pursuant to Title 17 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 93105, Asbestos Air Toxic Control Measure for Construction, Grading,

Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations shall pay-the fee(s) set out in Schedule S.
(Adopted June 6, 2007 )

Major Facility Review (MFR) and Synthetic Minor Application Fees: Any facility that applies
for, or is required to undergo, an initial MER permit, an amendment to an MFR permit, a minor
or significant revision to an MFR permit, a reopening of an MFR permit, a renewal of an MFR
permit, an initial synthetic minor operating permit, or a revision to a synthetic minor operating

permit, shall pay the.applicable fees set forth in Schedule P.
(Adopted May 21, 2008)

Greenhouse Gas Fees: Any permitted facility with greenhouse gas emissions shall pay a fee
based on Schedule T. This fee is in addition to permit and other fees otherwise authorized to
be collected from such faclilities, and shall be included as part of the annual permit renewal
fees.

(Adopted May 21, 2008)
Indirect Source Review Fees: Applicants that must file an Air Quality Impact Assessment
pursuant to District rules for a project that is deemed to be an indirect source shall pay a fee

based on Schedule U.
(Adopted May 20, 2009)

Open Burning Operation Fees: Effective July 1, 2013, any person required to provide
notification to the District prior to burning; submit a petition to conduct a Filmmaking or Public
Exhibition fire; receive an acreage burning allocation to conduct a Stubble fire; or submit a
smoke management plan and receive an acreage burning allocation to conduct a Wildland

Vegetation Management fire or Marsh Management fire shall pay the fee given in Schedule V.
(Adopted June 19, 2013)

Exemption Fee: An applicant who wishes to receive a certificate of exemption shall pay a

filing fee of $ per exempt source.
(Adopted June 19, 2013; Amended 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/21/17.)

Incident Response Fee: Any facility required to obtain a District permit, and any District-
regulated area-wide or indirect source, that is the site where an incident occurs to which the
District responds, shall pay a fee equal to the District’s actual costs in conducting the incident
response as defined in Section 3-243, including without limitation, the actual time and salaries,
plus overhead, of the District staff involved in conducting the incident response and the cost of
any materials.(Adopted June 19, 2013)

Petroleum Refining Emissions Tracking Fees: Any person required to submit an Annual
Emissions Inventory, Monthly Crude Slate Report, or air monitoring plan in accordance with
Regulation 12, Rule 15 shall pay the applicable fees set forth in Schedule W.
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3-340

3-341

3-342

(Adopted 6/15/16)

Major Stationary Source Community Air Monitoring Fees: Any major stationary source
emitting 35 tons per year of organic compounds, sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides, carbon
monoxide or PM1o shall pay a community air monitoring fee based on Schedule X. This feeis
in addition to permit and other fees otherwise authorized to be collected from such facilities and

shall be included as part of the annual permit renewal fees.
(Adopted 6/15/16)

Fee for Risk Reduction Plan: Any person required to submit a Risk Reduction Plan in
accordance with Regulation 11, Rule 18 shall pay the applicable fees set forth below:

3411 $ for facilities with one source subject to.risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18, including gasoline dispensing facilities;

3412 $ for facilities with 2 to 5 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

3413 $ for facilities with 6 to 10 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

3414  $ for facilities with 11 to 15.sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

3415 $ for facilities with 16 t0 20 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

3416 $ for facilities with more than 20" sources subject to risk reduction

pursuant to Regulation 11, Rule 18.
(Adopted 6/21/17 )

Fee for Facility-Wide Health' Risk Assessment: Any person required to undergo a health
risk assessment (HRA) to assess compliance with the Regulation 11, Rule 18 risk action levels
shall pay a risk assessment fee for each source pursuant to Regulation 3-329 and Schedules
B, C, D, E, F, H, | or K. The maximum fee required for any single HRA of a facility conducted
pursuant to Regulation 11, Rule 18 shall notexceed atotal of $

If a facility retains a District-approved consultant to complete the required faC|I|ty-W|de HRA,
the facility shall pay a fee to cover the District's costs of performing the review of the facility-
wide HRA, including the costs of any outside consulting assistance which the District may
employ in connection with any such review; as well as the District's reasonable internal costs
(including overhead) of processing, reviewing, or approving the facility-wide HRA. The total
HRA review cost shall be determined based on the District’s actual review time in hours
multiplied by an hourly charge of $ per hour. Facilities shall pay an HRA review fee as
indicated below and the District’'s cost exceeding the applicable HRA review fees indicated
below for performing the review of the facility-wide HRA:

3421 $ for facilities with one to 10 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18, including gasoline dispensing facilities;

3422 % for facilities with 11 to 50 sources subject to risk reduction pursuant to
Regulation 11, Rule 18;

3423 $ for facilities with more than 50 sources subject to risk reduction

pursuant to Regulation 11, Rule 18.
The District shall refund to the applicant the portion of any fee paid under this Section that

exceeds the District’s cost of performing the review of the facility-wide HRA.
(Adopted 6/21/17, Amended 6/6/18 )
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3-400

3-401

3-402

3-403

3-404
3-405

ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

Permits: Definitions, standards, and conditions contained in Regulation 2, Permits, are

applicable to this regulation.

Single Anniversary Date: The APCO may assign a single anniversary date to a facility on

which all its renewable permits to operate expire and will require renewal. Fees will be prorated

to compensate for different time periods resulting from change in anniversary date.

Change in Operating Parameters: See Section 2-1-404 of Regulation 2, Rule 1.

Deleted June 7, 2000

Fees Not Paid: If an applicant or owner/operator fails to pay the fees specified on the invoice

by the due date, the following procedure(s) shall apply:

405.1 Authority to Construct: The application will be'cancelled, but can be reactivated upon
payment of fees.

405.2 New Permit to Operate: The Permit to Operate shall not be issued, and the facility will
be notified that operation, including startup, is not authorized.

2.1 Feesreceived during the first:30 days following the due date must include a late
fee equal to 10 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

2.2 Feesreceived more than 30 days after the due date must include a late fee equal
to 25 percent of all fees specified on the‘invoice.

405.3 Renewal of Permit to Operate: The owner or operator of a facility must renew the
Permit to Operate in order to continue to be authorized to operate the source. Permit
to Operate Fees for the Permit. Renewal Period shall be calculated using fee schedules
in effect on the Permit to Operate Renewal Date. The permit renewal invoice will
include all fees to be paid in order to renew the Permit to Operate, as specified in
Section 3-327. If not renewed as of the date of the next Permit Renewal Period, a
Permit to-Operate lapses and further operation is.no longer authorized. The District
will notify the facility that the permit has lapsed. Reinstatement of lapsed Permits to
Operate will require the payment of all unpaid prior Permit to Operate fees and
associated reinstatement fees for each unpaid prior Permit Renewal Period, in addition
to all fees specified on the permit renewal invoice.

405.4 Reinstatement.of Lapsed-Permit to Operate: To reinstate a Permit to Operate, the
owner or operator must pay all of the following fees:

4.1 The applicable Permit to Operate Fees for the current year, as specified in
Regulation 3-327, and the applicable reinstatement fee, if any, calculated as
follows:

41.1 Fees received during the first 30 days following the due date must
include all fees specified on the permit renewal invoice plus a
reinstatement fee equal to 10 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

4.1.2 Fees received more than 30 days after the due date, but less than one
year after the due date, must include all fees specified on the permit
renewal invoice plus a reinstatement fee equal to 25 percent of all fees
specified on the invoice.

4.2 The applicable Permit to Operate Fees specified in Regulation 3-327 for each
prior Permit Renewal Period for which all Permit to Operate Fees and associated
reinstatement fees have not been paid. Each year's Permit to Operate Fee shall
be calculated at the fee rates in effect on that year’s Permit to Operate Renewal
Date. The reinstatement fee for each associated previously-unpaid Permit to
Operate Fee shall be calculated in accordance with Regulation 3-405.4.1 and
4.1.2.

Each year or period of the lapsed Permit to Operate is deemed a separate Permit

Renewal Period. The oldest outstanding Permit to Operate Fee and reinstatement

fees shall be paid first.

405.5 Registration and Other Fees: Persons who have not paid the fee by the invoice due
date, shall pay the following late fee in addition to the original invoiced fee. Fees shall
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be calculated using fee schedules in effect at the time of the fees' original

determination.

5.1 Fees received during the first 30 days following the due date must include an
additional late fee equal to 10 percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

5.2 Fees received more than 30 days after the due date must include an additional
late fee equal to percent of all fees specified on the invoice.

(Amended 7/6/83; 6/4/86; 11/5/86; 2/15/89; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 8/2/95; 12/2/98; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14, 6/6/18 )

3-406
3-407
3-408

3-409
3-410
3-411

3-412

3-413

3-414
3-415

3-416

3-417

3-418

Deleted June 4, 1986
Deleted August 2, 1995
Permit to Operate Valid for 12 Months: A Permit to Operate is valid for 12 months from the

date of issuance or other time period as approved by the APCO.
(Amended 6/4/86; Amended 6/7/00)

Deleted June 7, 2000

Deleted August 2, 1995

Advance Deposit of Funds: The APCO may require that at the time of the filing of an
application for an Authority to Construct for a project for which the District is a lead agency
under the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et
seq.), the applicant shall make an advance deposit of funds, in an‘amount to be specified by
the APCO, to cover the costs which the District estimates to incur in connection with the
District's performance of its environmental evaluation and the preparation of any required
environmental documentation. In the event the APCO requires such an estimated advance
payment to be made, the applicant will be provided with-a full accounting of the costs actually
incurred by the District in connection with the District's performance of its environmental

evaluation and the preparation of any required environmental documentation.
(Adopted 12/18/85; Amended 8/2/95)

Deleted December 2, 1998

Toxic "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act Revenues: No later than 120 days
after the adoption of this regulation, the APCO.shall transmit to the California Air Resources
Board, for deposit into the Air Toxics "Hot Spots".Information and Assessment Fund, the
revenues determined by.the ARB to be the District's share of statewide Air Toxics "Hot Spot"

Information and Assessment Act expenses.
(Adopted October 21, 1992)

Deleted December 2, 1998

Failure to Pay - Further Actions: When an applicant or owner/operator fails to pay the fees

specified on the invoice by the due date, the APCO may take the following actions against the

applicant or owner/operator:

415.1 Issuance of a Notice to Comply.

415.2  Issuance of a Notice of Violation.

415.3 Revocation of an existing Permit to Operate. The APCO shall initiate proceedings to
revoke permits to operate for any person who is delinquent for more than one month.
The revocation process shall continue until payment in full is made or until permits are
revoked.

415.4 The withholding of any other District services as deemed appropriate until payment in

full is made.
(Adopted 8/2/95; Amended 12/2/98; 6/15/05)

Adjustment of Fees: The APCO or designees may, upon finding administrative error by
District staff in the calculation, imposition, noticing, invoicing, and/or collection of any fee set
forth in this rule, rescind, reduce, increase, or modify the fee. A request for such relief from an
administrative error, accompanied by a statement of why such relief should be granted, must

be received within two years from the date of payment.
(Adopted October 8, 1997)

Temporary Amnesty for Unpermitted and Unregistered Sources: The APCO has the
authority to declare an amnesty period, during which the District may waive all or part of the
back fees and/or late fees for sources that are currently operating without valid Permits to

Operate and/or equipment registrations.
(Adopted June 16, 2010)

Temporary Incentive for Online Production System Transactions: The APCO has the
authority to declare an incentive period for transactions made using the online production
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system, during which the District may waive all or any part of the fees for these transactions.
(Adopted 6/6/18)
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SCHEDULE A
HEARING BOARD FEES!
Established by the Board of Directors December 7, 1977 Resolution No. 1046
(Code section references are to the California Health & Safety Code, unless otherwise indicated)

Large Small Third
Companies Business Party

1.|For each application for variance exceeding 90 days, in accordance with
842350, including applications on behalf of a class of applicants, which
meet the requirements of the Hearing Board Rules for a valid and
proper class action for VarianCe ............ooooiveuuiiiiiieieieeiice e $ $
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing necessary to
dispose of said variance application in accordance with §42350,the
additional SUM OF ......ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeieeeeee e

2.|For each application for variance not exceeding 90 days, in accordance
with 842350, including applications on behalf of aclass of applicants,
which meet the requirements of the Hearing Board Rules for a valid and
proper class action for VarianCe ..............oooodiiiinnt o oeiiiiiiiiee e $ $
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing necessary to
dispose of said variance application, in accordance with 842350, the
additional SUM OF ......ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeee b b

$ $
3.|For each application to modify a variance in.accordance with §42356.... $ $
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing on said application
to modify a variance, in accordance with 842345, necessary to dispose
of the application, the-additional sSum of ... e,
$ $
4.|For each application to extend a variance, in accordance with §42357... $ $
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing on an application to
extend a variance;.in accordance with 842357, necessary to dispose of
the application, the additional SUM of ... $
$
5.|For each application to revoke a variance.............cccccoovvuviiiiiieeniiiiiinnnn, $ $
6.|For each application for approval of a Schedule of Increments of
Progress in accordance with 841703 ............cccccccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeeeeeee $ $

7.|For each application for variance in accordance with §41703, which
EXCEEAS 90 TAYS . .uveiee i ieiiiee ittt ettt $ $
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the first hearing on said application
for variance in accordance with 841703, the additional sum of...............

8.|For each application for variance in accordance with 841703, not to
EXCEEA 90 TAYS ... .vviiiiiiiii ettt et $ $
Plus, for each hearing in addition to the hearing on said application for a
variance in accordance with 841703, the additional sum of ..................
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Large Small Third
Companies Business Party
9.|For each Appeal (Permit, Banking, Title V) ........ccccccceiiiiiiiiii $ $ $
per
per hearing | hearing day for entire
day appeal period
10.|For each application for intervention in accordance with Hearing Board
RUIES 882.3, 3.6 & 4.6 $ $
11.|For each application to Modify or Terminate an abatement order........... $ $
per
per hearing | hearing day
day
12.|For each application for an interim variance in accordance with 842351 $ $
13.|For each application for an emergency variance in accordance with
842359.5. $ $
14.|For each application to rehear a Hearing Board decision in accordance 100% 100%
with §40861 of previous | of previous
........................................................................................... o fee charged
charged
15.|EXCESS EMISSION FEOS ....ciiiiiiiiie ittt a e e See See
Attachment | |Attachment |
16.|Miscellaneous filing fee for any hearing not.covered above $ $ $
17.|For each published Notice of Public Hearing..........cooiinecveeees st Cost of $0 $0
Publication
18.|Court Reporter Fee (to be paid only if Court Reporter required for A Actual A Actual
; ppearance ppearance
REAIING). ... et and $0 and
Transcript Transcript
costs per costs per
hearing solely hearing solely
dedicated to dedicated to
one Docket one Docket

NOTE 1

from the Hearing Board pursuant to Hearing Board Rules.

Any applicant who believes they have a hardship for payment of fees may request a fee waiver

(Amended 10/8/97; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01, 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05;

6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18
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SCHEDULE A
ATTACHMENT I
EXCESS EMISSION FEE

A. General

(1) Each applicant or petitioner for a variance from these Rules and Regulations shall pay to
the Clerk or Deputy Clerk of the Hearing Board, in addition to the other filing fees required
in Schedule A, an emission fee based on the total weight of emissions discharged, per
source or product, other than those described in division (B) below, during the variance
period in excess of that allowed by these rules in accordance with the schedule set forth in
Table I.

(2) Where the total weight of emission discharged cannot be easily calculated, the petitioner
shall work in concert with District staff to establish the amount of excess emissions to be
paid.

(3) In the event that more than one rule limiting the discharge of the same contaminant is
violated, the excess emission fee shall consist of the fee for violation which will result in
the payment of the greatest sum. For the purposes of this subdivision, opacity rules and
particulate mass emissions shall not be considered rules limiting the discharge of the same
contaminant.

B. Excess Visible Emission Fee

Each applicant or petitioner for a variance from Regulation 6 or Health and Safety Code Section
41701 shall pay to the Clerk or Deputy Clerk of the Hearing Board, in addition to the filing fees
required in Schedule A and the excess emission fees required in (A) above (if any), an emission
fee based on the difference between the percent opacity allowed by Regulation 6 and the
percent opacity of the emissions allowed from the source or sources operating under the
variance, in accordance with the schedule set forth in Table II.

In the event.that an applicant or petitioner is exempt from the provisions of Regulation 6, the
applicant or petitioner shall pay a fee calculated as described herein above, but such fee shall
be calculated based upon the difference between the opacity allowed under the variance and
the opacity allowed under the provisions of Health and Safety Code Section 41701, in
accordance with the schedule set forth in Table II.

C:. Applicability
The provisions of subdivision (A) shall apply to all variances that generate excess emissions.
D. Fee Determination
(1) The excess emission fees shall be calculated by the petitioner based upon the requested
number of days of operation under variance multiplied by the expected excess emissions
as set forth'in subdivisions (A) and (B) above. The calculations and proposed fees shall be

set forth in the petition.

(2) The Hearing Board may adjust the excess emission fee required by subdivisions (A) and
(B) of this rule based on evidence regarding emissions presented at the time of the hearing.
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E. Small Businesses

(1) A small business shall be assessed twenty percent (20%) of the fees required by
subdivisions (A) and (B), whichever is applicable. "Small business" is defined in the Fee
Regulation.

(2) Request for exception as a small business shall be made by the petitioner under penalty
of perjury on a declaration form provided by the Executive Officer which shall be submitted
to the Clerk or Deputy Clerk of the Hearing Board at the time of filing a petition for variance.

F. Group, Class and Product Variance Fees

Each petitioner included in a petition for a group, class or product variance shall pay the filing
fee specified in Schedule A, and the excess emission fees specified in subdivisions (A) and
(B), whichever is applicable.

G. Adjustment of Fees

If after the term of a variance for which emission fees have been paid, petitioner can establish,
to the satisfaction of the Executive Officer/APCO, that emissions were actually less than those
upon which the fee was based, a pro rata refund shall be made.

H. Fee Payment/Variance Invalidation

(1) Excess emission fees required by subdivisions (A) and (B), based on an estimate provided
during the variance Hearing, are due and payable within fifteen (15) days of the granting
of the variance. The petitioner shall be natified in writing of any adjustment to the amount
of excess emission fees due, following District staff's verification of the estimated
emissions. Fee payments to be made as a result of an adjustment are due and payable
within fifteen (15) days of notification of the amount due.

(2) Failure to pay the excess emission fees required by subdivisions (A) and (B) within fifteen
(15) days of notification that a fee is due shall automatically invalidate the variance. Such
notification may be given by personal service or by deposit, postpaid, in the United States
mail and shall be due fifteen (15) days from the date of personal service or mailing. For the
purpose of this rule, the fee payment shall be considered to be received by the District if it
is postmarked by the United States Postal Service on or before the expiration date stated
on the billing notice. If the expiration date falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or a state holiday,
the fee payment. may be postmarked on the next business day following the Saturday,
Sunday, or the state holiday with the same effect as if it had been postmarked on the
expiration date.
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TABLE |
SCHEDULE OF EXCESS EMISSIONS FEES

Air Contaminants All at $ per pound

Organic gases, except methane and those containing sulfur
Carbon Monoxide

Oxides of nitrogen (expressed as nitrogen dioxide)
Gaseous sulfur compounds (expressed as sulfur dioxide)
Particulate matter

Toxic Air Contaminants All at $ per pound

Asbestos

Benzene

Cadmium

Carbon tetrachloride

Chlorinated dioxins and dibenzofurans (15 species)
Diesel exhaust particulate matter
Ethylene dibromide

Ethylene dichloride

Ethylene oxide

Formaldehyde

Hexavalent chromium

Methylene chloride

Nickel

Perchloroethylene

1,3-Butadiene

Inorganic arsenic

Beryllium

Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH)
Vinyl chloride

Lead

1,4-Dioxane

Trichloroethylene

TABLE Il
SCHEDULE OF EXCESS VISIBLE EMISSION FEE

For each source with opacity emissions in excess of twenty percent (20%), but less than forty
percent (40%) (where the source is in violation of Regulation 6 and California Health and Safety
Code Section 41701), the fee is calculated as follows:

Fee = (Opacity* equivalent - 20) x number of days allowed in variance x $

For each source with opacity emissions in excess of forty percent (40%) (where the source is in
violation of Regulation 6 and California Health and Safety Code Section 41701), the fee is
calculated as follows:

Fee = (Opacity* equivalent - 40) x number of days allowed by variance x $

*  Where "Opacity" equals maximum opacity of emissions in percent (not decimal equivalent)
allowed by the variance. Where the emissions are darker than the degree of darkness
equivalent to the allowed Ringelmann number, the percentage equivalent of the excess

degree of darkness shall be used as "opacity."
(Adopted 6/7/00; Amended 5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07;
5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE B
COMBUSTION OF FUEL
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each source that burns fuel, which is not a flare and not exempted by Regulation 2, Rule 1, the
fee shall be computed based on the maximum gross combustion capacity (expressed as higher
heating value, HHV) of the source.

1.

NOTE:

INITIAL FEE: $ per MM BTU/HOUR

a. The minimum fee per source is: $

b. The maximum fee per source is: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $ plus
$ per MM BTU/hr

b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $

c. RAF for each additional TAC source: $ per MM BTU/hr

*
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $ *
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $ per MM BTU/HOUR
a. The minimum fee per source is: $
b. The maximum fee per.source is: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

ROUNDING: Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for
sources will be rounded up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts
50 cents and lower will be rounded down to the nearest dollar.

Applicants for an authority to construct and permit to operate a project, which burns
municipal waste or refuse-derived fuel, shall pay in addition to all required fees, an
additional fee to‘'cover the costs incurred by the State Department of Health Services,
and/or a qualified contractor designated by the State Department of Health Services,
in reviewing a risk assessment as required under H&S Code Section 42315. The fee
shall be transmitted by the District to the Department of Health Services and/or the
qualified contractor upon completion of the review and submission of comments in
writing to the District.

A surcharge equal to 100% of all required initial and permit to operate fees shall be
charged for sources permitted to burn one or more of the following fuels: coke, coal,
wood, tires, black liquor, and municipal solid waste.

MM BTU.is million BTU of higher heat value
One MM BTU/HR = 1.06 gigajoules/HR

(Amended 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 3/4/87; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01,
5/1/02; 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14;
6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17,6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE C

STATIONARY CONTAINERS FOR THE STORAGE OF ORGANIC LIQUIDS

(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each stationary container of organic liquids which is not exempted from permits by Regulation 2
and which is not part of a gasoline dispensing facility, the fee shall be computed based on the
container volume, as follows:

1. INITIAL FEE: 0.185 cents per gallon
a. The minimum fee per source is: $204
b. The maximum fee per source is: $27,858
2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $ plus
0.185 cents per gallon
b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $678
c. RAF for each additional TAC source: 0:185 cents per gallon *
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $204 *
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $27,858
*  RAF for additional TAC sourcesis only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1
3. PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: 0.093 cents per gallon
a. The minimum fee per source is: $147
b. The maximum fee per source is: $13,928
4. TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.
5. ROUNDING: Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for
sources will be rounded up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts
50 cents and lower will be rounded down to the nearest dollar.
(Amended 2/20/85; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;
5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07;/5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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A.

SCHEDULE D
GASOLINE TRANSFER AT GASOLINE DISPENSING FACILITIES,
BULK PLANTS AND TERMINALS
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

All gasoline dispensing facilities shall pay the following fees:
1.

INITIAL FEE: $ per single product nozzle (spn)
$ per product for each multi-product nozzle (mpn)
PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $ per single product nozzle (spn)
$ per product for each multi-product nozzle (mpn)

Initial fees and permit to operate fees for hardware modifications at a currently permitted
gasoline dispensing facility shall be consolidated into a single fee calculated according to
the following formula:

$ x {[(mpnproposed)(products per nozzle) + spnproposed] —

[(mpnexisting) (Products per nozzle) + Spnexisting]}
mpn = multi-product nozzles
spn = single product nozzles

The above formula includes a toxic surcharge.

If the above formula yields zero or negative results; no initial fees or permit to operate
fees shall be charged.

For the purposes of calculating the above fees, a fuel blended from two or more
different grades shall be considered a separate product.

Other modifications to facilities' equipment, including but not limited to tank
addition/replacement/conversion, vapor recovery piping. replacement, moving or
extending pumpiislands, will not be subject to initial fees or permit to operate fees.

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) of $ per application, if required pursuant to
Regulation 3-329 or 3-342 [including increases in permitted throughput for which a
health risk assessment is required.]

Nozzles used exclusively-for the delivery of diesel fuel or other fuels exempt from
permits shall pay-no fee. Multi-product nozzles used to deliver both exempt and non-
exempt fuels shall pay fees for the non-exempt products only.

B. All bulk plants, terminals or other facilities using loading racks to transfer gasoline or gasohol
into trucks, railcars or ships shall pay the following fees:

1.

INITIAL FEE: $ per single product loading arm
$ per product for multi-product arms

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. . RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $
b. RAF foreach additional TAC source: $ *
* RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $ per single product loading arm
$ per product for multi-product arms

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate
that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be
raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.
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Fees in (A) above are in lieu of tank fees. Fees in (B) above are in addition to tank fees.

Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be rounded
up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and lower will be
rounded down to the nearest dollar.

(Amended 2/20/85; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;
5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,
6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE E
SOLVENT EVAPORATING SOURCES
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each solvent evaporating source, as defined in Section 3-210 except for dry cleaners, the fee
shall be computed based on the net amount of organic solvent processed through the sources on
an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources) including solvent used for the
cleaning of the sources.

1.

INITIAL FEE:
a.

The minimum fee per source is: $

. The maximum fee per source is: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant(TAC) source in application: $ plus initial

fee
b. Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $
c. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee *
d. Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $ *
e. Maximum RAF per source is: $

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at arate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE:
a.
Theminimum fee per source.is: $

The maximum fee per source is: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be
rounded up to the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and
lower will be rounded down'to the nearest dollar.

(Amended 5/19/82; 10/17/84; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 10/8/87; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01, 5/1/02, 5/21/03;

6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,
6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE F
MISCELLANEOUS SOURCES
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

For each source not governed by Schedules B, C, D, E, H or I, (except for those sources in the
special classification lists, G-1 - G-5) the fees are:

1.
2.

INITIAL FEE: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first (toxic air contaminant) TAC source in application: $

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $ *

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits.one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed.in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1. List of special classifications requiring graduated fees is shown in
Schedules G-1, G-2, G-3, G-4, and G-5.

FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-1. For each source in aG-1 classification, fees are:

INITIAL FEE: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in.application: $

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $ *

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only-applicable to those sources that emit
one ormore TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE iis only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a‘chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-2. For each source in a G-2 classification, fees are:

INITIAL FEE: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $ *

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
oneor more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-3. For each source in a G-3 classification, fees are:

INITIAL FEE: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant(TAC) source in application: $

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $ *
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*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

FEES FOR SCHEDULE G-4. For each source in a G-4 classification, fees are:

INITIAL FEE: $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant(TAC) source in-application: $

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $ *

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed
in Table 2-5-1.

FEES FOR SCHEDULE G=5.. For each source in a G-5 classification, fees are:
INITIAL FEE: $51,731

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) is only applicable for new and modified sources of
toxic air contaminants (TACs) for which. a health risk assessment is required under
Regulation 2-5-401:

a. RAF for first TAC source in application: $52,193

b. RAF for each additional TAC source: $51,731*

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit
one or more TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE: $25,865

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at
a rate that exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate
fee shall be raised by ten percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed

in Table 2-5-1.
(Amended 5/19/82; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;

5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,

6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE G-1

(Adopted June 18, 1980)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed
or Produced

Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing — Asphalt
Dipping

Asphalt Roofing or
Related Materials

Calcining Kilns, excluding those
processing cement, lime, or coke (see G-4
for cement, lime, or coke Calcining Kilns)

Any Materials except
cement, lime, or coke

Chemical Manufacturing, Inorganic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 1000
Gallons/Hour or more

Any Inorganic
Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Inorganic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 5
Tons/Hour or more

Any Inorganic
Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Inorganic —
Reactors with a Capacity of 1000 Gallons
or more

Any.Inorganic
Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic’— Latex
Dipping

Any latex materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 1000
Gallons/Hour or more

Any Organic Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic —
Processing Units with a Capacity of 5
Tons/Hour or more

Any Organic Materials

Chemical Manufacturing, Organic —
Reactors'with a Capacity of 1000 Gallons
or more

Any Organic Materials

Compost Operations — Windrows, Static
Piles, Aerated Static Piles, In-Vessel, or
similar methods

Any waste materials
such as yard waste,
food waste, agricultural
waste, mixed green
waste, bio-solids,
animal manures, etc.

Crushers

Any minerals or
mineral products such
as rock, aggregate,
cement, concrete, or
glass; waste products
such as building or
road construction
debris; and any wood,
wood waste, green
waste; or similar
materials

Electroplating Equipment

Hexavalent Decorative
Chrome with permitted
capacity greater than
500,000 amp-hours per
year or Hard Chrome

Foil Manufacturing — Any Converting or
Rolling Lines

Any Metal or Alloy
Foils

Galvanizing Equipment

Any
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Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed
or Produced

Glass Manufacturing — Batching
Processes including storage and weigh
hoppers or bins, conveyors, and elevators

Any Dry Materials

Glass Manufacturing — Mixers

Any Dry Materials

Glass Manufacturing — Molten Glass
Holding Tanks

Any molten glass

Grinders

Any minerals or
mineral products such
as rock, aggregate,
cement, concrete, or
glass; waste products
such as building or
road construction
debris; and any wood,
wood waste, green
waste; or similar
materials

Incinerators — Crematory

Human and/or animal
remains

Incinerators — Flares

Any waste gases

Incinerators — Other (see G-2 for
hazardous or municipal solid waste
incinerators, see G-3 formedical or
infectious waste incinerators)

Any Materials except
hazardous wastes,
municipal solid waste,
medical or infectious
waste

Incinerators — Pathological Waste (see G-3
for medical or infectious waste
incinerators)

Pathological waste
only

Loading and/or Unloading Operations —
Bulk Plants and Bulk Terminals, excluding
those loading gasoline or gasohol (see
Schedule D for Bulk Plants and Terminals
loading gasoline or gasohol)

Any Organic Materials
except gasoline or
gasohol

Petroleum Refining — Alkylation Units

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining —Asphalt Oxidizers

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Benzene Saturation
Units/Plants

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Catalytic Reforming
Units

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Chemical Treating
Units including alkane, naphthenic acid,
and naptha merox treating, or similar
processes

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Converting Units
including Dimersol Plants, Hydrocarbon
Splitters, or similar processes

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Distillation Units,
excluding crude oil units with capacity >
1000 barrels/hour (see G-3 for > 1000
barrels/hour crude distillation units)

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Hydrogen
Manufacturing

Hydrogen or Any
Hydrocarbons
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Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed
or Produced

Petroleum Refining — Hydrotreating or
Hydrofining

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Isomerization

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — MTBE Process
Units/Plants

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Sludge Converter

Any Petroleum Waste
Materials

Petroleum Refining — Solvent Extraction

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining — Sour Water Stripping

Any Petroleum
Process or Waste
Water

Petroleum Refining — Storage (enclosed)

Petroleum Coke or
Coke Products

Petroleum Refining — Waste Gas Flares
(not subject to Regulation 12, Rule 11)

Any Petroleum
Refining Gases

Petroleum Refining — Miscellaneous Other
Process Units

Any Hydrocarbons

Remediation Operations, Groundwater —
Strippers

Contaminated
Groundwater

Remediation Operations, Soil — Any
Equipment (excluding sub-slab
depressurization equipment)

Contaminated Soil

Spray Dryers

Any Materials

Sterilization Equipment

Ethylene Oxide

Wastewater Treatment, Industrial — Oil-
Water Separators, excluding oil-water
separators at petroleum refineries (see G-
2 for'Petroleum Refining - Oil-Water
Separators)

Wastewater from any
industrial facilities
except petroleum
refineries

Wastewater Treatment,. Industrial —
Strippers including air strippers; nitrogen
strippers, dissolved air flotation units, or
similar. equipment and excluding strippers
at petroleum refineries (see G-2 for
Petroleum Refining — Strippers)

Wastewater from any
industrial facilities
except petroleum
refineries

Wastewater Treatment, Industrial -
Storage Ponds, excluding storage ponds
at petroleum refineries (see G-2 for
Petroleum Refining — Storage Ponds)

Wastewater from any
industrial facilities
except petroleum
refineries

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Preliminary Treatment

Municipal Wastewater

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Primary Treatment

Municipal Wastewater

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Digesters

Municipal Wastewater

Wastewater Treatment, Municipal —
Sludge Handling Processes, excluding
sludge incinerators (see G-2 for sludge
incinerators)

Sewage Sludge

(Amended 6/4/86; 6/6/90; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/2/04; 6/15/05, 6/6/18)
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SCHEDULE G-2

(Adopted June 6, 1990)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed or Produced

Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing — Asphalt Blowing

Asphalt Roofing or Related
Materials

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Aggregate Dryers

Any Dry Materials

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Batch Mixers

Any Asphaltic Concrete Products

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Drum Mixers

Any Asphaltic Concrete Products

Asphaltic Concrete Manufacturing — Other Mixers
and/or Dryers

Any Dry Materials or Asphaltic
Concrete Products

Concrete or Cement Batching Operations — Mixers

Any cement, concrete, or stone
products or similar materials

Furnaces — Electric

Any Mineral or Mineral Product

Furnaces — Electric Induction

Any Mineral or Mineral Product

Furnaces — Glass Manufacturing

Soda Lime only

Furnaces — Reverberatory

Any Ores, Minerals; Metals, Alloys,
or Related Materials

Incinerators — Hazardous Waste including any unit
required to have a RCRA permit

Any Liquid or Solid Hazardous
Wastes

Incinerators — Solid Waste, excluding units burning
human/animal remains or pathological waste
exclusively (see G-1 for Crematory and Pathological
Waste Incinerators)

Any Solid Waste including Sewage
Sludge (except human/animal
remains or pathological waste)

Metal Rolling Lines, excluding foil rolling lines (see G-1
for Foil Rolling Lines)

Any Metals or Alloys

Petroleum Refining — Stockpiles (open)

Petroleum Coke or coke products
only

Petroleum Refining, Wastewater Treatment — Oil-
Water Separators

Wastewater from petroleum
refineries only

Petroleum Refining, Wastewater Treatment —
Strippers including air strippers, nitrogen strippers,
dissolved air flotation units, or similar equipment

Wastewater from petroleum
refineries only

Petroleum Refining, Wastewater Treatment — Storage
Ponds

Wastewater from petroleum
refineries only

Pickling Lines or Tanks

Any Metals or Alloys

Sulfate Pulping Operations — All Units

Any

Sulfite Pulping Operations — All Units

Any
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SCHEDULE G-3
(Adopted June 18, 1980)

Equipment or Process Description Materials Processed or Produced
Furnaces — Electric Arc Any Metals or Alloys

Furnaces — Electric Induction Any Metals or Alloys

Incinerators — Medical Waste, excluding units burning Any Medical or Infectious Wastes

pathological waste exclusively (see G-1 for
Pathological Waste Incinerators)

Loading and/or Unloading Operations — Marine Berths Any Organic Materials

Petroleum Refining — Cracking Units including Any Hydrocarbons
hydrocrackers and excluding thermal or fluid catalytic
crackers (see G-4 for Thermal Crackers and Catalytic
Crackers)

Petroleum Refining — Distillation Units (crude oils) Any Petroleum Crude Oils
including any unit with a capacity greater than 1000
barrels/hour (see G-1 for other distillation units)

Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing — All Units (by any Phosphoric Acid
process)

(Amended 5/19/82; Amended and renumbered 6/6/90; Amended 6/7/00; 6/15/05; 5/2/07)
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SCHEDULE G-4

(Adopted June 6, 1990)

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed or Produced

Acid Regeneration Units

Sulfuric or Hydrochloric Acid only

Annealing Lines (continuous only)

Metals and Alloys

Calcining Kilns (see G-1 for Calcining Kilns processing
other materials)

Cement, Lime, or Coke only

Fluidized Bed Combustors

Solid Fuels only

Nitric Acid Manufacturing — Any Ammonia Oxidation
Processes

Ammonia or Ammonia Compounds

Petroleum Refining - Coking Units including fluid
cokers, delayed cokers, flexicokers, and coke kilns

Petroleum Coke and Coke
Products

Petroleum Refining - Cracking Units including fluid
catalytic crackers and thermal crackers and excluding
hydrocrackers (see G-3 for Hydrocracking Units)

Any Hydrocarbons

Petroleum Refining - Sulfur Removal including any
Claus process or any other process requiring caustic
reactants

Any Petroleum Refining Gas

Sulfuric Acid Manufacturing — Any Chamber or Contact
Process

Any Solid, Liquid or Gaseous Fuels
Containing Sulfur
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SCHEDULE G-5

Equipment or Process Description

Materials Processed or Produced

Petroleum Refinery Flares
(subject to Regulation 12, Rule 11)

Any Petroleum Vent Gas (as
defined in section 12-11-210 and
section 12-12-213)
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SCHEDULE H
SEMICONDUCTOR AND RELATED OPERATIONS
(Adopted May 19, 1982)

All of the equipment within a semiconductor fabrication area will be grouped together and considered one
source. The fee shall be as indicated:

1. INITIAL FEE:

a.
b.

d.

The minimum fee per source is: $
The maximum fee per source is: $

The initial fee shall include the fees for each type of operation listed below, which is performed
at the fabrication area:

SOLVENT CLEANING OPERATIONS, such as usage of:

Solvent Sinks (as defined in Regulation 8-30-214);

Solvent Spray Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-221);
Solvent Vapor Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-222); and
Wipe Cleaning Operation (as defined in Regulation 8-30-225).

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the solvent
cleaning operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$ per 1,000 gallon
COATING OPERATIONS, such as application of:

Photoresist (as defined in Regulation 8-30-215); other wafer coating;
Solvent-Based Photoresist Developer (as defined in Regulation 8-30-219); and other
miscellaneous solvent usage.

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the coating
operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$ per 1,000 gallon

2.  RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF) , if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

®© wo o T P

RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $ plus initial fee
Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $
RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee *

Minimum RAF per additional TAC source:

Maximum RAF per source is: $

* RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit one or more
TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

3. PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE:

The minimum fee per source is: $
The maximum fee per source is: $

The permit to operate fee shall include the fees for each type of operation listed below, which
is performed at the fabrication area:

SOLVENT CLEANING OPERATIONS, such as usage of:
Solvent Sinks (as defined in Regulation 8-30-214);

3-36



Solvent Spray Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-221);
Solvent Vapor Stations (as defined in Regulation 8-30-222); and
Wipe Cleaning Operation (as defined in Regulation 8-30-225).

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the solvent
cleaning operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$ per 1,000 gallon
d. COATING OPERATIONS, such as application of:

Photoresist (as defined in Regulation 8-30-215); other wafer coating;

Solvent-Based Photoresist Developer (as defined in Regulation 8-30-219); and other
miscellaneous solvent usage.

The fee is based on the gross throughput of organic solvent processed through the coating
operations on an annual basis (or anticipated to be processed, for new sources):

$ per 1,000 gallon

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate that
exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be raised by ten
percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.

The fee for each source will be rounded to the whole dollar. Fees for sources will be rounded up to
the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and lower will be rounded down to

the nearest dollar.
(Amended 1/9/85; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 10/20/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;
5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18
)
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SCHEDULE |
DRY CLEANERS
(Adopted July 6, 1983)

For dry cleaners, the fee shall be computed based on each cleaning machine, except that machines with
more than one drum shall be charged based on each drum, regardless of the type or quantity of solvent,
as follows:

1.

INITIAL FEE FOR A DRY CLEANING MACHINE (per drum):

a. If the washing or drying capacity is no more than 100 pounds: $700
b. If the washing or drying capacity exceeds 100 pounds: $700 plus
For that portion of the capacity exceeding 100 pounds: $20.95 per pound

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.

a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $ plus initial fee
b Minimum RAF for first TAC source: $1,245
C. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee*
d Minimum RAF per additional TAC source: $700*

*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit one or more
TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in‘Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE FOR A DRY CLEANING MACHINE (per drum):

a. If the washing or drying capacity is no more than 100 pounds: $511
b. If the washing or drying capacity exceeds 100 pounds: $511 plus
For that portion of the capacity exceeding 100 pounds: $10.52 per pound

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate that
exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be raised by ten
percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.

Fees for each source will be rounded to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be rounded up to
the nearest dollar for 51 cents and above, and amounts 50 cents and lower will be rounded down to

the nearest dollar.
(Amended 10/17/84; 6/5/85; 6/4/86; 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02;

5/21/03; 6/02/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18

)
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SCHEDULE K
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITES
(Adopted July 15, 1987)

INITIAL FEE:

a. Landfill (Decomposition Process) $
b. Active Landfill (Waste and Cover Material Dumping Process) $
C. Active Landfill (Excavating, Bulldozing, and Compacting Processes) $

RISK ASSESSMENT FEE (RAF), if required pursuant to Regulation 3-329 or 3-342.
a. RAF for first toxic air contaminant (TAC) source in application: $ plus initial fee
b. RAF for each additional TAC source: equal to initial fee*
*  RAF for additional TAC sources is only applicable to those sources that emit one or more
TACs at a rate that exceeds a trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1

PERMIT TO OPERATE FEE:

a. Landfill (Decomposition Process) $
b. Active Landfill (Waste and Cover Material Dumping Process) $
C. Active Landfill (Excavating, Bulldozing, and CompactingProcesses) $

TOXIC SURCHARGE is only applicable for a source that emits one or more TACs at a rate that
exceeds a chronic trigger level listed in Table 2-5-1: the permit to operate fee shall be raised by ten
percent. This fee shall not be assessed for TACs not listed in Table 2-5-1.

Evaluation of Reports and Questionnaires:

a. Evaluation of Solid Waste Air Assessment Test Report as required by

Health & Safety Code Section 41805.5(g) $

b.  Evaluation of Inactive Site Questionnaire as required by
Health & Safety Code Section 41805.5(b) $

C. Evaluation of Solid Waste Air Assessment Test Report in conjunction with evaluation of Inactive
Site Questionnaire as required by Health & Safety Code Section 41805.5(b) $

d. Evaluation of Initial or Amended Design Capacity Reports as required by Regulation 8, Rule 34,
Section 405 $

e. Evaluation of Initial or Periodic NMOC Emission Rate Reports as required by Regulation 8, Rule
34, Sections 406 or 407 $

f. Evaluation of Closure Report as required by Regulation 8, Rule 34, Section 409 $
g. Evaluation of Annual Report as required by Regulation 8, Rule 34, Section 411  $

Fees for each source will be rounded off to the nearest dollar. The fee for sources will be rounded up
or down to the nearest dollar.

For the purposes of this fee schedule, landfill shall be considered active, if it has accepted solid waste
for disposal at any time during the previous 12 months or has plans to accept solid waste for disposal
during the next 12 months.

(Amended 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 10/6/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02; 5/21/03;
6/2/04; 6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE L
ASBESTOS OPERATIONS
(Adopted July 6, 1988)

Asbestos Operations conducted at single family dwellings are subject to the following fees:

a. OPERATION FEE: $185 for amounts 100 to 500 square feet or linear feet.
$679 for amounts 501 square feet or linear feet to 1000 square
feet or linear feet.
$988 for amounts 1001 square feet or liner feet to 2000 square
feet or linear feet.
$1,358 for amounts greater than 2000 square feet or linear feet.
b. Cancellation: $90 of above amounts non-refundable for notification processing.

Asbestos Operations, other than those conducted at single family dwellings, are subject to the
following fees:

a. OPERATION FEE: $524  for amounts 100 to 159 square feet or 100 to 259 linear feet
or 35 cubic feet
$754  for amounts 160 square feet or 260 linear feet to 500 square
or linear feet or greater than 35 cubic feet.
$1,098 for amounts 501 square feet or linear feet to 1000 square
feet or linear feet.
$1,620 for amounts 1001 square feet or liner feet to 2500 square
feet or linear feet.
$2,309 for amounts 2501 square feet or linear feet to 5000 square
feet or linear feet.
$3,169 for amounts 5001 square feet or linear feet to 10000 square
feet or linear feet.
$4,031 for amounts greater than 10000 square feet or linear feet.
b. Cancellation: $248 of above amounts non-refundable for notification processing.

Demolitions (including zero asbestos demolitions) conducted at a single-family dwelling are subject
to the following fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $90
b. Cancellation: $90 (100% of fee) non-refundable, for notification processing.

Demolitions (including zero asbestos demolitions) other than those conducted at a single family
dwelling are subject to the following fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $372
b. Cancellation: $248 of above amount non-refundable for notification processing.

Asbestos operations with less than 10 days prior notice (excluding emergencies) are subject to the
following additional fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $619
Asbestos demolition operations for the purpose of fire training are exempt from fees.

(Amended 9/5/90; 1/5/94; 8/20/97; 10/7/98; 7/19/00; 8/1/01; 6/5/02; 7/2/03; 6/2/04; 6/6/07; 5/21/08;
5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16 )
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SCHEDULE M
MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE FEES
(Adopted June 6, 1990)

For each major stationary source emitting 50 tons per year or more of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides,
Nitrogen Oxides, and/or PMao, the fee shall be based on the following:

1. Organic Compounds $ per ton
2. Sulfur Oxides $ per ton
3. Nitrogen Oxides $ per ton
4, PM1o $ per ton

Emissions calculated by the APCO shall be based on the data reported for the most recent 12-month period
prior to billing. In calculating the fee amount, emissions of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides, Nitrogen
Oxides, or PMuo, if occurring in an amount less than 50 tons per year, shall not be.counted.

(Amended 7/3/91; 6/15/94; 7/1/98; 5/9/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01, 5/1/02, 5/21/03; 6/2/04; 6/15/05;
6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE N
TOXIC INVENTORY FEES
(Adopted October 21, 1992)

For each stationary source emitting substances covered by California Health and Safety Code Section
44300 et seq., the Air Toxics "Hot Spots" Information and Assessment Act of 1987, which have trigger

levels listed in Table 2-5-1, a fee based on the weighted emissions of the facility shall be assessed based
on the following formulas:

1.
1. A fee of $5 for each gasoline product dispensing nozzle in a Gasoline Dispensing Facility; or
2. A fee calculated by multiplying the facility’s weighted toxic inventory (w;) by the following factor:

Air Toxic Inventory Fee Factor $0.80 per weighted pound per year

Using the last reported data, the facility’s weighted toxic inventory (w;) is calculated as a sum
of the individual TAC emissions multiplied by either the inhalation caneer potency factor (CP,
in_kilogram-day/milligram) for the TAC times 28.6 if the emission is a carcinogen, or by the
reciprocal of the inhalation chronic reference exposure level (CREL) for the TAC (in _cubic

meters/microgram) if the emission is not a carcinogen, using the CP_and CREL weighting
factors listed in Table 2-5-1.

(Amended 12/15/93; 6/15/05; 5/2/07; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16,6/6/18.6/5/19)
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SCHEDULE P
MAJOR FACILITY REVIEW FEES
(Adopted November 3, 1993)

MFR / SYNTHETIC MINOR ANNUAL FEES

Each facility, which is required to undergo major facility review in accordance with the requirements
of Regulation 2, Rule 6, shall pay annual fees (1a and 1b below) for each source holding a District
Permit to Operate. These fees shall be in addition to and shall be paid in conjunction with the annual
renewal fees paid by the facility. However, these MFR permit fees shall not be included in the basis
to calculate Alternative Emission Control Plan (bubble) or toxic air contaminant surcharges. If a
major facility applies for and obtains a synthetic minor operating permit, the requirement to pay the
fees in 1a and 1b shall terminate as of the date the APCO issues the synthetic minor operating
permit.

a. MFR SOURCE FEE ....ovvviiiiiiiiiciec et $ per source

b. MFR EMISSIONS FEE.......... $ per ton of regulated air pollutants emitted

Each MFR facility and each synthetic minor facility shall pay an annual monitoring fee (1c below) for
each pollutant measured by a District-approved continuous emission monitor or a District-approved
parametric emission monitoring system.

C. MFR/SYNTHETIC MINOR MONITORING FEE$ per monitor per pollutant

SYNTHETIC MINOR APPLICATION FEES

Each facility that applies for a synthetic minor operating permit or a revision to a synthetic minor
operating permit shall pay application fees according to 2a and either 2b (for each source holding a
District Permit to Operate) or 2c (for each source affected by the revision). If a major facility applies
for a synthetic minor operating permit prior to the date on which it would become subject to the annual
major facility review fee described above, the facility shall pay, in addition to the application fee, the
equivalent of one year of annual fees for each source holding a District Permit to Operate.

a. SYNTHETIC MINOR FILING FEE .......ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiens $ per application
b. SYNTHETIC MINOR INITIAL PERMIT FEE........ccooooiiiiiiiiinneen. $ per source
C. SYNTHETIC MINOR REVISION FEE .........cccccooiiiiiien. $ per source modified

MFR APPLICATION FEES

Each facility that applies for or is required to undergo: an initial MFR permit, an amendment to an
MFR permit, a minor or significant revision to an MFR permit, a reopening of an MFR permit or a
renewal of an MFR permit-shall pay, with the application and in addition to any other fees required
by this regulation, the MFR filing fee and any applicable fees listed in 3b-h below. The fees in 3b
apply to each source.in the initial permit. The fees in 3g apply to each source in the renewal permit,
The fees in 3d-f apply to each source affected by the revision or reopening.

a. MFR FILING FEE ... $ per application
b. MFR INITIAL PERMIT FEE ...t $ per source
C. MFR ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENT FEE.............cceuu.... $ per application
d. MFR MINOR REVISION FEE ........cccoooeiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn, $ per source modified
e. MFR SIGNIFICANT REVISION FEE............ccc...... $ per source modified
f. MFR REOPENING FEE.............oooiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeinn $ per source modified
g. MFR RENEWAL FEE ... $ per source

Each facility that requests a permit shield or a revision to a permit shield under the provisions of
Regulation 2, Rule 6 shall pay the following fee for each source (or group of sources, if the
requirements for these sources are grouped together in a single table in the MFR permit) that is
covered by the requested shield. This fee shall be paid in addition to any other applicable fees.

h. MFR PERMIT SHIELD FEE..... $ per shielded source or group of sources
MFR PUBLIC NOTICE FEES
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Each facility that is required to undergo a public notice related to any permit action pursuant to
Regulation 2-6 shall pay the following fee upon receipt of a District invoice.

MFR PUBLIC NOTICE FEE.........ocovtiiiiiiiiiiee e Cost of Publication

MFR PUBLIC HEARING FEES

If a public hearing is required for any MFR permit action, the facility shall pay the following fees upon
receipt of a District invoice.

a. MFR PUBLIC HEARING FEE .... Cost of Public Hearing not to exceed $
b. NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING FEE....... Cost of distributing Notice of Public Hearing

POTENTIAL TO EMIT DEMONSTRATION FEE

Each facility that makes a potential to emit demonstration under Regulation 2-6-312 in order to avoid
the requirement for an MFR permit shall pay the following fee:

a. PTE DEMONSTRATION FEE....... $ per source, not to exceed $

(Amended 6/15/94; 10/8/97; 7/1/98; 5/19/99; 6/7/00; 6/6/01; 5/1/02, 5/21/03; 6/2/04;
6/15/05; 6/7/06; 5/2/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 5/4/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE Q
EXCAVATION OF CONTAMINATED SOIL AND
REMOVAL OF UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
(Adopted January 5, 1994)

Persons excavating contaminated soil or removing underground storage tanks subject to the
provisions of Regulation 8, Rule 40, Section 401, 402, 403 or 405 are subject to the following fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $168
(Amended 7/19/00; 8/1/01; 6/5/02; 7/2/03; 6/2/04; 6/6/07; 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16)
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SCHEDULE R
EQUIPMENT REGISTRATION FEES

Persons operating commercial cooking equipment who are required to register equipment as required
by District rules are subject to the following fees:

a. Conveyorized Charbroiler REGISTRATION FEE: $744 per facility
b Conveyorized Charbroiler ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $209 per facility
C. Under-fired Charbroiler REGISTRATION FEE: $744 per facility
d Under-fired Charbroiler ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $209 per facility

Persons operating non-halogenated dry cleaning equipment who are required to register equipment
as required by District rules are subject to the following fees:

a. Dry Cleaning Machine REGISTRATION FEE: $371
b. Dry Cleaning Machine ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $259

Persons operating diesel engines who are required to register equipment as required by District or
State rules are subject to the following fees:

a. Diesel Engine REGISTRATION FEE: $250
b. Diesel Engine ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $166
C. Diesel Engine ALTERNATIVE COMPLIANCE PLAN FEE (for each plan submitted under

District Regulation 11-17-402): $250

Persons operating boilers, steam generators and process heaters who are required to register
equipment by District Regulation 9-7-404 are subject to the following fees:

a. REGISTRATION FEE $137 per device
b. ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $115 per device
Persons owning or operating graphic arts operations who are required to register equipment by
District Regulation 8-20-408 are subject to the following fees:

a. REGISTRATION FEE: $446
b. ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE: $278
Persons owning or operating mobile refinishing operations who are required to register by District
Regulation 8-45-4 are subject to the following fees:

a. REGISTRATION FEE $209
b. ANNUAL RENEWAL FEE $123

(Adopted 7/6/07; Amended 12/5/07; 5/21/08; 7/30/08; 11/19/08; 12/3/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15,
6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18)
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SCHEDULE S
NATURALLY OCCURRING ASBESTOS OPERATIONS

ASBESTOS DUST MITIGATION PLAN FEES:
Any person submitting an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan (ADMP) for review of a Naturally
Occurring Asbestos (NOA) project shall pay the following fee (including NOA Discovery Notifications
which would trigger an ADMP review): $

AIR MONITORING PROCESSING FEE:

NOA projects requiring an Air Monitoring component as part of the ADMP approval are subject to the
following fee in addition to the ADMP fee: $4,900

INSPECTION FEE:

The owner of any property for which an ADMP is required shall pay fees to cover the costs incurred
by the District after July 1, 2012 in conducting inspections to determine compliance with the ADMP
on an ongoing basis. Inspection fees shall be invoiced by the District on a quarterly basis, and at the
conclusion of dust generating activities covered under the ADMP, based on the actual time spent in
conducting such inspections, and the following time and materials rate: $144 per hour

(Adopted 6/6/07; Amended 5/21/08; 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/15/11; 6/6/12; 6/19/13; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE T
GREENHOUSE GAS FEES

For each permitted facility emitting greenhouse gases, the fee shall be based on the following:
1. Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (CDE) Emissions $ per metric ton

Emissions calculated by the APCO shall be based on the data reported for the most recent 12-month period
prior to billing. The annual emissions of each greenhouse gas (GHG) listed below shall be determined by
the APCO for each permitted (i.e., non-exempt) source. For each emitted GHG, the CDE emissions shall
be determined by multiplying the annual GHG emissions by the applicable Global Warming Potential (GWP)
value. The GHG fee for each facility shall be based on the sum of the CDE emissions for all GHGs emitted
by the facility, except that no fee shall be assessed for emissions of biogenic carbon dioxide.

Global Warming Potential Relative to Carbon Dioxide*

GHG CAS Registry GWP**
Number

Carbon Dioxide 124-38-9 1
Methane 74-82-8 34
Nitrous Oxide 10024-97-2 298
Nitrogen Trifluoride 7783-54-2 17,885
Sulfur Hexafluoride 2551-62-4 26,087
HCFC-22 75-45-6 2,106
HCFC-123 306-83-2 96
HCFC-124 2837-89-0 635
HCFC-141b 1717-00-6 938
HCFC-142b 75-68-3 2,345
HCFC-225ca 422-56-0 155
HCFC-225ch 507-55-1 633
HFC-23 75-46-7 13,856
HFC-32 75-10-5 817
HFC-125 354-33-6 3,691
HFC-134a 811-97-2 1,549
HFC-143a 420-46-2 5,508
HFC-152a 75-37-6 167
HFC-227ea 431-89-0 3,860
HFC-236fa 690-39-1 8,998
HFC-245fa 460-73-1 1,032
HFC-365mfc 406-58-6 966
HFC-43-10-mee 138495-42-8 1,952
PFC-14 75-73-0 7,349
PFC-116 76-16-4 12,340
PFC-218 76-19-7 9,878
PFC-318 115-25-3 10,592

* Source: Myhre, G., et al., 2013: Anthropogenic and Natural Radiative Forcing (and Supplementary Material). In:
Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group | to the Fifth Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F., et al. (eds.)]. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA. Available from www.ipcc.ch.

** GWPs compare the integrated radiative forcing over a specified period (i.e.100 years) from a unit mass pulse
emission to compare the potential climate change associated with emissions of different GHGs. GWPs listed
include climate-carbon feedbacks.

(Adopted 5/21/08; Amended 5/20/09; 6/16/10; 6/4/14; 6/3/15; 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE U
INDIRECT SOURCE REVIEW FEES

The applicant for any project deemed an indirect source pursuant to District rules shall be subject to the
following fees:

1. APPLICATION FILING FEE
When an applicant files an Air Quality Impact Assessment as required by District rules, the
applicant shall pay a non-refundable Application Filing Fee as follows:

a. Residential project: $615
b. Non-residential or mixed use project: $918

2. APPLICATION EVALUATION FEE

Every applicant who files an Air Quality Impact Assessment as required by District rules shall
pay an evaluation fee for the review of an air quality analysis and the determination of Offsite
Emission Reduction Fees necessary for off-site emission reductions. The Application
Evaluation fee will be calculated using the actual staff hours expended and the prevailing
weighted labor rate. The Application Filing fee, which assumes eight hours of staff time for
residential projects and twelve hours of staff time for non-residential and mixed use projects,
shall be credited towards the actual Application Evaluation Fee.

3. OFFSITE EMISSION REDUCTION FEE

(To be determined)
(Adopted 5/20/09; Amended 6/16/10; 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17)
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1.

SCHEDULE V
OPEN BURNING

Any prior notification required by Regulation 5, Section 406 is subject to the following fee:
a. OPERATION FEE: $

b. The operation fee paid as part of providing notification to the District prior to burning will be
determined for each property, as defined in Regulation 5, Section 217, and will be valid for one
year from the fee payment date when a given fire is allowed, as specified in Regulation 5,
Section 401 for the following fires:

Regulation 5 Section — Fire Burn Period

401.1 - Disease and Pest January 1 — December 31
401.2 - Crop Replacement* October 1 — April 30
401.3 - Orchard Pruning and Attrition>  November 1 — April 30
401.4 - Double Cropping Stubble June 1 — August 31
401.6 - Hazardous Material* January 1 — December 31
401.7 - Fire Training January 1 — December 31
401.8 - Flood Debris October 1 — May 31
401.9 - Irrigation Ditches January 1 — December 31
401.10 - Flood Control January 1 — December 31
401.11 - Range Management! July 1 — April 30
401.12 - Forest Management! November 1 — April 30
401.14 - Contraband January 1 — December 31

! Any Forest Management fire, Range Management fire, Hazardous Material fire not related to
Public Resources Code 4291, or any Crop Replacement fire for the purpose of establishing an
agricultural crop on previously uncultivated land, that is expected to exceed 10 acres in size or
burn piled vegetation cleared or generated from more than 10 acres is defined in Regulation 5,
Section 213 as a type of prescribed burning and, as such, is subject to the prescribed burning
operation fee in Section 3 below.

2 Upon the determination of the APCO that heavy winter rainfall has prevented this type of
burning, the burn period may be extended to no later than June 30.

C. Any person who provided notification required under Regulation 5, Section 406, who seeks to
burn an amount of material greater than the amount listed in that initial notification, shall provide
a subsequent notification to the District under Regulation 5, Section 406 and shall pay an
additional open burning operation fee prior to burning.

Any Marsh Management fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.13 is subject to the
following fee, which will be determined for each property by the proposed acreage to be burned:

a. OPERATION FEE: $ for 50 acres or less
$
for more than 50 acres but less than or equal to 150 acres
$ for more than 150 acres
b. The operation fee paid for a Marsh Management fire will be valid for a Fall or Spring burning

period, as specified in Regulation 5, Subsection 401.13. Any burning subsequent to either of
these time periods shall be subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

Any Wildland Vegetation Management fire (prescribed burning) conducted pursuant to Regulation 5,
Section 401.15 is subject to the following fee, which will be determined for each prescribed burning
project by the proposed acreage to be burned:

a. OPERATION FEE: $ for 50 acres or less

$
for more than 50 acres but less than or equal to 150 acres

$ for more than 150 acres
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b. The operation fee paid for a prescribed burn project will be valid for the burn project approval
period, as determined by the District. Any burning subsequent to this time period shall be
subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

Any Filmmaking fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.16 and any Public Exhibition
fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.17 is subject to the following fee:

a. OPERATION FEE: $

b. The operation fee paid for a Filmmaking or Public Exhibition fire will be valid for the burn project
approval period, as determined by the District. Any burning subsequent to this time period
shall be subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

Any Stubble fire conducted pursuant to Regulation 5, Section 401.5 that requires a person to receive

an acreage burning allocation prior to ignition is subject to the following fee, which will be determined
for each property by the proposed acreage to be burned:

a. OPERATION FEE: $ for 25 acres or less
$
for more than 25 acres but less than or equal to 75 acres
$
for more than 75 acres but less than or equal to 150 acres
$ for more than 150 acres
b. The operation fee paid for a Stubble fire will be valid for one burn period, which is the time

period beginning September 1 and ending December 31, each calendar year. Any burning
subsequent to this time period shall be subject to an additional open burning operation fee.

All fees paid pursuant to Schedule V are non-refundable.

All fees required pursuant to Schedule V must be paid before conducting a fire.
(Adopted June 19, 2013; Amended 6/4/14; 6/3/15, 6/15/16, 6/21/17, 6/6/18 )
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SCHEDULE W
PETROLEUM REFINING EMISSIONS TRACKING FEES

1. ANNUAL EMISSIONS INVENTORIES:

2.

Any Petroleum Refinery owner/operator required to submit an Annual Emissions Inventory
Report in accordance with Regulation 12, Rule 15, Section 401 shall pay the following fees:

a. Initial submittal: $
b. Each subsequent annual submittal: $

Any Support Facility owner/operator required to submit an Annual Emissions Inventory Report
in accordance with Regulation 12, Rule 15, Section 401 shall pay the following fees:

a. Initial submittal: $
b. Each subsequent annual submittal: $

AIR MONITORING PLANS:

Any person required to submit an air monitoring plan in accordance with Regulation 12, Rule
15, Section 403 shall pay a one-time fee of $

(Adopted 6/15/16 )
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SCHEDULE X
MAJOR STATIONARY SOURCE COMMUNITY AIR MONITORING FEES

For each major stationary source, emitting 35 tons per year or more of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides,
Nitrogen Oxides, Carbon Monoxide and/or PMio within the vicinity of a District proposed community air
monitoring location, the fee shall be based on the following:

1. Organic Compounds $60.61 per ton
2. Sulfur Oxides $60.61 per ton
3. Nitrogen Oxides $60.61 per ton
4. Carbon Monoxide $60.61 per ton
5. PM1o $60.61 per ton

Emissions calculated by the APCO shall be based on the data reported for the mostrecent 12-month period
prior to billing. In calculating the fee amount, emissions of Organic Compounds, Sulfur Oxides, Nitrogen
Oxides, Carbon Monoxide, or PMuo, if occurring in an amount less than 35 tons per year, shall not be
counted.

(Adopted: 6/15/16; Amended: 6/21/17)
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AGENDA: 14

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 20, 2019

Re: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of the Air District’s Proposed Budget for Fiscal
Year Ending (FYE) 2020

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend Board of Directors conduct its second and final public hearing and consider
adoption of a resolution to approve the Budget for the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 and
various budget related actions.

BACKGROUND

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 40131, the Executive Officer/APCO will present the
FYE 2020 proposed budget to the Board of Directors for adoption.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

The proposed consolidated budget for FYE 2020 is $252,707,473 which includes General Fund
Budget of $104,614,832.



Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Stephanie Osaze
Reviewed by: Jeff McKay

Attachment 14A: Resolution to Approve the Budget for the Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2019
(FYE 2018-2019) and Various Budget Related Actions

Attachment 14B: Bay Area Air Quality Management District Salary Schedule for Management
and Confidential Classes

Attachment 14C: Proposed FYE 2019 budget available at:
http://www.baagmd.gov/publications/annual-budget



http://www.baaqmd.gov/publications/annual-budget

AGENDA 14A - ATTACHMENT

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Resolution No. -

A Resolution to Approve the Budget for the Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2020
(FY 2019-2020) and Various Budget Related Actions

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air
District) has the statutory authority and direction to set the Air District’s financial budget
pursuant to Health & Safety Code Sections 40130-40131 and 40270-40276;

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 2018-06, the Board of Directors adopted the Air District
Budget for Fiscal Year (FY) 2018-2019 on June 6, 2018, pursuant to the above- mentioned
statutory authority;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors, in connectioniwith that action, approved the following
budget related actions:

A. Transfer Funds from Encumbered Balance of Appropriations to the Next Fiscal
Year for Continuation of Projects/Programs

B. Transfer Funds from Unencumbered Balance of Apprepriations to the General
Reserve,

C. Fund the General Reserve from Year to Year;

D. Authorize Modification to Name and Purpose of certain Designated Reserve
Funds;

E. Authorize Disposal of Surplus Government Property;

F. Approve Salary Ranges for District Employees; and

G. Approve Proposed District:Budget for FY 2018-2019;

WHEREAS, Air District staff has determined through its annual budget review and
analysis that similar actions are necessary in connection with the adoption of a budget for
FY 2019-2020 and that all of these actions be incorporated into a single resolution;

WHEREAS, the Budget and Finance Committee of the Board of Directors reviewed the
proposed FY 2019-2020 District Budget at public meetings held on March 22, 2019, and
April 22, 2019, and recommended that the Board of Directors approve as submitted.

WHEREAS, an initial public hearing was duly noticed and held on May 15, 2019, at a
Special Meeting of the Board of Directors held pursuant to Health & Safety Code Section
40131, for the purpose of reviewing the Air District’s proposed FY 2019-2020 Budget and
of providing the public with an opportunity to comment upon the proposed District Budget;

WHEREAS, at the May 15, 2019 Special Meeting of the Board of Directors, the Proposed
FY 2019-2020 Air District Budget was set for a further hearing and proposed adoption at
the Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors to be held on June 5, 2019;



WHEREAS, in connection with the public hearing and consideration of the Proposed
FY 2019-2020 District Budget on June 5, 2019, the Board of Directors decided to take the
following actions related to the FY 2018-2019 District Budget:

A. CARRYFORWARD ENCUMBERED BALANCE OF
APPROPRIATIONS TO THE NEXT FISCAL YEAR FOR
CONTINUATION OF PROJECTS/IPROGRAMS NOT
COMPLETED IN THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR

WHEREAS, the Air District Budget FY2018-2019 has appropriated funds committed for
projects/programs not completed in the current fiscal year that will ¢arry over to the next
fiscal year;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors hereby directs Air
District staff, that in the event there is encumbered balance of appropriations from FY
2018-2019 for continuation of projects, to transfer such appropriations to,the 2019-2020
fiscal year budget as needed for completion of.projects/programs;

B. TRANSFER FUNDS FROM UNENCUMBERED BALANCE
OF APPROPRATIONS TO THE GENERAL RESERVE

WHEREAS, the Proposed Air District Budgetsprovides sufficient funds for the operation
of the Air District for FY 2019-2020;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors hereby directs Air
District staff, that indhe event there is an unencumbered balance of appropriations from
FY 2018-2019, totransfer such excess balance'to the General Reserve.

Cs FUND THE GENERAL RESERVE FROM YEAR TO YEAR

WHEREAS, the Board of Directorson June 12, 1958, created a General Reserve in the Air
District’s budget and transferred cértain funds into it;

WHEREAS, the Air District has operated for much of its existence with a General Reserve
in its fiscal year budget;

WHEREAS, the Air District retained the consulting firm of KPMG LLP in 1998-99 to
conduct a permit fee cost recovery study of the Air District;

WHEREAS, KPMG LLP determined through their study of Air District finances that the
General Reserve was inadequately funded and therefore recommended that the General
Reserve be funded to a level consistent with generally accepted governmental practices;

WHEREAS, Air District staff concurred with this finding and recommendation from
KPMG LLP;



WHEREAS, the Board of Directors concurs with the recommendation of KPMG LLP, Air
District staff and its Budget and Finance Committee that maintaining a healthy and
properly funded General Reserve in the Air District’s budget is a prudent and financially
sound decision;

WHEREAS, as a part of the adoption of the 2015-16 Budget, the Board of Director
approved an Economic Contingency Reserve Policy of 20% of the General Fund Budget;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the General Reserve be
continued for FY 2019-2020, and thereafter until discontinued by resolution of the Board
of Directors.

D. AUTHORIZE DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS GOVERNMENT
PROPERTY

WHEREAS, the Air District Budget for FY 2019-2020 provides for the replacement of
certain equipment and other property that has eithernbecome obsolete and surplus or will
become obsolete and surplus;

WHEREAS, Air District staff has determined that certain equipment or other property will
no longer be economically feasible to ‘maintain.or repair, and that some equipment will
become obsolete and not useful for Air District purposes;

WHEREAS, from timesto time during the course of the coming fiscal year it may be
advantageous to the Air District to sell or dispese of such equipment or other property;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors.desires to authorize the Executive Officer/APCO, or
his or her designee, to sell or dispose of such surplus or obsolete equipment or other
property pursuant the requirements and guidelines of Government Code Sections 25363
and 25504;

NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors hereby
authorizes the Executive Officer/ APCO, or his or her designee, to sell or dispose of surplus
or obsolete equipment or other property during FY 2019-2020.

E. SALARY RANGES FOR DISTRICT EMPLOYEES

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors established Salary Ranges and Classifications on June
10, 1962, pursuant to Resolution No. 270 and has from time to time amended those Salary
Ranges and Classifications;

WHEREAS, the Air District Budget for FY 2019-2020 includes funds for Board of
Director discretionary use in adjusting salaries and fringe benefits for Air District
employees;



WHEREAS, the successor Memorandum of Understanding (the “MOU”) with the
employees represented by the recognized employee organization Bay Area Air Quality
Management District Employees Association (“EA”) is set to expire on June 30, 2019, and
a successor MOU is being negotiated and completion is anticipated in the FY 2019-2020
period;

WHERAS, the successor MOU between the District and EA is set expire on June 30, 2019
and all provisions shall supersede the provisions of the June 1, 2014 to June 30, 2017
agreement;

WHEREAS, management employees and confidential employees are not represented by a
recognized employee organization;

WHEREAS, the FY 2018-2019 salary schedule attached:hereto remainswunchanged for FY
2019-2020 pending the completion of negotiations; whereby any: proposed salary
adjustments will be presented to the Board of Directors fonapproval at such time.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors
approves the salary schedules attached hereto effective July 1, 2019 which provides no
salary increases.

F. APPROVE FUNDING FOR, OTHER POST RETIREMENT
BENEFITS (OPEB) AND CALPERS PENSION BENEFITS
(CalPERS) FOR FY12019-2020

WHEREAS, as a part of the adoption of the FY,2016 and FY 2017 Budgets, the Board of
Directors approved a policy.to prefund OPEB tg achieve 90% funding with no target date;

WHEREAS, as a partiof the adoption of the FY 2019 Budget, the Board of Directors
approved recommendation to amend. the funding policy for the CalPERS pension plan to
achieve 90% funding within 20 years;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that as a part of the FY 2019-2020
Proposed Budget, the Board of Directors approved a recommendation for continuation of
prefunding OPEB" and«CalPERS in the amount of $4.0 million and $1.0 million,
respectively.

G. APPROVE PROPOSED AIR DISTRICT BUDGET FOR FY
2019-2020

WHEREAS, on May 15, 2019, and June 5, 2019, public proceedings have been held in a
manner and form required by Health & Safety Code Section 40131 for the adoption of the
FY 2019-2020 Budget of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District;



WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has considered the Proposed Budget for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2020, as well as the report on this proposed budget from the Budget and
Finance Committee of the Board of Directors which considered the Proposed

FY 2019-2020 Air District Budget at their meetings of March 22, 2019 and April 22, 2019;

WHEREAS, at the May 15, 2019, Regular Meeting of the Board of Directors, in its report
to the Board of Directors, the Budget and Finance Committee of the Board of Directors
through consensus supported staff recommendations to forward the Proposed FY 2019-
2020 Aiir District Budget to the Board of Directors;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Proposed Air District
Budget for FY Ending 2019-2020 in the total consolidated amount of Two Hundred Fifty-
Two Million, Seven Hundred Seven, Four Hundred<and Seventy Three Dollars
($252,707,473), specifying by appropriation classification — personnel, services and
supplies, capital outlay, program distributions and«ransfers —is hereby adopted by the
Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District to become effective
as of July 1, 20109.



The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed and adopted at a
regular meeting of the Board of Directors of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
on the Motion of , seconded by
, on the day of 2019

by the following vote of the Board:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
KATIE RICE
Chairperson of the Board of Directors
ATTEST:

CINDY CHAVEZ
Secretary of the Board of Directors



AGENDA 14B - ATTACHMENT

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
SALARY SCHEDULE FOR MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL CLASSES
Annually/Monthly/Bi-weekly/Hourly effective July 1, 2019

ID-JDE MANAGEMENT Per Employment Agreement
1B101 Executive Officer/Air Pollution Control Officer (1) 308114.82
25676.24
11850.57
148.13
1B102 Counsel (1) 295559.94
24630.00
11367.69
142.10
ID-JDE MANAGEMENT Range Step A Step B Step C Step D Step E
3M101 Air Monitoring Manager 148M 133904.94 140600.18 147630.19 155011.70 162762.29

11158.74 11716.68 12302.52 12917.64 13563.52
5150.19 5407.70 5678.08  5961.99 6260.09
64.38 67.60 70.98 74.52 78.25

3M102 Air Quality Engineering Manager 148M 133904.94 140600.18 147630.19 155011.70 162762.29
11158.74 11716.68 12302.52 12917.64 13563.52

5150.19 5407.70 5678.08 5961.99 6260.09

64.38 67.60 70.98 74.52 78.25

3M103 Air Quality Planning Manager 148M 133904.94 140600.18 147630.19 155011.70 162762.29
11158.74 11716.68 12302.52 12917.64 13563.52

5150.19 5407.70 5678.08 5961.99 6260.09

64.38 67.60 70.98 74.52 78.25

3M104 Air Quality Program Manager 148M 133904.94 140600.18 147630.19 155011.70 162762.29
11158.74 11716.68 12302.52 12917.64 13563.52

5150.19 5407.70 5678.08 5961.99 6260.09

64.38 67.60 70.98 74.52 78.25

8M101 Assistant Counsel | 149M 134867.14 141610.50 148691.02 156125.57 163931.85
11238.93 11800.87 12390.92 13010.46 13660.99

5187.20 5446.56 5718.89 6004.83 6305.07

64.84 68.08 71.49 75.06 78.81

7M101 Assistant Counsel I 153M 151275.93 158839.73 166781.71 175120.80 183876.84
12606.33 13236.64 13898.48 14593.40 15323.07

5818.31 6109.22 6414.68 6735.42 7072.19

72.73 76.37 80.18 84.19 88.40

3M121 Assistant Manager 147M 130677.84 137211.73 144072.31 151275.93 158839.73
10889.82 11434.31 12006.03 12606.33 13236.64

5026.07 5277.37 5541.24 5818.31 6109.22

62.83 65.97 69.27 72.73 76.37

3M117 Audit & Special Projects Manager 148M 133904.94 140600.18 147630.19 155011.70 162762.29
11158.74 11716.68 12302.52 12917.64 13563.52

5150.19 5407.70 5678.08 5961.99 6260.09

64.38 67.60 70.98 74.52 78.25

(1) Board Approval on February 21, 2018 5/20/2019



ID-JDE

3M105

2M111

iM101

1M102

2M110

2M101

2M102

2M103

2M108

2M104

2M105

2M107

MANAGEMENT(CONTINUED)

Business Manager

Communications Officer

Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer

Deputy Executive Officer

Director/Officer

Director of Administration

Director of Enforcement

Director of Engineering

Director of Strategic Incentives

Director of Information Services

Director of Planning and Research

Director of Technical Services

Range

148M

156M

160M

169M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

156M

Step A

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

179445.42
14953.79
6901.75
86.27

223503.45
18625.29
8596.29
107.45

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

Step B

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

188417.69
15701.47
7246.83
90.59

234678.62
19556.55
9026.10
112.83

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

Step C

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

197838.58
16486.55
7609.18
95.11

246412.55
20534.38
9477.41
118.47

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

Step D

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

207730.50
17310.88
7989.63
99.87

258733.18
21561.10
9951.28
124.39

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

Step E

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

218117.03
18176.42
8389.12
104.86

271669.84
22639.15
10448.84

130.61

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49



ID-JDE

3M119

3M113

3M107

3M106

2M110

3M118

3M108

3M109

2M109

3M110

3M120

3M115

MANAGEMENT(CONTINUED)

Engineering Project Processing Manager

Executive Operations Manager

Finance Manager

Fleet and Facilities Manager

Health Officer

Human Resources Manager

Human Resources Officer

Information Systems Manager

Information Technology Officer

Manager (Laboratory)

Manager

Manager of Executive Operations

Range

148M

148M

148M

134M

156M

148M

156M

148M

156M

148M

148M

148M

Step A

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

95163.74
7930.31
3660.14

45.75

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

161687.74
13473.98
6218.76
77.73

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

Step B

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

99921.92
8326.83
3843.15

48.04

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

169772.13
14147.68
6529.70
81.62

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

Step C

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

104918.02
8743.17
4035.31

50.44

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

178260.73
14855.06
6856.18
85.70

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

Step D

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

110163.92
9180.33
4237.07

52.96

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

187173.77
15597.81
7198.99
89.99

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

Step E

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

115672.12
9639.34
4448.93

55.61

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

196532.46
16377.70
7558.94
94.49

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25



ID-JDE MANAGEMENT(CONTINUED)

3M111 Meteorology and Data Analysis Manager

3M112 Research and Modeling Manager

6M101 Senior Assistant Counsel

6M102 Senior Policy Advisor

3M116 Strategic Facilities Planning Manager

Range

148M

148M

157M

148M

148M

Step A

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

166781.71
13898.48
6414.68
80.18

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

133904.94
11158.74
5150.19
64.38

Step B

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

175120.80
14593.40
6735.42
84.19

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

140600.18
11716.68
5407.70
67.60

Step C

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

183876.84
15323.07
7072.19
88.40

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

147630.19
12302.52
5678.08
70.98

Step D

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

193070.68
16089.22
7425.80
92.82

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

155011.70
12917.64
5961.99
74.52

Step E

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

202724.21
16893.68
7797.09
97.46

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25

162762.29
13563.52
6260.09
78.25



ID-JDE CONFIDENTIAL

7C007 Administrative Secretary (Confidential)

5C101 Clerk of the Boards

8C004 Executive Secretary |

7C001 Executive Secretary Il

8C101 Human Resources Analyst |

7C103 Human Resources Analyst Il

8C001 Human Resources Technician |

7C002 Human Resources Technician Il

7C003 Legal Office Services Specialist

8C002 Legal Secretary |

7C004 Legal Secretary Il

8C003 Office Assistant | (HR)

Range

118

132

128

132

130

134

122

126

124

116

120

104

Step A

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

44442.12
3703.51
1709.31

21.37

Step B

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

46664.23
3888.69
1794.78

22.43

Step C

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

Step D

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

Step E

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97



ID-JDE CONFIDENTIAL(CONTINUED)

7C005 Office Assistant Il (HR)

7C102 Paralegal

6C102 Senior Human Resources Analyst (2)

6C001 Senior Executive Secretary

5C102 Supervising Human Resources Analyst

(2) Board Approval of 9/5/2018

Range

108

124

138

134

142

Step A

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

Step B

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

Step C

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

Step D

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

Step E

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63



Effective July 1, 2019 per Memorandum of Understanding dated May 15, 2002

ID-JDE PROFESSIONAL

7P001 Accountant |

7P014 Accountant Il

7P002 Advanced Projects Advisor

8P001 Air Quality Chemist |

7P003 Air Quality Chemist Il

8P002 Air Quality Engineer |

7P004 Air Quality Engineer Il

8P003 Air Quality Meteorologist |

7P005 Air Quality Meteorologist I

7P006 Atmospheric Modeler

8P004 Environmental Planner |

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
SALARY SCHEDULE FOR TECHNICAL/GENERAL AND PROFESSIONAL EMPLOYEES

Range

123

127

144

127

131

132

136

131

135

140

130

Step A

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

Step B Step C

74179.25 77888.21
6181.60 6490.68
2853.05 2995.70

35.66 37.45

81782.62 85871.75
6815.22  7155.98
3145.49  3302.76

39.32 41.28

123814.09 130004.79
10317.84 10833.73
4762.08  5000.18
59.53 62.50

81782.62 85871.75
6815.22  7155.98
3145.49  3302.76

39.32 41.28

90165.34 94673.61
7513.78  7889.47
3467.90  3641.29

43.35 45.52

92391.98 97011.58
7699.33  8084.30
3553.54 3731.21

44.42 46.64

101862.16 106955.26
8488.51  8912.94
3917.78  4113.66

48.97 51.42

90165.34 94673.61
7513.78  7889.47
3467.90  3641.29

43.35 45,52

99407.29 104377.65
8283.94  8698.14
3823.36  4014.52

47.79 50.18

112303.03 117918.18
9358.59  9826.51
4319.35 453531

53.99 56.69

87992.36 92391.98
7332.70  7699.33
3384.32  3553.54

42.30 44.42

Step D

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

Step E

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97



ID-JDE PROFESSIONAL(continued)

7P007 Environmental Planner Il

7P008 Legislative Analyst

7P009 Librarian

4P001 Principal Accountant

4P002 Principal Air and Meteorological Monitoring Specialist

4P005 Principal Air Quality Chemist

4P003 Principal Air Quality Engineer

4P004 Principal Environmental Planner

7P010 Research Analyst

6P001 Senior Advanced Projects Advisor

6P002 Senior Air Quality Chemist

Range

134

138

128

135

143

139

144

142

130

148

135

Step A Step B Step C

92391.98 97011.58 101862.16
7699.33 8084.30  8488.51
3553.54 3731.21  3917.78

44.42 46.64 48.97

101862.16 106955.26 112303.03
8488.51 8912.94  9358.59
3917.78  4113.66  4319.35

48.97 51.42 53.99

79811.66 83802.25 87992.36
6650.97 6983.52 7332.70
3069.68  3223.16  3384.32

38.37 40.29 42.30

94673.61 99407.29 104377.65
7889.47 8283.94  8698.14
3641.29 3823.36  4014.52

45.52 47.79 50.18

115076.36 120830.18 126871.69
9589.70 10069.18 10572.64
4426.01  4647.31  4879.68

55.33 58.09 61.00

104377.65 109596.53 115076.36
8698.14 9133.04 9589.70
4014.52 4215.25  4426.01

50.18 52.69 55.33

117918.18 123814.09 130004.79
9826.51 10317.84 10833.73
4535.31 4762.08 5000.18

56.69 59.53 62.50

112303.03 117918.18 123814.09
9358.59 9826.51 10317.84
4319.35 4535.31  4762.08

53.99 56.69 59.53

83802.25 87992.36 92391.98
6983.52 7332.70  7699.33
3223.16  3384.32  3553.54

40.29 42.30 44.42

130004.79 136505.03 143330.28
10833.73 11375.42 11944.19
5000.18 5250.19  5512.70
62.50 65.63 68.91

94673.61 99407.29 104377.65
7889.47 8283.94  8698.14
3641.29 3823.36  4014.52

45.52 47.79 50.18

Step D

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

133215.27
11101.27
5123.66
64.05

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

150496.80
12541.40
5788.34
72.35

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

Step E

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

139876.03
11656.34
5379.85
67.25

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

158021.64
13168.47
6077.76
75.97

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33



ID-JDE PROFESSIONAL(continued)

6P003 Senior Air Quality Engineer

6P004 Senior Air Quality Meteorologist

6P005 Senior Atmospheric Modeler

6P006 Senior Environmental Planner

7P011 Statistician

5P001 Supervising Air Quality Engineer

5P002 Supervising Air Quality Meteorologist

5P003 Supervising Environmental Planner

7P012 Toxicologist

ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL

8T001 Accounting Assistant |

7T001 Accounting Assistant Il

Range Step A

140 106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

139 104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

144 117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

138 101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

137 99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

144 117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

143 115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

142 112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

144 117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

Range Step A

106 46664.23
3888.69
1794.78

22.43

110 51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

Step B

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

Step B

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

Step C

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

Step C

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

Step D

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

133215.27
11101.27
5123.66
64.05

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

Step D

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

Step E

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

139876.03
11656.34
5379.85
67.25

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

143330.28
11944.19
5512.70
68.91

Step E

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL(cont'd)

7T002 Administrative Analyst

7T003 Administrative Secretary

8T002 Air Quality Case Settlement Specialist |

7T004 Air Quality Case Settlement Specialist Il

8T003 Air Quality Inspector |

7T005 Air Quality Inspector Il

8T004 Air Quality Instrument Specialist |

7T006 Air Quality Instrument Specialist I

8TO005 Air Quality Laboratory Technician |

7T007 Air Quality Laboratory Technician Il

8T006 Air Quality Permit Technician |

Range

131

118

126

130

124

128

124

128

122

126

122

Step A

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

Step B

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

Step C

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

Step D

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

Step E

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL(cont'd)

7T008 Air Quality Permit Technician Il

8T007 Air Quality Specialist |

7T009 Air Quality Specialist Il

7T010 Air Quality Technical Assistant

8T008 Air Quality Technician |

7T011 Air Quality Technician Il

8T014 Assistant Staff Specialist |

7T033 Assistant Staff Specialist I

7T012 Building Maintenance Mechanic

7T013 Data Entry Operator

Range

126

130

134

118

122

126

122

126

114

111

Step A

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

52717.81
4393.15
2027.61

25.35

Step B

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

55353.70
4612.81
2128.99

26.61

Step C

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

58121.38
4843.45
2235.44

27.94

Step D

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

61027.45
5085.62
2347.21

29.34

Step E

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

64078.82
5339.90
2464.57

30.81



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

5T010 Data Support Supervisor

7T014 Database Specialist

7T015 Deputy Clerk of the Boards

7T028 Facilities Maintenance Worker

5T008 Facilities Services Supervisor

7T031 Fiscal Services Coordinator

8T009 Mechanic |

7T016 Mechanic Il

8T010 Office Assistant |

7T017 Office Assistant Il

5T001 Office Services Supervisor

7T029 Organizational Development and Training Specialist

Range

142

135

123

108

130

139

121

125

104

108

116

134

Step A

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

67282.76
5606.90
2587.80

32.35

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

44442.12
3703.51
1709.31

21.37

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

Step B

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

46664.23
3888.69
1794.78

22.43

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

Step C

Step D

Step E

123814.09 130004.79 136505.03

10317.84
4762.08
59.53

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

10833.73
5000.18
62.50

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

11375.42
5250.19
65.63

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

7T018 Permit Coordinator

6T009 Principal Air Quality Instrument Specialist (2)

4T001 Principal Air Quality Specialist

8T011 Programmer Analyst |

7T019 Programmer Analyst Il

8T012 Public Information Officer |

7T020 Public Information Officer Il

7T027 Purchasing Agent

77021 Radio/Telephone Operator

5T002 Radio/Telephone Operator Supervisor

7T022 Receptionist

(2) Board Approval of 9/5/2018

Range

134

136

142

127

131

127

131

122

113

119

104

Step A

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

55353.70
4612.81
2128.99

26.61

64078.82
5339.90
2464.57

30.81

44442.12
3703.51
1709.31

21.37

Step B

Step C

Step D

Step E

97011.58 101862.16 106955.26 112303.03

8084.30
3731.21
46.64

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

81782.62
6815.22
3145.49

39.32

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

72391.53
6032.63
2784.29

34.80

58121.38
4843.45
2235.44

27.94

67282.76
5606.90
2587.80

32.35

46664.23
3888.69
1794.78

22.43

8488.51
3917.78
48.97

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

85871.75
7155.98
3302.76

41.28

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

76011.11
6334.26
2923.50

36.54

61027.45
5085.62
2347.21

29.34

70646.90
5887.24
2717.19

33.96

48997.44
4083.12
1884.52

23.56

8912.94
4113.66
51.42

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

90165.34
7513.78
3467.90

43.35

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

79811.66
6650.97
3069.68

38.37

64078.82
5339.90
2464.57

30.81

74179.25
6181.60
2853.05

35.66

51447.31
4287.28
1978.74

24.73

9358.59
4319.35
53.99

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

67282.76
5606.90
2587.80

32.35

77888.21
6490.68
2995.70

37.45

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

7T023 Secretary

6T001 Senior Accounting Assistant

6T002 Senior Air Quality Inspector

6T003 Senior Air Quality Instrument Specialist

6T007 Senior Air Quality Permit Technician

6T004 Senior Air Quality Specialist

6T006 Senior Air Quality Technician

6T005 Senior Public Information Officer

6T008 Senior Staff Specialist

8T013 Staff Specialist |

7T032 Staff Specialist I

Range

112

114

132

132

130

138

130

135

138

130

134

Step A

54019.68
4501.64
2077.68

25.97

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

83802.25
6983.52
3223.16

40.29

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

Step B

56720.66
4726.72
2181.56

27.27

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

87992.36
7332.70
3384.32

42.30

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

Step C

59556.69
4963.06
2290.64

28.63

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

92391.98
7699.33
3553.54

44.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

Step D

62534.53
5211.21
2405.17

30.06

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

Step E

65661.25
5471.77
2525.43

31.57

68944.32
5745.36
2651.70

33.15

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99



ID-JDE TECHNICAL/GENERAL (cont'd)

5T003 Supervising Air Quality Inspector

5T004 Supervising Air Quality Instrument Specialist

5T005 Supervising Air Quality Specialist

5T006 Supervising Public Information Officer

5T009 Supervising Staff Specialist

5T007 Supervising Systems Analyst

7T024 Systems Analyst

7T025 Systems Quality Assurance Specialist

7T026 Web Master

Range

136

136

142

139

142

139

135

135

135

Step A

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

97011.58
8084.30
3731.21

46.64

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

94673.61
7889.47
3641.29

45.52

Step B

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

101862.16
8488.51
3917.78

48.97

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

99407.29
8283.94
3823.36

47.79

Step C

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

106955.26
8912.94
4113.66

51.42

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

123814.09
10317.84
4762.08
59.53

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

104377.65
8698.14
4014.52

50.18

Step D

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

112303.03
9358.59
4319.35

53.99

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

130004.79
10833.73
5000.18
62.50

120830.18
10069.18
4647.31
58.09

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

109596.53
9133.04
4215.25

52.69

Step E

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

117918.18
9826.51
4535.31

56.69

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

136505.03
11375.42
5250.19
65.63

126871.69
10572.64
4879.68
61.00

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33

115076.36
9589.70
4426.01

55.33



AGENDA: 15

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Katie Rice and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: May 29, 2019

Re: Update on the West Oakland Community Action Plan

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

Assembly Bill (AB) 617 was passed in 2017, to improve local air quality and health in
disproportionately impacted communities. The law requires the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) work with community groups, air districts and others to select locations from around the
state where communities will work with local air districts to reduce air pollution. In September
2018, CARB approved the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District)
recommendation to develop and implement a Community Emission Reduction Plan (Plan) for
West Oakland.

DISCUSSION

To develop a Plan for West Oakland, in April 2018 the Air District entered into a contract with the
West Oakland Environmental Indicators Project (WOEIP) to serve as our Plan community partner.
WOEIP has a long history of community planning and advocacy to reduce residents’ exposure to
diesel particulate matter and toxic air contaminants.

Since April 2018, WOEIP and Air District staff have worked together to engage the public in the
planning process. Air District staff and WOEIP have established a community Steering Committee
comprised of residents, neighborhood and business leaders, and partner agencies. The Steering
Committee has met approximately monthly since July 2018, for a total of 11 meetings.

Steering Committee meetings are moderated by a neutral facilitator. These meetings seek to gather
local knowledge and experience from the Steering Committee members and the public, and to
share information about the Air District and other local and regional agency programs that relate
to air quality and health. Steering Committee members and the public have shared their
experiences living near industrial sources, heavy-duty trucking businesses, freeways, and the Port
of Oakland. Air District staff and WOEIP have solicited this information through plenary and
small-group discussions, mapping and world café style exercises.



At Steering Committee meetings, the Air District has provided information about the Air District’s
complaint process, enforcement programs, and authority as a regulatory and permitting agency for
stationary sources. The City of Oakland, Port of Oakland, and Alameda County Department of
Public Health all serve on the Steering Committee and have made presentations about their
agencies proposed and ongoing programs that relate to air quality. These presentations were
designed to give the Steering Committee information to understand the opportunities and
responsibilities of many government agencies that influence community health in West Oakland.

Steering Committee meetings also have included presentations and exercises that focus on the
technical work of the Air District and other partners to better understand air pollution sources and
impacts in West Oakland. These presentations explained available West Oakland monitoring and
modeling data. Specifically, the Air District completed and presented a modeling assessment of
local pollution sources and concentrations in West Oakland. This assessment is designed to assist
the Steering Committee as it considers measures to reduce emissions and exposure in their
community.

The Steering Committee has identified a range of strategies to reduce emissions and exposure in
West Oakland. These strategies include actions by the Air District as well as recommended actions
by CARB, the City of Oakland, the Port of Oakland and others.

The Steering Committee’s work will result in the five-year West Oakland Community Action Plan,
which will guide efforts to reduce emissions and exposure in West Oakland. Air District staff
anticipates releasing a draft Plan in July 2019 and taking a final Plan to the Air District Board of
Directors for consideration in October 2019. The CARB Board of Directors will consider adopting
the Plan in December 2019. Once the Plan is adopted by the Air District Board of Directors, Air
District staff will begin working with the Steering Committee, WOEIP, and other partners to
implement the Plan.

Simultaneous with the development of the West Oakland Community Action Plan, the Port of
Oakland has been developing their Seaport Air Quality 2020 and Beyond Plan. The plan was
considered by the Port of Oakland’s governing board on May 23, 2019. Staff will also provide any
update on the Port’s clean air plan and how it relates to the West Oakland Community Action Plan.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

Resources to prepare the West Oakland Community Action Plan are included in the Fiscal Year
Ending (FYE) 2019 and proposed FYE 2020 budgets. Ongoing implementation of the Plan will
require additional resources from the Air District, the state, and others.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: ~ Greg Nudd
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