Comment 1 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Art

Last Name: Unger

Email Address: alunger@juno.com
Affiliation:

Subject: San Joaquin Valley 2007 Ozone Plan
Comment:

Dear CARB Board,

| had asthma fromage 2 to age 62. | have not had attacks since |
started inflamatory pat hway bl ockers ten years ago; about one
third of sufferers are as lucky as | was. | doubt air pollution

caused ny problem Several studies published in |eading Medical
jounals shows that air pollution m ght have worsened my problem

Pl ease cone to the aid of those who still suffer asthma and those
with heart disease. Do not wait till 2023 to attain NAAQS in the
sout hern San Joaquin Valley. Many of those who suffer asthma there
are farmworkers who can not find work el sewhere.

Rej ect the plan as now witten and attain NAAQS by 2013. That
costs industry nore, but saves nedi cal costs and suffering.

Thanks, Art
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-30 13:49:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: michael

Last Name: becker

Email Address: mikebe@csufresno.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: (dis)approval of gvapcd delay tactic
Comment:

Dear CARB Menbers- -

| am pleading with you, in the nane of ny three year old
daughter's health and the health of all children in California's
central valley, to reject the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
Control District's extreme non-attainment/air quality del ay
tactic. Their actions are not based in law and are imoral. At
every turn they have sought to distort,limt, reject, or refuse to
i mpl enent neani ngful strategies for neeting the current 2013
deadline for conmpliance with clean air |aws. The real purpose of
the local air board in the central valley is to run interference
for big ag and big business. By refusing to require inplenentation
of new generation catal ytic converters, they bow to the trucking

i ndustry. By refusing to renove all diesel punps and to make

nmeani ngf ul pesticide regul ations, they bowto ag interests. By
refusing to inplement strict standards on in-use off road heavy
equi pment, they bow to the construction industry. (In the interest
of space | will not continue a long list of simlar actions.)In
each case they abuse | anguage regarding the "fesibility" of

technol ogies for controlling air pollution in order to save ag and
busi ness interests the costs of conplying with air quality
regul ati ons.

But what are the costs to ny daughter's lungs? Wat is the dollar
val ue of the children who have asthma attacks? Who are
hospitalized? Wio die?

Pl ease, | ampleading with you, to take a principled stand and
protect us fromour |ocal air board. They have been negligent. |
ask you to be responsible and responsive to the air quality public
health crisis that the SIVAPCD | argely ignores.

M chael Becker
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-05 10:41:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Melissa

Last Name: Kelly-Ortega

Email Address: melissakellyortega@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Take a stand, amend the plan!
Comment:

To Whiom It May Concern:

As | read through your CARB introduction on your website, | see
that California's Legislature established the ARB in 1967 to:

1. Attain and maintain healthy air quality.

2. Conduct research into the causes of and solutions to air

pol lution

3. Systematically attack the serious problem caused by notor
vehi cl es, which are the major causes of air pollution in the
State.

I find this hopeful after attending the April 30th neeting for

t he

8- Hour Ozone Plan put forth by the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pol | ution

Control District. This is a flawed plan that will condem

anot her

generation to the effects of breathing bad air

On your website, you also nention how air pollution "harns our
heal th" and "harnms the econony". Many of us, living in the
Central Valley, are depending on YOU to do the right thing. The
right thing is - 1. Arend the SIJVAPCD s 8- Hour Ozone plan so you
actually carry out the job that has been assigned to you, and 2.
Repl ace the current Air Pollution Control Oficer with soneone
who

can carry out the task assigned to the SIVAPCD s APCO  You wil|l
find this to be a better public relations canmpaign than all ow ng
the District to spend $680,000.00 trying to burnish their image.
In other words, you will do nore to regain the public's trust by
repl acing the APCO with soneone who actually believes public
health is a priorityl It is NOT the job of the SIJIVAPCD to be
"customer-friendly" to industry and agriculture. It is the Ar
District's job to clean the air in the Valley!

Do NOT accept this flawed plan!

Take a stand and anend the plan

G ve hope to the people of the Valley that you actually care
about

doi ng your job to the best of your ability.

Thank you,

Melissa J. Kelly-Ortega

Attachment: "



Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-11 21:43:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: pegay

Last Name: perkins

Email Address: slivermoon@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: air plan delay
Comment:

What happens to good people when they get elected or appointed to a
public post? They seemto lose all foresight. This is a
phenomenon | have witnessed for a few years now, and | would Iike
to witness it changing. Wen you think about the decisions you
make today, think howthey will affect tonorrow. Put all of the
factors in place, and think about indecision, delay, and

non-comm tnent. Try your best to avoid having to | ook back in
hindsight. A little foresight goes a | ong way. Thank you.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-11 22:03:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Baldwin

Email Address: mike@heal thyhousemerced.org
Affiliation: Merced-Mariposa Asthma Coalition

Subject: San Juaguin 2007 Ozone Plan
Comment:

We need to take a little nore tine to discuss all the possible
solutions available to us today to attach this ozone problem
Putting the solutions off until 2024 and counting on sol utions
that don't yet exist is not in our best interest. | understand
busi ness needs but the health of our citizens, including children
and | aborers and famlies of businesspeople are nore inportant.
Do not approve the plan as it exists today.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 08:19:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Josh

Last Name: Daughdrill

Email Address: daughdrill @sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Air Quality
Comment:

W& need to approve the San Joaquin Valley 2007 Ozone Plan. Qur air
quality is abysmal, considered bad not only state but also

nati onwi de. | grew up here, having noved fromthe snog-filled
I nl and Enpire down south, as ny parents believed this area to have
better air. It doesn't. | have to watch my middle child use a

nebul i zer on a daily basis to treat asthmatic synptons. Del ayi ng
any action to systemically address the pollution caused by notor
vehi cl es, including agricultural equipnment, the major causes of
air pollution in the State, only nakes our air worse.

Josh Daughdril |

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 09:40:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Marilynne

Last Name: Pereira

Email Address: marilynnep@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Menmebers of the CALI FORNI A Al R RESOURCES BOARD

| am extremely concerned about our air quality. | have lived in
the San Joaquin Valley of California ny entire life and am amazed
at the slow pace in which the Air Resources Board has noved on
this critical issue. It is ny understanding that since the
establ i shnent of the ARB in 1967, it should have been nonitoring
and subsequently noving toward sollutions to ceaning up the air
quality in the Valley. Research should have been done on the
causes, a big part of which we already know is notor vehicles.
What research has been done to control their em ssions or
alternatives to then?

Looking at the rise in asthma cases anpong residents of all ages
but especially children the San Joaquin Valley, why has the Air
Resources Board been so negligent in one of its primary goals to
"attain and naintain healthy air quality"?

Knowi ng that Hi ghway 99 is a magjory artery in the State hi ghway
systemrunning the entire length of the San Joaquin Valley and
knowi ng that notor vehicles are a najor cause of air pollution
what have you done to "systematically attack"” this problenf

The Central Valley is basically an agricultural valley. W used to
be known as the "Bread basket of the World". The only restictions
and regul ations | hear about are ained at ag-rel ated busi nesses
and farners. \While that nay be appropriate and tinmely, what
happens when all the farners are gone because they can't nmake a
l[iving farmng but instead can nake millions selling their |and
to devel opers who will build over the land with nore houses, nore
roads, which will then invite nmore notor vehicles, which wll
conpound the problemof our air quality further? And you stil
haven't addressed the |argest polluter--notor vehicles!

"I'n July 1997, the U S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)
promul gated a new 8-hour NAAQS for ozone. U S. EPA classified the
San Joaquin Valley Air Basin as a 'serious' nonattainnent area
with an attai nment date of June 2013." The San Joaquin Valley Air
Pol lution Control District (District) devel oped an attai nnent plan
in 2007. The District's analysis of the Ozone Pl an showed t hat
the local, State, and federal controls already in place will be
insufficient to allowthe San Joaquin Valley to attain the ozone
standard by the 2013 deadline thus targeting a June 15, 2024

as the "extrenme" attai nnent date. Has our District been asleep
at the wheel since 1997? What | see is that by putting off

attai nment of the ozone standard until 2024, the District is just
all owi ng the problemto expand. We need strong | eadership from
those who aren't afraid to do sonething about our air quality NOW



Pol | uti on-causi ng busi nesses should not be approved w thout tight
restrictions. City and County officials should not be able to
approve them Everyone who lives in the San Joaquin Valley needs
to take responsibilty for our air quality. But those who
govern us, those who make decisions for us need to be held
account abl e.

We depend on you to nmake the right decisions for our healthy
future.

Si ncerely,
Marilynne Pereira

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 12:06:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Brent

Last Name: Newell

Email Address: bjnewell @igc.org

Affiliation: Center on Race, Poverty & the Environmen

Subject: Comments on Proposed Change to Pesticide Inventory for San Joaguin Valley
Comment:

see attached file. Exhibits have been sent by Federal Express to
Dr. Robert Sawyer. Exhibits have been sent electronically to
Cat heri ne Wt her spoon.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sjvsip07/9-6.12.07_arb_pesticide letter final.pdf’
Original File Name: 6.12.07 ARB pesticide letter FINAL .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 15:59:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: LINDA

Last Name: MACKAY

Email Address: IN._ TULES@YAHOO.COM
Affiliation: TriCounty Watchdogs

Subject: SIVAPCD 2007 Ozone Plan
Comment:

| live at the nost southern end of the SIVAPCD in Lebec CA. I'm
very disturbed by the air district's recent ozone plan to extend
the deadline to bring the ozone air pollution levels into

attai nment by 2024 instead of the earlier date of 2013.

My ten year old daughter, ny 90 year old nother, who |ives next
door to me, and ny 4 year old granddaughter who lives in
Bakersfield - all belong to the nost vul nerabl e popul ati ons when
it cones to being inpacted by bad air. |f you approve this plan
you will be subjecting ny famly to higher probabilities of
contracting asthma and other serious respiratory di seases.

| am aware that conpetent scientists and comrunity | eaders have
presented the air district with an alternative plan to clean up
t he ozone nmuch quicker. Wy has this alternative plan been

i gnor ed??

I know that various industries have put political pressure on the
air district to present the state air board with the 2024
extension, but | think that you as our state regul ator should
consider a plan that woul d | essen the anpbunt of tine that those
who are nost vulnerable will be exposed to high | evels of ozone.

| believe for you to be fair and act responsibly for ny fanily and
all of the other families who live within the SIVAPCD - you need to
reject the air district's ozone plan and force the district to conme
up with a faster alternative plan which will reduce respiratory
illnesses and premature deaths. That should be your first

priority. A delay may save noney for industries, but it wll
destroy people's health.

| appreciate the opportunity to send you ny coments.
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 20:06:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Catherine

Last Name: Garoupa

Email Address: Catherine@calcleanair.org
Affiliation:

Subject: SV Ozone SIP
Comment:

As an activist, advocate, and soneone who has participated in the
Ozone SI P devel opnent process, | amvery disappointed in the SJV s
Ozone clean up plan as it is. W in the Valley are suffering froma
health crisis; the very air we breathe is making us sick and
costing us each $1,000 a year - a large sumfor many in a region
wi th high concentrations of poverty.

There are concrete solutions available to clean the air faster

whi ch have not been included in the District's plan. | urge CARB
to amend the plan so that it neets the requirements of the C ean
Air Act and works towards the Governor's campai gn prom se of
cutting air pollution in half by 2010. Please take a stand, amend
the plan, and denobnstrate to the Air District that we need cl ean
air today, not clean air del ay!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 10:13:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Mary-Michal

Last Name: Rawling

Email Address: mrawling@gvhc.org

Affiliation: Merced/Mariposa County Asthma Coalition

Subject: SV 8-hour ozone plan
Comment:

Dear Chairnman Sawer and board nenbers,

| would like to urge you to consider the health inpacts of the
deci si on before you today regardi ng the San Joaquin Valley's

8- hour ozone plan. This plan is of great concern to our asthma
coalition's nenbers and friends given the 11-year extension to
reach this health-based standard. Wth 1 in 5 children in the San
Joaquin Valley suffering fromasthm and linmted availability of
heal th i nsurance coverage, our |local comrunities are heavily

i npacted with the care of over 500,000 Valley residents suffering
fromthis and other respiratory di seases. Economic and enptiona
distress is felt everyday by our famlies that nust purchase

nmedi cation to help themcatch their breath. W know by way of nuch
scientific research that ozone pollution triggers asthma attacks,

| eads to the devel opnent of new onset asthnma, as well breathing
difficulties in the general population.

Val | ey residents including healthcare professionals such as
respiratory therapists, nurses, and physicians as well as farnmers,
busi ness owners, engineers, and parents all canme together on Apri
30th to ask the Valley Air District Board for a better plan that
woul d cl ean our air sooner

Those that attended that day were highly disturbed that what
seened |ike such clear consensus of the public was so
overwhel m ngly and deci sively discounted and ignored by their own
| eaders.

We now | ook to CARB for hel p and hope. Thank you for keeping the
needs of the people that live in the San Joaquin Valley forenpst
in your mnds as you consider this plan that will affect them and
their livelihoods for the next 17 years.

Si ncerely,

Mary-M chal Raw i ng
Mer ced/ Mari posa County Asthma Coalition

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 10:40:55



No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Sharpe

Email Address: sarah@coalitionforcleanair.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Air Resources Board Should Direct Staff to Develop Amendments to the SV Ozone
Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attachment for conplete docunent.

June 13, 2007

Chai rman Bob Sawyer

California Air Resources Board
1001 “1” Street

Sacr anent o, CA 95814

Re: Air Resources Board Should Direct Staff to Devel op Anendnents
to the Proposed San Joaquin Valley Air Quality Managenent Plan for
OQzone

Dear Chai rman Sawyer:

On behal f of the undersigned organi zations, we wite to you to
seek your support in addressing the San Joaquin Valley's air

pol lution crisis quickly, effectively, and without delay. W have
cone a long way over the last few years together, but we can — and
should — do nuch nore to reduce air pollution. In 2003, then
candi date for Governor, Arnold Schwarzenegger pronised the people
of California he would cut pollution in half by 2010.
Unfortunately, Governor Schwarzenegger won't be able to deliver on
that prom se unless his administration’s Air Resources Board
changes course and stands up to the state’s polluters in
protection of Californians’ health. The Draft March 2007 Ozone
Plan (“the Plan”) for the San Joaquin Valley, one of the two nost
polluted regions of the state, falls far short of neeting the
Governor’s prom se

We respectfully ask you to refrain fromadopting the Plan at your
June 14, 2007 Board neeting, and instead set the Valley on a course
to attain the standard in a manner commensurate to the chall enge by
directing your staff to anend and strengthen the plan

In recent years, the San Joaquin Valley has made strides in
improving air quality. Between 1998 and 2006, the District, the
Air Resources Board, Valley residents, industry, the U S.

Envi ronnental Protection Agency, the California Legislature, and
public-interest air quality advocates have all taken actions that
have col |l ectively decreased the nunber of days that the Valley

vi ol ates the health-based National Anmbient Air Quality Standard
for ozone by 26% However, we still have a long way to go.



At this rate of inproverment, it would take another 23 years to
neet the standard. Today, the Valley and the South Coast Air
Basi n share the distinction of the nost ozone-polluted regions in
the nation. Furthernmore, in the eight years since 1998, the
Val | ey had nore violations than the South Coast air basin in seven
of those years.

THE VALLEY HAS A PUBLI C HEALTH CRI SI S

Val | ey residents know that we have a problem and want to do

sonet hing about it. A 2006 survey by the Public Policy Institute
and the Great Valley Center reported that 43% of northern San
Joaquin Valley respondents and 60% of southern San Joaquin Vall ey
respondents called air pollution a “big problem” In addition

33% of northern San Joaquin Valley respondents and 48% of sout hern
San Joaquin Valley respondents called air pollution a “very serious
threat” to themor their inmediate famly

An aggressive plan to address ozone pollution will also reduce
harnful fine particulate matter (PM2.5) pollution. Oxides of
nitrogen (NOx) and volatile organic compounds (VOC) react in the
presence of heat and sunlight to formozone. NOx also reacts with
other pollutants to formparticulate matter with an aerodynani c

di ameter of 2.5 microns or less (PM2.5). Besides violating the
ozone standard, the Valley also violates both the health-based
24-hour and annual average PM2.5 National Anbient Air Quality

St andar ds.

The costs that the public bears demand that the Board adopt an
accel erated attai nnent strategy and not defer attainment until

2024. San Joaquin Valley residents would save $3.2 billion
annually in health related costs if the Valley net the

heal t h-based ozone and PM2.5 National Anbient Air Quality

St andar ds. Thi s annual $1,000 per person “pollution tax” does

not include unquantifiable costs, such as pernanent danage to |ung
capacity or the inability of asthmatic children to play outdoors on
bad air days.

WE CAN DO BETTER

Val | ey residents overwhel mingly support nore aggressive actions to
improve air quality. In a 2005 Air District survey, 71% of the
respondents disagreed with the statenent that econom c growh and
prosperity are nore inportant than environnental issues, 70%

di sagreed that governnment standards for pollution are generally
too strict, and 67% di sagreed that the Air District has been too
aggressive in enforcing air pollution regulations on businesses.

On April 30th, over 100 valley residents took tine out of their
busy schedules to tell the San Joaquin Valley Air District
Coverni ng Board that they believe that nore can be done. Despite
t he overwhel m ng testinony, the Governing Board approved the Plan
whi ch del ays attai nnent of the health-based air quality standards
for ozone by 11 years. Arvin and Northwest Fresno would be the

| ast communities to come into conpliance with the 8-hour ozone
standard in 2024. For nore than a year now, Air District staff
nmenbers have told you and the public that it is not possible to
neet the ozone standard any earlier.

However, independent experts with the International Sustainable
Systens Research Center (1SSRC) have identified nany additiona



control strategies within the Air District’s authority that wll
substantially accel erate attai nment of the health-based ozone

st andar ds. These experts have years of experience addressing
conpl ex air pollution problens and providing workabl e sol utions.
Dr. James Lents, ISSRC s president, is internationally recognized
as a leader in air pollution control science and the former Air
Pol lution Control Oficer at the South Coast Air Quality
Managenent District.

Air District staff previously, and very publicly, clainmed that

| SSRC' s i ndependent plan was wong. District staff now

acknow edge that there are no doubl e-counting errors based on
publicly available information. Staff now also admts that when

t he i ndependent plan adjusts for previously unavail able
information, only 3-4 percent of |ISSRC s reductions were already
accounted for. Nevertheless, the District’s APCO Seyed Sadredin
continues to unfairly and publicly criticize the report for, anong
ot her things, substantial double counting errors that his own
staff adnit do not exist.

The Plan prepared by District staff relies primarily on del ayi ng
attai nment to 2024 to take advantage of so-called “fl eet
turnover.” In other words, District staff wants to wait as |ong
as possible to all ow owners of vehicles to buy newer, cleaner
vehicles that emit less NOx. District staff also hopes that the
District can obtain billions of dollars in incentive funding to
accel erate fleet turnover, but have not secured that funding. As
aresult, staff wants you to approve a reclassification to
“extrenme nonattinment” and allocate 52% of all of the needed NOx
reductions to the “Black Box,” a special |oophole in the Clean Air
Act designed to allow for future technol ogical breakthroughs. The
way staff proposes to use the “Black Box” will not neet Cean Air
Act requirenents: the Black Box is designed for future

t echnol ogi cal innovations, not incentive financing shortfalls.

Resorting to an extrenme reclassification admts defeat in the
battle to clean the air. Reclassification sends a signal to the

general public that the state and district have given up. It also
reduces pressure on residents, industry, and | awrakers to actively
find ways to provide the billions of dollars in incentive funds
that will help Valley residents and busi nesses reduce eni ssions.

W thout a near-term deadline, reclassification allows
policy-makers to delay nuch-needed incentive funding.

Mor eover, EPA scientists agree that the current 8-hour standard
is not as health-protective as nay be needed, and the agency may
soon propose a tighter, nore health-protective 8-hour ozone
standard. Wthout proactive and aggressive action now, the new
standard will only be nore difficult to neet and Valley residents
may never enjoy truly healthy air.

We can do much better. For instance, CLEARI NG THE Al R r econmends
that the District strengthen stationary and area source rules to

achi eve nore reductions than proposed by staff. 1In addition, the
District and the Air Resources Board should do nuch nore to
address NOx emi ssions fromnmobile diesel equipnent. |In 2005, the

| argest sources of NOx are (1) diesel trucks (254.4 tons/day); (2)
nobi l e of f-road equi pnent (70.5 tons/day); (3) nobile off-road
agricultural equi pment (64 tons/day); (4) light trucks and SUVs
(28.9 tons/day); and (5) cars (21.8 tons/day).

For mobil e sources, we ask that the Air Resources Board strengthen



and accel erate rules addressing the top three categories. Right
now, ARB has not proposed a strong rule to reduce NOx em ssions
fromoff-road equi pnent (like construction equipnent). In 2014,
the proposed off-road rule will produce a nmere 8.3 percent
reduction (3.7 tons per day froma 44.5 tons per day 2014
inventory). Currently, ARB has not proposed any rule to reduce
em ssions fromin-use nobile agricultural equipnent.

We need the Air Resources Board to cone to the aid of Valley

resi dents whose | ocal health agency has abandoned them Their
approach forces Valley residents to continue to breathe dangerous,
polluted air until owners of these highly-polluting diesel engines
vol untarily buy new equi pnent, ideally with sone incentive funding
to prod them al ong.

I nstead, we advocate that you amend the District’s proposed plan

to include a Clean Air Days rule. This rule is best described as

a carrot and stick approach. The Valley could clean up dirty

di esel engines nuch faster by phasing in operational linmts on the
ol dest and nost polluting diesel equipnent. This process could be
coupled with financial incentives to operators to replace this

out -dat ed equi pnent or to use cost-effective retrofit technol ogies
to reduce their enmissions. After five years, a Clean Air Days rule
woul d require reasonabl e gui delines on extrenme diesel polluters who
choose not to develop a cleaner fleet. Utimtely, after being

gi ven several years and, possibly, financial assistance,

busi nesses that want to continue to use dirty diesel equi pnment
woul d not be allowed to use that equi pment on days when District
scientists forecast that air quality will be poor. By 2013, when
Clean Air Days would be inplenmented, experts estimate only thirty
days a year would be subject to Cean Air Days.

The District currently requires the general public to refrain from
usi ng wood-burning fireplaces on high pollution days in the winter.
The general public is also required to submit their autonpbiles to
snbg check and bring their vehicles up to a tail pi pe em ssions
standard. It is fair and consistent to require that owners of
dirty diesel engines curtail their pollution on bad air days. |If

t hose engi ne owners choose not to avail themselves of publicly
provided incentive funds to retrofit or replace dirty engines,

then they should have no right to continue to pollute the air that

we all share

WHAT CAN THE Al R RESOURCES BOARD DO?

The Valley's bad air is a public health, public relations, and
econoni ¢ di saster. The region cannot expect to attract

hi gh- payi ng jobs that retain an educated workforce if people
around the country know the Valley' s air is anong the npst
polluted in Anerica. The Board has an opportunity to set the

Vall ey on a course for clean air by requiring ARB staff to anend
the plan and present the Board with a real roadmap to clean air by
2017.

The California Air Resources Board should not adopt the proposed
2007 Ozone Plan at the hearing on June 14, 2007. The June 15,
2007 deadline to subnit the Plan to EPA is a paperwork deadli ne.
Assum ng EPA takes any action at all, if ARB does not submt an
attai nment plan by June 15th, EPA could make a finding of failure
to submit, which gives ARB 18 nonths to subnit a plan before any
sanctions woul d take effect. A decision to tell staff to develop
a better plan carries no negative consequences.



Therefore, the Air Resources Board shoul d:

1. Direct ARB staff to amend the current plan to a “severe” plan
that neets C ean Air Act requirenents, controls both nobile and
stationary/area-w de sources to the fullest extent possible, and
attains the 8-hour ozone standard by 2018, at the | atest.

2. Elimnate the use of the “black box”. It’s been a box full of
enpty prom ses that has failed Californians for 20 years.

3. Anong other controls that ARB staff shoul d consider and adopt
is a Clean Air Days rule for nobile diesel sources of NOX

em ssions. Clean Air Days will rely on operational limts and
could be coupled with incentive funding to clean up dirty nobile
di esel equipnent. After several years, owners of dirty diesel
engi nes who choose to not replace that equi pment will be

prohi bited fromoperating on C ean Air Days.

4. Air Resource Board should comrit to specific nmeasures to
strengthen and accel erate rul es addressing in-use nobile
agricultural equipnent. Currently, ARB has not proposed any rule
to reduce emissions fromin-use nobile agricultural equipment in
their proposed State |Inplenentation Plan.

CONCLUSI ON

We can and nust do better. This is an inportant opportunity for
all of us to work together to deliver that which Valley residents
want and need: «cleaner air as quickly as possible. W need ARB
to step in and step up to ensure the Governor is able to deliver
on his promse to the people of California and to ensure the
people of the Valley that they will breathe cleaner air before
2024. Thank you for your tine, dedication, and service on the
California Air Resources Board.

Si ncerely,

Candi ce Adam Medefi nd
Momis Clean Air Network (Moms CAN)

Di ane Bai l ey
Nat ural Resources Defense Counci l

M chell e Garcia
Program Di rect or
Ameri can Lung Association of California

Kevin Hall, Air Qality Chair
Sierra Club —Tehipite Chapter

Kevin Ham |ton and David R Pepper, NMD, M
Medi cal Advocates for Healthy Air

Li nda McKay
Tri-County Wat chdogs

Mary-M chal Raw i ng
Mer ced/ Mari posa County Asthma Coalition



Bet sy Rei fsnider
Envi ronnent al Justice Project
Cat holi c Di ocese of Stockton

Sar ah Shar pe
Coalition For Clean Air

Kyl e Stockard and Marilynne Pereira
Merced Stop Wal -Mart Action Team

Central Valley Air Quality (CVAQ Coalition Steering Commttee:

Jose Carnpbna
Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewabl e Technol ogy

Teresa De Anda
Conité para el Bienestar de Earlinart

Caroline Farrell
Center on Race Poverty and the Environnent

Susan Frank
Ki rsch Foundati on

Tom Frant z
Association of Irritated Residents

Sar ah Jackson
Eart hj ustice

Rey Ledn
Lati no | ssues Forum

Rosenda Mat aka
Grayson Nei ghbor hood Center

Erin Rogers
Uni on of Concerned Scientists

Carol i na Si munovic
Fresno Metro M nistries

Art hur Unger
Sierra Cub

cc: California Air Resources Board Menbers

Cat heri ne Wt herspoon, Executive Oficer, Air Resources Board
Seyed Sadredin, Air Pollution Control Oficer, San Joaquin Valley
Uni fi ed APCD

Senator Dean Florez, Chair, Senate Select Conmittee on Air Quality
in the San

Joaquin Vall ey

Menber Juan Aranbula, California Assenbly

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/svsip07/14-gv_sip letter to _carb final.doc'

Original File Name: SJV SIP Letter to CARB FINAL.doc



Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 10:50:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Grave

Email Address: tgrave@sbcglobal .net

Affiliation: Merced Alliance for Responsible Growth

Subject: SIVAPCD Ozone Compliance
Comment:

The Merced Alliance for Responsible Gcowth wi shes to go on record
as strongly opposed to the Air Pollution Control District's
reconmeded extrene non-attainent status for the 8-hour EPA ozone
standard. At stake is the health and well-being of our citizens.
It is irresponsible to contend that for reasons of inpracticality
and expense we nust defer ozone conpliance until 2024. Strategies
and technol ogi es are available now to greatly reduce ozone in the
Val | ey and reach conpliance by a nmuch earlier date. If a plan to
defer to 2024 is adopted, we are concerned that the pressure wll
be off all of us--residents, businesses and |egislators--to attack
the ozone problemw th the resolve that is warranted under these
dire circunstances.

Wuld we tolerate a simlar situation with regard to the water we
drink?

WIIl talented workers and their famlies be sttracted to
hi gh-paying jobs in the Valley if our air remains so conprom sed?

We urge the Air Resources Board to reject the San Joaquin Valley
Air Pollution Control District's 2024 conpliance proposal at the
CARB neeting on June 14, 2007.

Thank you.

Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 11:26:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Jm

Last Name: Wells

Email Address: jwells@esgllc.net
Affiliation:

Subject: SJV 2007 Ozone Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/svsip07/16-arb_letter.pdf'
Original File Name: ARB Letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 11:42:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Kayser-Grant

Email Address: Ikgrant3@earthlink.net

Affiliation: Moms Clean Air Network (Moms CAN)

Subject: Amend or Reject SIV 2007 SIP
Comment:

Dear Air Resources Board Menbers,

W in the San Joaquin Valley have waited [ ong enough for

ef fective, progressive action to clean our air. Now the Valley Ar
Board i s proposing an unconsci onably | ong delay in cleaning ozone.
They and you have been presented with credi ble scientific research
and | egal argunments as well that fully support a plan that wll

cl ean ozone in the Valley years sooner, and w thout the "bl ack

box" escape clause. This is well documented in the "Cl earing the
Air " report by the the | SSRC and by ot her sources including the
air pollution specialist who resigned fromthe Valley Air District
after it ignored his and others' findings that ozone attai nnent
coul d be reached before 2023 and without the "black box". Al that
is needed to inplenent such a plan is the political will to respond
to those to whom you are responsi ble: the breathers of this valley.
Pl ease place the highest priority on achieving clean air in the San
Joaquin Valley as soon as possible, not as soon as confortable for
the polluting parties.

Li sa Kayser- G ant
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 11:43:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Nidia

Last Name: Bautista

Email Address: nidia@coalitionforcleanair.org
Affiliation: Coalition for Clean Air

Subject: SV Ozone Plan - No-constraints Analysis
Comment:

June 8, 2007

Chai rman Bob Sawyer

California Air Resources Board (ARB)
1001 “I” Street

Sacrament o, CA 95814

Re: San Joaquin Valley Air Quality Managenent Plan for Ozone
No- Constrai nts Anal ysis

Dear Chai rnan Sawyer:

W wite to express our deep concern with the current San Joaquin
Val | ey proposed attai nment plan for ozone and its no-constraints
anal ysis. W believe the San Joaquin Valley Air District’s
assertion (which is based on their no-constraints anal ysis) that
it is inpossible to get to clean air without the ‘black box’ my
be inaccurate and deserves nore anal ysis.

We understand that a no-constraints analysis |ooks at contro
options fromthe viewpoint that cost is not a consideration and is
i ntended to provide insight into the potential to reach clean air
After review ng both analysis conducted by the ARB on heavy duty
trucks for the San Joaquin Valley and the independent

I nternational Sustainable Systens Research Center (ISSRC), we have
serious concerns that the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District’s analysis is flawed.

Specifically, Chapter 7 of the SJV Plan says the no-constraints

i nventory for 2020 for HDD trucks is 63, while ARB is 43 tons per
day. You can recreate the district’s nunber when you use grams per
vehicle em ssion rate for a new vehicle and apply it to the entire
of number of vehicles in the fleet, thereby inadvertently

i ncreasing the Vehicle Mles Traveled (VMI) significantly. W
believe the correct approach is to take the grans per mle

em ssion rate for a new vehicle and apply it to the total VMI in
the area. The ARB approach confirns this approach (ARB results are
43 t/d and the i ndependent researchers at |SSRC cal cul ates 48 t/d
because | SSRC em ssion factors are nore conservative). Therefore,
we believe the ARB nethodol ogy confirns the validity of the | SSRC
net hodol ogy and confirns the flawin the SJV District's

no- constraint anal ysi s.

The tabl e bel ow shows the results of the ARB, SJV and | SSRC
calculations, illustrating that the district overestimtes the

em ssi ons achi evabl e by approximately 30 tons/day fromjust three
categories in 2020. The difference is even nore significant if an
earlier year is nodel ed and other sources are revi ewed.



2020 No Constraints Emi ssions Cal cul ati on (tons/day)

Source Category CARB1Di strict?2] SSRC

Heavy Duty Trucks 436348

Passenger Vehicles & MDT5135

Far m Equi pnent 9139

Total Difference fromthese three categories-32---27

1The CARB anal ysis can be found on page 128 of their January
draft SIP.

2The District analysis can be found in C of their proposed SIP

The inplications of this mscalculation are significant. The
District staff has indicated that it would be inpossible to get to
attai nnent at any time based on their no-constraints anal ysis.
However, if the ARB values were replaced by their cal cul ations,
this no constraints inventory shows that it is possible to get to
or very close to attainnent in 2017 or any year after. The ful

| SSRC anal ysi s shows that an overall no constraints analysis can
get in attainment in 2013 or any year after

We understand that this information has been presented to the ARB
staff as well as the District on several occasions over the |ast
two nonths. The ARB staff has agreed that the nethodol ogy used by
the District is in error

W& want to ensure this information is brought to the attention of
the ARB board nenbers. We hope that it is helpful in determ ning
that additional time is needed to further analyze the SJV AQW for
ozone in the hopes attai nnent of the federal health-based standard
can be achi eved much sooner than 2024 as is currently being

pr oposed.

Si ncerely,

Ti m Car m chael
Coalition for Clean Ar

Paul Cort
Eart hj ustice

cc: ARB board nenbers

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 11:58:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Rich

Last Name: Fowler

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Catholic Charities

Subject: SIV APCD's Proposed Ozone Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/svsip07/28-gvsip07-17.pdf'
Original File Name: §jvsip07-17.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 13:21:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (§vsip07) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Maureen

Last Name: McCorry

Email Address: mccorrymk@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: San Joaguin Valley 2007 Ozone Plan
Comment:

| urge the vote to reject the San Joaquin Valley Air District
Board' s reconmendati on

Fam |y photos and slides bear witness to a view of the Sierra
mount ains fromny parent's home during that was breat htaking.
That was then, this is now. Born and raised in Merced County, |
left when | was eighteen. | have recently relocated back to the
Merced area to a fundanentally transforned Valley; what a

di fference 28 years can nake

| have returned to a Valley that is now di stinguished as one of
the nost polluted regions in the nation. |[If the wind is whipping
through the Valley, | night have a chance to view what | took for
granted growing up in the 1960's in Eastern Merced County.

| can renenber the one child on our canpus who had asthna.
Today,

an asthna di agnosis has become a routine event. M/ nother
suffers

fromchronic asthma which has only worsened with age. Today, it
is

comonpl ace for one third - one -half of students to carry

i nhal ers

on | ocal campuses.

Di esel trucks with outdated systenms continue to clog H ghway 99
and Hi ghway 5. The former agricultural conmmunities in the

Nort hern

and Western counties have been converted into bedroom comunities.

We have not begun to address a truly sustainable nodel for Valley
resi dents.

While I acknow edge the econonmi c need to nove goods and services
and the need for folks to find decent jobs and affordable

housi ng,

our popul ation and our quality of life continues to suffer. W
can't continue under "a business as usual" nentality and try to
sweep these problens under the rug until 2024.

Pl ease take a stand with the governor and help to reduce
pol I ution
now -- we can not afford to wait another 15 years.

Si ncerely,
Maur een McCorry



151 E. 27th Street
Merced, CA 95340

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 13:23:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Cort

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Earth Justice

Subject: CA SIP Revisions: 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sjvsip07/21-5vsip07-ws-1.pdf
Original File Name: §jvsip07-ws-1.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-20 13:29:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: Penny

Last Name: Primo

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: American Lung Assoc. of CA

Subject: Comments on 2007 SIP
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sjvsip07/22-5vsip07-ws-2.pdf
Original File Name: §jvsip07-ws-2.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-20 13:31:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: Seyed

Last Name: Sadredin

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: SCAQMD

Subject: The District's 2007 Ozone Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sjvsip07/23-5vsip07-ws-3.pdf
Original File Name: §jvsip07-ws-3.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 11:04:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: Brent

Last Name: Newell

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Center on Race, Poverty, & the Envir.

Subject: CA SIP Revisions: 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/gvsip07/24-gvsip07-ws-4.zip
Origina File Name: §vsip07-ws-4.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 11:15:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Sharpe

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Coalition for Clean Air

Subject: Form Letter
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached comment; approx. 50 letters received.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sjvsip07/25-5vsip07-ws-5.pdf
Original File Name: §jvsip07-ws-5.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 12:47:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: John

Last Name: Grant

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Profilesin Discourage
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sjvsip07/26-5vsip07-ws-6.pdf
Original File Name: §jvsip07-ws-6.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 12:48:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for 2007 San Joaquin Valley SIP (gvsip07). (At Hearing)

First Name: Nidia

Last Name: Bautista

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Summary of Top 3 Suggestions for Acce;erating Clean Air for the SIV
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached commrent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/gvsip07/27-gvsip07-ws-7.zip
Origina File Name: §vsip07-ws-7.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-25 12:50:37

No Duplicates.



