
Comment 1 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Dan Last Name: FauchierEmail Address: fauchier@msn.comAffiliation: EGCA MagazineSubject: Negative impact to bonding limits & equipment financing capacityComment:This regulation could have a significant impact on all contractorsthat own a fleet of equipment. Margins could decline due to earlyretirement of productive equipment. This is compounded by the needto spend considerable money to modernize, or rather, modify thefleet structure. Construction is on a competitive bid basis andonly a portion of cost can be passed through. The full impact ofthis cost cannot be pushed through until many years down the roadas the field gradually levels out. Hidden equity will decline byan unknown amount as values decline for all Tier 0 equipment. Thisdecline could accelerate as other states clone the California modelwith the potential for a cascade effect on Tier 0 equipment values.In my opinion, says, CIT's Ralph Potter, this will likely wipe outsomewhere between 25-50% of hidden equity over time.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1-_eg_advo_apr_07.pdf'Original File Name:  EG Advo APR 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-09 20:45:45No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DonLast Name: CashEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Sunstate Equipment Co.Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Proposed RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/2-ordiesl07-1.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-11 10:18:341 Duplicates.



Comment 3 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: PorcherEmail Address: dporcher@camarilloengineering.comAffiliation: camarillo engineeringSubject: section 2449 title13 article chapter9Comment:    We have used air resources board fleet calculator to determinewhat are status will be in order to comply with section 2449 title13 article 4.8 chapter 9. We have sent attachments to show our costand to show you how we have arrived at them. We feel that thesecosts are extreme, our figures are based on real quotes which wehave given to air resource staff members. We have read throughappendix H “modeling the cost and emission reductions”. Pg H-10 pgH-11 cost of repowering and cost of retrofitting with PM VDECS. Wehave given quotes to ARB staff members. The real cost today are insome cases over double what the model says they should be. 
    We would like to see the 20% retrofit a year change to 10%retrofit per year, at 10% per year it would be more cost effectiveand would allow technology to catch up and would still serve itspurpose. If you look at the data we have sent you it will show youthat it will take 58.0803% of our net profit to pay for retrofit PMVDECS in the first year alone. If you add in what it will take tomeet the NOx target, it will take a total of 66.628% of our netprofit. 
   
  At this time 4/18/2007 we have found not one verified NOx level3 device that can handle Caterpillar 300 to 600hp ranges. 
   
   At this time 4/18/2007 we have found only one manufacturer of alevel 3 PM VDECS to handle Caterpillar 300 to 600hp ranges. 
 
     We have quotes on this PM device and we have seendemonstrations of this device we have serious concerns about thesafety and of double and tripling these devices in order to makethem function properly. We also have serious problems with thewarranty of this device. In the warranty it states that you haveto present the device to a dealer when there is a problem if thedevice can be repaired it will be returned to you within 30 days.If the unit has to be replaced the time frame extends to 90 daysor when a replacement unit becomes available. These units areextremely expensive and there is not one contractor that canafford to have his machine sit for up to 90 days. These are verybig problems that need to be addressed. 
   At this time 4/18/2007 our banking institution has declined tofund the PM VDECS units. A letter to this effect has been given toARB staff members. Please reconsider your position in this matter.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/3-targets.zip'Original File Name: Targets.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-18 08:25:38No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: PorcherEmail Address: dporcher@camarilloengineering.comAffiliation: camarillo engineeringSubject: enforcement Comment:    We have serious concerns about how California Air ResourceBoard will enforce the off-road rule. The costs that are going tobe incurred are extremely high, if California Air Resource Boardcannot adequately enforce the off-road rule then contractors whodo comply will have great difficulty in acquiring contracts. Thesecosts to contractors will have to be passed on in order to stay inbusiness. Is the California Air Resource Board prepared to protectcompliant contractors? If so please let us know how. 
    We suggest that a certificate of compliance be issued toqualifying contractors and that certificate would have to be shownin order to get any grading permit. 

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-18 10:05:51No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 6 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DennisLast Name: HunterEmail Address: dennis.hunter@dsscompany.comAffiliation: Knife River CorporationSubject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:    I would like to ask the staff creating this concept to revisethe requirement to retrofit all equipment that does not have afactory installed exhaust after-treatment device or previouslyretrofit with the highest level VDECS at the time of installationin 2021.
    Over the next 13 years you will be requiring the fleet ownersof California to incur a substantial expense without regard foreconomic fluctuations. The regulation will be difficult to complywith during strong economic years, and nearly impossible in weakyears. Fleet owners will need to change most of there fleetmanagement procedures to meet Off-Road fleet targets along withmeeting requirments for there On-Road and Portable equipmentfleets. After working hard to meet the 2020 targets fleet ownersare rewarded with another requirment that does not allow for theuseful life of equipment.
    I have modeled all of Knife River Corporation's Californiafleets and find the equipment that falls into this portion of theregulation, is generally small, low horsepower, short lifeequipment. Most of which will be purchased in 2009 to 2012 toreplace existing equipment early in order to meet early targets.Now it will be necessary to replace it early (again) or retrofitwithout the ability to spread the cost of retrofit due to itsexpected useful life.
    I would like to ask that the 2021 requirment be move to 2025to allow fleet owners to get back to a normal turn over cycle. ThePM and NOx reductions will be greater in 2025 with new equipmentthan that of older retrofit equipment forced to run longer.   Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-23 09:55:38No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KateLast Name: LeydenEmail Address: kate@vceonline.comAffiliation: Valley Contractors Exchange Subject: Final Draft Comments from Valley Contractors Exchange, Chico/Yuba CityComment:See attached letter...Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/7-response_to_final_draft_regs_april_2007.pdf'Original File Name: Response to final draft regs April 2007.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-23 17:03:39No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RonaldLast Name: ScottEmail Address: rscott7706@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:We need five additional years for implementation and we needanother $200 Million per year in Carl Moyer-type state funding.

As owners of off-road diesel equipment, we want cleaner air and inthe past 5 years regional contractors have voluntarily reduced over3,787 tons of pollution annually.  But the CARB staff proposed ruleforces 18 years of changes (as originally planned in 2000) intoonly 12 years.  This cannot be done without laying off employeesand could even result in our company leaving the state or goingout of business entirely – which means the loss of many high-wagejobs.

We need five more years for the required emissions technology tobecome available and to allow us to be able to afford such costlyequipment purchases and retrofits.  Restoring five years to theimplementation timeframe will give engine manufacturers time tocatch-up with California’s progressive air quality standards andhelp us amortize the massive expense of purchasing new equipmentover a longer period, as our own equipment lenders are urging.

The $9 billion cost of CARB staff’s proposal will have adevastating impact on construction companies that employ nearlyone million Californians and significantly reduce the buying powerof the Governor’s $43 billion infrastructure bonds the people ofCalifornia approved in November – fewer roads, schools, housingand levees will be built.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-26 10:13:104 Duplicates.



Comment 9 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RandalLast Name: FriedmanEmail Address: randalfriedman1@comcast.netAffiliation: United States NavySubject: Comment LetterComment:see attached fileAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/9-off-road_diesel_board_ltr.pdf'Original File Name: off-road diesel board ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-26 10:29:52No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: WatkinsonEmail Address: dwatkinson@idaho-maryland.comAffiliation: Subject: Exemption for Underground Mining for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/10-20070426_letter_to_carb.doc'Original File Name: 20070426 Letter to CARB.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-26 16:18:51No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AbelLast Name: MaldonadoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: 15th Senate District Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/11-ordiesl07-11.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-11.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 14:10:52No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: McClellandEmail Address: John.McClelland@ararental.orgAffiliation: ARASubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/12-ordiesl07-12.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-12.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 14:16:12No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: CoxEmail Address: SENATOR.COX@SEN.CA.GOVAffiliation: 1st Senate DistrictSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/14-ordiesl07-13.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-13.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 14:41:18No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GeoffLast Name: BorastonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Granite Construction IncorporatedSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/15-ordiesl07-14.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 14:45:13No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobLast Name: McBethEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: O&M Industries Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/16-ordiesl07-15.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 14:47:30No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: R.J.Last Name: Berry Jr.Email Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: R.J. Berry Jr., Inc. Subject: Regarding: California Air Resources Board proposed rule change Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/17-ordiesl07-16.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 14:50:47No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: JoslinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Truckee River Tub CompanySubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/18-ordiesl07-17.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-17.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 15:23:06No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KlifLast Name: Knoles Email Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Marin Builders Association Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/19-ordiesl07-18.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-18.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 15:25:34No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: SpencerEmail Address: bdofsupervisors@co.nevada.ca.usAffiliation: Board of Supervisors, County of NevadaSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/20-ordiesl07-19.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-19.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 15:28:12No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GuyLast Name: PrescottEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Operating Engineers Local Union No. 3Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/21-ordiesl07-20.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-20.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 15:31:30No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RussellLast Name: BurnsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Operating Engineers Local Union No. 3Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Proposed RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/22-ordiesl07-21.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-21.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 15:34:55No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JosephLast Name: LazioEmail Address: joelazio@webtv.netAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Proposed RuleComment:      The CARB's new diesel proposals for retrofitted air cleanersover 5 years old and repowered diesel equipment over 10 years oldare patently absurd.  The only thing these would accomplish is toreduce the amount of carbon atoms or soot into the air, and notthe more toxic compounds associated with gasoline-powered engines. Since life on earth is carbon-based, carbon can hardly beconsidered a pollutant. This kind
of rigid regulation mimics the CARB's gasoline smog requirement
mandating "Original Equipment Manufacturers'" designs, when anysmog station can tell you that many original smog devices were
counterproductive in terms of reducing smog emissions; it iswell-known that simple gas engines with electronic ignition
and a PCV device only, produce far less emissions than most of thecars of the 80's, 90's, and even currently.  After market andremoved original equipment can reduce the amount of pollutants oncertain gas vehicles.  Why wasn't the law written for the I/M smoginspection program that individual vehicles must meet or exceedoriginal manufacturers' specs, THEREBY TRULY REDUCING SMOGEMISSIONS?  The new diesel rules are equally non-productive, andwould cause hardships in the construction industry field notcommensurate with the reduction of green-house gases supposed tobe the cause of global warming.  LOOK AT THE SCIENCE, PEOPLE!!  DoNOT accept ignorant politicians' interpretations of the SCIENCE!! A look at events in geological time may just show this phenomenonof global warming as an inter-glacial warming period beforere-glaciation of the earth.  Wouldn't we be stupid to try to coolthe earth down before the beginning of a new glacial age?

Joseph G. Lazio
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-27 15:42:14No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TerryLast Name: BanachEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Commercial Restroom Accessories Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/24-ordiesl07-23.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-23.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-04-30 11:16:27No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: James.Thomas@nabors.comAffiliation: Nabors Well Services Co. Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Control MeasureComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/25-in-use_off-road_atcm_letter_to_board_04-30-07.pdf'Original File Name: In-Use Off-Road ATCM Letter to Board 04-30-07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-01 14:24:01No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MartaLast Name: InduniEmail Address: minduni@surveyresearchgroup.orgAffiliation: Subject: Form Letter #1Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/26-ordiesl07-25.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-25.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-01 14:28:34757 Duplicates.



Comment 26 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: SchuetteEmail Address: paul-schuette@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: mcculloughSubject: C.A.R.B.Comment:
Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) is currently consideringthe adoption of off-road diesel regulations that, if implemented aspresently drafted, would have a profound, negative impact onCalifornia’s infrastructure rebuilding efforts, the health of thestate’s construction industry and its overall economy. 

We want to be clear: William G McCullough co. is very supportiveof reducing particulate matter (PM) and NOx emissions from dieselengines. In fact, using the Carl Moyer program over the past fiveyears in Southern California alone, the construction industry hasreplaced more than 1,000 high polluting engines, resulting in areduction of more than 3,787 tons of pollution every year. 

There is no disagreement that we need to work collectively toimprove the state’s air quality and all of us want to provide ashealthy an environment as possible for our employees on our jobsites. However, in their current form, the Board’s proposedregulations are not viable from an economic or technologicalperspective. 

When CARB first announced its intention to promulgate theseregulations in 2000, their plan called for an 18-year timeline tomeet the state’s goals of reducing particulate matter emissionsonly. Due to delays in developing these rules, that timeline hasbeen reduced to 13 years. In addition, the regulation of NOxemissions has been added to the rule – which significantly altersthe kind of technology needed for companies to be in compliance. 

There currently is no diesel engine that is capable of addressingboth PM and NOx emissions. This lack of equipment technology andavailability are serious barriers to meeting the targets underthese rules. In some cases the engines and equipment necessary tomeet the stringent standards in these regulations will not come tomarket until 2014. In addition, an estimated 165,000 pieces ofmachinery will have to be retrofitted, re-powered or replaced overthe next 13 years to meet yearly reduction targets.   

Under the annual emission reduction targets required under thisproposal, many contractors will be required to first re-power orretrofit an engine, only to have to turn around a few years laterand replace the entire piece of equipment when the technology todo the job right finally hits the marketplace. 

While many of California’s larger construction companies havealready begun the process of repowering or retrofitting its fleetin anticipation of these regulations, the smaller companies withless than five employees, which make up more than 55 percent ofthe industry, will be severely hampered by the costs of repoweringor retrofitting equipment that, in some cases, are the sole assetsof their family-owned businesses.  Additionally, many of thesecompanies simply do not have the resources or access to capital torepower or retrofit their engines and may be forced to park theequipment, ultimately costing jobs and revenue to the state’seconomy. 

We estimate the total industry-wide cost of implementing theseproposed rules to be upward of $9 billion. For my company’s fleetalone, the cost will be $1.2 million. Since the construction is alow-margin business, many contractors will be forced to reducetheir fleets and in some cases go completely out of business inorder to be in compliance with these regulations. 

These rules will also significantly reduce the buying power of thehistoric $43 billion infrastructure bonds the people of Californiaapproved in November. Due to the enormous expense of replacingthis equipment – in some cases more than $1 million for eachmachine – we will be forced to increase the cost of constructionprojects. This means fewer roads, schools, housing and levees willbe built and the pace at which these projects can be completed willbe significantly slowed. 

However, restoring just five years to the implementation timeframewill give equipment manufacturers time to catch-up and produceengines that will allow the industry to meet California’sprogressive air quality standards and distribute the massiveexpense of purchasing new equipment out over a longer period. 

We look forward to working with you, CARB, environmentalorganizations, the Legislature and other stakeholders to find afeasible solution that achieves the state’s air quality goalswhile keeping California’s economy moving forward. 

Sincerely, 
Paul Schuette
William G McCullough co.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-02 07:20:4623 Duplicates.



Comment 27 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KirkLast Name: SchulthessEmail Address: wolfcuttingedge@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB RegulationsComment:I would like to attend any hearings / fourms that comtemplate theproposed regulations that impact the construction and miningindustry. I have found it nearly impossible and quite costly topurchase a generator that will power our Rock crushing operations,these proposed regulations can and will have a dramatic impact uponthese industries.
Sincerely,
Kirk SchulthessAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-03 07:49:22No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MelLast Name: ZeldinEmail Address: mel@capcoa.orgAffiliation: CAPCOASubject: Comment Letter on Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Comment letter attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/30-5-3-07_-_letter_to_arb_-_offroad_diesel.pdf'Original File Name: 5-3-07 - Letter to ARB - Offroad Diesel.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-04 10:08:51No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: BouzardEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: PCCASubject: Off-Road Diesel Equipment Regulations, Final Draft Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/31-ordiesl07-29.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-29.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-04 11:47:38No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: HuntEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Syblon  ReidSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/32-ordiesl07-30.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-30.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-04 11:54:48No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: John Last Name: NelsonEmail Address: jnelson@flatironcorp.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB -new regulationsComment:Question

What if you are wrong

1-  Cost range 3 billion to 13 billion

2-  Availablity of the replacement engines necessary for meetingdead lines- We hear that if all efforts were concentrated intoCalifornia that deadlines would still not be able to be met.
One of the comments heard from the board about the John Deere/BobCat/ETC to subpliment the demand? Not sure if you understand thatthese manufactors are NOT interchangeabe with other manufactors.

3   It seems to me that the studies used to determine the timeframes for the updates is somewhat in question and that furtherunderstanding of what the real consequences will turn out to bedeserves an indepth look before it is to late.

    This move could certainly have a devastating impack onconstruction cost as well as slowdown due to shortage of approvedequipment to do the work.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-06 08:36:57No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RodLast Name: WinkleEmail Address: rod@franklinconstruction.comAffiliation: Franklin Construction, Inc.Subject: Impact of the In use off road diesel regulation on our companyComment:My name is Rod Winkle and I am the President of FranklinConstruction, Inc. in Chico California.  We are a generalengineering contractor and own a large number of off road dieselmachines.  I have been going to the workshops for this regulationfor the last year and have become familiar with the regulationitself including the most current modifications. As a company, wehave been responsible over the last ten years as far as equipmentgoes and have made every effort to replace our existing equipmentwith new, cleaner machines to the degree that we have been able toafford it. We are a state certified small business doing between$10 and $11 million of business per year and have
a maximum of 30 employees at the peak of the season.  As far asthis regulation is concerned, we are now considered a "Largefleet" at roughly 9500 total horsepower.  Ironic-a small businesswith a large fleet.
  I dont even need to run my fleet through the calculator to knowthat we are not compliant and will need to follow the 10%/20%replace/retrofit/retire process to comply with this regulation.That means we will have to replace around 950 horsepower ofengines or equipment per year for NOX and 1900 horsepower ofmodifications for PM.  In just the NOX portion, 950 horsepower isa very large number.  In a normal year we can not afford toreplace or add 950 horsepower to our fleet unless we are buyingold used equipment.  In rough numbers, If I were to buy near newused equipment to upgrade 950 horsepower from existing equipmentto used tier 2(or tier 3 if available)equipment I would have tobuy a Cat 631g Scraper, a Cat 14H motor grader, and a Cat615C(which is a flex tier 2)scraper to get to around 950horsepower.  The cost, based on todays current used equipmentmarket would be around $1.2 million dollars.  I could sell the 3older machines for around $350,000 if I am lucky with a netexpenditure of $850,000.  If we were to do around $11 milliondollars worth of work in the same year that we replace thisequipment, our normal profit would be in the range of $660,000 toa high of $850,000 in a good
year.  Can you see the dilema?  We would have to do something likethis every year until we comply or for ever since the regulation isa sliding scale type of arangement that moves from tier 2 to tier 3to tier 4.  It will take more money than we can ever make to complywith this regulation.  We will be faced with downsizing our fleetby 50% or more to get down to the newest, cleanest machines thatwe have and then building back up to the fleet that we currentlyhave now if we ever can. This regulation
will drop our net worth, cost employees that are well paid andwell taken care(we provide family plan inurance paid by thecompany, profit sharing, 401K matching at $0.50 per the dollar, bonuses, and interest free loans to employees when in need).  Wewill be forced to drop many of these benefits just to keep workingand buying equipement or paying for costly, time consuming engineretrofits.  I cant see where any of this is going to work out verywell for our company, employees, our local economy, our county, orour state.  It is just to rapid of a pace.  I strongly believe inupgrading our fleet to be cleaner.  I have childern that I want tosurvive and breath clean air.  I also want to have income from thebusiness that I have been in for generations while saving moneyfor my children
to go to college.  This regulation is just going to destroy allbut the largest general engineering contractors that ownconstruction equipment and depend on it for thier living.
I think that the regulation needs to exist, but the pace ofcompliance with the regulation needs to be slowed down in orderfor owners and manufacturers of equipment to keep pace andactually accomplish the end result.  This regulation will do noone any good in the present form.  What good will it do if theregulation puts most companies out of business or downsizes them? Add to this regulation the already existing PERP program as well asthe soon to come On road in use diesel regulation.  We own allcategories of equipment.  When all 3 of these regulations arepassed and running concurrently, we will be in
real trouble.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-07 11:14:16No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SeyedLast Name: SadredinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: San Joaquin Valley APCDSubject: Rulemaking to Consider the Adoption of a Proposed Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/35-catherine_witherspoon_5-4-07.pdf'Original File Name: Catherine Witherspoon 5-4-07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-07 12:01:05No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: PeteLast Name: Van HoornEmail Address: pvh@nature.berkeley.eduAffiliation: Subject: Adoption of a Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please adopt this ruling.  California needs and deserves cleanerair and this is a sensible and important way to help.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-08 10:55:40No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Don Last Name: WoodEmail Address: dwood8@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Please adopt proposed In-use Contruction Rule to reduce pollutionComment:On May 24, the CARB Board is scheduled to vote on a landmark ruleto reduce air pollution from California's construction equipment.This rule will require that all construction equipment currentlyin use be retrofitted to reduce pollution.

Construction equipment is the second largest source of dieselpollution in the state and is estimated to cause 1,100 prematuredeaths per year, 30,000 asthma attacks and cost the state'seconomy $9 billion. 

The proposed in-use construction rule will provide significantpollution reductions, protect public health, and bring the mostpolluted areas of the state -- the Los Angeles/Long Beach airbasin and the San Joaquin Valley -- into attainment with federalair quality standards. I ask that your vote to adopt the new ruleas soon as possible, and adopt strong enforcement mechanisms toensure that it is not violated. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-08 12:46:01No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BrunoLast Name: DietlEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Vulcan Construction & Maintenance Inc. Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/40-ordiesl07-36.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-36.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-09 15:18:27No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: ThibodeauEmail Address: david@california.comAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:To whom it may concern:

-- Construction equipment is the second largest source of diesel
pollution in the state, accounting for 20% of particulate matter
(soot) and 16% of smog-forming Nitrogen Oxides (NOx). These
pollutants are two of the biggest pollution hazards for public
health in California and throughout the country.

-- Exposure to smog can have serious effects on respiratory
health. Inflammation and irritation of the respiratory tract can
cause shortness of breath, throat irritation, chest pains and
coughing, and lead to asthma attacks, hospital admissions and
emergency room visits.

-- Particulate air pollution or soot can be inhaled and reach
deep into the lungs. These tiny particulates can enter the
circulatory system and damage blood vessels. Particulate
pollution is associated with heart attacks, irregular heartbeat,
asthma attacks, reduced lung function and bronchitis.

-- These health impacts result in tens of thousands of premature
deaths in the U.S. from heart and lung disease annually, as well
as hospital admissions, emergency room visits, absences from
school or work, and restricted activities related to asthma
attacks. Children are especially vulnerable because their lungs
are still developing.

I support stronger air standards for California constructionequipment.  Please strengthen state air standards and reduce airpollution from construction equipment by enacting the new rulesfor in-use off-road diesel vehicles.

Sincerely,

Dave Thibodeau
San Rafael, CA.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-10 09:36:24177 Duplicates.



Comment 38 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JamieLast Name: FeusnerEmail Address: jfeusner@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:To Whom it May Concern,

I support stronger air standards for California's constructionequipment. I urge you to vote for adoption of this new rule toreduce pollution.

This new rule will:

-- Prevent 4,000 premature deaths;

-- Result in health benefits and reduced health care and hospitalvisits of $18 to $26 billion;

-- Help bring the most polluted areas of the state, the LosAngeles/Long Beach air basin and the San Joaquin Valley, intoattainment with federal air quality standards; and

-- By 2020, prevent 48 tons per day of NOx and 5 tons per day ofparticulate air pollution from entering our air.

Thank you,

Jamie FeusnerAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-10 09:49:35465 Duplicates.



Comment 39 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AlvinLast Name: UrkeEmail Address: amurke@jps.netAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Urke Enterprises Inc.
Al Urke
13924 Day Spring Road
Grass Valley, CA 95945
530 273-1502  Fax: 530 274-1502

										May 10, 2007

Dear CARB Board Members:

My input regarding your retroactive diesel engine retrofitting is,DON¡¦T DO IT!

We are a small family business with three full time and two parttime employees.  We buy equipment as needed (mostly used).  And weendeavor to maintain it for the longest possible usage in order toreduce our overall cost.  This enables us to stay in business andfeed our families.

Here are the reasons I oppose your proposal:
„h I see no documentation as to the additional fuel usage thatwill be caused by the reduced power in equipment because ofemission control devices.  I have yet to see emission control thatincreases fuel economy.  More fuel burned equals more emissions.  Idoubt the net gain in reduced emissions will be much.
„h Changing engines in trucks is in the realm of possibilitybecause there is some space in the chassis.  However, changingengines in tractors, graders and other heavy equipment is anotherstory.  In heavy equipment, sometimes the engine is integral tothe frame or it is the frame.  You are asking us to throw awayequipment that we have spent years (10-20) acquiring andmaintaining in order to run a profitable business.
„h I don¡¦t think the infrastructure is available to design, buildand install what you are asking for.  There are simply not enoughmanufacturers, designers and mechanics to do all this work in theshort timeframe you are outlining.
„h Probably the most onerous aspect to this proposal is who isgoing to enforce the mandate.  In my mind I see anarchy happening. Sure you can find the Teicherts and Granites of the world, but howabout Joe Blow and his 1975 Case backhoe out on the farm?
„h What you are proposing is a retroactive TAX on businesses tofund clean air.  I would suggest either that you foot the bill orI can send the names of past customers and you send them a taxbill.  Then give us a grant to fix our equipment.  Or perhaps buyus new equipment.  This sounds absurd, doesn¡¦t it?  Well, yourproposal is just as absurd.

In conclusion, yes, we want clean air.  So take a more sensibleapproach and require new equipment to meet some reasonablestandard and phase in cleaner equipment over the years to come. This can be budgeted in by the industry and the increased costscan be passed on to our customers as needed.  

This is a retroactive tax.  Don¡¦t do it!

Al Urke, President
Urke Enterprises, Inc
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-10 14:37:56No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DuaneLast Name: ByrdEmail Address: dbyrd111-activist@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: biodiesel for construction dieselsComment:Since biodiesel is far less polluting than diesel, I feel a goodsolution would be to require construction and farm dieseloperators to either install emissions equipment or use biodieselinstead of diesel which may require a cheaper fuel line retrofit.My preference would be to install both the emissions equipment anduse biodiesel (B99 or B100). This would definitely make a hugeimpact on diesel particulate emissions but biodiesel use alonewould greatly impact air quality. No biodiesel available in yourarea? That is something that needs work because oil companies aredenying some fuel station owners the right to sell biodiesel. Ifthere is anything the Air Resources Board can do to help this,please do so. I made the switch to biodiesel which I use in my BMWthanks to the owner of a private fuel station. As of yet, nocommercial stations are allowed to carry biodiesel. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-11 09:11:47No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KateLast Name: LeydenEmail Address: kate@vceonline.comAffiliation: Valley Contractors ExchangeSubject: Summary of contractor comments from May 10 meetingComment:We appreciate staff having a roundtable discussion with generalengineering contractors and equipment distributors May 10.  Abrief summary is attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/556-summary_of_contractor_comments.doc'Original File Name: Summary of Contractor Comments.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-11 13:35:25No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Mike Last Name: ShawEmail Address: mshaw@perry-shaw.comAffiliation: Subject: Comment on Proposed RegulationComment:See attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/664-carb_letter_may_07.pdf'Original File Name: Carb Letter May_07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 09:38:06No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TaraLast Name: HaasEmail Address: thaas@euca.comAffiliation: EUCA-Engineering & Utility Contr's Assn.Subject: Impacts of O.R.D. Regulation to Employment, Small/Minority Business, Public Agencies, Etc.Comment:The attached PDF file contains a no-nonsense analysis of thepending regulations drafted by CARB staff on off-road dieselengines.

While the regulation seeks to do a good thing – reduce pollutionand its associated health impacts – the current regulation isimpossible to comply with, and has severe implications on thosesubject to the rule and their ancillary factions.

Owners of off-road diesel engines want to do their part inreducing the emissions created by their equipment, but the pendingrule will crush small and minority owned companies, severely impairpublic agencies, increase unemployment, reduce the number ofpending public works projects, and depress the Californiaeconomy.

It has been my experience through speaking to owners of theseoff-road diesel engines that they want to be good stewards of theair that they, their families and their neighbors breathe, but abetter approach is required - one that won't force bankruptcy orevasion as their only choices.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/668-euca_regulatory_analysis_-_carb_off-road_diesel_regulation.pdf'Original File Name: EUCA Regulatory Analysis - CARB Off-Road Diesel Regulation.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 10:40:24No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TerryLast Name: DresslerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Santa Barbara Co. APCDSubject: Comments on Proposed New Section 2449, Titile 13, Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/674-ordiesl07-44.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-44.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 13:06:32No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RodneyLast Name: WinkleEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Franklin Construction, Inc. Subject: The CA Air Resources Board In-Use Off-Road Diesel Reg.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/675-ordiesl07-45.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-45.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 13:14:01No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GretchenLast Name: BennittEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Northern Sierra AQMDSubject: In-Use Diesel Off-Road Equipment RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/676-ordiesl07-46.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-46.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 13:17:54No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GwendolynLast Name: WellsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Builders Exchange of the Central CoastSubject: Off-Road Diesel Equipment Regulations, Final Draft Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/677-ordiesl07-47.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-47.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 13:25:18No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GeraldLast Name: ShipmanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Mid-State Steel Erectors, Inc. Subject: Off-Road Diesel Equipment Regulations-OppositionComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/678-ordiesl07-48.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-48.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 13:29:11No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JenniferLast Name: KrauseEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: O'Brien Steel Erectors, Inc. Subject: Off-Road Diesel Equipment Regulations-OppositionComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/679-ordiesl07-49.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-49.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 13:30:26No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BobLast Name: RobertsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CA Ski Industry Assoc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/683-ordiesl07-50.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-50.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 14:19:19No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Lester and RebeccaLast Name: DaviesEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Albert W. Davies, Inc.Subject: Off-Road Diesel Regulations-Construction EquipmentComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/684-ordiesl07-51.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-51.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 14:26:32No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: RohmanEmail Address: garyr@eccoequipment.comAffiliation: ECCO Equipment CorporationSubject: ARB Fleet WorksheetComment:I have now loaded our company fleet into at least three different,ARB issued Fleet Worksheets.  About the time I think I am workingon the most recent version of the calculator, a new one appears. Several days ago I received an e-mail that stated the worksheetwas once again updated.  I loaded information for over 700machines into the worksheet only to find that nothing really hadchanged, and that the update that was supposed to be included inthe e-mail was nothing more than the worksheet I already had.

I have real concerns as to the accuracy of the worksheet in itsentirety.  Over the weekend I loaded our fleet inventory into whatErik White advised is the most recent ARB Fleet Worksheet datedApril 2007, Version 1.1, and found some typographical errors thatI believe should be corrected to reflect a more professionalworking document.  On the “READ ME FIRST” tab at the bottom of thespread sheet, I found the following misspelled words:

Tolls should be Tools
Seclect should be select
Caculations should be Calculations
itereations should be iterations
Similary should be Similarly
Requirments should be Requirements
Conversly should be Conversely

Although the misspelling of words does not constitute anyimmediate problem that I can see, it does raise my suspicionsabout the accuracy of the worksheet calculator.  If misspelledwords are present in this CARB issued document, especially withtoday’s word-processing tools such as spell check, is it possiblethat the calculator may have errors as well?

Also, it was my belief from CARB staff that an “Hours ofOperation” option was to be included in the calculator.  I did notsee anything in this worksheet that includes that option.

Respectfully,

Gary E. Rohman
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 15:46:10No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DonLast Name: AnairEmail Address: danair@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Regulation Health Expert CommentsComment:This comment letter is being submitted on behalf of the 15co-signers. 

Sincerely, 
 Don AnairAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/686-open_letter_from_health_experts.pdf'Original File Name: Open Letter from Health Experts.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 17:36:26No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: HenryLast Name: McCourtEmail Address: hmccourt@sukut.comAffiliation: Sukut Construction, IncSubject: Calculator SpreadsheetComment:I have followed the development of the in-use off-road diesel rulefor the last couple of years.  ARB staff has attempted to assistfleet owners to measure their fleets with an Excel basedspreadsheet tool.

More than once there have been announcements that the calculatorwas available for use, and there was no link to locate it on theARB web site.  In the latest version, it was announced on 9 Maythe revised calculator was ready.

I found myself spending time simply trying to find it . . . asearch of the web site did not help.  It simply was not availablefor public use.

After contacting the staff, they gave me directions of where itwas located for download, but after reviewing the spreadsheet, Ineeded to expand it to take the number of engines in our company'sfleet.  There were no explanations on how to do this.

Again, I wasted time attempting to make necessary changes. I wastold by the developer there would be update instructionspublished, however, almost a week later, I have seen nothing.  Itis now about 10 days until the Board meeting, and I would bewilling to bet, most construction companies do not know what theeffects of the pending rule would cost in terms of updating theirfleets.

The complexity of the rule necessitates the use of a tool likethis, however, when it hits the street just a couple of weeksprior to the Board's meeting, construction industry fleet ownersare not able to generate data from which they can make informeddecisions.

I would recommend that the development and roll-out process bereviewed and changed to include better quality control.  You canmultiply the number of hours I wasted trying to use the tool bythousands when the public is forced to use it.  Time is money inthe private sector, and issues like this would be deemedunacceptable by industry.

This is another reason more time needs to be allowed between therollout of a tool like this and the Board's decision.  The timecrunch is simply unacceptable for most in the constructionindustry to react.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-14 20:34:39No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: TurnerEmail Address: michael_turner_1@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Off-Road Diesel Emission Regulations Being Considered by the CARBComment:California Air Resources Board
Submitted via webform located on the Air Resources Board website
at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/lispub/comm/bcsubform.php?listname=oridesl07&comm_period=A

Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

I am writing to you as a fourth generation Californian who cares
deeply about the quality of the air that my parents, my wife, my
daughter, and the rest of my family breathe in this stateeveryday.  I applaud you each in your efforts to improve the air
quality in California and thereby protect the health of my family
and neighbors, as well as myself.  

I understand that you are each currently considering the adoption
of new off-road diesel regulations in your pursuit to improve the
state's air quality.  The goal of this proposed regulation is to
reduce PM and NOx emissions.  This goal is laudable.  However, I
cannot support the proposed regulation due to the language and
specific requirements which are contained therein.  In fact, I am
greatly disturbed by this proposed regulation.  Why?  Read on...

I am acutely aware of the impact that this regulation will have onCalifornia.  As a graduate of the business administration programat California State University, Northridge, I know that theburdens of all government regulations are most visibly borne by aparticular group of individuals - in the case of the proposedregulation, that group will be the owners and employees of smallto medium-sized heavy construction contractors and the alliedbusinesses that serve them.  As a graduate of the Master of
Construction Management Program at the University of Southern
California, I know that small to medium-sized contractors in
California are overwhelmingly made up of "mom-and-pop" and family
businesses that have a dramatically large impact on the health of
the state's economy when considered in aggregate.  As a third
generation California contractor, I know that the vast majority ofsmall construction businesses "do not make a killing", but do
provide good-paying jobs through which an untold number of
Californians enjoy a comfortable living.  These jobs are jobs thatwill not be outsourced.  They will not be shipped overseas.  Theseare jobs that, if lost, will greatly hurt many of the citizens ofthis state and consequently will greatly hurt this state.  Afterreviewing the details of the proposed regulation, I am convincedthat many of these jobs will be lost.  This includes the jobs ofmany of my family members and friends, as well as possibly myown.

Why do I think this proposed legislation will cause many
Californians to lose their jobs?  Because the financial burden on
small contractors will be too great.  It takes many, many years
for the owners of a small grading or demolition contracting firm
to amass the capital to buy several loaders, excavators, and
scrapers.  This type of construction is a classic example of a
low-margin line of business.  If the proposed legislation is
adopted and enforced, and this equipment has to be “repowered” at
a very high cost (reference the comments already submitted by Mr.
Dave Porcher of Camarillo Engineering which are posted at
http://www.arb.ca.gov/lispub/comm/bccomdisp.php?listname=ordiesl07&comment_num=3&virt_num=3),
then the owners of such a business will likely choose to selltheir equipment one piece at a time.  Selling equipment or closingshop altogether will be a more financially viable option than“repowering” older smaller fleets.  (By the way, your definitionof what constitutes a “small fleet” is not at all in line withwhat really constitutes a small fleet.)  This equipment willbasically no longer be welcome in California, which means that thejobs of all the equipment operators, dispatchers, mechanics, truckdrvers, parts salesman, and affiliated trades will also no longerbe welcome in California.  This will have the effect of leavingonly the largest contractors in the California marketplace,shutting down an untold number of family businesses.  At the sametime, this regulation will greatly increase the cost paid byCalifornia taxpayers and property owners on construction projectsas the larger contractors who remain in business will have tosubmit increasingly higher bids on projects to cover the enormousexpenditures they will incur to “repower” their massive fleets. Higher bids will likely result in the cancellation of many plannedconstruction projects, which will result in even more jobs beinglost.

Am I an alarmist?  No, I am afraid that I am not.  Am I against
clean air?  Definitely not!  Can I support the claims that this
proposed regulation will cost Californians their jobs?  Yes. 
Quite a number of Californians can support the claims I make
herein.  I am afraid that you, the members of the California Air
Resources Board, have not heard from nearly enough of these peoplesimply because they don’t seriously believe there is any chancethat such a regulation could ever be adopted at this time.  Ibelieve, therefore, that you should give great credence and
all-the-more-carefully consider the points raised by Mr. Dave
Porcher of Camarillo Engineering and Mr. Bruno Dietl of Vulcan
Construction & Maintenance, Inc. (for the record, I have never meteither of these individuals, but I find the financial costs theyproject to be entirely realistic).  The majority of the people Ihave mentioned this proposed legislation to in the constructiontrades believe that the negative impacts this legislation wouldhave would be so obvious that no one would ever approve itsadoption.  Therefore, they are remaining quiet at the currenttime.  However, I believe that the members of the CARB, and manyother government officials (including state assemblypersons andsenators), will hear an overwhelmingly large outcry from thepeople of this state if this proposed legislation is adopted andenforced.  I think this legislation, if adopted, has the potentialto embarrass the CARB after the ramifications of this legislationbecome apparent to rank-and-file Californians.

In conclusion, I would like to state that although I support you
in your efforts to improve our state's air quality, I cannot
support this proposed regulation concerning off-road diesel
emissions.  I strongly urge the Air Resources Board to develop a
committee composed of those Californians who would bear the
greatest burden from this proposed regulation - the owners,
managers, and rank-and-file employees of small and medium-sized
heavy construction companies (including demolition contractors,
grading and excavating contractors, shoring contractors, paving
contractors, underground utilities contractors, and the like). 
Many of these individuals, like myself, believe strongly in the
importance of improving California’s air quality.  At the same
time, they know better than anyone else how much financial burden
the proposed legislation will place on their businesses, and how
this great financial burden can best be mitigated (perhaps throughslower implementation or government subsidies or tax
credits/offsets).  I believe that with much input from this selectgroup of Californians, the proposed regulation can be modified insuch a way that meets the goal of improving our state’s airquality while at the same time protecting California’sconstruction industries.  I, for one, would be interested inserving on such a committee and offering my services to the CARB.Please let me know if you are interested in such a proposal.


Sincerely,

Michael TurnerAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-15 08:39:25No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RyanLast Name: McNallyEmail Address: rmcnally@co.yuba.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off Road Diesel VehiclesComment:I write this commentary to strongly urge the postponement of thisregulation until more studies are conducted and evidence isbrought forth regarding the dire consequences of diesel emissions– particularly that of particulate matter.

Although I would not consider myself an environmentalist, I dofind merit in the State’s efforts to curb pollution caused fromexhaust emissions.  A necessary evil, I agree that at some pointthe line has to be drawn and we as a society need to beaccountable for our actions.  

However, I believe this effort proposed by the ARB is irrationaland is more or less a quick fix for a much larger problem. Furthermore, I’m confident that this quick fix will come at such acost to Californians that the economy will take a significant blow. Thousands of owner/operators will be forced out of or into reducedbusiness due to the astronomical costs associated with thereplacement or retrofit programs.  The dwindling prosperity ofCalifornian businesses will be further forced out of the State. Instead of thrusting these sparsely thought out regulations uponus, there needs to be a contemplative solution that eases the lossto the businesses as well as addressing much larger problems.

At the risk of sounding callous, it is my belief that thethousands of deaths INDIRECTLY attributed to diesel particulatematter are miniscule in scale to the effects of greenhouse gasesand their contribution toward global warming.  Global warming,whether real or perceived, has compelling evidence that states theclimate is changing.  As such, I can say with relative certaintythat more stringent regulations are coming to combat this effect,which in its nature could prove catastrophic.

My question is why are we causing grief to the backbone of ourState, when much larger problems loom?  Particulate matter, asolid state material, can be compared to dust.  It is airborne asit exits the combustion process, but soon falls to the ground -albeit, it may still be toxic, but it is on the groundnonetheless.  I would venture to say that Silica dust however,causes more of a pollution problem as it is vastly more prevalent. 

Again, I would urge the State to delay these regulations untilsuch a time when all of the pollution problems are addressed and acompromise can be drawn that will not cripple the constructionindustry – and ultimately the State’s infrastructure.  As itstands now, we have forced our people to sacrifice their wellbeing for a solution that will inevitably need to be revamped inorder to address the global warming dilemma.  
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-15 09:21:34No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RyanLast Name: CaulfieldEmail Address: ryan@rmunderground.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed C.A.R.B. RegulationsComment:I am the co-owner of a new construction company the specializes inunderground utilities.  Like many Californians, I am concerned
about the environment and support measures to protect it.  The
proposed legislation, however, is a problem, not a solution.  As
lawmakers, you have an obligation to put forth legislation that
gives business owners a chance to succeed.  Requiring businesses
to replace entire fleets with technology that does not yet exist
is ridiculous.  It doesn't make sense and it can't be achieved. 
Additionally, it is unfair to retroactively go after equipment
that is already in use.  That is not the way the auto industry or
any other transportation or equipment industry is regulated.  

You must propose realistic emissions reduction requirements that
target equipment manufacturers with time frames that can be met. 
After a reasonable waiting period, and after manufacturers are
able to produce equipment the complies with emissions
requirements, you could begin to assess annual fees to contractorsowning equipment older than a certain age.  This will givecontractors an incentive to modernize to equipment that is
available on the market.  

Please be realistic and vote no on the proposed regulations, then
go back and draft revised regulations that make sense.  


Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-15 10:04:11No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SanfordLast Name: EdwardEmail Address: office@hrllc.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB Diesel Retrofit RegulationComment:I am writing today to register strong objection to the off-roaddiesel regulations now being considered by the California AirResources Board (CARB).  In their current form, these regulationswould have a profound, negative impact on California’sinfrastructure rebuilding efforts, the health of the state’sconstruction industry and its overall economy.  CARB is proposingto take action on the regulations on May 24, 2007.

While my company supports reducing particulate matter (PM) and NOxemissions from diesel engines, I am concerned that by acceleratingthe timetable by which off-road diesel-powered vehicles mustcomply with state limits, CARB is making compliance virtuallyimpossible.  There currently is no diesel engine that is capableof addressing both PM and NOx emissions set forth in theregulations.  In some cases the engines and equipment necessary tomeet the stringent standards in these regulations will not come tomarket until 2014.  In essence, CARB is running the risk ofcreating overnight a huge shortage of equipment needed to build avariety of infrastructure, including projects funded under lastyear’s infrastructure financing package as contained inProposition 1B through 1E.  

These regulations will produce immeasurable delays and costs tocritical infrastructure and housing development projects.  Aconservative estimate of the regulations’ cost is $13 billion.  

Now is not the time for the adoption of burdensome new regulationsthat will only serve to further slow the housing market, put a dragon the economy and disappoint California taxpayers who are anxiousto see the infrastructure funding they approved last fall go towork in their communities today.  I strongly urge you to directCARB to withdraw the current proposed regulations at its May 24meeting and commence immediate discussions with all stakeholdersto work out a more feasible plan to reduce diesel emissions.

Sincerely,

Headlands Reserve LLC

Sanford Edward
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Comment 59 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MarshaLast Name: FosterEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/703-ordiesl07-58.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-58.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-15 13:59:26No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CraigLast Name: BeechamEmail Address: beechamco@aol.comAffiliation: C. Beecham CorporationSubject: Upcoming Legislation Regarding Off-Road EquipmentComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/705-ordiesl07-59.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-59.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-15 14:01:54No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: markLast Name: turveyEmail Address: iamturvey@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: new carb regulationsComment:To whom it may concern, Turvey Equipment Rentals has been inbussiness for thirty years. As a small family owned bussiness, ithas taken thirty years to build the small fleet of equipment thatwe own today. Rome was not built in one day nor was our sweatequity. With the proposed regulations our equity has been cut inhalf. 
We will not be able to retrofit any of our equipment and with thecurrent rental rates we cannot justify the price of new equipment.The proposed regulations will cause the cost of construction todouble, hurting the home buyer as well as the tax payer.
Please support the industry proposal for more time and more studyfor better solutions that will help us all breath easier.


         Thank You 
                     Mark R Turvey

                     15570 El Capitan Peak
                     El Cajon  CA.
                     92021Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-15 19:38:12No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: StoweEmail Address: gary@stowecontracting.comAffiliation: Stowe ContractingSubject: Off road in use regulationsComment:
I am not opposed suppoting clean air, but these regulations are
going to create a severe burden on my small company. I have
invested in quality equipment and effective maintenance to makeit
last for a long time. Your regulations prematurely shorten it's
life span. I can not afford to replace a fleet of equipment that
has taken me twenty years to build up. On top of that, down the
road you are going to start on my trucks as well. Go back to the
original timetable of 18 years and I can cope but not if you
accelerate the time frame into ten years. We don't even have
proven technology with which to develop a plan.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 10:42:10No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SkipLast Name: BrownEmail Address: skipbrown@deltaconstr.comAffiliation: Delta Construction Co., Inc. Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/719-ordiesl07-63.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-63.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 11:16:00No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: ElsberryEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: LT EngineeringSubject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/720-ordiesl07-64.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-64.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 11:25:03No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CareyLast Name: HaughyEmail Address: carey@bluemtnmin.comAffiliation: Blue Mountain MIneralsSubject: proposed off-road diesel regulationsComment:Please review the attached comment letter.

Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/722-arb_comment_letter.doc'Original File Name: ARB comment letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 13:56:42No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: StephanieLast Name: Dineen-JacintoEmail Address: steph@cattrac.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationsComment:We were among the first to jump in and start repowering our enginesto meet the clean air standards in 2001, and ongoing since.  Afterspending hundreds of thousands of dollars of our own and goingthrough the long process of applying for grants, we repowered mostof our equipment to the best available engines (Tier 1). Caterpillar could not provide us with Tier 3 engines, and stillcannot fully meet the specifications.  So after spending millionsof dollars of grant money as well as our own expenditures, we arein the position of still not meeting the stringent requirements asproposed. We have been in business in California since 1971,growing from a small one-man operation to currently employingabout 75 people.  The regulations now being proposed will force usout of business or out of California.  I hope the government ofCalifornia is prepared for the economic disaster they will becreating. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 14:48:14No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RonLast Name: SvinthEmail Address: rsvinth@nbcinc.netAffiliation: North Bay Construction Inc.Subject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:I'd like to make a few comments regarding the proposed Off Road
Diesel Regulation.

We need to take another look at the time table by which theOff-Road Diesel Powered equipment must comply with the proposedstate limits. The "If we build it they will come" thinking is notpractical. In other words if this law is passed the manufacturerswill build the product to be compatible. Due to delays and changesto the proposed rule, i.e. Adding NOx reductions late last year,manufactures and contractors will have a difficult time meetingthe standards.  The tier 4 Engine will not be available untilmaybe 2015, current VDECS are not 
readily available, too expensive and impractical to use on largeconstruction equipment.

I believe the manufactures and contractors are doing everythingthey can but are limited to the latest technology. The standardsbeing set by this rule, as the are written, will be expensive foreveryone from the contractor to the tax payer, possibly forcingsome businesses to shut down completely.

Yes, we need to be proactive in doing our best to clean up theenvironment, including the air we breathe, however the time tableof this regulation is not reasonable.

Please vote NO on the proposed regulation then go back and draft arevised regulation that will allow a more realistic time forcompliance.

Thank you
Ron Svinth
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Comment 68 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: PorcherEmail Address: dporcher@camarilloengineering.comAffiliation: Camarillo Engineering Inc.Subject: Proposed In Use Off-Road RuleComment:Our letter to Kathleen Quetin and to all board members.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/727-camarilloengineeringletter.pdf'Original File Name: CamarilloEngineeringLetter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 16:09:48No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: NickieLast Name: PeacherEmail Address: walnuts97@gmail.comAffiliation: Robert R. Peacher, Inc.Subject: Regarding proposed off road diesel equipment regComment:Why is the board made up of a majority of ARB employees?  Why doyou not have any contractors and large equipment manufactures onthe board?

Why is CARB singling out only one group of people?  The 90,000contractors in California. There are planes, trains andautomobiles.  How about the amusement parks?  Disney Land?  Iwonder how many people over the years have died from cancer andheart disease from going to Disney Land or Living around DisneyLand?   

I do not think that we should fix the bridge down south thatcollapsed.  I think we should leave it.  Let people find analternative route.  They do not need to use it.  That bridge hasto be repaired with equipment.  Equipment that does not meet CARBrequirements.  

Does the State realize that the roads, streets, and highways thateveryone drives on sits on a foundation built with the dieselequipment?

Does the State realize the homes, buildings, churches, schools,hospitals etc... sit on a foundation that was built with thediesel equipment? 

Why is it ok to use a study from 1998? That states 70% cancer andheart disease is caused by diesel particulate matter.  Where isthe more current study?  Shouldn't the proposed regulation bebased on a current study?

I think we should test all the contractors and there familys fordiesel particulate matter.  How can we do that?

Why is it ok to cut two-thirds of a companys equity?

Why is it ok to put people out of work?  

I want Clean Air. I think that we have made progress. 

California needs to back up and take a look at the whole picture.  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 18:10:39No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WalkerLast Name: MartinEmail Address: walker@clmartinandsons.comAffiliation: Subject: CarbComment:To whom it may concern,

 I am a 33 year old new business owner; I have worked extremelyhard to start a drilling & blasting company in Southern Californiaand am truly mortified at what the passage of this law would do tomy future. At this moment, there are enough regulatory flaminghoops set in the path of anyone trying to start or even run asuccessful drill & blast operation. From the federal to the locallevel of government there is at least one mechanism to get moneyout of you to do a business that is poignantly necessary for thewell being of the nation as a whole. 

 Considering that every American born is going to need roughly 3.6million pounds of minerals, metals, and fuels over their lifetimeit is easy to understand that even if only the largest companies,i.e. the largest producers, were forced to replace or re-powertheir equipment. The cost will ultimately be passed on to theconsumers...

 This may not be a bad thing; we can all share the burden of superclean air, to breathe free, hear birds singing, and watch rainbows!

 The tough part will be for the not so large companies and peoplelike me. Small business provides the majority of the "horsepower"for the construction industry and in turn for the economy. Byplacing such a cost intensive regulation on industry, you will bechoking off any chance for the little guy to prosper.

 Between this law and some coming down the pike from MSHA, Isimply cannot afford to purchase the equipment I need to work. Adrill costs about $100,000 used and at least 10 years old. If Iget one now, I will have to re-power it. Then in a year or twoMSHA says I won't be able to use it because there is no cab for meto have A/C and a radio. Please do not pass this law. It iscompletely ridiculous!

Yours truly

Walker Martin
President (for now)
C.L. Martin & Sons Const. Inc.
760 485 7290
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 18:26:32No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JeffLast Name: AndersonEmail Address: anderson@vadnaiscorp.comAffiliation: Vadnais CorporationSubject: Off Road Diesel Emissions RegulationsComment:Vadnais Corporation has been in business for over 42 years.  Weemploy over 60 people and we own 20 pieces of off-road dieselconstruction equipment.

California Air Resources Board (CARB) has proposed an off-roaddiesel regulations which will have a profound, negative impact onour company, on many of our employees and on the Governor’slaudable infrastructure bond projects.

Of course, like everyone in California, Vadnais Corporation wantsto reduce NOx and PM2.5 emissions from diesel engines. Many in ourindustry have been replacing over a thousand old engines,resulting, we are told, in a reduction of more than 3,787 tons ofpollution every year. 

We want to continue these improvements, too, but the technology –the silver bullet – is not here yet:  Tier 4 engines.  Seven yearsago ARB said this was a 20 year program.  Now it is 2007 and theystill want all these massive changes done by 2020 – that’s not 20years, and forcing changes before Tier 4 engines are available isunworkable without massive layoffs and construction companiesgoing out of business – especially smaller ones. 

We must have five more years to allow pending Tier 4 technology tobecome available and to allow us to build cash reserves to affordsuch huge equipment purchases and retrofits.  Give us five moreyears and give the industry another $200 Million in CarlMoyer-type funds to be able to make these radical shifts.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-16 21:04:58No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: McClellandEmail Address: john.mcclelland@ararental.orgAffiliation: American Rental AssociationSubject: Non-Road Diesel Rule CommentsComment:I intend to present oral comments before the board at the May 25meeting.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/737-5-25-07_arb_comments.pdf'Original File Name: 5-25-07 ARB Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 08:06:18No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: StoweEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Stowe Contracting, Inc.Subject: Off-Road Diesel Equipment RegulationsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/739-ordiesl07-73.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-73.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 11:53:05No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: CarbahalEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Vintage Paving Company, Inc.Subject: C.A.R.B. RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/741-ordiesl07-74.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-74.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 12:10:56No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Pat and NitaLast Name: BrowningEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Pat Browning LoggingSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/742-ordiesl07-75.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-75.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 12:12:15No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: EthanLast Name: GoldEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:California Air Resources Board
 

Dear Gov. Schwarzenegger and CARB Members,

As a resident of California who is concerned about air quality,
I'm writing to encourage you to support a strong regulation to
reduce pollution from construction equipment and vote in favor
of the regulation at the May 25th CARB hearing. 

Pollution from construction equipment burdens all of us, not
only through diminished quality of life but also through health
costs and lost school and work days. Implementing the proposed
measure to reduce pollution from construction and other off-road
equipment will prevent an estimated 4,000 premature deaths by
2030 and save billions of dollars in health costs and lost
productivity. 

We cannot afford to wait any longer to tackle the public health
threat from construction and other off-road equipment. I urge
you to adopt strong clean construction standards without further
delay!


Sincerely,
Ethan GoldAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 13:33:331582 Duplicates.



Comment 77 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Don Last Name: AnairEmail Address: danair@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: SUPPORT for off-road regulation Comment:Please find the attached comment letter from more than 20organizations in support of the proposed regulation to reduceemissions from in-use diesel off-road equipment. 

Sincerely, 
Don AnairAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/745-off-road_regulatory_comments.pdf'Original File Name: Off-Road Regulatory Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 18:30:02No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: williamLast Name: bowmanEmail Address: b.bowmanthehoeman@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: proposed smog rulesComment:I would like to express my view regarding the proposed rules beingconsidered for on-road diesel engines. As a backhoe operator whomust transport my backhoe with an older diesel powered dump truck,I am very concerned about the extreme financial burden that will beimposed upon me. My income carries me along week to week withoutthe cost of added expenses(ie..new engine or truck). My familyrelies on me to be able to keep my cost down so we can survive. Ihope you will consider the negative effects of the proposed ruleswith regards to individuals who rely on their single truck to makeends meet.

Sincerely,
William Bowman
Winchester, CaAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 19:42:40No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: DavisEmail Address: mt.pockets2@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation For In-Use On-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:I would like to express my views regarding the proposed rules beingconsidered for On-Road diesel engines. As an owner operator andsmall business owner this is a recipe for disaster for the littleguy like me. A bill such as this would bankrupt me in a heartbeat. If there was any chance the board could slide out frombehind their golden desks and come on down and talk to the commonJoe the truck driver (owner operator), small construction companyowner, and the little guy who is the back bone to the economy ofthis state I’m sure you would be blown away to find how down toearth we are and just how much we do care for our environment. Iam probable your worst nightmare for I am a truck driver and a gunowner and off-road vehicle owner and love to hunt and fish .But youforget as much as people hate hunters remember with our enforcementto limits and the money for the licensees the animals thrive due tothe improvement to their habitats. With that said the majority ofthe drivers (owner operators) small construction companies have noproblem with cleaner air. The problem lies with the time limits .Asa small business owner I am my only employee and the profits arelittle if any. Infact this last tax filing I was actually $2000.00in the red.  Now these new laws will put me right out of business.Why not go to the engine manufactures and faze them in over timeand if needed older trucks help with the retrofitting of newerengines. I will tell you in my truck I run a Caterpillar engineand to replace it with at least a 1995 engine my cost at this timeis a minimal of $30,000.00. This is no way feasible now especiallywith the housing market slowing I may be going out of state forwork if things don’t pick up. I may spend too much on mymaintenance but my truck runs strong and is mechanically sound anda safe piece of equipment. I am proud of my truck. I ask you toreally consider the following:

	The time line to change over a fleet (1 to 20 trucks) is tooharsh with the completion time to short. Which will mean a LOT ofmoney will be needed to up date or buy new equipment over a shortperiod of time. Money I simply do not have. Please extend the timeline.
The manufactures, like the auto industry, should be forced to dothese changes in coming models as well as retrofitting existingequipment.
More programs should be available to help the industry make thechange. This is a big industry with a lot of small businesses(family businesses) that just make a living and don’t have a lotof money to make the change over.
Why burden small businesses with this? Why not the manufacturer?They make the profit and serve a much larger market than justCALIFORNIA.
Why make my truck, my only asset valueless overnight withtimelines that will eliminate my truck. I need to be allowed touse my truck until I am able to update it or the STATE helps toupdate it. After all it is not the truck that pollutes, it is theengine; the most costly piece of the truck.

Thank you for your time.



Richard D. Davis
Owner operator
JDSR Company

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-17 21:25:52No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: AlbaneseEmail Address: kalbanese@jjalbanese.comAffiliation: Joseph J. Albanese, Inc.Subject: Five more yearsComment:Please avoid the catostophic consequences of this regulation andgive industry at least five more years to comply with this onerousregulation.  Industry's fragile infastructure simply can not absorbthis regulation without more time.  Job loss, business shut downs,and other unintended consequences will occur absent a longer phasein period.  

California has worked to hard to shore up and fund much neededbond measures to rebuild California.  Passage of this regulationwill contravene the will of the voters.  Instead of buiding roads,parks, schools, and hospitals, contractors will be forced toreplace the cornerstone of their business; their equipment.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/751-arb_letter-_kja.pdf'Original File Name: ARB letter- KJA.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-18 10:30:05No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: DahluistEmail Address: johnd@crys.netAffiliation: C & R SystemsSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/753-ordiesl07-81.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-81.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-18 12:28:40No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AnneLast Name: McQueenEmail Address: amcqueen@geomatrix.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the ARB Offroad Diesel RuleComment:Please find comments (attached) from California CementManufacturer's Environmental Coalition.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/754-ccmec_ltr_arb.pdf'Original File Name: CCMEC ltr_ARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-18 15:03:491 Duplicates.



Comment 83 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: RonhaarEmail Address: LRONHAAR@travelers.comAffiliation: EUCASubject: Off-Road Diesel Emissions RulesComment:While I am not a contractor, I am an insurance underwriter whospecializes in underwriting contractors.  Your proposed rules willhave a direct impact on MANY of my customers, some of whom havebecome good friends.  I am very concerned that your proposed ruleswill drive them out of business.

Your rules, as proposed, require the purchase of technology thatdoes not yet exist.  Tier 4 engines do not yet exist.  CARB VDECSdo not yet exist for most equipment.  The notion that equipmentmust be retrofitted with VDECS only a few years before it must bereplaced with Tier 4 engines is one of the most ludicrousanti-business proposals ever.

The state is not supposed to impose unfunded mandates on localgovernments.  There should at least be some sane limits onunfunded mandates for what are mostly small businesses.

It was appropriate for the federal government to impose fuelmileage and emissions requirements on automobile and truckmanufacturers.  It would be appropriate to impose similarrequirements on manufacturers of off-road diesel equipment.  Untilthe equipment that meets your proposed requirements becomesavailabe, it is patently absurd to require contractors to buy it.

Most contractors operate with profit margins between 2% and 5%. With a profit margin of 4%, it would require them to complete$25,000,000 of work to be able to replace $1,000,000 ofequipment.

CARB has suggested that contractors should just build the cost ofthe new equipment into their prices.  That might make some senseif everyone used published prices, but is amazingly naive forcontractors.  The public contract code and other laws andregulations prohibit collusion in bidding public work.  

Under CARB's proposed regulations, contractors who wait thelongest to replace their equipment would be able to underbid thecontractors who quickly replace their equipment, driving those whodid what you wanted out of business.  Your proposals arecounterproductive at best.

There is no doubt that diesel emissions are bad for theenvironment, and we all want a cleaner environment.  We also wantjobs, safe streets, and uncongested highways.  The voters ofCalifornia recently approved the spending of billions of dollarsover the next few years to repair California's badly decayedinfrastructure.  Who is going to do that work if CARB drives thecost of those projects up or drives the contractors out ofbusiness.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-18 16:19:28No Duplicates.



Comment 84 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JosephLast Name: LyouEmail Address: jlyou@EnviroRights.orgAffiliation: California Environmental Rights AllianceSubject: Environmental Health & Justice CommentsComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/757-in-use_off-road_rule_ej_comment_letter_05-07.pdf'Original File Name: In-Use Off-Road Rule EJ Comment Letter 05-07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-18 23:22:33No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BLast Name: PEmail Address: trimmer person@work.comAffiliation: Subject: Notice of Public Hearing To Consider the Adoption of a Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Comment:I am writing in response to the recent campaign of the CaliforniaAir Resources Board regarding off road diesel regulations theyhave proposed. As it is according to their current proposedregulations as of the end of 2009 I, as small family run a 2person tree trimming operation for the last 29 yrs, will be facedwith buying all new equipment &  have to dispose of my oldequipment that was purchased back in the late 1980's.Notwithstanding that I took care of my equipment and kept itrunning well, and did not contribute to the throw away societythat we  seem to have become. Being 55 in my fifties and doingthis part time into my old age, I will not be able to afford thosenew machines which the cost will total over 100,000.00 Thatequipment was purchased from national companies at the time whomanufactured these units under the prevailing standards at thetime. There are no retrofits available to bring these older wellrunning motors(2) up to current standards. 

When the EPA instituted smog checking requirements years ago forgasoline vehicles, those vehicles which already numbered in themillions were not forced off the road if they did not pass laterEPA standards, as long as they passed whatever standard they weremanufactured to at the time of manufacture.That also goes fordiesel & gas motors that were manufactured eventually to meetcertain emission standards. The older motors were not thrown away,they were permitted to continue operating, and when they finallywore out, one could either buy another used unit, repair their ownor purchase new which then would be manufactured according tocurrent available technology and epa standards. As it was Ibelieve vehicles older than either 1975 or 1978 were not smoggedat all & were grandfathered into the system. Any vehiclesmanufactured after that date had to meet the prevailing smogstandards. As people replaced their cars over the years morestringent smog standards were instituted. The gradual processallowed people to naturally adapt to newer standards as cars etcwore out. Any older vehicles continued to operate if they stillwere able to. People did not HAVE to get rid of older functioningvehicles.

 Imagine if everyone in California or the US would  have had toget rid of anything currently older than 1996,  cars, trucks,tractors, lawn mowers, motorcycles etc. within 2yrs and buy allbrand new vehicles. Could you see what would  happen ? A publicuproar of unimaginable proportions.  YET THIS IS WHAT THECALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD ESSENTIALLY IS PROPOSING THATCONTRACTORS MUST DO WITH EQUIPMENT THAT IS OLDER THAN 1996. Thisequipment can last for many years, this is why bulldozers, cranes,back-hoe's, chippers, stump grinders, graders etc cost so much.

 That contractors big and small just get rid of all their olderequipment and buy all new equipment at enormous expense. Can youimagine the disruption of commerce to the whole state that thiswill create.
Everybody wants cleaner air, but imagine if the country back inthe 70's or 80's had to replace all their cars, trucks etc. in 2years for cleaner  air. Whoever would have instituted this wouldhave been run out of town. Does the ARB feel that replacing allthese vehicles  is going to negate all the emissions that arecreated on California highways of millions of cars & truckssitting in gridlock traffic, because of long neglected highway &infrastructure construction. 

Another good example of how outlandish this concept the ARB isproposing. Imagine if a unelected by popular vote, governmentagency put into law a requirement that stated  all houses andbuildings that were built more than 2, 3, 4, or 5 or say 15 yearsago, are no longer permitted to exist. They are a source ofpollution, they are energy inefficient, they cost too much tosupply with electric & gas. The energy plants that are required tokeep these homes operating are too numerous and are polluting theplanet. And the only way to solve this was to dismantle all thenon conforming houses & buildings, and build new ones. Theindividual home owners & building owners would just have to footthe bill for this. But in order to pay for all these things, allthese individuals (according to the ARB published cost exampleregarding the expense of their proposals) would only need to get a3% raise from their employers or customers to cover the expense ofreplacing everything.  Do you think  a 3 % raise in your  incomewould cover the expense of these requirements. Yet that is whatthe California ARB is claiming.

Are we trying to chase every contractor out of the state? Are weinterested in putting businesses as well as employees out of work? Are we trying to make new home , building , highway ,infrastructure, remodeling, construction, landscaping, beach &parks, tree trimming etc the most expensive in the nation. Are wetrying to  minimize the payoff of recent voter passed constructionbonds making the cost of "Rebuilding California" out of site? Isthis mandate really what California's voters want? Is this fair?My civic lessons from the past taught me that a democracy shouldnot  disenfranchise an individual let alone many self-employed &small business owners,  as well as larger businesses that buildthe roads & bridges we drive on, the homes & buildings we live &work in, the yards, parks, beaches  and landscapes we create, maintain & enjoy. 

I don't  know  the answer, but shoving this down the throat of theoff road diesel construction & maintenance industry, especially tothose of us who are very small, seems un-american at the least &akin to the taking of private property without recourse by anunelected government agency at the most. At the very least thereshould be some exemption for very small operations, that theseregulations would be unduly burdensome upon.   

The ARB is due to vote May 25, 2007 on this issue. What you aredoing is just not right. You will put me out of business, as wellmany others. And you will raise the cost of doing nearly anythingin California out of the reach of more and more people.

Sincerely,
Panicked Californian.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-19 11:36:50No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: nancyLast Name: steinEmail Address: nanstein@svn.netAffiliation: california state contractor (c-27) Subject: Nox emissionsComment:I am a California Licensed Contractor (594-217).  I want you toknow that I support the STRICTEST standards possible for dieselengine regulations.  While I understand that this will mean highercosts for construction, I also firmly believe that we are headedtoward destruction unless we reduce our carbon footprint.
The "economics" of the issue bear little weight when you considerthat we are endangered our food supply, our oceans and our ownability to survive along with many other species. 
In addition, the absolutely opulent life style and constructionthat is taking place in California should be no match for thetruth.  Decrease consumption or risk extinction.
Beyond contractors, the rest of California and the world dependson you to take a perhaps unpopular but necessary step.  I stronglyurge you to adopt the strictest standards.
sincerely,
Nancy Stein, Lazuli Art & GardenAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-20 11:21:22No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JoelLast Name: BlakerEmail Address: jblaker@tahoemountainclub.comAffiliation: Golf Course Superintendents AssociationSubject: diesel emissionsComment:Please be aware that not only will this bill harm the constructionbusiness in california but will effect the golf course industry aswell. Golf course Superintendents rely on diesel equipment to keeptheir courses maintained every day. Golf / turf equipment pricesare through the roof right now and with greater emission standardsin place many of our courses will not be able to purchase thisequipment because of limited budgets. Please slow down this billand allow the equipment manufactures a chance to refine theirequipment to meet these stringent standards. Allowing this bill togo through now is a mistake...slow down.

Joel Blaker, CGCS
Director of Agronomy
Tahoe Mountain ClubAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 06:54:07No Duplicates.



Comment 88 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Alia Last Name: MayEmail Address: amay@barratt.comAffiliation: Subject: California Air Resources Board (CARB) Rushed Requirements Will Hurt Our Economy!  MORE TIMComment:Dear Honorable Board Members:
 
I believe in improving air quality in California, and my industry-- the construction industry -- is fully committed to eventuallyreplacing older equipment with newer, cleaner equipment andtechnologies.  We just need more time to do it!  

CARB's staff-recommended timeline for replacing older equipment isnot feasible.  To meet CARB's objectives in such a short time-framewill cause an enormous impact to the state's economy and themulti-billion dollar bond initiatives passed last November.  Itwill also drive many contractors out of business entirely.  


Contractors need at least five more years to comply with theproposed regulations.  My industry also strongly supports theextension of the Carl Moyer Funding Program at $200 million peryear for at least another eight years (2015), and we support taxlegislation that would lessen the financial impact for contractorswhich replace older equipment with newer, cleaner equipment.  



Please consider the impact on our industry and seriously consideran extension of the compliance timeline by five years.  The addedtime, plus the funding and new tax law will lessen the economicimpact on contractors and ultimately the taxpayers, homebuyers andbusinesses of California. 

Sincerely, 


Alia May 
12646 Daphne Drive 
Rancho Cucamonga Ca, 91739 
Barratt American
________________________________________Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 10:28:4117 Duplicates.



Comment 89 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: James Last Name: MossEmail Address: gr8eaglex@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: In Use Off Road Diesel VehiclesComment:There is no issue more important than frugal air qualityregulation.  With this in mind I would like to express mydissatisfaction with this proposed noose around our state'seconomy.

California citizen's should be able to have a quality life andquality oppotunity to enjoy life without undue restrictions.  Ifyou would concentrate on cleaning up the barrios, or homelessridden cities, this alone would save our pollution measurably. Also, the number of illegals living here that shouldn't be here. If they be the 20-25% that some predict, it would reduce theimpact on our air from them being here by a proportional amount. This would far exceed the gains you propose to make on this.

I feel this set of regulations is another petty attempt toregulate and make rules and regulations impossible to follow. Please focus on removing the roadblocks, so citizens can earn aliving, and yes enjoy the great air and environment ofCalifornia.

Jim Moss
16321 Swartz Canyon Road,
Ramona, CA 92065Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 10:34:36No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: GhilottiEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Ghilotti Bros.ContractorsSubject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/784-ordiesl07-89.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-89.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 12:21:32No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AnneLast Name: McQueenEmail Address: amcqueen@geomatrix.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the ARB Offroad Diesel RuleComment:
Please find comments (attached) from Mitsubishi CementCorporation.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/790-ordiesl07-92.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-92.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 12:54:35No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: BeckerEmail Address: mbecker00@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB PM and NOx requirementsComment:AS a third generation, family-owned asphalt and paving contractorin Santa Clarita since 1968, we are very concerned about theproposed regulations being covered at this May 25th meeting. As weare a small to mid-sized contractor and are already experiencingthe effects of the downturn in the housing industry. Several ofour large clients including Beazer, KB, Pulte and DR Horton havestopped building in our area or are downsizing drastically. 

We are concerned that these new regulations will requiresignificant costs and with much of the proposed technologyunavailable at this time, availability appears to be a potentialproblem. Most companies of our genre will make a 3-5% profit onjobs if they are lucky; with these proposed changes that profitwill quickly dissipate and put most of us in the red. 

It seems to us that there must be a better solution that phases inchanges in a much more realistic form. IF not, there will be aserious backlash to businesses like us and the California economyas a whole.  
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 13:37:19No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BurtonLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: bsjohnson1@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Give us 5 more yearsComment:Honorable Board Members,

The regulations submitted for your apporval will harm theCalifornia Construction economy irreparably.

I do not think this is of any great concern to CARB memebers.

I will try to appeal to you in another way. 

The burden of supplying all new equipment is so great that youvastly reduce the financially able construction competitors to dowork in California. The affect of these measures will be to reduceaffordable housing;reduce the amount of purchasing power for staeand local governments for infrastructure improvement, the reapingof huge profits by Halliburton" type compamies with the resourcesto plunder California's private and public coffers.

No one in construction that I know of is against any of theemmission proposals, except for the time period forimplementation. the environmental arguments are not credible andthe environmentalists want NO growth.

Use some sense, give technology and the manufactureres more timeto make replacement engines for the  their products. Mosatproducts do not have replacement enginies available to them andthe VDEC technology is questionable at best.

I am particularly concerned for Board member Ron Roberts, you aremaking a terrible political blunder with your passive attitudetowards these onerous regulations that will kill small anddisadvantaged construction businesses in the San Diego area. Whatcould you be thinking? The San Diego community will be watchingyour vote.


                                           


Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 13:59:42No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: McDonaldEmail Address: smcdonald@papemachinery.comAffiliation: Subject: options to acheive the goalComment:see attached letterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/795-arb_lette_5-21-07.doc'Original File Name: ARB lette 5-21-07.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 14:15:07No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: AtkinsEmail Address: mail@657rent.comAffiliation: Cobra Equipment Rental Co.Subject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:After reading your proposed regulation I find it very difficult ifnot financially impossible  to meet your requirements. I have beentrying to optain Moyer funding for about a year now. We requestedgrants after  tier 3 repower engines became available for ourapplication. We are a small family operated rental business withonly 20 rental machines but fall under your large fleet rules. Iunderstand in the "Perfect World" everyone would have newequipment with tier 3 power with the latest PM acert tech, butthis industry is extremely competitive. Your regulation statesthat we will simply pass on all of these costs. I have been inbusiness for 11 years and if you deduct the fuel cost are hourlyrate has dropped 5% with labor going up 25%-30%, parts 40%- 80%,Tires 100%, Insurance 45%. This bill will put me out of business.Why doesn't CARB let us run are older equipment with acert tech.and Bio-fuel, we could make a greater impact on air quality without destoying business and the economy.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 14:39:35No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: MooreEmail Address: scott@usdemolition.comAffiliation: National Demolition Assoc.Subject: Comments on proposed regs for inuse off road Diesel equipmentComment:Gentlemen, 
I would agree with those heavy equipment owners in my industrythat the onerus nature of the regulation will force many businessowners out of business. The useful life of heavy equipment can bemeasured in decades in many cases. It seems unreasonable torestrict the use of such equipment at this place and time. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 14:55:32No Duplicates.



Comment 97 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MarioLast Name: AndreiniEmail Address: mrandreini@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: ContractorSubject: Proposed Off Road Diesel RuleComment:To Whom It May Concern,

This new proposed off road diesel engine rule will crush mybusiness if passed. We are small construction but would probablybe considered a medium size company according to this proposedrule. The cost of upgrading or retro fitting my equipment is togreat and we would not be able to recover or costs as each year wewould be forced to upgrade.

What compounds our problem is that we are located in an area wherewe compete with smaller companies. These companies would not haveto comply with the rule for years after us or fly under the radarand not have any upgrading of equipment. 

We employ approximately 35 people and with this new rule we wouldbe forced to down size or close up. Many of these people who workfor us have been employed with us for over 20 years and could bedevastating to them as well.

Thank you for listening

Mario Andreini
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 16:30:01No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LeslieLast Name: HallsEmail Address: leslie@slocbe.comAffiliation: San Luis Obispo County Builders ExchangeSubject: Proposed regulatoin re: offroad diesel vehiclesComment:I am the Executive Director of the San Luis Obispo County BuildersExchange, a contractors association with over 800 membersincluding dozens of small general engineering firms and generalcontractors who make their living doing earthwork.  

The proposed new regulations will hit these small firms especiallyhard, as most cannot afford to purchase new equipment costinghundreds of thousands if not millions of dollars.  They will beforced to sell their machinery at basement prices to out of stateusers, and for many this will simply be the end of the line - theywill go out of business.  

This comes at an especially bad time what with the state planningto go on a highway building spree.  

While we all support clean air, there are other less costly waysto achieve this reduction in air pollution.  Without going intoall the arguments you have undoubtedly heard by now from manyothers with far more technical knowledge than I, I would likesimply to express my firm opposition to the proposed rules due totheir terrific adverse impact upon our members.  

Thank you for your consideration in this regard.

Very truly yours,


Leslie Halls
Executive Director
San Luis Obispo County Builders Exchange Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 16:43:12No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 100 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 101 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: OwenLast Name: GarrettEmail Address: owengarrett@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: off-road diesel enginesComment:I hope contractors in this state can be assured that changes toexisting diesel-powered equipment will be granted reasonable timeto comply with cleaner air requirements. Too short a time periodcould shut down most or all of the smaller operators who cannotafford retrofitting or re-powering their equipment.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-21 20:48:05No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: mitchellLast Name: weissEmail Address: terminatordemo@cox.netAffiliation: licensed ca contractorSubject: off-road diesel equipmentComment:I believe you are being unreasonable in your desire to reduceemmisions from off road diesel equipment.  The negative impact onyour decision will cause companies to leave CA and force majorconstruction into a smaller pool of mega contractors who will beable to raise their prices and cost ALL CALIFORNIANS more money tobuild.

Also, does the engine you want even exist???????????????????/Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 08:56:36No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: SchaalEmail Address:  bschaal@tnainc.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel Measure - con commentComment:Dear Board Members,

 

I don’t write or call on many situations. However, I’m compelledto share my thoughts regarding the off-road diesel measurepresently under consideration.  More time is required for thisaction to:

 

    * Make sure the infrastructure projects are completed on timeand budget
    * Retain our employment
    * Develop improved engine technology
    * Better meet equipment demands
    * Phase compliance costs in

 

Although not related specifically to the subject measure, it seemsto me that greater results could be obtained by implementing theSmog Check II program throughout the State of California.

 

Bill Schaal, PMP, PG

Contractor No. 882713

415 760 6624

email: bschaal@tnainc.comAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 09:01:02No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: BellizziEmail Address: Chris13b@ix.netcom.comAffiliation: Bellizzi Tree Service(NBB)Subject: 50%Bio-diesel will meet or exceed yopur requirementsComment:To whom it may concern:
I am a Tree Service running 2 diesel chippers in the San Josearea.I am currently in process of running 20% Bio-Diesel in mychippers.The ARB has always had an extreme dislike of diesel.
This is evident by the rule not allowing citizens to buy newdiesel passenger cars even though Turbo diesels are some of themost fuel efficient engines on the planet(Even passing hybrid)
YOU SHOULD ALLOW SMALL BUSINESS to meet replacement targets byrunning 50% BIO-Diesel and 50% ULS Diesel.
Replacing my chippers could cost me $20,000 a piece(differencebetween value of old chipper and new machine)which is a HARDSHIPON MY SMALL 4 MAN BUSINESS.Its already hard enough
to operate in California.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 09:21:03No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Kevin Last Name: ShanahanEmail Address: kevin.k.shanahan@cummins.comAffiliation:  Subject: Off-road Comment Letter to CARBComment:Here is a letter to be distributed.

Thanks,

KevinAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/811-dr._robert_saywer_5-22-07.doc'Original File Name: Dr. Robert Saywer 5-22-07.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 11:19:38No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Gary Last Name: CrossEmail Address: gcross27103@earthlink.netAffiliation: Industrial Truck AssociationSubject: comments of the Industrial Truck AssociationComment:Please see attached comments of the Industrial Truck AssociationAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/812-comments_of_the_itaword97.doc'Original File Name: COMMENTS OF THE ITAword97.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 11:36:29No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: D. CashLast Name: BentonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: SCCASubject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel Regulation-CommentsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/815-ordiesl07-105.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-105.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 13:33:01No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: James Last Name: EarpEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CA Transportation CommissionSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/816-ordiesl07-106.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-106.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 13:34:20No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BobLast Name: BaldwinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Jezowski & MarkelSubject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/818-ordiesl07-109.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-109.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 15:09:57No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: EstillEmail Address: jbestill@appian-eng.comAffiliation: Appian Engineering, Inc.Subject: CARB off-road diesel regulationsComment:May 22, 2007

California Air Resources Board
1001 "I" Street	
P.O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, CA 95812

Re: Proposed Regulations for Off-road Diesel Equipment

Dear Board Members:


I am the founder, and president of a small grading, paving andgeneral engineering company, Appian Engineering, Inc. We wereestablished in 1988, and maintain an office and shop in Milpitas,California. The company has approximately forty employees andannual sales of ten million dollars providing grading and pavingservices to private developers and general contractors in the SanFrancisco Bay Area. We take pride in giving our costumersvalue-added construction at competitive prices, on schedule. Inorder to accomplish this we maintain a modern fleet of primarilyCaterpillar equipment, which we service with our own staff. 

I have watched your efforts to establish NOx and particulatestandards for off-road diesel equipment with interest. Ourequipment fleet, which will be directly impacted by theseregulations, is comprised of thirty-four pieces with a value ofroughly $4,000,000. Of these, twenty-five are manufactured byCaterpillar. This fleet has original manufacture dates from 1960to 2006 with the majority manufactured from 1990 to 2006 (17). Wehave sixteen pieces that are Tier Zero or Unrated, eleven Tier One(two of our scapers have twin engines, both Tier One), and nineTier Two. Our newer purchases tend to be about half high dollarpieces (more than $250,000) and small pieces (less than $50,000).Our largest pieces, twin engine scrapers cost nearly $1,000,000apiece without GPS or laser control systems (which add roughly$100,000 per piece). We currently purchase on average two to threehundred thousand dollars annually on new equipment, but this amountvaries greatly with economic conditions and includes technologypurchases and on and off-road vehicles. Over the last two years wehave concentrated on technology purchases including advanced GPSequipment control systems since they offer improvements inproductivity in excess of 35%. We think we are well positionedbecause of our loyal customer base, efficient employees, andstrong balance sheet.

Given the recent recommendations that you are considering, weanticipate that we will have to increase our equipment purchasesto over $500,000 per year for at least ten years, whether theseare financially good years or bad. This amount will not includeany additional purchases of technology or new vehicles. We arecurrently creating a plan to do just that, though we remainuncertain of its feasibility. However, we can predict some morecertain consequences of this proposed regulation. 

First, few small and medium contractors have as modern a fleet ofequipment as we do. Fewer still have as strong a balance sheet.Many will not be able to make this transition. Consolidation willbe a fact of life in California construction, with significantlyfewer small companies. They will bear the burden of theseregulations due to their limited capital access, even thought theymay be more productive, higher-valued to their customers, andaccount for more job creation.

Second, prices for new equipment with higher tier engines willrise dramatically. While the California market is large, it is notdriving international demand. The largest producers will fulfillthe demands that are easiest and more cost effective for them.Already waiting time for new equipment deliveries are stretchinginto months in California. With the demand for high tier enginesincreasing and the supply relatively fixed, dealers will increaseprices to allocate scarce equipment among their customers.

Third, as equipment prices rise, so will the prices of all goodsfor which construction is an input. This includes new homes, newroads, repairs and improvements to the existing highway system,new buildings housing new and growing businesses, new retail spaceas well as all the things that substitute for new construction likeexisting homes, offices, and retail space. The cost of living andhome-ownership, already well ahead of the national average, willrise further and faster than the rest of the country where theseregulations are not in effect. You should note that this is notonly the direct effect of the regulations. It is compounded by theincreased concentration within the industry when small specialtyfirms without access to capital are forced to close. Worse yet,many of these small contractors may be the most efficient andinnovative in the industry. This could create the unintendedconsequence of less innovation and lower productivity, leading toan industry with greater rather than less pollution.

Fourth, putting all of the emphasis on one element of theconstruction process neglects the fact that technology is drivingincreased equipment productivity faster than nearly any other areatoday. The introduction of automatic laser and GPS control systemsis changing the face of grading and paving construction. Byforcing construction companies to focus the bulk of theirresources on cleaner burning engines, CARB is unintentionallyreducing the resources available for new technology. Theseadvances such as automatic controls that provide real time jobinformation to the operator in the cab have the potential tosignificantly increase productivity, cutting emissionsdramatically. And, they do so with lower costs to contractors andbuilders rather than with the higher costs of your proposedregulations. In a world of scarcity, you are simply mandating thatresources that are improving industry efficiency today arere-allocated to new diesel engine purchase for designs that do noteven exist in the case of Tier Four engines. This seems a poortrade-off. While we may wish it were otherwise, work gets donewith the tools at hand.

Finally, the Law of Demand states that as the price for any goodor service increases less of that good is consumed, other thingsbeing equal. The general rise in the price of construction willmean less construction. With less construction, some good payingjobs with great benefits are going to be lost. My company supportsover forty families with good wages, health benefits and pensions.They are great citizens, active in their communities. It is hardfor me to understand why they should be the ones to pay forcleaner burning engines when we, construction companies and ouremployees, only use what manufacturers sell us. Our primary goalis to use the equipment in the most efficient manner possible toserve our customers. Give us cleaner burning or even alternativefuel equipment that is cost effective, and you will not have toregulate us. We will embrace the technology. We care about theenvironment, too.

These regulations are ill-considered. If cleaner burning enginesare one answer to cleaner air, ask the industry that makes theengines to lead the way in producing them. If they need incentivesto do so, consider a pollution permit system that has proveneffective for other industries. If this is really an issue ofimportance to California, the state should offer incentives to theequipment manufacturing industry to provide the best availablesolutions. Don’t destroy good jobs and good companies withregulations whose results may be directly opposite of yourintensions. Such mandates can only hurt California andCalifornians.

Sincerely,



John B. Estill
President
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 15:32:09No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: ElkinsEmail Address: lelkins@c-zone.netAffiliation: Subject: New CARB RequirementsComment:The new emissions and engine standards that are being proposed areso costly that they will most likely put our medium sizeconstruction company out of business. The finacial analysis thatthe CARB Board is using is very flawed. Our company historicallyruns equipment that is five to twenty five years old. Thisequipment is kept in very good working equipment. We cannotjustify economically the huge expense of either retrofitting ourexisting equipment or purchasing new. You are more that welcome tocontact me regarding this issue at the telephone number provided orby e-mail.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 16:21:10No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CashLast Name: BentonEmail Address: cashscca@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: SCCASubject: Proposed in-use off-road diesel regulation - CommentsComment:May 21, 2007


Dr. Robert Sawyer, Chairman
California Air Resources Board
1001 “I” Street
P.O. Box #2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

Re:    Proposed in-use off-road diesel regulation - comments

Dear Dr. Sawyer:

Southern California Contractors Association (SCCA) representsalmost 330 signatory contractors and those companies who supplythem in the 12 counties of the southern section of our state. Asthe only all-union signatory contractor’s association in ourregion, we are deeply concerned about the impact these proposedregulations will have on our members and the thousands of workersthey employ.

Our members are committed to improving the emissions from theirfleets, and for cleaner air for all.  For example, our membersmake up the largest single group of companies participating in thestatewide portable engine registration program.

The proposed off-road regulation, which will force turnover ofvirtually every existing machine in an unrealistic time-frame,will have devastating effects on our members. The proposal doesnot take into account that current technology will not meet NOxrequirements and the planned Tier 4 technology that will, will notbe available for purchase until 2014-15, in most of the horsepowerranges used by the machines used by our members.

We respectfully request, in conjunction with the ConstructionIndustry Air Quality Coalition (CIAQC) of which we are a foundingmember, that the NOx portion of the rule be abated by a minimum offive (5) years, to allow technology to catch-up to meet theregulatory goals; to do otherwise will force many companies toreplace their equipment two times in ten years—a recipe forbankruptcy for most of our members.

We will be present to discuss these issues with you at the meetingon May 25, 2007 in San Diego. We ask that you and the other membersof your board hear our industry’s concerns and act on our requestto preserve both California’s environment and its economy. 

Sincerely,


D. Cash Benton
Executive Vice President

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/823-arbletterfor_sd.doc'Original File Name: ARBLetterfor SD.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 16:32:31No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GreggLast Name: MillerEmail Address: gregg@millerenvironmental.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationsComment:MILLER ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. is very supportive of reducingparticulate matter (PM) and NOx emissions from dieselengines.However, restoring just five years to the implementationtimeframe will give equipment manufacturers time to catch-up andproduce engines that will allow the industry to meet California’sprogressive air quality standards and distribute the massiveexpense of purchasing new equipment out over a longer period. 

Please see attached letter.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/824-arb_petition_letter.doc'Original File Name: ARB Petition Letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 16:44:24No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JackLast Name: MitchellEmail Address: mitchcon@snowcrest.netAffiliation: Mitchell ConstructionSubject: Notice of Public Hearing To Consider the Adoption of a Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Comment:I am a very small, seasonal earthwork and paving contractor, andthe proposed regulation would put my company out of business.  Iam all for cleaner air, but do not feel that this is the way to doit.  More research is needed, and more options, especially for the"little guy" like us.

Please vote no, or vote for postponement until all avenues havebeen researched.

Thank you for your attention.

Jack Mitchell, Owner
Mitchell ConstrucitonAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 16:50:49No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: bsat7595482@yahoo.comAffiliation: Watersphere Plumbing ownerSubject: Construction Equipment RegulationComment:Dear Air Resources Board.  I appreciate your efforts to provide allof us with cleaner air.  I encourage you to make sure the cure isnot worse than the disease.  To rapid change and you will fail. If you do, the air will not be cleaner and you will hurt a lot ofindividuals in the process.  Perhaps it is time to step back andtake a deep breath and allow for other ideas to percolate up. After all, what's the rush?  Better to get it right than get it ina hurry.  
I suggest you might focus more immediately on requirering acleaner refining if diesel fuel.  This could be done as an intermstep to what you are currently proposing and produce immediatemeasurable improvement in our air quality.  Next requiring newequipment to be made as soon as reasonably possible, to meet yourstandards would be warranted.  Third, encourage retrofittingtechnology to enable older equipment to burn cleaner, and stilloperate wouild greatly lessen opposition to your proposals.  It ispossible to achieve a win win solution to our air quality issues,but if you go to far to fast, you will polarize the commuinity andultimately work against the very thing you are so passionate inaccomplishing.  wishing you well  John Morris
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 16:56:02No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AndyLast Name: KatzEmail Address: andyk@ggbreathe.orgAffiliation: Breathe CaliforniaSubject: Support Clean Construction EquipmentComment:Dr. Robert Sawyer and Board Members:

Please support the proposed regulations to cut diesel emissionsfrom construction and other off-road equipment in California. Construction equipment is the second largest source of particulatematter in the state, contributing 20% of the state’s dieselemissions, and this rule will reduce diesel from off-roadconstruction equipment by 75%.  

This regulation will save lives and prevent lung disease,preventing 4,000 premature deaths between today and 2025, 840,000hospitalizations due to respiratory causes, 1,600 hospitalizationsdue to cardiovascular causes, 110,000 cases of asthma-relatedsymptoms, and 9,200 cases of acute bronchitis.  These health costsadd up to 18-26 billion dollars, more than five times the cost ofputting the regulation in place.  

The regulation requires owners and operators of diesel off-roadequipment to install retrofit technology and accelerate turnoverof the fleet to cleaner engines.  This regulation has been donecarefully over three years to be cost-effective, flexible, andfair.  Requirements for smaller fleets are phased in over a longperiod of time, and there is choice between upgrading the fleet tomeet average emission rate targets or to upgrade to best availablecontrol technology.  

The regulation, costing $3 – 3.4 billion over its 13 yearimplementation, will cost annually less than a third of a percentof the construction revenue generated in California in 2005.  Thisneeded pollution standard is certainly worth the health of so manyCalifornians.  

Sincerely,
 
Andy Katz
Director of Air Quality Advocacy
Breathe California, Golden Gate Public Health Partnership
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/827-memo_in_support_of_carb_const_eq_regs.doc'Original File Name: Memo in Support of CARB Const Eq Regs.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 17:11:58No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ClayLast Name: GreenEmail Address: cats4u@sonic.netAffiliation: ContractorSubject: CARB off road vehiclesComment:The proposed regulations are far too drastic.  The majorcontractors and mines buy new machines for ready work and put lotsof hours on them. Then contractors like myself buy them and hope touse them enough to justify them. In good years we get 400-600 hoursof use per machine, in bad years 0 to 200 hours use per machine. IfI really see a high use for a machine, I buy new. And what willhappen to used equipment values, much of my net worth, if even newmachines have only a 10 to 15 year lifespan before they areoutlawed? Please vote no on the current proposal and reconsideryour rules.  Clay Green Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 17:13:17No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BradLast Name: DalesEmail Address: ddigger@calwisp.comAffiliation: Subject: Class Action SuitComment:If this is passed, I would guess that most of the small businessowners will have to leave California.  I can't sell my equipmentto get a down payment for a new one so what other option do Ihave.  I would imagine a class act suit could become an option asI don't see the railroad having to take part in any of this.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 18:32:21No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 120 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: lawrenceLast Name: olearyEmail Address: lawole@msn.comAffiliation: citizen Subject: ORDVComment:Sirs & Madam;s;

Concerning pending legislation on requiring radical and costlyupgrades to off road diesel vehicles - 

1.  show me the science of the present danger.  And please, not inparts per billion - or is it trillion now.
2.  consider the cost in $ and climate change equipment upgrades.

Yes, there are costs beyond dollars and phoney fixes are a wasteof energy.  Nature continues.  

Lawrence Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 21:48:41No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: WeinerEmail Address: linwiner@earthlink.netAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: Letter in Support of the Proposed Regulation for Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Attached find a letter of support from the American LungAssociation's Health Network for Clean Air, with signatures frommajor medical/health organizations in California, for the proposedregulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/834-hnca_banner_off-road_org_ltr.doc'Original File Name: HNCA Banner Off-Road Org Ltr.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 21:48:44No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: KanayanEmail Address: wmkanayan@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed regulations for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:This policy will criple the industry including my business. Infomation has been gathered to show that the changes will nothave the desired affect on the air quality.  How can you adopt aplan that will ruin the industry creating a great fiscal impact onall heavy equipment work without any significant gains.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-22 21:49:40No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KenLast Name: RomanEmail Address: krpc@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: CARP off highway equipmentComment:You are moving too fast on this legislation.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 05:59:15No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: David Last Name: MarshallEmail Address: dmarshall@catf.usAffiliation: Clean Air Task Force et al.Subject: proposed in-use off-road diesel regulationComment:Attached are comments from the Clean Air Task Force and 12 othernon-profit environmental and public health organizations, ingeneral SUPPORT of ARB's proposed in-use off-road dieselregulation, with several requests for improvement of the rule.

Respectfully submitted,
David Marshall
Clean Air Task ForceAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/840-catf_group_comments_re_arb_nr_proposal-05-07-final.doc'Original File Name: CATF group comments re ARB NR proposal-05-07-final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 09:11:33No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: LewisEmail Address: rlewis@flashcoinc.comAffiliation: FBASubject: proposed regulation for in-use off-road dieselComment:adoption of the proposed regulation concern in-use off-road dieselwill cripple the state of california as it rebounds from otherflawed regulations, like this one, that show no concern for thepeople of california and have no shred of common sense. I urge youto take a step back and work with industry and come up with aregulation that can be worked with for all of california.
Thank You
Rusty Lewis
President
Flashco Inc
Bakersfield Ca.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 09:12:17No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AntonioLast Name: SantosEmail Address: asantos@meca.orgAffiliation: MECASubject: MECA's Comments on ARB's Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:May 23, 2007

VIA ELECTRONIC SUBMITTAL TO: www.arb.ca.gov/lispub/comm/bcsubform.php?listname=ordiesl07&comm_period=A

Clerk of the Board
Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:  ARB Rulemaking to Consider the Adoption of a ProposedRegulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles

To Whom It May Concern:

Please find attached a copy of the written testimony submitted bythe Manufacturers of Emission Controls Association (MECA)regarding the above-referenced rulemaking.

MECA plans to present oral testimony on this rulemaking at the May25, 2007 public hearing in Del Mar, CA.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,
Joseph Kubsh
Executive DirectorAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/842-arb_in-use_off-road_comments_052507.pdf'Original File Name: ARB in-use off-road comments 052507.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 09:12:46No Duplicates.



Comment 127 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: EdLast Name: CaryEmail Address: contact@nmbinc.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Diesel RegulationsComment:We run a small construction operation. We employ between 20 and 50workers. We have one essential piece of diesel equipment. If yournew diesel regulations are enacted, we will be forced to sell orscrap this machine and could be forced to close our business. Ourprofit margins are thin, hence we cannot afford to refit thismachine or purchase a new one. We are not alone. I urge you totake smaller operators such as ourselves into consideration beforeyou enact any legislation that will have such a negative effect onus, our business and our employees.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 09:56:28No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: SbaffiEmail Address: Dave.Sbaffi@gcinc.comAffiliation: Granite Construction, Inc.Subject: Comments on Proposed Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment letter regarding the proposedOff-Road Diesel RegulationAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/847-offroad_diesel_granite_comment_letter.pdf'Original File Name: OffRoad Diesel Granite Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 10:47:09No Duplicates.



Comment 129 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LauraLast Name: DeftyEmail Address: ldefty@ddge.netAffiliation: Diamond D General EngineeringSubject: In-Use Off Road Diesel VehiclesComment:My company has a fleet of 30 plus off road diesel tractors.  I havea small business with 20 employees.  I update my tractors every 3-7years.  My recommendation is that you regulate emissions standardswith the manufacturers, not the end users.  This will distrubutethe costs gradually over time and it will filter out olderequipment automatically.   Also, if you give incentives for buyersto upgrade equipment it will help tremendously.  As we buy newequipment, over a short period of time, our fleet will becompliant.  We are burdened with excessive fuel costs, materialcosts, labor costs, and taxes.  Small businesses need to surviveto keep our ecomony strong.  Overtaxing and regulation will bringus to our death.  It is not useless to propitiate everyone.  Wejust have to be creative and forbearing.  Thank you for your time.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:17:41No Duplicates.



Comment 130 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolLast Name: KaufmanEmail Address: cykaufman@mwdh2o.comAffiliation: Metropolitan Water District of So CalSubject: CARB Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Attached, please find Metropolitan Water District of SouthernCalifornia's comment letter regarding the proposed regulation forin-use off-road diesel vehicles.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/849-r-07-143_5-23-07_off-road_final.pdf'Original File Name: R-07-143 5-23-07 Off-Road Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:31:38No Duplicates.



Comment 131 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: NickLast Name: GoldsteinEmail Address: ngoldstein@artba.orgAffiliation: ARTBASubject: ARTBA Letter Regarding Off-Road Diesel ProposalComment:Please see the attached comments of the American Road andTransportation Builders Association regarding ARB's proposedregulations for in-use off-road diesel vehicles (Agenda Item07-5-6).Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/850-artba_letter_re_carb_agenda_item_07-5-6.pdf'Original File Name: ARTBA Letter re_CARB Agenda Item 07-5-6.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:32:59No Duplicates.



Comment 132 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: SchmidEmail Address: davids@eccoequipment.comAffiliation: ECCO EquipmentSubject: proposed off-road regComment:Comments in attachment.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/851-ecco_letter_to_carb.doc'Original File Name: ECCO letter to CARB.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:35:04No Duplicates.



Comment 133 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: SchmidEmail Address: davids@eccoequipment.comAffiliation: ECCO EquipmentSubject: Caterpillar position on emission solutionsComment:This is Caterpillar's statement on their ability to provide enginesolutions.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/852-cat_statement_final_let.pdf'Original File Name: Cat Statement Final Let.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:37:10No Duplicates.



Comment 134 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: SchmidEmail Address: davids@eccoequipment.comAffiliation: ECCO EquipmentSubject: John Deere position on emission solutionsComment:John Deere's statementAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/853-deere_c_f_california_statement.pdf'Original File Name: Deere C&F California Statement.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:38:40No Duplicates.



Comment 135 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WendyLast Name: GlatkyEmail Address: wglatky@dpw.lacounty.govAffiliation: County of Los Angeles Public WorksSubject: Comments on Proposed Regulation (In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles)Comment:Attached are comments from County of Los Angeles Department ofPublic Works on the California Air Resources Board's proposedOff-Road Equipment Rule.  We appreciate the opportunity to commentand your consideration of our comments.  Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/854-070522_comments_on_off-road_reg.pdf'Original File Name: 070522 Comments on Off-Road Reg.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:38:44No Duplicates.



Comment 136 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: RohmanEmail Address: garyr@eccoequipment.comAffiliation: ECCO Equipment CorporationSubject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle RegulationComment:Pleae see attached letterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/855-letter_to_carb.doc'Original File Name: Letter to CARB.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:39:17No Duplicates.



Comment 137 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JeffLast Name: EndsleyEmail Address: jeff.endsley@united.comAffiliation: Subject: 5.23.07 UAL Comments on ORD ATCMComment:Please accept these comments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/857-5.23.07_ual_comments_on_ord_atcm.pdf'Original File Name: 5.23.07 UAL Comments on ORD ATCM.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 11:48:23No Duplicates.



Comment 138 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LeahLast Name: PilconisEmail Address: pilconisl@agc.orgAffiliation: Subject: AGC of America Initial CommentsComment:
The Associated General Contractors of America respectfully uploadsthese comments for consideration at the California Air ResourcesBoard's hearing on May 25, 2007, on its recently proposed rule onoff-road diesel equipment already in use.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/859-agc_initial_comments_2007_05_23.pdf'Original File Name: AGC initial comments 2007 05 23.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 12:03:35No Duplicates.



Comment 139 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQC and CBCCSubject: CIAQC and CBCC Comment Letter to CARB 5-22-07Comment:Please find the comments prepared by the Construction Industry AirQuality Coalition and the Coalition to Build a Cleaner Californiaon the CARB proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle regulation.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/860-ciaqc_and_cbcc_comment_letter_to_carb_5-22-07.pdf'Original File Name: CIAQC and CBCC Comment Letter to CARB 5-22-07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 12:04:22No Duplicates.



Comment 140 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQCSubject: M.Cubed Cost Analysis on CARB Off-Road RegulationComment:Please find attached the report by M.Cubed titled "Estimating theConstruction Industry Compliance Costs for CARB's Off-Road DieselVehicle Rule" prepared for and submitted by the ConstructionIndustry Air Quality Coalition (CIAQC).Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/861-m.cubed_cost_of_compliance_report_for_carb_off-road_regulation.pdf'Original File Name: M.Cubed Cost of Compliance Report for CARB Off-Road Regulation.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 12:17:42No Duplicates.



Comment 141 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WayneLast Name: TaylorEmail Address: wayneetaylor@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:There is no technical reason that would make the development ofcleaner engines impossible, especially for the road-graders, cattractors, log trucks and other machinery which operates in thewoods.  The clouds of black smoke that come from these engines donot belong in our modern era; these machines are dinosaurs thatneed to have cleaner-burning fuels, better mufflers, and standardsfor lower HC and particulate emissions.  Of course, we cannotsimply throw away the existing machines; reasonable timetables anda transition plan must be put in place to phase in a new generationof cleaner heavy equipment for use both in cities and forests.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 13:27:32No Duplicates.



Comment 142 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: PhillipLast Name: YoungEmail Address: youngp35@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: off-road diesel vehiclesComment:a lot this equipment doesn't run 4 hours per year how could theythat large of a problem ? many of them can not be upgraded thiswould be a very large burden on small operator and very unfairAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 14:41:10No Duplicates.



Comment 143 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: FitzgeraldEmail Address: northstate@frontiernet.netAffiliation: Subject: New Regs for off road diesel vehiclesComment:Please do not adopt these restrictive, expensive and unnecessaryregulations.  Business owners are already at a disadavantage inCaliforna due to the high cost to do business in the state.  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 15:09:59No Duplicates.



Comment 144 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Timothy Last Name: PohleEmail Address: tpohle@airlines.orgAffiliation: ATASubject: Initial Comments of the Air Transport Association of America, Inc. (ATA)Comment:Please see the attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/868-2007-05-23_ata_initial_comments_on_proposed_ord_rule.pdf'Original File Name: 2007-05-23 ATA Initial Comments on Proposed ORD Rule.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 15:35:30No Duplicates.



Comment 145 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: SteighEmail Address: steico@juno.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB CommentsComment:The time is not right to try unproven technology, incur billions incost to California government, taxpayers and business in anindustry that has always pioneered the best available technologyin the performance of building a better California and opportunityfor all. Our economy can not sustain future governmental burden onmonies to replace our failing infrastructure before manufacturingof engine technology has the ability to offer the end user lowemission engines.  Thur the obsolesces and replacement cycle ofexisting equipment the ten year plan will be obsolete before thedate due.  To most a 10 year life cycle replacement of machines byend users is the standard and if the user chooses in ten years theymay re power to meet the adopted standard.   It only make sense topostpone any vote on any regulation before the health risk hasbeen qualified by the medical community and pollution from commondust, rain forest burning and polluton from countries outside ourboarders can be mitigated.  Put your efforts where the mostbenefit can be realized. Not trying to create a bubble ofbureaucracy over California  

Sincerely ,
Michael Steigh
Owner SteicoAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 15:48:42No Duplicates.



Comment 146 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RocLast Name: RocheEmail Address: rodwr@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Contruction equipmentComment:Dear Sirs and Ms,

I am a contractor. However, I'm not contacting you to oppose theproposed regulations to reduce emissions of off-road engines.

To the contary, I  fully support the proposed regulations, as longas they are phased in over a reasonable time line.
 
The issue of global warming takes presidence over all otherissues. 
I'm willing to do my part. 
Go for it!

Rod Roche
President, RWR Construction Inc.


Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 16:01:12No Duplicates.



Comment 147 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ArmandoLast Name: BautistaEmail Address: armando.bautista@skanska.comAffiliation: SKANSKA USA Civil West RegionSubject: Proposed Regulation In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Letter addressing concerns of the Proposed Regulation for In-UseOff-Road Diesel Vehicles. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/871-opposing_off-road_regulation.pdf'Original File Name: Opposing Off-Road Regulation.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 16:05:09No Duplicates.



Comment 148 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DonLast Name: AnairEmail Address: danair@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: Strenghten Proposed Off-road RegulationComment:Please find attached comments submitted on behalf of the CentralValley Air Quality Coalition Steering Committee. 
Thank you, 
Don AnairAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/872-cvaq_in-use_off-road_rule_letter_2007.doc'Original File Name: CVAQ In-Use Off-Road Rule Letter 2007.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 16:26:01No Duplicates.



Comment 149 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: BerryEmail Address: markrjb@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: R.J. Berry Jr., IncSubject: Comments for ARBComment:Please see the attached comments to be considered prior to theBoards vote on Friday.

Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/873-l_arb.sawyer.5-23-07.pdf'Original File Name: L ARB.Sawyer.5-23-07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 16:35:42No Duplicates.



Comment 150 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BruceLast Name: WickEmail Address: bwick@calpasc.orgAffiliation: CALPASCSubject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:I am the Director of Risk Management for CALPASC, the CaliforniaProfessional Association of Specialty Contractors. We have 550members across the state, and those members employ approximately75,000 people.
We oppose this regulation as proposed for the following reasons.
1. There is a huge discrepancy in estimated costs of compliancebetween the ARB staff and industry. The truth of the actual costsmust be made known.
2. There was not typical stakeholder involvement in thisregulatory process. If there had been, there would not be suchconsistent opposition expressed. 
3. This regulation is not ready to be approved. There will bechaos instead of compliance.

Contractors need:
1. A level playing field when bidding jobs.
2. A regulation that is workable in practical terms.
3. A regulation where it is both clear and efficient to complywith that regulation.
4. A regulation where the enforcing agency can enforce both fairlyand consistently. 

This proposed regulation in its current form accomplishes none ofthese objectives.

What should take place:
1. A true stakeholder group should be convened. This group wouldthen roll up their sleeves, and come up with workable solutions.The issues are important enough that monthly meetings could beheld, and real progress could be made in a short period of time.
2. A consensus would then be developed. Consensus is notunanimity, but it is an agreement between most of the majorstakeholders.
3. A revised regulation would then be proposed. That revisedregulation would be accepted, enforceable, and fair. 

Thank You, 

Bruce Wick, Director of Risk Management 
CALPASC
909-793-9932Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 18:31:29No Duplicates.



Comment 151 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: Reed MDEmail Address: drgoodwrench@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Why is Natural Gas Conversion excluded?Comment:The current Verification of Diesel Emissions Reduction Strategiesregulation specifically excludes Natural Gas as alternative fuelin direct conflict with the CEC and the Governor's Energy AdvisoryPanel's objective to increase Natural gas use as an alternativefuel.
Under the current regulations, the only options available to fleetowners are to install expensive exhaust treatments that onlyincrease operating and fuel costs, the carbon footprint of each ofthese vehicles, and may actually increase the NOx output. There isNO BENEFIT TO THE END USER, and therefore no economic incentive tobe in compliance.
Allowing these fleet owners to convert existing in-use engines torun on Natural gas gives them an opportunity to meet current andfuture standards quickly and inexpensively while actuallydecreasing their operating costs through fuel and maintenancesavings. This provides an economic incentive that actuallybenefits the business owner and thus the economy.
NOx and PM reductions are so much more dramatic with Natural gasthat both the South Coast and San Joaquin areas should be able toattain federal air quality standards ahead of schedule, as fleetowners now have an incentive to be in compliance.All this and adecrease in Carbon footprint of 20-80%, thereby taking the lead inreducing Carbon output.
The verification of technologies scheme does not need to bechanged to allow use of Natural Gas conversion technology. Allthat needs to be done is to give up on the distinction betweenspark and compression ignited engines. There should be nodistinction. Simply continue to define engines by their intendedHorsepower output as you do currently, and allow providers of thistechnology to have their products verified in the same manner asthe EGR and SCR providers. 
Under current regs, Natural Gas converted engines must go througha complete certification process as a unique NEWLY Manufacturedengine. This means each individual engine is required to gothrough this process at a cost of $100,000 or more. A requirementwhich precludes anyone from ever doing a conversion.
At the Port of Long Beach UTR project (the one listed on the frontpage of the ARB website), two Natural Gas converted 5.9 literCummins engines are being tested and have performed excellently,exceeding all expectations. But SSA can't actually move forwardwith converting the fleet as it would cost nearly $2Billiondollars to certify all 2000 UTRs that have this type of engine.
If the ARB would simply level the playing field, and allow thisconversion technology to be certified in the same manner as theSCR and EGR technologies, the ARB could see the entire Long Beachport realize a PM reduction of 99.9%, and HC, Carbon and NOxreductions of 80% on average. This would be accomplished in athree year time frame.
Change the regulation please.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-23 22:21:52No Duplicates.



Comment 152 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LorenaLast Name: FisherEmail Address: lorena@nceca.orgAffiliation: Subject: Off Road Diesel EquipmentComment:These regulations will cause construction contractors to eitherdownsize or go out of business entirely – which means higherconstruction costs for projects and less construction jobs. It isestimated that these regulations will reduce infrastructureinvestment by $2.1 billion at a time when our state needs everydollar it can get toward rebuilding infrastructure systems.

Keep California’s economy and infrastructure projects movingforward!
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 07:47:32No Duplicates.



Comment 153 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WarrenLast Name: SchmidtEmail Address: wschmidt@flatironcorp.comAffiliation: FCI Constructors, Inc.Subject: Pending CARB RegulationsComment:Our fleet of off highway diesel engine numbers about 85 and about13,500 HP at this time. The average age of our fleet is 6 yearold. With the current CARB emission calculator our fleet will notbe in compliance in 2010.
There are many more companies large and small whose equipment isolder and will not comply. Even if I dispose of ALL of my TIER 0equipment (which is only 6 units(7%))I still won't be incompliance under the proposed regulations. Please understand thethe replacement of these 6 units represents an investment from ourcompany of $600,000 to $1,000,000 and still be short of theproposed requirements, and we only in the first year ofregulation! I haven't seen or been informed of very many"approved" exhaust traps and the ones I have heard about are veryexpensive, the numbers I've heard are around $20,000 to 40,000 perunit which only buys you some time. Replacement will still need tobe made at some point. An co-operative effort heavily involing theindustry and CARB needs to be made to achive a workable solution tokeep California Building and not stuck in a world of unworkablerequirements.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 08:59:08No Duplicates.



Comment 154 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: StephenieLast Name: DavisEmail Address: Davis.RS@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In Use On Road Diesel VehiclesComment:I would like to express my views regarding the proposed rules beingconsidered for On-Road diesel engines. As a small business ownerwith a spouse who is the operator this is a recipe for disaster. Abill such as this would bankrupt our business in a heart beat. Themajority of the drivers (owner operators) small constructioncompanies have no problem with cleaner air. The problem lies withthe time limits. As a small business owner the profits are littleif any. In fact this last tax filing we were actually $2000.00 inthe red.  These new laws will put us right out of business. Whynot help the older truck owners with the retrofitting of newerengines instead of just putting them out of business. Our cost atthis time to retrofit the engine is a minimal $30,000.00. This isno way feasible now especially with the housing market slowing Wemay be going out of state for work if things don’t pick up. Wemight spend too much on my maintenance but our truck runs strongand is mechanically sound and a safe piece of equipment. We areproud of our truck and the small success of our business. I askyou to really consider the following:

 

            The time line to change over a fleet (1 to 20 trucks)is too harsh with the completion time to short. Which will mean aLOT of money will be needed to up date or buy new equipment over ashort period of time. Money I simply do not have. Please extend thetime line.

The manufactures, like the auto industry, should be forced to dothese changes in coming models as well as retrofitting existingequipment.

More programs should be available to help the industry make thechange. This is a big industry with a lot of small businesses(family businesses) that just make a living and don’t have a lotof money to make the change over.

Why burden small businesses with this? Why not the manufacturer?They make the profit and serve a much larger market than justCALIFORNIA.

Why make my truck, my only asset valueless overnight withtimelines that will eliminate my truck. I need to be allowed touse my truck until I am able to update it or the STATE helps toupdate it. After all it is not the truck that pollutes, it is theengine; the most costly piece of the truck.

 

Thank you for your time.

 

 

 

Stephenie Davis
Owner

JDSR Company

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 09:43:07No Duplicates.



Comment 155 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SharonLast Name: AlbertsEmail Address: sharon@teamtalus.comAffiliation: E.U.C.A.Subject: Off Road Diesel RegulationsComment:


Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/883-carbinput.doc'Original File Name: CARBinput.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 09:54:57No Duplicates.



Comment 156 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Thomas W. Last Name: OakessEmail Address: pairedhelix@cox.netAffiliation: Solar Hydrogen CompanySubject: Offroad Diesel Vehicle Fuel conomy & Emission ReductionComment:Questions:  
1. When will there be a request for proposals (RFP) for R&D oftechnologies to "retrofit in-use fleets of offroad diesel vehiclesto yield fuel economy and emission reduction"?

2. How can we get our name on a list to be notified of such anRFP?Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 10:34:22No Duplicates.



Comment 157 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwinLast Name: HunterEmail Address: anissah@cox.netAffiliation: Operating Engineers Local 12Subject: Off-road diesel regulationsComment:To the Board of California Air Resources:

I am an Operating Engineer with Local 12 who is directly impactedby the new regulations set forth by the State of Californiaregarding off-road diesel regulations.  These new regulations aregood measures to provide clean air, but are not well thought out. I am concerned with having clean air for myself as well as myfuture generations, but in compling with the new set forthregulations, my career as well as my personal home is in jeporady. With the new regulations my company will be forced to close theirdoors, and I will loose my livelyhood.
Please find a feasible solution that achieves the state's airquality goals while keeping California's economy moving forward.
Sincerly, 

Edwin Hunter
FJ Willert Contracting
Operating Engineers Local 12
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 11:45:58No Duplicates.



Comment 158 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TLast Name: OakesEmail Address: pairedhelix@cox.netAffiliation: Solar Hydrogen CompanySubject: Retrofits that reduce emissions during burning of diesel fuel?Comment:May 24, 2007

TO:  California Air Resources Board (ARB)

Topic:  Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles.

Question: 

Will the regulation include and allow retrofit devices that reduceemissions from the fuel as it is consumed in the engine, as well asretrofit devices that capture and destroy pollutants before theyare emitted to the atmosphere? 

 Recommendation:  

We urge that available devices that effect a reduction in fuelconsumption per mile, reduce emissions, and increase fuel economybe included in the list of acceptable devices in this regulation.


Respectfully: 


Thomas W. Oakes, PhD                     TEL  619 670-6555
Solar Hydrogen Company
10303 Centinella Dr.                           pairedhelix@cox.net
La Mesa, CA 91941                     
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 12:15:22No Duplicates.



Comment 159 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: HenryLast Name: McCourtEmail Address: hmccourt@sukut.comAffiliation: Sukut Construction, IncSubject: Oppose Off-Road Diesel RuleComment:See attachmentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/889-arb_board_letter_70524.doc'Original File Name: ARB Board Letter 70524.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 14:23:25No Duplicates.



Comment 160 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: AfzalEmail Address: dozerhand@msn.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Proposal for air quality regulationsComment:As a small builder I can't afford to replace all my engine's withunproven system's that are still in the design stages. The stateis going overboard on all these requirement without knowing whatworks and what dosen't. If the state looks at the big picture theywill see that killing the construction industry is not going tostop air quality problems. The small amount of diesel engines thatthis effects is not the solution to the problem. All these newregulations will do is cause the cost of future development andconstruction to reach a point that no one will be able to affordto do business.    Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 16:18:21No Duplicates.



Comment 161 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SkipLast Name: DaumEmail Address: ASACLobbyist@aol.comAffiliation: American Subcontractors Assn - CASubject: Proposed Diesel RegsComment:Please post submittal.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/891-carb_off_road_regs.doc'Original File Name: CARB off road regs.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 17:04:25No Duplicates.



Comment 162 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ALYLast Name: SALAWYEmail Address: halaelsalawy@aol.comAffiliation: Delta DevelopmentSubject: No To the Board's regulations. Please Don't put us Out of BusinessComment:I want to let the Board know that these regulations are not rightfor California’s contractors, workers or infrastructure rebuildingefforts. As a California licensed contractor I know that suchregulations are not to be implemented in such a time, where business is very slow in San Diego County, unless it is theboard's wish to put us all out of business.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 18:09:09No Duplicates.



Comment 163 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WhitLast Name: CurtisEmail Address: whitsturn@yahoo.comAffiliation: Whit's Turn Tree CareSubject: not reasonableComment:The new ARB regulations are not realistic or affordable. Last yearI purchased a new machine that was delivered in March of 2006,when I tried to register it, my application was returned asunacceptable because of new regulations starting Jan. 1st 2006. Ihad to pay two registration fees for one machine and go throughhell and back to get my application processed. If the newregulations are anything like that one there won't be any oldmachines accepted and very few new ones, at a very high price. Thecost of doing business in this great state is already through theroof. Consumers already baulk at current rates due to insurancecost, and fuel prices. If we are expected to pass the cost alongto cunsumers there will be considerably less consumers which meansless contractors to service them. I think that I would rather sellmy diesel powered machines and replace them with older, lessproductive, more pollutant gasoline powered equipment to save costand stay out of the new regulations.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 18:43:09No Duplicates.



Comment 164 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LeeLast Name: EvansEmail Address: Hogbuyr@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed regulation for off-road diesel vehiclesComment:This plan is put together by a bunch of educated idots.  This willput the small owner/operator completely out of business.  Butmaybe that is your intention so BIG business can take over!  Haveyou done any research into what is available as an alternative tothis plan?  There is a diesel catalytic converter that has beeninvented that completely cleans the exhaust and with a minimum ofexpense to the small owner/operator.  BUT BIG business wouldn'tmake as much money with that.  

Why don't you go after the BIG Guys...the oil/diesel companies toclean up their products.  They are the ones with all the money!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 19:23:57No Duplicates.



Comment 165 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SPENCERLast Name: CARRUTHERSEmail Address: mahahs@psln.comAffiliation: Subject: PROPOSED REGULATION FOR IN-USE OFF ROAD DIESEL VEHICLESComment:THE PEOPOSED REGULATIONS FOR OFF ROAD DIESEL VEHECLES WOULD PUT MEOUT OF BUSINESS IF IMPLEMENTED.
I'M ALL FOR CLEAN AIR BUT TO FORCE A REGULATION RETROACTIVE TOEXISTING EQUIPMENT WOULD CAUSE EXTREME HARDSHIP ON MY BUSINESS ANDFAMILY.
SPENCER CARRUTHERSAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-24 22:31:42No Duplicates.



Comment 166 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: FELIPE Last Name: LEPEEmail Address: LEPECONSTRUCTION@SBCGLOBAL.NETAffiliation: PRESIDENTSubject: PROPOSED REGULATIONComment:WE NEED MORE TIME TO DEVELOP BETTER ENGINE TECHNOLOGY.PLEASE DELAYYOUR REGULATION.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 04:49:45No Duplicates.



Comment 167 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RebeccaLast Name: HallettEmail Address: becky2212@neteze.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:I am the owner of a small construction business.  This will put usout of business.  We cannot afford to replace our equipment or theengines.  This is completely outrageous.  What are you thinking? Who came up with this crazy idea?  Little by little you areeroding our rights.  Now it seems you will take away our right towork because somebody is in bed with the environmentalists ofCalifornia.  

Don't get me wrong, I'm all for protecting our environment, butnot at the expense of putting decent human beings who contributeto the economy out of work, out of business.  

I believe this will collapse California's economy.  Maybe that'sexactly what needs to happen, to wake the people up.  This issuppose to be a government of the people, by the people, and forthe people.  Clearly it is turning into the opposite.

This is a frightening situation for those of us who make ourliving with off-road diesel run equipment.

This is just completely crazy.  This legislature needs to be firedin my opinion.  We need some intelligent representation inSacramento.  My vote will reflect my outrage.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 06:57:57No Duplicates.



Comment 168 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: MichrowskiEmail Address: info@utilityrefrigerator.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Proposed Off-Road Diesel Equip. RegulationsComment:Dear CARB Members,

I ask that you reconsider the proposed regulations on off-roaddiesel construction equipment. I am very much in favor of cleaningup our air and making all sources of polution cleaner, but theseproposed rules will be an unbearable burden to the constructionindustry. Many companies like mine are small and lack theresources to repower or replace our equipment, especially when weare faced with the prospect of doing it again several years fromnow when diesel engine technology catches up to the new standards.I fear that this will have a huge negative impact on everyone inour state, as we would see a ripple effect in the form of lostjobs, closed businesses, construction delays-all of which willharm our state's fragile economy. Please take the time to workwith all constituents on this issue to come up with a meaningfulresolution that will safeguard our economic well-being, andimprove our air quality. Only when members of the constructionindustry, engine manufacturers, and the general public worktogether will we be able to do this.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Michael MichrowskiAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 07:15:24No Duplicates.



Comment 169 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DainLast Name: DeForestEmail Address: deforestd@vmcmail.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB off road regulationsComment:This is an huge undue and illplanned regulation for the state. Thiswill dramatically effect the economy as a whole and put many smallbusinesses out of business.

The state must stop this regulation, and work with the equipment,and construction industries to find a more resonable, phasedalternative.

The new alternative should be gradual in immplimentation, andcontain proper notification to all that it will effect.

The current proposal is unreasonable for the citizens andbusinesses in California.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 07:29:18No Duplicates.



Comment 170 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: CoxEmail Address: dcox9699@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: arb meeting in san diegoComment:Dear Ladies and gentlemen of the ARB,

My husband and I are owners of a small excavating business in asmall town in Northern California.  We have worked very hard overthe past 20 years to accumulate various pieces of equipment sothat we can make a living, pay taxes and  donate to our community. These pieces of equipment are older but very well maintained by myhusband and they are paid for.  The ARB proposed regulation willimpose an impossible burden on people like us that can't affordthis big of an expenditure (on technology that isn't even proven)over such a short span of time. We want cleaner air and realizethat we must be good stewards of the environment however thisproposed regulation is too much, too soon.  It also sticks thecost to a small group.
Please consider re working this ...thank you
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 08:36:53No Duplicates.



Comment 171 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: daveLast Name: workerEmail Address: construction_worker1010@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: diesel construction equipmentComment:Do not vote to wipe out small contractors by making them replacetheir older diesel powered equipment. We cannot afford to do soand will continue as crimals. You'll wipe out thousands of smallcontractors, construction work on small scale will come to ahalt.Private parties will have no one to build homes, etc. Thiswill affect everyone state wide. Why do you continue to attack thedefenseless and are afraid to attack real plutors? Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 08:44:17No Duplicates.



Comment 172 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: HankLast Name: LamonEmail Address: hlamon@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Off-road Diesel ProposalComment:Letter attachedAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/903-lamon_letter_to_carb.doc'Original File Name: Lamon letter to CARB.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-25 10:26:28No Duplicates.



Comment 173 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KentLast Name: TaylorEmail Address: ktaylor@co.el-dorado.ca.usAffiliation: El Dorado County DOTSubject: In Use Off-Road CommentsComment:Please refer to the attached comment letter. Thank YouAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/907-arb_off_road_comments_may_07.doc'Original File Name: ARB Off Road comments May 07.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-29 09:28:36No Duplicates.



Comment 174 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RayLast Name: BiasottiEmail Address: raybiasotti@comcast.netAffiliation: T&D Transport/Diesel SmoketestingSubject: Opacity Testing for Verification of ComplianceComment:C.A.R.B. 
 
 
I have watched the over-all averages of various fleets go downsubstantially in the past (5) years or more. We used to fail about(1) in every (10) trucks tested; back in 1999 and 2000. Today thefailure rate is about (1) in every (50) trucks tested. This is dueto numerous factors. I.E: older equipment being fazed out of use,more diligent maintenance programs, lower sulfur content fuel, and........ fear of prosecution for "fooling around" with engine fuelmanagement systems. 
 
The yearly mandated Opacity tests are the main thing that isdriving the movement toward higher compliance and lower over-allemissions that have benefited our State.
 
I believe the new regulations covering In-use, Off-roadconstruction equipment would see the same levels of improvementand compliance as the  In-use, On-road (Truck Fleets) have ifyearly "Opacity" testing was mandated in the same manner as it hasbeen with the truck fleets. It is the simplest and most reliable"final test" to verify the impact (success?) of all the requiredchanges to Off-road equipment. All the pledged enginereplacements, exhaust system additions/modification, and otherexpensive procedures required of Equipment Owners will be muchharder to quantify and verify without the simple test results of ayearly Opacity Test reading done in the field. It is  a relativelyinexpensive, quick, and accurate, hands-on test that shows theresults of millions of dollars of capital investments.
 
Please consider this verification method in your final analysis ofthe program. I truly believe that the yearly Opacity Testrequirements is the best, most efficient way to ensure the successof your over-all program to reduce dangerous diesel particulateemissions from In-use, Off-road, construction equipment.
 
 
 
Ray Biasotti
Owner 
T&D Transport  
Pleasant Hill, CA. 
  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-29 11:13:20No Duplicates.



Comment 175 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JoseLast Name: EscobedoEmail Address: jose@brosamer.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Off Road Diesel Equipment RegulationsComment:After listening to the ARB staff recommendations at the meeting inSan Diego on Friday May 25th, 2007, I have the followingcomments.

1. In regards to the economic boom in the Construction Industrythat will help finance the increase in costs. The last six yearshave been very tough on the contruction industry. In our industry,work is obtained by "hard bidding", lowest bid gets the job. In thelast six years, we have experienced insurance costs that havetripled, fuel costs that have doubled, escalating prices in steel,lumber, cement, plastics, aggregate meterials and equipment. Lowinflations rates have avoioded our industry. These increases incosts, can not be recovered after a contract is awarded. Manycontractors in California have gone out of business for thisreason in the last six years. The so called "boom", is an expected(yet to materialized) increase in work in the infrastructuresector, public work provided by Caltrans, which is only a smallsector of the total industry.

Additionally, the companies that will be mostly negativelyimpacted by the regulation, are excavating and earth moving firms,working mostly in the private sector (housing development), thathave high horse power equipment.
This insdustry happens too be in the worst slump of recentyears.So the expected boom in the public sector will not helpfinance the capital expenditures required.

2. Examples of working emission reducing models elsewhere, shouldbe closely checked by the staff. One of the mentioned districtregulation penalizes tier 1 and tier 2 engines because they haveBACT. Tier 0 engines are allowed because there is no BACTavailable to them. The purpose of the regulation should be todecrease NOx and PM, using this district as a primary example iswrong.

3. The regulation is unfair to California based business. Multistate companies can simply move "dirty equipment" to other statesin order to comply. California based business can not opt for thissolution, thus creating an environment of unfair competition tocompanies that operate solely in California.

4. Companies that own mostly tier 0 equipment, do so because theydo not have the capital required to update their fleet.
The proposed regulation will put them out of business, and even ifthey are fortunate enough to come up with the required capital, theadded debt will create serious problems with their bondingcapacity. Potentially, the increase in risk will drive them out ofthe market.

5. The calculations of the staff are questionable. Companies withbalaced fleets (equal numbers of tier 0, 1, 2 and 3 engines), donot operate those equipment the same amount of hours. Newer, moreproductive equipment, with large capital investemnt, need to workmore hours, older equipment is often used as back up equipment(much like a second beater auto). In our company tier 2 and tier 3equipment works on average 1,800 hours a year, tier 0 equipment onaverage works 500 hours. Thus "dirty" equipment has less emissionthan projectd by staff.

6. The implementation of administrative record keeping will be atremendous burden to business. Also, the implementation ofregulations and compliance will create "fertile grounds" forunfair policing.

Thank you for your consideration.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-29 15:11:40No Duplicates.



Comment 176 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: CraftEmail Address: dcraft@mbuapcd.orgAffiliation: MBUAPCDSubject: Acrolein emissions not controlled with non-catalysed filtersComment:1)If acrolein emissions are not mitigated through the ATCM, thenthey will be identified for most construction projects proceedingthrough the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process asan unmitigated significant environment impact.  This will triggerthe need for an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and mitigation. The preparation of an EIR will be costly and time consuming. Mitigation will also be costly because each construction engineequipped with a non-catalyzed diesel particulate filter will haveto be replaced by a catalyzed particulate filters at a cost ofaround $10,000 apiece or more.  ARB staff has identified more than175,000 construction engines in the State.  If only 10% requiredchanging, then the cost to the construction industry may be morethan $100,000,000.  In addition, this opens the door for furtherincreased costs if CEQA is used by opponents to stop projects. 

A provision in the Rule should be added that requires 90% organicgas destruction so that acrolein emissions are mitigated.

2)When diesel PM was identified as a toxic air contaminant (TAC)diesel particulate was used as a surrogate to estimate the healthrisk for human exposure to whole diesel exhaust (e.g. solidparticulate and reactive organic compounds).  During the Railwaystudy, filters were used to collect solid particulate and the datawas used to develop the diesel PM cancer potency factor.  However,we do not have sufficient test data to know whether the risk isdriven by exposure to solid particulate or the various air toxicsthat are released in gaseous form, or the relative contribution tothe total risk from the organic compounds and solid particulate. The organic portion may be significant and, then, simply adding adiesel particulate filter may miss a significant portion of thehealth risk from exposure whole diesel exhaust.  In other words,simply reducing the solid particulate will not necessarily resultin a proportional reduction in cancer risk.  If there are readilyavailable technologies that can be used to also reduce organicgas, such as a catalyzed particulate filter, then this should beconsidered during the rulemaking process. The contemporaneousreductions in acrolein support the issue, but the overall concernshould be reductions in cancer risk from exposure to whole dieselexhaust. Thus, ARB should encourage the use of catalyzed filterswhenever feasible for the current rulemaking.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-30 09:08:05No Duplicates.



Comment 177 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TimothyLast Name: DenhamEmail Address: tdenham@woodrodgers.comAffiliation: Subject: Regulations re Off-road Diesel LegislationComment:Please do not pass this legistation.  The building and constructionindustry is already suffering severely this year due to the realestate recession we're in.  This would have a catastrophic impactand could essentially stop all construction activity.  This is nota good way to solve the problem.  Why not offer tax credits orother incentives to contractors that upgrade to equipment withless emissions?Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-31 09:49:08No Duplicates.



Comment 178 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Larry Last Name: ErnstEmail Address: lhernst@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: diesel emission objectivesComment:I would like to suggest that CARB to more carefully consider thefeasibility of the regulations and more directly engageconstruction companies and workers to determine a more reasonableand practical approach to accomplishing its diesel emissionobjectives.  
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-05-31 10:14:04No Duplicates.



Comment 179 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Construction Last Name: WorkerEmail Address: construction_worker@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Diesel Construction EquipmentComment:For small contractors, the equipment is used intermittently. I onlywork 6 months of the year, due to weather and only have work parttime then, due to a small economy. Therefore, it does not pollutemuch and I can't afford to replace it. I have to buy and used oldequipment, most private lands owners are not aware of the negativeeffect your proposed regulations will have.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-04 07:27:49No Duplicates.



Comment 180 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JonaLast Name: AdamsEmail Address: jladams@harrisconstruction.comAffiliation: Harris Construction Co., Inc.Subject: Concerns with the Non-Road Diesel Regulation from a San Joaquin Valley General ContractorComment:Please review the attached letter.  We have been studying thismatter very closely, and are happy to discuss the matter atlength.  Please feel free to contact us with any questions you mayhave.  Ask for Jona.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/956-on_road_diesel_letter_to_the_board.doc'Original File Name: On Road Diesel Letter to the Board.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-07 10:28:49No Duplicates.



Comment 181 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: AanestadEmail Address: bhaanestad@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Off Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Small General Engineering Contractors like myself find it hard tocompete with all the State regulations already imposed upon ourcompanies. Adding these new regulations to off road dieselequipment will benefit the manufactures of this equipment. Theusers may not be able to pay the ever increasing prices of theequipment. It seams that if the equipment is painted yellow theybelieve they are selling you Gold. 

As a small business owner I am finding the State of Californiaoffers little incentive for me to stay. I am not a minority and Iam under 10 employees. This new requlation benefits big businessand deep pockets.

Vote No.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-07 11:18:47No Duplicates.



Comment 182 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RebeccaLast Name: HallettEmail Address: becky2212@neteze.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Reulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Where do these people who propose this kind of legislation comefrom, not from Plant Earth obviously.  Is it there intention todestroy small business, farmers, etc.?  I'm stunned actually. This will literally shut our business down.  Do the "powers to be"know that they will loose billions of tax dollars if smallbusinesses leave California or just decide to close theirbusinesses.  We pay personal property taxes on our off-roadequipment every year.  That revenue will be lost to thisgovernment, jobs, tax dollars there.  What are they thinking ornot thinking at all, seems to be more like it.

I can tell you one thing, whatever it is they are trying toaccomplish, you can almost bet it is financially to their benefit. Makes you wonder how many people are lining their personalpockets.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Hallett   Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-07 15:05:19No Duplicates.



Comment 183 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaleLast Name: RonsinEmail Address: dronsin@earthlink.netAffiliation:  PE, mbr Society of Auto. EngineersSubject: Impact to Construction Activities by RegulationComment:I am writing to help explain the issue between Air Quality Agenciesand the Construction industry….to wit, the ‘coalition’ presentscosts as 13 billion while the ‘board’, 3 billion.  I have 40 yearsof construction experience as a mechanical engineer involved withequipment, its application, safety, and operation to giveperspective and expertise.

What is not understood is that construction is a very active andtime scheduled business, much more unpredictable thanmanufacturing or most businesses.  It has to accommodate all the‘unplannable’ variables like weather changes, and have people andequipment available when needed, to continue work efficiently onthe ‘front’.  Anything that interferes or complicates this alreadytough issue has a tremendously magnifying effect on costs.  Theunavailability of a piece of equipment because rules prevent itsuse or delay availability once the need is identified, can haltall progress on a site.

If one studies the bureaucracy imposed it will involve “permissionbefore proceeding” in an industry that is quite like the military,it has to act timely.  (Can you imagine an army fighting a frontwith impediments of authority and restraints such as time of dayallowed to launch specific weapons)?  This is why privatecontracting is effective - it is less costly to contract work thanfor the government to do it themselves, to get outside the selfimposed constraints, to allow risk and to rewardresourcefulness).

I suggest that the place to focus on making substantiveimprovements is with manufacturers, and the fuel.  A retrofitand/or a complex set of rules and exceptions will simply hamperthe progress of our state towards upgrading our infrastructure. The costs will be borne by the public, and must be fully andaccurately considered, by an independent unbiased and nonpolitical technical group. The claims by construction operationsare not simply to be passed on, they are real and costly impactsfar beyond the apparent requirements. 

I believe we need a clear third party to judge the impact and setpriorities.  Imposing regulations on an existing fleet appears tobe misguided and overreaching.  And like the Nitrous OxideRetrofit programs of the 70's, the impact to fuel consumption andrequirements will increase as we face shortages.  

Dale Ronsin [Ronsin, Dale]   PE
Aptos, CA Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-07 18:05:24No Duplicates.



Comment 184 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: RasmussenEmail Address: pactractor@aol.comAffiliation: SCCA,EGCA,SANCIAQSubject: Propased off-road diesel emissions regulationsComment:I believe that the regulations will come faster than we can keep upwith. I sold 19 Caterpillar twin engine scrapers (657B and 657E) 7of which I repowered through stste grant money to tier 1, thosemachines that I repowered would not be considered clean by the newregulations. I then purchased 15 Caterpillar off-road end dump rocktrucks. I did this partly to try to stay ahead of the up andcomming regulations. We are currently repowering the 4 oldestmachines (those being tier 1) with tier 3 engines. 10 of these newmachines are tier 2, and 1 is tier 3. This all sounds pretty good Ihave done a lot to stay ahead and to help clean the air, but withthe new regulations I will only be good until 2012 then I willneed to start repowering or replacing machines at the rate of 1.5per year. That sounds pretty extreme.. 
They say that we need to act very quickly to save lives. I grew upin Covina, ca. from 1968 to 1991. The smog was so thick that weregularly couldn't play during recess at school or during thesummer our mother would make us stay inside the house because ifwe played outside we couldn't breath because of the smog. We wouldregularly have 3rd stage smog alerts. 30 years later with thepopulation doubled and we only have 1 to 2 1st stage smog alerts ayear it sounds like we have made trememdous progress towardscleaner air. Why can't we now set a pace that is workable to allaffected by these new regulations. Thank You.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-11 11:11:20No Duplicates.



Comment 185 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LanceLast Name: MadgwickEmail Address: lance@webermadgwick.comAffiliation: Subject: Notice of Public Hearing To Consider the Adoption of a Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Comment:To Whom It May Concern,
Although I believe the basic premise behind the adoption of aclean air act for off road vehicles may be justified. The currentplan is severely flawed in not only its conception, but also inthe implementation process. Please accept this as one businessowner opinion, I have over 60 employees that are currentlyoperating equipment in the Southern Calif. area. If this programis implemented, especially during the current sever slowdown; Iwill be forced to close my doors, after over 30 years in thebusiness. There is absolutely no way that I can implement thisprogram, and survive in this economy.
Sincerely 
Lance Madgwick
Weber Madgwick Excavating
661-775-1900
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 08:36:45No Duplicates.



Comment 186 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: stevenLast Name: chainEmail Address: steve@chainenterprises.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB offroad and onroad diesel regulationsComment:I respectfully request that the pending regulations be delayeduntil there are clear equipment solutions available in the marketplace to upgrade and replace the existing diesel on and off roadequipment. To do less may place an impossible weight upon thecurrent construction industry. It appears the industry is fullyprepared to offer a working relationship to see this take place.

Sincerely,

Steven Chain
Chain EnterprisesAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-12 19:05:36No Duplicates.



Comment 187 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: mikeLast Name: weberEmail Address: mikeweber@webermadgwick.comAffiliation: Subject: new  regulationsComment:as a small business owner with aging equiptment, virtually any  regulation restricting the use of my tractors would be crippling!the equiptment is not valuable enough to be re-powered.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 11:02:04No Duplicates.



Comment 188 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LesliLast Name: CollinsEmail Address: Lcollins@ambobcat.comAffiliation: AMERICAN BOBCAT & BACKHOE SERVICE, INC.Subject: PROPOSED OFF ROAD DIESEL REGULATIONSComment:I have been attending the meetings and seminars held here in SanDiego County with regard to the proposed regulations.  I know youhave heard all the requests to extend the time of implementationfor the new regulations and other more feasible solutions for uscontractors here in California.

This is just my personal submission of how these regulations willaffect my small business that I have owned for 30 years. I am asmall contractor with a fleet of 12 backhoes, skidsteers andmini-excavators. All are Tier 1 motors. I would be forced toreplace or repower 1 backhoe or 2 skidsteers each year in order tobe in compliance.  I normally replace my equipment after 15 yearsand this would cause me to retire my tractors 5 years sooner thanI normally would. At this time when the economy is so down relatedto construction, this would out me out of business completely andmy 20 employees would no longer have jobs!  This business was tobe my retirement!  I am a 55 year old female and I can't start allover again!!   Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 14:32:46No Duplicates.



Comment 189 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: NelsonEmail Address: bnelson001@san.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB RulesComment:What if you are wrong on your information on the availabiltiy ofthe technology and equipment.
If we forget about the cost of engine and equipment replacementand think about the possibility that the equipment necessary tobuild the projects will not be availble,we then will have toconsider the direct cost added these projects. 
The direct cost added will be longer durations for construction,greatly reduced production rates producing unit cost increases ofwho knows how much. These are dollars amounts that I believe couldbe stagering. I am confident that there is no one that can put adollar amount to this potential problem.
The lack of equipment could also add to a reduced work forcerequired to do the work.
If possible you might take a hard look at extending the time forthe equipment manufacturers to build the equipment necessary toreplace the older equipment. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-13 16:50:33No Duplicates.



Comment 190 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: BowenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: 4 Point Pipeline Construction, Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/966-ordiesl07-180.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-180.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 10:39:59No Duplicates.



Comment 191 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: S. JosephLast Name: SimitianEmail Address: SENATOR.SIMITIAN@SEN.CA.GOVAffiliation: State Senator, 11th DistrictSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/967-ordiesl07-191.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-191.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 10:46:20No Duplicates.



Comment 192 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: EricLast Name: CarlsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Associated California LoggersSubject: Proposed Diesel Off-Road RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/968-ordiesl07-192.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-192.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 10:58:49No Duplicates.



Comment 193 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 194 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GeorgeLast Name: RunnerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Senator, 17th DistrictSubject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/970-ordiesl07-194.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-194.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 11:09:20No Duplicates.



Comment 195 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GordonLast Name: DownsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Downs Equipment Rentals, Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/971-ordiesl07-195.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-195.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 11:20:20No Duplicates.



Comment 196 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: CarpenterEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: McMillin Land DevelopmentSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/972-ordiesl07-196.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-196.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 11:28:51No Duplicates.



Comment 197 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Nickie Last Name: PeacherEmail Address: rrpeacher@sunset.netAffiliation: Robert R. Peacher, Inc.Subject: Concerns Regarding Off-Road ATCM (Regulation)Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/973-ordiesl07-197.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-197.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-14 11:41:04No Duplicates.



Comment 198 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: SteighEmail Address: steico@juno.comAffiliation: Steico Subject: Carb ResponseComment:Today, Please consider that to proposed regulations will have thelargest cost burdon to any state government or industry. Lookaround our state at the mass exodus of business and theuncertainty's in the housing market which means less revenue forlocal government and fewer jobs. Nobody wants to breath dirty airbut this regulation is not the answer when Our Governor hascommitted to a very aggressive public works agenda to bring backjobs ,commerce,and safety to the State of California.The industryis always on the for front of technology to be competitive in theconstruction market.The cost of fuel, operating cost andproductivity drives contractors to update there fleets.Let themanufactures and regulators agree on a compliance method thatallow machine owners to Replace and Comply by Buying new .Not byforcing unproven ,cost prohibitive and in most cases unavailableengine fixes to be the answer to better air.Do not jeopardize oureconomy,public works,schools,hospitals,mass transit,and floodcontrol to create this unquantifiable regulation Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-15 11:58:17No Duplicates.



Comment 199 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: HauensteinEmail Address: coastalearthmovers@verizon.netAffiliation: Coastal Earthmovers, Inc.Subject: Proposed RegulationComment:Ladies and Gentlemen:

We believe the currently proposed CARB regulations areunfair/unrealistic to require older machines that were Tier 0 -Tier 2 to comply with the new regulations

When we purchased our equipment, we were not told that its usefullife had an end date.  If this regulation is passed, it willdevalue all non-conforming equipment in California.  Manycompanies will be forced to close due to these unfairregulations.

We are in favor of clean air, and we believe that new machinesthat are sold should meet certain requirements.  Machines thatwere purchased prior to these regulations were legal at the timeof purchase.  To have them comply with the new regulations is notrealistic.  You have taken the opposite approach with automobilesand the smog tests that are required by moving the date forrequired smog from 1966 to 1976.  We need to move forward ratherthan moving backwards.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully,
Tom Hauenstein, President
Coastal Earthmovers, Inc. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-18 13:32:58No Duplicates.



Comment 200 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RandallLast Name: BurkeEmail Address: rburke@surewest.netAffiliation: Water Company directorSubject: ARB regulations on off road dieselComment:The proposal places restrictions on small population rural areaswithin the boundaries of counties that contain clusters of largepopulations in the other areas of those counties.  When this billfirst arose, I attempted to contact the air resources board torequest how a water company could receive a variance, or anadjustment on the several pieces of diesel driven equipment thatserve the water company operations.  No answer!  We are located inthe farthest north location of Sonoma County.  Very sparsleypopulated, yet with the total population of Sonoma County, itappears that we do not qualify, and will need to seek funds forpurchasing equipment to meet proposed BMP's with BAT's.  To theimmediate North is Mendocino County, and at last look with only95,000 population in the total county, that county is notapparently subject to the same requirements of our location.  Sohow does a water company that is governed by the Public UtilitiesCommission ask for rate increases for such expenditures that willbe used for servicing the water company operations?  I have spentprevious years in the South Coast Air Basin, communicating withTom Quinn, and then Govenor Jerry Brown, and I can see the need inthe populated areas, but really why would such requirements benecessary on the north coast within a precise unit developmentwhich inherently limits population growth by its own design?  Soperhaps if these regulations are adopted, the ARB could be a bitmore responsive to inquiries of sensible nature, and not placeanother costly budgetary item on a water company in an area thatstill allows rural open burning due to its remoteness and lightpopulation density.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Randy H. Burke,MPH, REHS, Director of Works, The Sea Ranch WaterCompany, The Sea Ranch, CaliforniaAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-21 21:24:38No Duplicates.



Comment 201 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: HobbsEmail Address: jhobbs@sti.netAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Off Road Diesel Vehicles Emmision RegulationComment:It continues to amaze me that our state, which is in seriousfinancial trouble, would impose yet another "tax" on it'scitizens.  While the proposal is not a direct "tax", it will infact seriously tax the construction industry, and bring to a haltmany construction projects.  Both the long term and short termeffects of such regulation will cause financial hardship on ourindustry.  Reduced construction activity means reduced profits forconstruction companies (like mine) and ultimately reduced taxrevenues to the state government--which is already in direstraits!  

If we want to reduce diesel emissions, fine.  But let's do it overtime, as technology allows it.  Slamming our industry--as well asthe Ag industry, and just about anyone else who uses off-roaddiesel vehicles, with a regulated emissions level they can'tachieve, is simply unproductive.

Furthermore, out all of the countries I have visited in this worldof ours, the USA and specifically California already had farcleaner air than any!  Why do we need to make it any cleaner?

I can see the issue in certain areas such as the South Easternparts of the states.  But here in the central valley, our air isquite reasonable.  

I assure you that a time is coming when the citizens of this statewill no longer tolerate such over-regulation as we now see.   Furthermore, will stop trying to fix it with the politicalprocess, and a revolt will be brought about that will bringgovernment and all of its oppression to a halt.  Stop makinggovernment bigger!  We don't need it!

Stop this silly proposal now!!!

In His Service,

James E. Hobbs
Director of Engineering
MTM
Thank you for your time and consideration.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-22 09:32:14No Duplicates.



Comment 202 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: TedrickEmail Address: tedrick384bc@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: converting diesel engines to run on biofuelsComment:Apparently it is relatively simple and inexpensive to convertdiesel engines to run on cleaner burning biofuels (it seems thatwas the original idea Diesel had, to design an engine that wouldrun efficiently on biofuels, strangely enough). I think that isthe ideal we should aim at, converting diesel engines to run onbiofuels. That could bring about a major reduction in airpollution with minimal technical difficulty.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-28 21:13:11No Duplicates.



Comment 203 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Matt Last Name: StevensEmail Address: mstevens@stevensci.comAffiliation: Stevens Construction InstituteSubject: Construction ContractorsComment:I have spent time in your state in the 80’s building two projects,one in Oxnard and one in Westlake Village. I continue to havecontact with your state through my management consulting work withconstruction contractor clients. I only work with these types offirms. This allows me to offer what I believe to be a deeperinsight into the potential effects of any law or proposedregulation on construction companies than a general businessconsultant. 

I am aware of the clean air initiative in California. It is thekind of direction worthy and needed by all regardless of nation,ethnicity, or profession. However, I want to voice my opinionabout its potential impact on our important industry. This is notabout the need for this insightful legislation but, about itsunfair impact for construction contracting companies. 

Construction companies are analogous to the family farm. There aremore owner / operator and closely held firms in construction thanany other kind. Of all construction firms, most are owned byindividuals and / or families and operated by the same in manycases. These people rely on construction income and thus, profitto insure their financial futures.

Families working together in the construction industry have ahealthy social consequence making family relations closer, localand long term. To ignore this fact is to be unobservant of thequality of a good society. 

Nearly all California Construction Companies are home grown, willstay in California and will continue to be an “insitu” industry toyour leading state. Economic winds will blow some industries acrossthe world but, construction companies (and their sister demolitionfirms) will not be exported. They will stay local and thus,important to California’s economy. 

Information provided by Risk Management Associates (RMA) deservescareful consideration. We are using Annual Statement Studies –Financial Ratio Benchmarks / 2005 – 2006. This publication is astatistical compilation of source documents furnished to banks andother lending institutions. It is information in which we can bestatistically confident. 







The average profit before tax for contractors is currently lessthan 5%. As a breakdown:
•	Heavy / Highway Contractors (composite of multiple NAICS)		2.6%
•	Site Preparation Contractors (NAICS 238910) 				3.3%
•	Highway, Street and Bridge Construction (NAICS 237310)		3.3%
•	Other Heavy and Civil Engineering Construction (NAICS237990)	3.8% 
As shown above, there is very little room between profit and loss.Construction contracting is not a generous business. If demands ofthe new legislation are sudden, thoughtless and otherwise unfair,then bankruptcies are certain to rise (construction is the secondriskiest industry currently). Subsequently, costs to Californianswill rise in governmental and business costs in among otherthings, uncompleted contracts, uncollectible debt and businessexpansion delays. 

Most construction is built by small business. According to RMA,approximately 65% of all construction companies have 10 employeesor less. These are not large faceless enterprises but, onescomprised of a few individuals who are working as a team and whoare impacted greatly with changes. These small businesses may beunfairly treated by the implementation of the regulations. Istrongly feel care should be taken in the formulation of theserules. 
 
We don't debate the need for clean air and in essence, the healthprospects of the citizens of California. We do debate theunilateral burden that the preliminary legislation places onconstruction company owners and their families. 
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/984-california_clean_air_legislation_response.pdf'Original File Name: California Clean Air Legislation Response.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-01 08:10:18No Duplicates.



Comment 204 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: EvansEmail Address: darsieevans@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:	I am a small contractor living and doing business in the North Bayarea of Marin County.  This proposal was brought to my attention bya local equipment dealer.  If this measure passes, it will be sucha financial burden on my business that I will have to close mydoors and go out of business.  Please consider that I fill ademand for limited access grading and excavations.  Many people,contractors, landscapers, homeowners and many others, rely on myservices.  But with the cost of fuel, taxes, equipment maintenanceand the other burdens placed on my business, mostly by poorlymanaged government, would be a finale blow to my livelihood.  Myfamily and children beg you to not pass this selfishly craftedbill.  Again, please do not destroy my way of life. 

R. Darsie Evans
DBA Evans Construction
Owner/ OperatorAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-02 18:59:43No Duplicates.



Comment 205 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: KipEmail Address: clkip@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: ordiesl07Comment:I think it is common knowledge that the newer equipment is boughtand used by those who have more use for it. The older equipment isbought and used by those who have less use for it. To take thevalue out of the older equipment inhibits the ability of the ownerto upgrade to newer and better equipment. This then is counterproductive to what you endevor to do, which is supercede the olderequipment with newer, cleaner equipment. Left alone, this processwill occure naturaly. To force it invites disaster. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-02 19:30:16No Duplicates.



Comment 206 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JoseLast Name: EscobedoEmail Address: jose@brosamer.comAffiliation: R&L Brosamer, Inc.Subject: CARB Off Road Diesel Equipment RegulationsComment:Looking forward to continue to reduce PM and NOx in California.

Proud to be part of being world leaders in this historical cause.

Please be very cautious in adopting a regulation that will become
an administrative over burden to off road diesel users. Don't burythe cause with paperwork and unnecessary oversight. Don't create abureaucratic nightmare in the process.

Thank you.


Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-03 08:13:47No Duplicates.



Comment 207 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: W. James Last Name: WagonerEmail Address: jwagoner@bcaqmd.orgAffiliation: Butte County Air Quality Management DistSubject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:see attachedetterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/988-5-24-07_letter__carb__in-use_off-road_diesel_vehichle.pdf'Original File Name: 5-24-07 Letter, CARB, In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehichle.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-03 09:57:12No Duplicates.



Comment 208 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: BerryhillEmail Address: assemblymember.berryhill@assembly.ca.govAffiliation: Assemblymember, 25th DistrictSubject: Proposed Regulations for In-Use Off-Road VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/989-ordiesl07-208.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-208.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-03 14:51:02No Duplicates.



Comment 209 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: HayetEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Traffic Control Service, Inc.Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/990-ordiesl07-209.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-209.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-03 14:56:01No Duplicates.



Comment 210 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JoelLast Name: AndersonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assemblymember, 77th DistrictSubject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/991-ordiesl07-210.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-210.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-03 15:05:34No Duplicates.



Comment 211 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Thomas W. Last Name: Oakes, PhDEmail Address: pairedhelix@cox.netAffiliation: Solar Hydrogen Co. La Mesa, CASubject: Reducing emissins from engine diesel fuel consumptionComment:Emphasis in the proposed new regulations concerning emissions  fromconsumption of diesel fuel in construction vehicles appears tofocus on retrofitting equipment to capture the emissions afterburning.

Recommendation:  

We urge inclusion of devices that effect fuel consumption per mileor hour, create a reduction in emissions and increase fuel economybe included in the list of acceptable retrofit devices in thisregulation.

There are a number of methods to reduce emissions from diesel fuelconsumption such as introducing hydrogen into the diesel as itenters the combustion chamber. This method should be included inthe regulation as well as technologies to capture noxiousemissions after burning the fuel.

Thank you.  Thomas W. Oakes, PhDAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-05 13:41:45No Duplicates.



Comment 212 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: ThortonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Tuolumne Co. Board of SupervisorsSubject: Tuolumne Co. APCB-Comments Re. Proposed Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/993-ordiesl07-211.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-211.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-06 11:04:35No Duplicates.



Comment 213 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KristenLast Name: CoadaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed New Regs. In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle/Equip.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/994-ordiesl07-212.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-212.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-06 11:06:21No Duplicates.



Comment 214 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KendalLast Name: LeslieEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed New Regs. In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle/Equip.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/995-ordiesl07-214.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-214.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-06 11:28:17No Duplicates.



Comment 215 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: YoungEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: El Cajon Grading & Engineering Co., Inc.Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/996-ordiesl07-215.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-215.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-06 11:29:57No Duplicates.



Comment 216 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JimmyLast Name: SmithEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Co. of Humboldt Board of SupervisorsSubject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/997-ordiesl07-216.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-216.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-06 11:31:15No Duplicates.



Comment 217 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: WilsonEmail Address: twcon@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Proposed off road regs.Comment:Dear Sirs,

The current, proposed regulations will cripple my business andpossibly put me out of business. We can not retrofit our equipmentwith new engines to comply with your proposed regs without severefinancial hardship as well as an investment sometimes costinggreater that the value of some of our equipment.

There are alternate fixes that are much more economical and wouldallow us to use our existing power plant and still reducingemissions to an acceptable level.

I urge you to re-think your position and ask if you really want todestroy small businesses who are already burdened enough withmarginally effective laws and red tape that chocks us financially,when alternate methods exist more reasonably prices?

Please postpone implementation and solicate our help and we canall breath easier.


Sincerely,

Tim Wilson
T. W. Contracting, Inc.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-06 20:21:26No Duplicates.



Comment 218 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Mary Last Name: PittoEmail Address: mpitto@rcrcnet.orgAffiliation: Regional Council of Rural CountiesSubject: Public Hearing to Consider Proposed Regs. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/999-mp.062907.ltr.arb.doc'Original File Name: mp.062907.ltr.arb.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 10:15:51No Duplicates.



Comment 219 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JeepLast Name: TharpEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1000-ordiesl07-219.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-219.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 10:28:31No Duplicates.



Comment 220 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: EmmettEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Emmett's Excavation, Inc.Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1001-ordiesl07-220.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-220.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 10:42:52No Duplicates.



Comment 221 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: SeghezziEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Seghezzi EnterprisesSubject: Proposed Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1002-ordiesl07-221.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-221.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 10:57:12No Duplicates.



Comment 222 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ROBERT CHRISLast Name: BELLIZZIEmail Address: Chris13b@ix.netcom.comAffiliation: Bellizzi Tree ServiceSubject: Fleet ReplacementComment:To Whom it may concern:
I am a 4 man Tree Service(see www.Bellizzitree.com)and I disagree
with your fleet replacemnet policy you are trying to implement.
I have 2 Tier 0 Diesel Chippers and 1 Tier 2 Bobcat Tractor.
I am currently running Bio-diesel (20%) eventually working to 
90% Bio-Diesel and 10% regular red diesel.I know if I run thismix
I will beat your Tier 3 emmissions requirement.I currently makeall my Tree Service estimates in a Bio-Diesel 1999VW Turbo Diesel
New Beetle which gets 49 mile per gallon.I live in a Solar home
where this year P.G & E. will owe me $100 this year because Isell
excess power to grid.My personal mission in life is to reduce mycarbon emissions to 0.So I know my stuff.Just because the great
Air Resources Board doesn't believe in LOCALLY MADE BIO-DIESEL
don't penalize the small business which are already exceeding AB32
initiatives.
The great ARB has failed Californian's before by not allowing 
a Prius with push button to run up to 80% electric (alowwed inEurope and Asia).This would have made the first mostly electriccar massed produced to be available for Californian's,BUT NO.Thanks guys.Your closed mindedness is staggering.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 11:00:57No Duplicates.



Comment 223 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DionLast Name: SalfenEmail Address: drsalfen@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Additional Comments Re: Diesel EnginesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1004-ordiesl07-222.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-222.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 11:16:05No Duplicates.



Comment 224 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MattLast Name: HylandEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1005-ordiesl07-223.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-223.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 11:17:00No Duplicates.



Comment 225 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: RumonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1006-ordiesl07-225.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-225.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 14:56:16No Duplicates.



Comment 226 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TedLast Name: GainesEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assemblymember, 4th DistrictSubject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1007-ordiesl07-226.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-226.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 15:05:37No Duplicates.



Comment 227 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SalvadorLast Name: ReyesEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1008-ordiesl07-227.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-227.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 15:14:28No Duplicates.



Comment 228 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JebLast Name: StuartEmail Address: jebstuart@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: CIAQCSubject: Written comments on ARB draft regulation on off-road vehiclesComment:May 23, 2007

 

WRITTEN COMMENTS ON OFF-ROAD REGULATION

BY Jeb Stuart, CIAQC Vice President

 

The construction industry fully understands the serious healthimplications of diesel emissions and appreciates the need toreduce as quickly as feasible NOx and PM emissions from itsequipment.

 

Because of these implications, ARB staff’s recommended regulationcould cause over two thirds of the privately owned constructioncompanies in California to shut down or at least downsize from alarge fleet to a small fleet, primarily because:

 

    * This regulation will require large fleet owners to replaceor repower most of their vehicles with Tier 3 equipment commencingin 2010 and again with Tier 4 equipment commencing in 2014 or 2015in order to comply with the 2020 fleet average. As you have heardin the testimony, only the largest, most progressive companieshave the resources to accomplish this.

 

    * Your staff’s last minute addition of a NOx emissionreduction requirement will eliminate even these companies fromcompliance.

 

Missing from the staff report is a detailed evaluation of theeconomic impact on the construction industry, and in particularsmaller family owned contracting companies that represent 90% ofthe total. According to our numbers, the regulation will cost theCalifornia construction industry an additional $13 billion tocomply. Previous speakers have documented the reasons for thediscrepancy between your staff’s $3 billion estimate and ours.  

 

The 33 page draft regulation plus another 203 pages of technicalsupport is so complex and overpowering that very few contractorswill understand it, much less be able to comply with it. In myopinion, the small amount of emission reductions gained by thisimperious command and control approach will be lost because ofextended delays in implementation caused by major enforcementproblems.      

 

For those reasons CIAQC is in the final stages of completing asimplified, achievable alternative that will provide equipmentmanufacturers the additional five years they need to producesufficient Tier 4 powered vehicles to meet the final emissionreduction requirement and give fleet owners the flexibility todecide how to comply with it in terms of vehicle replacements,repowers and retrofits.

 

CIAQC recognizes that your Board will want to refer thisalternative to your staff for its recommendations before making adecision. The additional two months you are taking should allowtime for that process. CIAQC would also suggest that your chairmanconsider appointing an advisory committee composed of Boardmembers, staff, environmentalists, construction industryrepresentatives and the general public. This committee couldreview the points made today and advise your Board on itsconclusions and recommendations prior to the July ARB meeting.

 

 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 15:19:36No Duplicates.



Comment 229 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: TerrellEmail Address: bterrell.genesis@scal.netAffiliation: Subject: Proposed, in use off road diesel vehicle regulations.Comment:
Please see attrachment
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1010-california_contractors_care_about_our_state.doc'Original File Name: California contractors care about our state.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-09 17:13:14No Duplicates.



Comment 230 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SaraLast Name: BehmerwohldEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Adopt the clean construction and off-road equipment ruleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1011-ordiesl07-228.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-228.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-10 11:52:0360 Duplicates.



Comment 231 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: FredLast Name: EhlerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: H. F. Ehler Company Inc.Subject: Off-Road Diesel Regs. Hearing July 26, 2007Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1012-ordiesl07-231.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-231.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-10 13:00:29No Duplicates.



Comment 232 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: ScottEmail Address: brian@newmanandsons.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationsComment:CARB:

We recognize the importance of clean air for Californians, but wealso want to stress how economically devastating your proposedregulations are.

Secondly, although we agree with the idea of clean air, it seemsreasonable to postpone the NOX requirements for a period of 5years to ensure that technology can keep up with the proposedregulations.

Thanks for your work.

Best Regards,

Brian Scott
Government Relations Manager
Newman and Sons, Inc.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-10 13:04:59No Duplicates.



Comment 233 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DONLast Name: ZWEIFELEmail Address: dzweifel@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA BIOFUEL/SCBSubject: RE: MITIGATING FACTORS IMPACTING IMPLEMENTATION Comment:To whom it may concern:

Be it hereby understood that whereas ARB has unfortunately failedto factor into the equation positive ramifications of current andfuture BD or Biodiesel utilization should have had on theirextrapolations. SCB therefore concludes it is indicative of ainsufficiency of evidence to adequately ascertain futureprojections of PM 2.5 and greater-diameter particulate emissions.

SCB therefore formally requests that using BD in various blends,i.e., B2, B5, B20 and B100 be inculcated into ARB's projectedassessments regarding compliance with new regulatory mandates asto mitigation of risks to human health, i.e., PM 2.5 andlarger-sized particulates. It is therefore our considereddeduction that if B20 for example is mandated for all off-roadconstruction equipment, ARB will as a consequence discover asignificant reduction in PM 2.5 statewide as a starter.

We also contend that last year's Ultra-Low Sulfur Diesel or ULSDimplementation was most likely not calculated in ARB's previousfuture projections in regards to PM 2.5 emissions.

It is therefore our formal allegation that it is incumbent uponARB to substantiate claims by their deputy executive director/DED,i.e., "Oh yes, we certainly included ULSD in our extrapolations..."according to the DED at ARB's hearing at Marriott Del Mar on Fri.,25 May, 2007.

Thanking you in advance for your consideration in this matterAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-10 19:40:27No Duplicates.



Comment 234 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: FredLast Name: FisherEmail Address: ffisher@fishervineyards.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:The cost will be more than $5,000 (five thousand dollars)per   75hp engine! Simply put, this will be devastating for us who aresmall farmers! 

This will be another example of an old principle that says: "Theroad to hell is paved with good intentions."

Please reconsider!
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-13 10:39:33No Duplicates.



Comment 235 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: KanayanEmail Address: wmkanayan@aol.comAffiliation: William Kanayan ConstructionSubject: CARBComment:Please carefully consider this matter as you go to vote.  Theindustry does not have the infrastructure to support the proposedchanges.  It will freeze the states ability to build, maintain andrepair roads, provide emergency disaster relief, and help thecommercial and public work force create the housing and industrialbuilding necessary to provide this state with the infrastructurethey need to bring in business.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-13 11:27:36No Duplicates.



Comment 236 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DarrylLast Name: MuellerEmail Address: dmc@darrylmueller.comAffiliation: Excavating, Drilling & ShoringSubject: Most contractors buy used equipment.Comment:

Darryl Mueller Construction Inc.
3290 Dyer Rd.
Livermore, CA 94551


California Air Resource Board
PO Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

July 11,2007

First let me say I have had asthma all my life or 62 years. In thepast 10 years I have had only minor asthma. I don't think a lot ofthe claims can be proven that diesel fumes cause asthma. I hadasthma before I was around diesel fumes, and now I am arounddiesel all day long and my asthma is improved. Most of asthma isallergy related. This is treated with antigens and broncoinhalers. 

There are some common sense measures that could have already beenin place to reduce breathing diesel exhaust. Buses have causedthis problem for years. Vehicles and equipment with horizontal lowexhaust pipes need to be changed so fumes are not blown out atground level and into people’s faces. This is just common sense,but not all equipment and vehicles have vertical exhaust pipes.Vertical exhaust pipes could provide a very cost effective way tokeep people from breathing fumes.

In the past CARB took the diesel industry down a very rough roadwith low sulfur fuels that damaged most of the fuel systems andcaused leaks and break downs and lot of expense. The fact is thefuel should have been tested and problems corrected before use.
We have been forced to use low sulfur and ultra low sulfur fuelall at the cost of performance and more fuel usage. The fact isthe power has been taken out of the fuel. We are paying more forfuel and getting less in return. To set goals that that areunattainable does not work, does not solve a problem that does notexist. Now we are told to scrap or sell our fleets. Well-maintained equipment that has been properly cared for shouldprovide income back to the owner like it was intended when it waspurchased. Our businesses run on sound financial principles. Yourproposed regulation is not founded on sound financial principles.

You cannot rewrite how we run our business unless you provide away for us to do it. For me to replace a four hundred thousanddollar piece of equipment that I may use 400 hours a year cannotbe justified unless you pay me to do it. The money has to comefrom somewhere to replace the equipment in your proposal. We havegood years and we try to save when there are bad years. That isjust good sense. We cannot go and buy equipment without being ableto pay for it. If we do, we go out of business.

I have been taking very good care of my diesel off-road equipmentfor over 40 years. Under the proposed regulation I would have toliquidate and go out of business because it cannot be retrofitted.Also, all of the 15 owner-operators that work with me cannot complywith the proposal. The technology does not exist. It does not seemreasonable to OUTLAW THE USE and force well-maintained, goodproductive equipment into retirement to be sold out of state. Thisis a plan that must have been conceived by people that have noeconomic insight. It only seems logical that as the equipment agesit will be replaced, or will be operated very few hours a year.Contractors must have spare machines that can go into service. Ifnot, work won't get done and contractors face liquidated damages.

I cannot afford new equipment. I buy used equipment 5 to 10 yearsold this is all I can afford to purchase. How many years will Ihave to wait for used equipment to meet the standards that newequipment can meet?  Where will affordable and viable equipmentgoing to come from? You need to answer this before any newstandards are even considered.

"We have to be able to allow good operating equipment to remain inservice until it can be replaced. If you do not allow equipment tobe replaced through attrition, you will ruin the majority ofcontractors, which are small family owned business." 

I will be praying that CARB will think about the economic impacts. We bought equipment as an investment. We have worked hard topreserve that investment through proper care and maintenance. Wehave done our part; don't change your mind after I have made theinvestment, taken care of the investment and have been a goodsteward.

Please don’t wreck the heavy construction industry in California.

Sincerely Yours,
Darryl Mueller President
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Comment 237 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: GraffEmail Address: grffd@stroerandgraff.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed CARB regulationsComment:     While I support 100% your goal of greatly reducing the harmfulemissions from construction equipment, I repectfully request thatyou allow a reasonable time to for us to accomplish this so thatwe can do our part and still stay in business.
     We are a small company with limited resources, and would notsurvive if your current proposed requirements were implemented. Idon't feel it would be in anyone's interest if small contractorswere forced into bankruptcy.
      Please consider the plight of the contractor. 

Sincerely;

Dave Graff
President
Stroer & Graff, Inc.
1830 Phillips Ln.
Antioch, CA 94509Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-16 14:02:28No Duplicates.



Comment 238 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Nicholas Last Name: PinetteEmail Address: nicholas@offshorekayak.comAffiliation: Subject: Off road dieselsComment:While I find your efforts to limit air pollution admirable,regulating off road diesel vehicle use strikes close to home andcan cost me significantly.  I own a diesel generator, a skiploader with implements and a forklift.  I use themnon-commercially and incidentally for the construction andmaintenance of my rural property where I hope to eventually farmorganic field crops.  I bought old serviceable equipment and Icould never afford to buy new equipment.  Retrofitting thesemachines would be costly in itself.  Just as there are exceptionsfor older automobiles...classics and otherwise...there should beexceptions for machines that are near the end of their workinglives anyway.  They are useful to a cross section of society whocannot afford to purchase and expense new equipment.  Eventually,they break down and are too expensive to fix.  In high pollutionareas, I can see the necessity to do some kind of mitigation, butin Mendocino County, I don't see the wisdom of harming manyfarmers and small operators.  At the very least the retrofit kitsshould be simple, affordable and subsidized if necessary.

The big operators are already turning over their equipment on aregular basis.  The small guys are always the ones to take it inthe shorts.

Thank you for listening and reading,

Nicholas PinetteAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-16 14:58:44No Duplicates.



Comment 239 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: BenkerEmail Address: cbenker@sdccu.netAffiliation: Subject: Regulation for in-use off-road diesel vehiclesComment:This proposed regulation, while well intentioned, could be a deathknell for many small operators.
Requiring exhaust retrofits on many older pieces of equipment willDEFINITELY be too expensive for most small operations, and probablycause many to go out of business. UNLESS there is some caveat thatthe "retrofits" will NOT excedd certain amounts.
The proposal states that this will accelerate turnover to newer,cleaner engines - this is in an ideal world! Many big fleets maybe able to accomplish this. But they wil definitely have to passon this increased cost in higher operating charges. This will inturn, affect costs to consumers all down the line.
I definitely am writing to express my opposition to thisproposal.
Respectfully,
Christopher R. Benker
Benker Home Improvements
Ca. Lic. (B-1) #516811Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-16 16:31:55No Duplicates.



Comment 240 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CharmaineLast Name: BushEmail Address: firstlady@hughes.netAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:I agree we need to do what we can to protect our environment, butthis is not a good solution.  Requlations should be made on newequipment, but to make everyone change out or adapt their existingequipment would put an unreasonable financial burden on businesses. It could cause such a burden that it could cause some smallbusinesses to close their doors.  To adapt some equipment couldcost tens of thousands of dollars.  Many small businesses such asours can not carry that burden.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Charmaine M. Bush
Bush Construction and DevelopmentAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-16 16:58:27No Duplicates.



Comment 241 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CharlesLast Name: PalatinoEmail Address: cgrantham@citlink.netAffiliation: Subject: in-use off road diesel vehicalsComment:As a small buisness owner and forest land property owner, the costof equipment to smog my L-35 back hoe would not be cost efficentfor number of hours used annually. As it stands now, cost of fueland repair parts (tires.pins, bearings) and other normal wearparts for a primarily private use tractor is becoming exorbitant.State mandated fire prevention regulations require property hasfire safe boundries around dwellings and access to same. Tomaintain a property in excess of 25 acers requires mechanicalabillity to clear and remove underbrush and fire fuel. For theabove reasons, and the additional cost of compling with thisregulation, I believe this would be detrimental to private forrestmanagement.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-16 20:17:24No Duplicates.



Comment 242 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: HuckLast Name: RorickEmail Address: huckrorick@groundwork.orgAffiliation: Subject: increased controls on backhoes, etcComment:I strongly support exhaust retrofits and cleaner engines forbackhoes and similar vehiclesAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-16 22:27:52No Duplicates.



Comment 243 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: jackLast Name: freethyEmail Address: cfjf@pacbell.netAffiliation: Subject: off road diesel vehicles.Comment:The Air resources Board is totally not in touch with reality. 
Your regulations so far have been a sham. 
MTBE turned out to be a poisonous nightmare.
Ethynol in the gas creates more gas emissions due to the poorer
gas mileage. 
We as Californians pay a premium for gas, due to your requirementthat nets no additional benefit to our air quality. 
You fail to work with the manufacturers of the products.
The diesel engines today produce less power and require more fueland create more pollution. All in the interest of cleaner air. 
You have failed to address the best source of power, NuclearEnergy.  
Your track record does not allow you to make any more rules whenyou can't see the forrest thru the trees. 
You listen to uninformed enviromental groups who don't have areality clue.  
I have been a general Contractor all my adult life. Your agencydoes not listen or work with the people who make this state whatit is. Back off your regulations and listen to the people who havesome reality to life. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 06:49:39No Duplicates.



Comment 244 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DickLast Name: MurrayEmail Address: mmaryrichard@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: In-use off-road diesel equipmentComment:In all your statistics on health and life loss from the subjectequipment,  your basin studies assume uniform distribution of thedata over the entire basin.  WRONG!  Ilive in Trinity County witha total population of 13,500 and 78% of the land is owned by theUS Government.  I have one backhoe and only use it a maximum of200 hrs per year around my acreage.  To be forced to spend moneyon an exhaust update system is not only unnecessary butimpractical.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 08:29:13No Duplicates.



Comment 245 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: FitzsimonsEmail Address: mikefitzsimons@usa.netAffiliation: General ContractorSubject: Off-road Diesel rulesComment:Gentlemen:

I have reviewed the proposed rule changes and consider them to beover the top!  Why not let attrition take care of this probleminstead of running these small business people out of business?

Mike FitzsimonsAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 11:32:30No Duplicates.



Comment 246 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GreggLast Name: OxleyEmail Address: greggbjeepn@clearwire.netAffiliation: Allen A. Waggoner Cons. Inc. Subject: In use Off Road Diesel regulation Comment:     In regards to the upcoming vote on the In Use Off Road Dieselregulation I urge the board to consider postponing it's  vote toallow more time to determine the most responsible way to achieveCARB's desired emissions reduction.  
     The regulation as currently written clearly does not takeinto consideration the actual economic effects to contractors inthe state of California.  Our company is more than willing tocooperate with the emission reduction goals set forth by theregulation, however those goals are not best attained bycontractor's going out of business because they cannot afford tocomply.  
     Our company has been in business for more than twenty years. We have built our business one piece of equipment at a time andlike many others have all of our equity in the equipment we own. This regulation will force us to either over extend ourselvesbuying newer equipment, our reduce our fleet size by retiring oldequipment.  The latter move would reduce our capacity andeliminate jobs.  Attempting to buy new equipment is no lessfrightening an option with the outlook of construction pointingtoward a long overdue recession.  
    I urge the board to consider postponing the adoption of thisregulation and amend it to take a more responsible approach, alsoallowing time for more developemnt of emission control technologyas well as the developement and production of tier 4 engines. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 14:13:14No Duplicates.



Comment 247 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: toddLast Name: wiedemanEmail Address: get2todd@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: in use off rd diesel billComment:your diesel fuel reformulation regulation damaged engines and costmillions.

your MTBE fuel reformulation is a carcinogen and does not work andcosts millions.

your smog/ smog 2 programs are a scam and a failure that costsmillions.

Basically, YOU SUCK 
The best thing California could do is dismantle the ARB  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 17:15:30No Duplicates.



Comment 248 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Randy Last Name: MilliganEmail Address: lowestnetprice@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Little bitty DieselsComment:You show a photo of 20 ton earth mover. Yet, the legislation istargeting 25 hp diesel and up. That's not construction equipmentat all. That's targeting the average home owner with his littleKubota lawn tractor. If you had said 100 hp and up I might haveunderstood  . I tell you what, after you inform every homeowner oftwo acres or more that he has to retrofit his lawn tractor. Thestate of California going after construction equipment and notbig-rigs and buses is the most hypocritical, bias legislation tocome out of the bay area yet.  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 22:12:11No Duplicates.



Comment 249 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KeithLast Name: HallEmail Address: bluwizz@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: Clean Air California AlternativeComment: 	

Make Sure California's Construction Fleet is the Cleanest in theWorld!

The Coalition to Build a Cleaner California has developed analternative option to CARB's construction equipment regulationsthat would meet their clean air goals, keep constructioncontractors and workers on the job, and result in the world'scleanest construction fleet.

Please go with this alternative.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-17 23:45:01No Duplicates.



Comment 250 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: LoukianoffEmail Address: ploukianoff@ebertcorp.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB - New Off-road equipment regulationsComment:As the manager of small business which is trying to grow the newCARB regulations will have a devistating impact on our business. Our fleet needs to grow in order to keep up with our volume,however, we cannot affort to invest in equipment that is going tobe obsolite in just a few years.  We cannot afford to buy newequipment and there will be no used equipment on the market thatwill comply with the new CARB regs.  As a result we will be forcedto lay off our work force and downsize/or close our business.

We believe that the CARB board should postpone any type of newregulation until such time as there is proven/affordabletechnology and/or grandfather in existing equipment fleets.

Thank you for you kind concideration.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 07:15:59No Duplicates.



Comment 251 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BobLast Name: EarlEmail Address: earl19@bobearl.netAffiliation: Subject: Alternatives for Diesel EquipmentComment:With the industry fighting any reduction on construction equipmentwhey are the only alternatives mentioned usually new equipment ornew motors. There are many retrofits available for diesels to runon Natural Gas or Propane that are not that expensive. Why arethese not mentioned much? These polluters need to be told whatthey need to do, no questions. We know they care about nothingelse but themselves and therefore should be left out of thediscussion as their responses will only be self serving. Listen tothe people and the scientists not the lobbyists. If they had ittheir way to go one with business as usual we will be dooming ourplanet and they will blame someone else.Its the American way,isn't it.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 07:41:42No Duplicates.



Comment 252 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Bob Last Name: BryantEmail Address: arrowasphalt@clearwire.netAffiliation: Owner, Arrow Asphalt Inc.  Ripon CaSubject: In Use Off Road Diesel Equipment Regulation Comment:     As the owner of a small construction company in the centralvalley I have spent thirty years building my business one piece ofequipment at a time.  Like many other companies my equity is tiedup in my equipment.  The proposed CARB regulation as written willforce me to begin replacing or retiring equipment that has beenpaid for.  In an industry as volatile as construction it is hardto know when to purchase new equipment.  
    This regulation will force me to either take on new debttrying to maintain compliance or to reduce my fleet size and workcapacity, thereby reducing the number of employees I have.  
    Traditionally equipment purchases are made very carefully withlong term planning and one piece at a time.  This regulation forcescontractors to either reduce size or take on new equipment paymentsyear after year with no consideration to what the market willsupport.  
    This regulation is structured in such a way that smallbusiness' can't comply and survive.  I urge the board toreconsidder the adoption of this regulation in favor of one thatwill not put so many small contractors out of business.     





Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 08:27:43No Duplicates.



Comment 253 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Dan Last Name: FauchierEmail Address: dan@1stopdiesel.comAffiliation: 1 Stop Diesel Solutions, Inc.Subject: Off Road Diesel Emissions RegulationsComment:We strongly support the construction industry's alternativeproposal to clean up off road diesel emissions.  This is howregulators and industry can work together to achieve clean air -we must work together.  The CIAQC alternative approach will cleanup the air while: 

Keeping the greatest number of construction companies in business
Making sure construction workers keep their jobs
Ensuring the bidding environment is at its most competitive andconstruction costs are at the lowest possible
Moving the Rebuild California bond program forward

Please adopt this alternative proposal on 7/26/07.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 09:17:10No Duplicates.



Comment 254 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DuaneLast Name: WatrousEmail Address: watrousd@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Diesel Engine RegulationsComment:Once again the State of California has got their nose right inevrybodies business puting more restrictions and regulations oneveryone. Another example of why so many people are fed up andleaving this state. This state has too much government and themore we allow the worse it will get. This just means moregovernment control.This approach doesn't work and in time it willfail, history has proven this. I will also be joining the othersin leaving this taxed do death and overburdened governmentcontroled state and they can collect my share of taxes and othergovernment controlled burdens from someone else. They can get minefrom the throngs of illegal imigrants they are allowing to come into the state for a free ride.Maybe they can figure out a programto get back from them all the millions they are giving to them andtaking from us tax paying people. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 09:25:42No Duplicates.



Comment 255 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: StansellEmail Address: bstansell@cwroen.comAffiliation: C.E.A.Subject: CARB - Off- Raod Diesel RulesComment:Cost to replace or repower our fleet of forty-five (45) of-roadmachine will be in excess of $7,500,000. with other states on theeast cost looking to implement similar rules it seems unlikelythat the equipment manufacturers will be able to meet the demandin engine retorfit and machine replacement by 2020.

We respectfully request tht you implement the proposal submittedby The Coalition To Build A Ckleaner California with their fleetsizes and target dates.

Sincerely,

Brian E. Stansell
vice pres
C W Roen Const Co
Danville, CAAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 09:35:20No Duplicates.



Comment 256 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: robertLast Name: brownEmail Address: rbrown@brown-sand.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB constuction equipment propossed regulationComment:I support the Coalition To Build A Cleaner California alternative.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 09:52:59No Duplicates.



Comment 257 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: WeinerEmail Address: linwiner@earthlink.netAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: Letter in Support of the Proposed Regulation for Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:A similar letter was submitted at the May hearing in San Diego, butmore signatures have been added; therefore, the attached letter insupport of the regulation is being re-submitted in place of theprevious letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1038-hnca_bnr_off-road_org_ltr.doc'Original File Name: HNCA Bnr Off-Road Org Ltr.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-18 21:38:45No Duplicates.



Comment 258 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: BrownEmail Address: tahoebrn@charter.netAffiliation: Subject: Grandfather Clause For Privately Owned EquipmentComment:Fine, but let's exclude the individual homeowner from this proposedregulation. Many of us already own a piece of equipment that willlikely last forever due to the fact that it generally sits parkedexcept for the rare occasion that it's in use for a specialproject.
It's my opinion that this category (individual homeowners) thatown a piece of diesel equipment for private use are not asignificant source of pollution.
In addition, the cost to these individuals to comply to theproposed regulations would be prohibitive.
I hope you consider a grandfather clause to cover the equipmentalready owned by individuals for private use.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-19 10:49:51No Duplicates.



Comment 259 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BuckLast Name: KemmisEmail Address: buck@kemmis.comAffiliation: Buck Kemmis Equipment, Inc.Subject: Proposed Regulation for Off road Diesel VehiclesComment:To Who May Help,
    I am the owner of a small General Engineering Company and wedo only grading work.  We own many pieces of equipment used offroad and cover by this new proposed CARB regulations.  Weprimarily build residential homes and that work is slowing due toreduced home sales.  I am in favor of tighter regulatioinsregarding emissions of our equipment, however I am concerned abouthow quickly those standards are being implemented.  During a periodof decresing work volumes we also have reduced profits and verylittle money to replace equipment or repower equipment so thetransition is most difficult.  We are currently laying off due todecreasing work loads and then the additional burden of replacingequipment or repowering equipment would be catistrophic to mybuisness.  We would need to down size our company to the number ofpeices of equipment we could replace or repower and then onlyemploy an equial number of operators for each peice of equipment. We currently have only about 30 employees, but if forced to meetthe proposed CARB regulation we would have to reduce our workforce to about 10 to 15 employees including office personel.
    Again I beleive our industry needs to reduce our emmisions,but I ask that the new regulations be adopted over a longer periodof time.  Time enough to allow us to replace our equipment over aperiod of time acheiving the useful life of the equipment and thenreplacement would take place with the latest and greatesttechnology for reducing emissions.  If allowed to gradually optainthe proposed emmisionis level asked for in the proposed CARBregulations I don't see a problem.  Again I am for cleaner airsince I too live here, but I only ask for time to replace orrepower our equipment over a few years and not all at once.  Iappreciate your consideration of my concerns.

Buck Kemmis
President
Kemmis Equipment, Inc.
25800 Washington Ave.
Murrieta, CA  92595Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-19 11:17:00No Duplicates.



Comment 260 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AnneLast Name: McQueenEmail Address: amcqueen@geomatrix.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the ARB Offroad Diesel RuleComment:Please find attached a letter from Mitsubishi Cement Corpoprationwith comments regarding the proposed regulation for In-UseOff-Road Diesel Vehicles.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1041-letter_to_arb_on_ord_july_18_07.pdf'Original File Name: Letter to ARB on ORD July 18 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-19 11:26:27No Duplicates.



Comment 261 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: TerrellEmail Address: bterrell.genesis@scal.netAffiliation: Subject: In-Use  Off- Road deisel proposed regulationsComment:Just a note to let the board know that Genesis Construction inHemet Ca supports CBCC's alternative proposal for in-use off- roaddiesel equipment. it is a plan that makes sense for all and stillachieves the same goal.

Thank you

William TerrellAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-19 14:44:38No Duplicates.



Comment 262 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LesliLast Name: CollinsEmail Address: Lcollins@ambobcat.comAffiliation: AMERICAN BOBCAT & BACKHOE SERVICE, INC.Subject: SUPPORT OF CBCC's ALTERNATIVE JULY PROPOSALComment:I'm certain by now you have reviewed the Alternative Proposal (July2007) submitted by the Coalition to Build a Cleaner California.  Inorder not to repeat those alternative guidlelines, I just wish tostate that as a Small Fleet Operator who has been in business herein this state for 30 years, I fully support those suggestedalternate guidelines and feel that it will be much easier for meto comply with the regulations from both a financial and timelinestandpoint.

We all want cleaner air but it must be reasonably achieved so asnot to destroy these businesses that we have worked so hard tobuild and maintain.  My business is all that I have and all that Iknow, and at age 54 and being a woman-owned business, I certainlyam not in a place to start all over again!  Please consider theadoption of the Alternate Proposal and we will all gain byimplementing these more reasonable goals!  Thank You!!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-19 14:49:14No Duplicates.



Comment 263 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AllenLast Name: LittenEmail Address: allen@ecbs.comAffiliation: Subject: ARB Heavy duty diesel vehicle regulationComment:I have been following the latest discussions on the proposed newdiesel regulations, as it affects my business greatly. 
  We all want a cleaner California, and business has been tryingto do it's part, but the passage of the new restrictions on offroad diesel engines over 25 hp is way too restrictive, way toocostly, and unachievable by most.
  Even if the technology was available to bring older equipment upto these standards ( which it is not!), there are not enoughtrained mechanics, or facilities, or even replacement equipment,if you could afford them, to meet the regulations.
  It would put small business, out of business, or severly hurtthem, which would put a much larger drain on California, than wecould handle.
  Government and politicians think it is just a matter of passingalong our costs to the customer, which if we could, that would bebad enough on the economy, but in the real world of privatebusiness, it doesn't work that way. In the real world ofcompetition in the private sector, you are bidding against "allcomers" and unlike the monopolies of government, you rarely canpass anything on. 
  In conclusion, if you want to destroy what economy we have leftin California, then go ahead and pass it, but at the very least,you have to wait until the technology is available, and givebusiness a lot longer to change over

Allen Litten   President

El Camino Building supply
 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-19 15:49:18No Duplicates.



Comment 264 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RonLast Name: BrizendineEmail Address: rob@aawaggoner.comAffiliation: Owner, R & J EnterprisesSubject: Diesel Regulation Comment:     As a small contractor and businesss owner in California I feelthat this rule as written will, with out a doubt, put manycompanies out of business.  
     If your intention is to gain air quality by means of reducingthe number of business' in California, then CARB is difinately onthe right track. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 07:36:32No Duplicates.



Comment 265 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: John Last Name: WakemanEmail Address: jwakeman@coopercrane.comAffiliation: Subject: CBCC ALTERNATIVEComment:POSTING TO CARB’S WEB SITE IN SUPPORT OF THE 
CBCC ALTERNATIVE

Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) is currently consideringthe adoption of off-road diesel regulations that, if implemented aspresently drafted, would have a profound, negative impact onCalifornia’s infrastructure rebuilding efforts, the health of thestate’s construction industry and its overall economy. 

Construction contractors and workers want these regulations towork for everyone. That’s why we have proposed an alternativeapproach which would clean up the air while keeping the mostnumber of construction companies in business and workers employed;the bidding environment at its most competitive; the RebuildCalifornia bond program on schedule; and construction costincreases to a minimum.

I am writing to ask you to support this alternative at the CARBmeeting on July 26th  It will give California the cleanestconstruction fleet in the world while ensuring constructioncontractors and workers are kept on the job. 

The goals of this plan are simple:

1. 	Achieve better emission reduction for 2015 than the CARBproposal.
2.	Keep the same starting date as the CARB proposal.
3. 	Require annual reporting to demonstrate progress toward thegoal.
4.	Provide maximum flexibility for contractors to reach thetarget.
5. 	Allow more time at the back-end for new Tier 4 engines toenter the fleet (estimated to be approximately 2014/2015)
6. 	Recognize the wide divergence in fleet sizes, emissions andcapabilities.
7. 	Permit each fleet to determine how best to achieve thereductions.
8.	Give credit to those fleets that provide early emissions ofboth NOx and PM.
9. 	Minimize the financial impact to keep the most firms inbusiness.
10. 	Maintain a highly competitive bidding environment.

The most significant difference between the CARB proposal and thealternative plan is moving the 2020 goal for large fleets to 2025,which is necessary in order to allow more time for Tier 4 engines –which will achieve all the emission targets without any furtherretrofitting and will not be available until 2014/2015 – to enterthe market and be acquired by contractors.                         

I want to be clear: Cooper Crane & Rigging is very supportive ofreducing particulate matter (PM) and NOx emissions from dieselengines. There is no disagreement that we need to workcollectively to improve the state’s air quality and all of us wantto provide as healthy an environment as possible for our employeeson our job sites. Please consider adopting this sensiblealternative that accomplishes the same, if not better, emissionreductions while keeping California’s construction industry andour state moving forward.

Sincerely, 
John Wakeman   Cooper Crane & Rigging 
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Comment 266 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Tim Last Name: LesterEmail Address: tlesjr12@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Certification/Verification of Emission Reduction DevicesComment:I was in attendance at the meeting at the Marriott hotel in DelMar, CA. I listened to all of the testimony and came to theconclusion that clean air advocates and equipment operators bothwant to keep our environment clean. From my observation andexperience in dealing with the ARB, I have come to the conclusionthat the problem is not with the environmentlist or thecontractors. The problem is the ARB and its bureaucratic attitudetowards new products seeking ARB approval. The application andpreapplication proceses are redundant and totally unnecessary.There are products that are performing well in Europe, Asia andAustralia but cannot penetrate the American market because of thearrogance of the ARB. Many of our problems with air quality couldbe solved if the ARB would revise its verification process. As anauthorized distributor for a foriegn manufacturer of a productthat has been installed in more than 140,000 engines in Europe,Australia, Asia, Canada and Iceland with great results, I feelthat the ARB take a negative attitude towards any product notmanufactured in the U.S. This attitude need to be adjusted toallow the public more choices in devising their emission controlstrategies.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 10:59:11No Duplicates.



Comment 267 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: damonLast Name: calegariEmail Address: damon@ghilotti.comAffiliation: ghilotti const. coSubject: Proposed ARB RulingComment:As a company, as a member of the community, we have a great concernfor the environment, in which we live, work and raise our families.Our company is very interested in doing what we can do in theeffort to clean our air. We adamantly oppose the manner in whichthis program proposes to facilitate this program. Placing theburden of this legislation on the back of the consumers ofconstruction equipment is an unfair burden to companies. Thiswould be comparable to making the consumer responsible for thesafety features or emission requirements of an auto manufacturer.This requirement should be placed on the manufacturer ofequipment. Natural life cycles and technological advancements willremove older more polluting equipment and replace it with cleanequipment available by our equipment manufacturer.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 11:22:12No Duplicates.



Comment 268 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Kent Last Name: StoddardEmail Address: kstoddar@wm.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Letter from Waste ManagementAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1049-wm_offroad_comment_letter.pdf'Original File Name: WM Offroad Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 11:28:09No Duplicates.



Comment 269 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RYAN Last Name: YBARRA Email Address: RYANYBARRA@ATT.NETAffiliation: Subject: OFF-ROAD DESEL VEHICLESComment: I WORK FOR A SMALL COMPANY AND WE USE OUR FORKLIFTS ABOUT 3 TIMESA DAY IT IS NOT ALOT BUT WE WOULD NOT BE ABLE TO AFFORD THEUPGRADES AND WITHOUT THE LIFTS WE WOULD GO OUT OF BUISNESSAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 13:29:30No Duplicates.



Comment 270 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: GretchenLast Name: HardisonEmail Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.orgAffiliation: City of Los Angeles, Env. Affairs Dept.Subject: Comments for Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle RuleComment:Please see the attached comment letter from the City of LosAngeles.  Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1051-city_of_la_off-road_in-use_diesel_rule_comments_7-20-07.pdf'Original File Name: City of LA Off-Road In-Use Diesel Rule Comments 7-20-07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 14:16:49No Duplicates.



Comment 271 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: David Last Name: StewartEmail Address: surfstew@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Re:Oll-road vehiclesComment:I have looked over the proposed regulation and once againgovernment, this means YOU, are willing to pass a regulation thatis detramental to small business, inflationary, and meaningless. Larger businesses can handle the added expenses. The amount ofpolutiion you are trying to regulate is infinitesimal andexpensive.     Could you possibly for just a while focus on theimportant issues and you know what they are?   

David StewartAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-20 15:22:35No Duplicates.



Comment 272 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobinLast Name: PaulsellEmail Address: lrpcon@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-road diesel vehiclesComment:I operate 2 older pieces of equipment in my business.  One is a1984 Backhoe 63hp and the other a 1998 Skid Loader 61hp.  Both ofthese machines are used approximately 100 hours per year.  Itwould not be cost effective to retrofit or replace these machinesdue to the low usage.  If the new regulations proposed are adoptedI would be forced to retire the machines with no resale value anduse rental equipment.  My ability to be competetive in the smallamount of work I do with these machines is based on low equipmentcosts.  I would be forced out of the small contractors market.  Ifeel there should be some sort of exemption for small fleets andsmall business.

Thank YouAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-21 08:23:14No Duplicates.



Comment 273 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: C. K.Last Name: AllenEmail Address: ckallense@mindspring.comAffiliation: Subject: proposed regulation for in-use off-road diesel vehiclesComment:I consider this proposed regulation to be nothing more than a lotof over-kill and much ado about nothing.  Based on the informationI have read, the cost-benefit of this proposed regulation is closeto zero. The amount of "pollution" released by this type ofequipment is so small as to be almost negligile and will costmillions and millions of dollars to implement, all for very littlegain.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-21 10:33:26No Duplicates.



Comment 274 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: GoldthwaiteEmail Address: bobgoldthwaite@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: owner,Goldthwaite EngineeringSubject: Response To Proposed Regulaton Of In Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:
I am a small General Engineering Contractor whose work consistsmainly of rural road maintenance, logging remediation, and streamrestoration.  You know-improving the environment.

I have four or five pieces of equipment that would fall under theproposed regulations; however I'm the sole operator, and only onepiece is running at any given time.

I'm 58 years old.  It took the first 35 years of my life to reacha point where I had the capitol and collateral to buy my firstpiece of used equipment.  I sat in that seat for twelve yearsbefore I had enough to finance my next piece of equipment, and soon.  Not infrequently, I have to borrow money in the winter monthsto survive, then spend a good part of the summer working to pay itoff.

If you pass the proposed regulations, there is no way I couldrebuild my 'fleet' to meet your criteria. I have neither the moneyor the time left to do so.  You will be forcing me to retire at 63years of age with absolutely no income outside of social security,which will cover about half my house payment.

It would seem to me that the reasonable approach to this issuewould be to mandate that any new equipment sold or any usedequipment brought into the state meet your proposed criteria aftera certain date.  Then let the existing equipment (and operators)die a natural death.  

Like many an idealistic and noble cause for the betterment ofsociety as a whole, no thought is being given to the negative anddisastrous consequences of these regulations to the individual,which by coincidence, is what society consists of.

With the arrogance and self-righteousness that would do justice toa missionary, you folks would bring us heathen savages into thelight and save our eternal souls, without concern for the personaltragedies you would inflict on us.  For a minuscule gain, you woulddestroy thousands of lives and businesses.  I request that youdon't.

                                      Bob GoldthwaiteAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-22 14:07:29No Duplicates.



Comment 275 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JodiLast Name: PullmanEmail Address: jodi@jeeddington.comAffiliation: business ownerSubject: Oppose Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:An an owner of a small underground utl. company in San Diego, CA Ioppose the phase in requirements to install exhaust retrofits onexisting vehicles. Small businesses will be in jeopardy to failwith all the rising cost of insurances, fuel and now an additionalexpense to our existing off-road vehicles. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-22 17:09:51No Duplicates.



Comment 276 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Bruce Last Name: BalalaEmail Address: suebalala@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Calif Dump Truck Owners AsoociationSubject: Citizen Comment on Proposed On Road and Off Diesel RegulationsComment:

See AttachmentsAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1059-bruce_balala_excavating.doc'Original File Name: Bruce_Balala_Excavating.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-22 20:20:38No Duplicates.



Comment 277 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Gene Last Name: WixsonEmail Address: gnwixson@yahoo.comAffiliation: Gene Wixson EnterprisesSubject: Proposed regulation for in-use off-road diesel vehiclesComment:Who do you think will build the infrastructure that is needed forcommerce in this state after you succeed in strangling theconstruction industry? You people are completely out of touch withreality when it comes to the costs and practicality involved inthis latest regulation. We don't need more hairbrained regulationsjust for the sake of keeping more bureaucrats employed. It israpidly reaching the point where the people of this state can nolonger afford to keep you on the payroll. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-22 22:00:50No Duplicates.



Comment 278 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: David Last Name: MarshallEmail Address: dmarshall@catf.usAffiliation: Clean Air Task ForceSubject: CATF et al. supplemental comments re proposed in-use off-road diesel regulationComment:Attached hereto are supplemental comments from the Clean Air TaskForce, Union of Concerned Scientists and Natural Resources DefenseCouncil, seeking bi-furcation of ARB's proposed in-use off-roaddiesel regulation.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1061-catf_supp__comments_re_arb_nr_proposal__w_att_a-final.doc'Original File Name: CATF supp  comments re ARB NR proposal, w Att A-final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-23 14:18:34No Duplicates.



Comment 279 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQC and CBCCSubject: Cleaning CA's Construction Fleet - An Alternative ProposalComment:Please find attached "Cleaning California's Construction Fleet AnAlternative Proposal - July 2007" prepared and submitted by theCoalition to Build a Cleaner California.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1062-cbcc_alternative_proposal_-_july_2007.pdf'Original File Name: CBCC Alternative Proposal - July 2007.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-23 17:44:16No Duplicates.



Comment 280 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MurrahLast Name: BoswellEmail Address: otrcomm@isp-systems.netAffiliation: Subject: New catalyst helps eliminate NOx from diesel exhaustComment:Hello,

If you are not aware of this current (April 27, 2007) work goingon at Argonne National Laboratory, you ought to be.

http://www.anl.gov/Media_Center/News/2007/CMT070427.html

ARGONNE, Ill. (April 27, 2007) — A catalyst developed by Argonneresearchers could help diesel truck manufacturers eliminateharmful nitrogen-oxide emissions from diesel exhausts.

The pattented technology appears so promising that multiple largeand small companies have expressed interest in licensing it andworking with Argonne researchers to scale up the technology andbring it to market. Argonne researcher Christopher Marshall, oneof the technology's developers, believes there could be acommercially available product within two to three years.

Nitrogen oxides — collectively called “NOx” — contribute to smog,acid rain and global warming. Yet they are among the mostdifficult pollutants to eliminate from diesel exhaust. Forexample, many technologies that reduce NOx result in increases inundesirable particulate emissions.

"For diesel engines, we envision manufacturers placing ceramiccatalytic reactors in the exhaust pipes, where they will convertNOx emissions into nitrogen," said Marshall, who works inArgonne's Chemical Engineering Division. Nitrogen, or N2, is aharmless gas that makes up more than 80 percent of the Earth'satmosphere.

"Our most promising catalyst for diesel engines," Marshall said,"is Cu-ZSM-5 with an external coating of cerium oxide." Cu-ZSM-5is a zeolite with copper ions attached within its microporestructure. Zeolites are common catalysts in the petroleumindustry.

Those working previously with Cu-ZSM-5 and similar catalysts, hesaid, found that they performed poorly at removing NOx from dieselexhaust. They require temperatures higher than normal dieselexhaust temperatures and don't work well in the presence of watervapor, which is almost always found in engine exhausts.

With the help of the Advanced Photon Source at Argonne to analyzethe structure and performance of various catalysts, Marshall'sgroup at Argonne developed an additive that allows Cu-ZSM-5 andsimilar catalysts to overcome these difficulties.

"Our new cerium-oxide additive," Marshall said, "is thebreakthrough that makes it work. When it's combined with Cu-ZSM-5,the resulting catalyst works at normal exhaust temperatures and isactually more effective with water vapor than without it. With alean fuel-air mixture, it removes as much as 95-100 percent of NOxemissions."

Argonne's new catalyst also avoids the problems associated withammonia, which competing catalysts use as the reductant. TheArgonne catalyst uses the diesel fuel that is already on boardthereby requiring no additional tankage.

"Another type of technology is ammonia-selective catalyticreduction, using a material called urea as the ammonia source,"Marshall said. "Ammonia is toxic, and unless all of it isconverted during the process, whatever remains could be releasedto the atmosphere. While some European diesel manufacturers aretaking the urea approach, U.S. diesel manufacturers are lookingfor alternatives." Since a system using the new catalyst would notrequire an on-board urea storage tank and uses the onboard dieselfuel as the reductive material, the new catalyst is consideredsafer and more energy-efficient.

Another alternative for U.S. manufacturers is the use of NOxtraps. These are platinum-based systems that work well if theydon't come into contact with sulfur, which is present in mostcommercial diesel fuel. Since the Argonne-developed catalystcontains no platinum, it is degraded far less by the fuel-bornesulfur.

Marshall says the Argonne catalyst has been tested and performedwell with a number of diesel and diesel-type fuels, includingstandard diesel, synthetic diesel, bio-diesel and JP8, which is ajet fuel preferred by the military. Having performed well in thesetests, the next step is to subject the catalyst to engine testing.This will take place soon at Argonne's Diesel Engine TestFacility. Marshall expects these tests will show that in additionto its other advantages, the Argonne catalyst has a greater lifeexpectancy than other catalysts currently on the market.

Marshall and his colleagues are also working with the ChemicalEngineering Division's fuel cell research group. Using a reformerdeveloped by this group could provide better fuel for thecatalyst, said Marshall. "Our catalyst already works well, but itwould work even better with the smaller hydrocarbons produced by areformer. Collaborations like this and access to Argonne's uniquefacilities allow us to work together on projects in a way thatcouldn't be done anywhere else."

Initial research on the cerium-oxide catalyst was funded by theU.S. Department of Energy's Office of Energy Efficiency andRenewable Energy. The catalyst was developed for chemical plantemissions under a joint research agreement with BP. Research planscall for expanded work aimed at both diesel and natural gas enginesand coal-fired power plants.

With employees from more than 60 nations, Argonne NationalLaboratory brings the world's brightest scientists and engineerstogether to find exciting and creative new solutions to pressingnational problems in science and technology. The nation's firstnational laboratory, Argonne conducts leading-edge basic andapplied scientific research in virtually every scientificdiscipline. Argonne researchers work closely with researchers fromhundreds of companies, universities, and federal, state andmunicipal agencies to help them solve their specific problems,advance America 's scientific leadership and prepare the nationfor a better future. Argonne is managed by UChicago Argonne, LLCfor the U.S. Department of Energy's Office of Science.

For more information, please contact Steve McGregor (630/252-5580or media@anl.gov) at Argonne.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-23 23:31:49No Duplicates.



Comment 281 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Mike Last Name: WhalenEmail Address: mwhalen@fermacorp.comAffiliation: FERMA CorporationSubject: CARB Proposed Regulation 107Comment:While positively appreciating the goal of the Board to reduceoff-road diesel NOx and PM and the efforts of Board Staff to do itwell, I would like to make two statements and submit somesuggestions.

Most effective leaders don't ask their followers to take on a taskunless they have accomplished the same task themselves.  Inaddition, most effective leaders spend their own money first on R& D before demanding sweeping changes from stakeholders toimplement unproven technology.

The State of California, each County in California and each Townand City in California has a significant fleet of off-road dieselequipment.  Let us start this project by implementing theregulations on each piece of this equipment first, instead ofexempting it.  Let them choose their options, keep the requiredrecords and provide the required routine and emergency servicesexpected of them for the first phase of implementation.  Let themstart immediately if they choose but require them to start in2009.  This is a captive fleet that should be easy to study andevaluate and report results from.  In 2012, take a year to preparea comprehensive report of regulatory compliance, real, measuredemission reduction, machine productivity changes, manpoweradjustments, compliance costs, unforseen challenges andworkarounds and suggestions for the model of implementationstratgies.

The rationale is this.  The asset value of off-road dieselequipment is quite high when purchased and should not be devaluedby premature regulation or retirement.  Nor should itsproductivity be compromised.  Routine and emergency work such as 
snow plowing and removal, shoulder reconstruction, pavementremediation, etc. is no more or less demanding than work that theCalifornia contractor risks his net worth on every time he agreesto do a job.  No reasonable action of this scope should beimplemented without a controlled trial.

In 2013 require implementation along the lines of the CIAQCrecommendations.

This gets us to 2014.  By this time, responsible manufacturerswill have engineered integrated solutions that can be purchased aspart of the machine design rather than added on in a manner thatcompromises visibility, space limitation and safety.  On a recentvisit to a major manufacturer's facilities our firm learned thatthey were working on technology to produce exhaust cleaner thanambient intake air used in creating combustion.  That will be thesolution, not wasted time, effiency and money to place R & D onthe back of users.

California is perceived to have a lot of clout.  That has beendemonstrated where market forces are a significant factor in aproduct the Board can regulate.  That is not the case withoff-road diesel equipment.  The California market is a very smallportion of world demand and use for these machines.  The examplethis regulation sets will not be followed by premature enactmentin the rest of this nation or the world.  If enacted on thetimetable as porposed, productivity, efficiency, safety and costper hour of operation will be needlessly wasted in favor of apolitical perception that Californians are leading the way. Everyday users of off-road diesel equipment intuitively realizethat.  To lead you must earn respect and prove your concept beforerequiring implementaion.  Believe me, you will have a lot ofcooperation along the way, because we all want to get there.  Themanufacturers and other stakeholders will support an effort towork with a controlled group of government owned equipment ontechnology that can be applied to achieve a solution we all want.

To those who say it will take too long, I disagree.  Medicalstatistics based on models have little relevance unless geneticpredispositon to a cited illness is taken into consideration. Anything less is a scare tactic.  No one can prove or disprove the4,000 deaths or the cited reduction in hospital admissions, or howlong these factors will be postponed if this regulation is enactedas written.  Will it be one week, one month or one day?  We don'tknow.  We do know we are not immortal and this regulation, aswritten, will not change that.

You can and should recast the regulation to obtain morecooperation and controlled, short-term experimentation, underCalifornia conditions, showing satisfactory results, within areasonable timeframe, before requiring industry wideimplementation.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 08:26:29No Duplicates.



Comment 282 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: JohnstonEmail Address: sierra@telis.orgAffiliation: Subject: off road diesel regulationComment:As Calif. has done with automobiles, the regulations should notapply to older off road vehicles i.e. vehicles more than 30 yearsold. Older vehicles have limited use and added expenses of aregulation could exceed their value. Furthermore, some older offroad diesel vehicles are becoming collectors items andmodifications would distract from their value.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 10:54:08No Duplicates.



Comment 283 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: KlineEmail Address: brian@ghipaving.comAffiliation: OwnerSubject: Comment on off-road diesel equipment regulationsComment:Our company has been operating in the Central Valley for over 50
years. We are a small grading and paving company that employs 25
people. Our rolling stock of equipment varies from new to 30 yearsold. If this rule is adopted as is, it will place a burden on thiscompany that might not be sustainable. Our equipment will berendered valueless in California. As you are aware the
construction industry carries virtually no "blue sky" value. The
value of a business like ours is only the equipment value. This
rule would render our company almost worthless if your program is
implemented as is. The cost of retrofitting and/or replacing the
motors or equipment would be devastating to our operation. The
replacement cost of our fleet would be over 5 million dollars. We
don't generate enough revenue to warrant this replacement over a
10 year period. As far as the retrofit, this sounds like a
temporary fix that does not have enough history to be proven out
as worth the install. 

I share your goal in reducing the particulate matter discharged bythese motors. I do hope however that the board can come up with asolution over a longer time period so as to not put medium andsmall businesses out of business. 

Thank you,

Brian Kline
GHI (President)Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 11:53:58No Duplicates.



Comment 284 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: RyanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assoc. General Contractors of AmericaSubject: Off-Road Diesel Regulations: Support Alternative ApproachComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1068-ordiesl07-283.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-283.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 12:21:28No Duplicates.



Comment 285 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TravisLast Name: SchmollingerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Cold Steel Erectors, Inc.Subject: Off-road diesel equipmentComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1069-ordiesl07-286.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-286.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 12:57:15No Duplicates.



Comment 286 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: DuvallEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assemblymember, 72nd DistrictSubject: Adoption of In-Use Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1070-ordiesl07-287.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-287.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 13:19:18No Duplicates.



Comment 287 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ThomasLast Name: HolsmanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: AGC CASubject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1071-ordiesl07-288.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-288.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 13:28:39No Duplicates.



Comment 288 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: BobLast Name: MargettEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: State Senator, 29th DistrictSubject: Adoption of In-Use Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1073-ordiesl07-290.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-290.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 13:38:27No Duplicates.



Comment 289 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CIAQCSubject: Proposed Regs. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Inability to Add Higher Tier Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1074-ordiesl07-289.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-289.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 13:40:15No Duplicates.



Comment 290 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: Lewis, Jr.Email Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Coastal Earthmovers, Inc.Subject: Proposed New Regs. In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle/Equip.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1075-ordiesl07-291.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-291.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 13:44:14No Duplicates.



Comment 291 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: Williams, Jr.Email Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Williams Pipeline Contractors, Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1076-ordiesl07-292.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-292.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 13:47:03No Duplicates.



Comment 292 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: WortmanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Regarding the new emissions lawsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1077-ordiesl07-293.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-293.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 14:10:33No Duplicates.



Comment 293 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: NickLast Name: GoldsteinEmail Address: ngoldstein@artba.orgAffiliation: ARTBASubject: ARB Agenda Item 07-5-6Comment:Please find attached the comments of the American Road andTransportation Builders Association on Agenda Item 07-5-6.  If youhave any questions or problems with the document, please emailngoldatein@artba.org or call 202-289-4434 ext. 207.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1078-artba_comments_agenda_item_07-5-6.pdf'Original File Name: ARTBA Comments Agenda Item 07-5-6.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 14:11:11No Duplicates.



Comment 294 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: SievertEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1079-ordiesl07-294.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-294.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 14:11:40No Duplicates.



Comment 295 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KeithLast Name: BingEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1080-ordiesl07-296.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-296.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 14:42:29No Duplicates.



Comment 296 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: McCaryEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Coastal Earthmovers, Inc.Subject: Objection to Proposed New Regs. In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1081-ordiesl07-297.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-297.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 14:46:41No Duplicates.



Comment 297 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KenLast Name: RoperEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1082-ordiesl07-299.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-299.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 14:52:50No Duplicates.



Comment 298 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: CusackEmail Address: mcusack@concopumping.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:please see attached commentsAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1084-arb_off-road_letter.doc'Original File Name: ARB Off-Road letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 16:06:05No Duplicates.



Comment 299 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ChristiLast Name: CollinsEmail Address: christi@concretepumpers.comAffiliation: American Concrete Pumping AssociationSubject: Alternative Proposal for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:please see attached commentsAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1085-20070724191412.pdf'Original File Name: 20070724191412.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 16:13:18No Duplicates.



Comment 300 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: sjohnson@redmountain.comAffiliation: Red Mountain Machinery CompanySubject: after market PM traps, safety problemsComment:All,

Those of us who attended the May 25th meeting in San Diego wereable to review pictures of an installed after market PM trap on amachine provided by Gary Rohman at Ecco. The PM trap was mountedon top of the engine compartment, obstructing the view of the rearof the machine provided originally by the manufacturer. 

When an after market PM trap is installed on a machine and anaccident occurs while moving the machine in reverse - who will beresponsible? 

The operator can say his view was obstructed. 

The manufacturer can say the machine was modified outside oforiginal safety specifications for operator visiblity.

This leaves the liability at the feet of the equipment owner whowas mandated to install the PM trap on the machine by CARB.

What will insurance companies charge for General Liability tomachine owners who have added PM traps, reducing or removingmanufacturer's liability on those machines? 

Will insurance companies accept that risk when this scenario isdiscovered?

The manufacturer's liability for machine modification shouldremain with the machine manufacturers.

Caterpillar dealer representatives have testified that theinstallation of PM traps on their machines will void enginewarranties.

Until the manufacturer's are held responsible and providemanufacturer approved PM traps for installation on themanufacturer's equipment - product liability will rest with themachine owners who must follow CARB mandates.

By voting to adopt these proposed measures July 26, CARB isforcing unnecessary risk and liability on machine owners.

Scott Johnson
Red Mountain Machinery Company
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 17:01:49No Duplicates.



Comment 301 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DonLast Name: AnairEmail Address: danair@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: Support for Off-Road RegulationComment:Please find attached comments submitted by UCS on behalf of 22health, science, community, and environmental organizations insupport of the off-road regulation.  The additional attachmentcontains editorials from newspapers across the state in support ofcleaning up construction equipment. 

Regards, 
Don Anair
Vehicles Analyst 
Union Of Concerned Scientists Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1087-off-road_comments.zip'Original File Name: Off-Road Comments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 17:45:59No Duplicates.



Comment 302 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: William ELast Name: DavisEmail Address: williamedavis@cox.netAffiliation: Southern California Contractors Assoc.Subject: The law of unintended consequencesComment:Dear Ms. Nichols and other members of the Board

The Southern California Contractors Association strongly supportsthe CIAQC alternative proposal as a way of both achieving the airquality goals needed to make your SIP work and at the same timeallow our hundreds of contractor members and their thousands ofemployees survive the process.

Please review the attached document--The Law of UnintendedConsequences--for our reasons for supporting this approach.

Sincerely

William E. Davis, Executive Vice President
Southern California Contractors Association
6055 E. Washington Blvd., Ste 200
Los Angeles, CA 90040
323-726-3511 FAX 323-726-2366
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1088-law_of_unintended_consequences_expanded.doc'Original File Name: Law of unintended consequences expanded.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 19:40:16No Duplicates.



Comment 303 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: WeinerEmail Address: linwiner@earthlink.netAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: Letter of Support from the Health Network for Clean AirComment:The attached letter oif support from the Health Network for CleanAir was sent last week, but had an incorrect title designation forone of the eleven signatories.  The title designation has beencorrected, and therefore, this letter supercedes the previousletter.  Please use this letter for public record. Thank you. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1089-hnca_bnr_off-road_org_ltr.doc'Original File Name: HNCA Bnr Off-Road Org Ltr.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 20:14:18No Duplicates.



Comment 304 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: robertLast Name: mcclernonEmail Address: mcclernonrm@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Carb ruleComment:Diesel emisions have signifacant improved, not through badregulation but through Industry technology improvements. Badregulation by California is an "Industry Killer" update to fleetsneeds to be reasonable and as finacially responsible. A stroke ofthe Governors pen will destroy a whole population of smallbussiness persons who will never have the funds to convertovernite to new technology diesel standards, but if left toattrition and some finacial incentives all size businesses willmove up the ladder and Reasonable Goals will be achieved..Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-24 22:02:44No Duplicates.



Comment 305 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: GrovesEmail Address: ranchw@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Hold the lineComment:Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

Please be advised that I believe your actions regardingimplementation of the new program aimed at reducing PM and NOx istoo aggressive for the construction industry. The introduction oflow and ultra-low sulphur diesel fuel apparently has notaccomplished goals set by your organization, is that correct?There are a few "elite" companies that can attain the compliancelevel for their fleet and have little effect of their bottomline.However, those companies are typically ones that contract withyour parallel organizations at the State and Federal governmentlevel for lucrative jobs, paid for with tax dollars. This is likethe fox guarding the henhouse in my estimation.  For the bulk ofthe industry it can only lead to a decline in competition forconstruction jobs and will undoubtedly kill off many businessesthat can not afford to upgrade their fleet.  I know these businesspeople and they, just like my business, work hard to pay theirshare of property taxes, fuel taxes, CHP programs, SWRB qualityprograms, and local APCD programs.  I am asking you today toplease look at the alternatives to the program you are consideringbecause many good people's lives will be affected by your decision.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 08:56:55No Duplicates.



Comment 306 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: PorcherEmail Address: dporcher@camarilloengineeringAffiliation: Camarillo EngineeringSubject: Off-Road RuleComment:To California Air Resorces Board
   please read attachmentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1095-__off-road_rule.pdf'Original File Name: =[off-road rule.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 11:12:07No Duplicates.



Comment 307 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: KennethLast Name: PattersonEmail Address: kenandpat@coastinet.comAffiliation: Subject: Exaust RetrofitComment:To require retrofits on equipment owned and used every day bycontractors that are making money with the equipment is one thing.To require small contractors that have one or two pieces ofequipment has the potential of forcing them out of businessdepending on the cost of the retrofit. Farmers that use theirequipment for their own use will find it difficult to pay the costof the retrofit. To require homeowners that have few acres and havea tractor or generator that is seldom used and have no way torecoop the mmoney spent for the retrofit is wrong. Trying to cleanup our air is important, but there should be some consideration forwho ownes the equipment and what is it used for. Equipment owned byindividuals, that is seldom used for their own use should beexcluded from the requirements.

Thank you for considering my comments.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 11:22:42No Duplicates.



Comment 308 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: PohleEmail Address: tpohle@airlines.orgAffiliation: Subject: ATA Comments re ORD RuleComment:Please see attached comments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1097-ata_comments_re_ord_rule_with_attachments.zip'Original File Name: ATA Comments re ORD Rule with Attachments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 11:35:05No Duplicates.



Comment 309 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LeahLast Name: PilconisEmail Address: pilconisl@agc.orgAffiliation: Assoc. General Contractors of AmericaSubject: In-use Off-road Diesel Equipment ProposalComment:The Associated General Contractors of America respectfully uploadsthese comments for consideration at the California Air ResourcesBoard's hearing on July 26, 2007, on its proposed rule on off-roaddiesel equipment already in use.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1098-arb_comments-july25_final_withattachments.pdf'Original File Name: ARB Comments-July25_FINAL_withAttachments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 11:54:26No Duplicates.



Comment 310 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Michael Last Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQC Subject: Cost of Compliance AnaysisComment:Please find attached the updated compliance cost analysis"Estimaing the Construction Industry Compliance Costs for CARB'sOff-Road Diesel Vehicle Rule" prepared by M.Cubed on behalf of theConstruction Industry Air Quality Coalition dated July 2007.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1100-m.cubed_cost_of_compliance_report_for_off-road_regulation_july_2007.pdf'Original File Name: M.Cubed Cost of Compliance Report for Off-Road Regulation July 2007.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 12:07:39No Duplicates.



Comment 311 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JoelLast Name: AndersonEmail Address: Assemblymember.Anderson@assembly.ca.govAffiliation: California State AssemblySubject: CARB's proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle RegulationComment:I write this letter to request that the California Air ResourcesBoard allow five additional years for implementation of theproposed off-road diesel equipment emission standards that arecurrently under review. 
 
The major issue with CARB’s proposed regulations is that thetechnology that is necessary for off-road diesel equipment to bein compliance with the rules is not available at a price that mostcompanies in the industry can afford. It is estimated that the newregulations will cost the industry over $9 Billion to purchase newequipment or retrofit their current fleets.
 
Additionally, CARB would impose a $5,000 to $25,000 fine for eachengine that is in violation of the regulations. Clearly, CARB’sproposal will have a devastating impact on California’sconstruction companies which employ nearly one million citizens inthe Golden State. 
 
The board’s goal in setting these standards is a noble one. AllCalifornians want cleaner air. In fact, California’s constructionindustry has already begun to use newer, less toxic equipment toachieve that end. Contractors in Southern California havevoluntarily replaced more that 1,000 high polluting engines,resulting in a reduction of more than 3,787 tons of pollutionevery year.  
 
Extending the implementation timeframe by five years will allowengine manufacturers time to catch up with California’sprogressive air quality standards and help amortize the massiveexpense of purchasing new equipment over a longer of period time.
 
Allowing five more years for implementation will save California’scontractors from having to pass the extra financial burden on totheir consumers, and in many cases, save their businesses. 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 12:56:07No Duplicates.



Comment 312 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LoriLast Name: BallanceEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Gatzke Dillion & Ballance LLPSubject: Comments on Proposed Reg. for In-Use Off-Road VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1104-ordiesl07-312.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-312.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 14:49:43No Duplicates.



Comment 313 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: MoormanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Moorman's Water Systems, Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1105-ordiesl07-313.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-313.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 14:52:10No Duplicates.



Comment 314 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: ConstructionLast Name: GraniteEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1106-ordiesl07-314.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-314.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 14:55:45No Duplicates.



Comment 315 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: AbelLast Name: MaldonadoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Senator, 15th DistrictSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1107-ordiesl07-315.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-315.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 14:57:10No Duplicates.



Comment 316 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: DougLast Name: StrawEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CA Building Industry Assoc.Subject: Comments on CARB's In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. This comment also has anattachment of approximately 250 form letters. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1108-ordiesl07-316.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-316.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 15:03:16No Duplicates.



Comment 317 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 318 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: PeterLast Name: BruenkeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: HUSS LLCSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. This comment was also sumbittedwith additional information: Overview of HUSS LLC, HUSS LLCCorporate Video, HUSS European Data Sheets, and Third PartyLetters. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1110-ordiesl07-318.pdf'Original File Name: ordiesl07-318.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 15:16:36No Duplicates.



Comment 319 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: TobyLast Name: HaywardEmail Address: hccgroup@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Off Road Diesel RegulationsComment:We are in support of making diesel engines more efficient andenvironmentally friendly.  But, since the cost to alter theexisting equiment we currently own would be a severe hinderance toour firm in continuing business, we request that the CARB consideralternate regulations than currently considered by the CARB toachieve future emmision goals. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-25 19:06:31No Duplicates.



Comment 320 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: JaneLast Name: LeaEmail Address: tigerlocust@comcast.netAffiliation: IUOESubject: Off road regulations on July 26-27, 2007 scheduled meetingComment:
    This is a little bit about our concerns:

    I am Jane Lea, Lead Instructor of the (IUOE) InternationalUnion of Operating Engineers Job Corps Training Program.  JobCorps is a vocational training program for at risk youth between16-24 years of age operated by the Federal Labor Department.  JobCorps has 118 Centers through out the United States andterritories.  The IUOE has a national training contract to operate11 heavy equipment programs within the Job Corps system. Sacramento is home to one of the heavy equipment/mechanicstraining programs.  This program is the only one in California. The only equipment that is accessible to ou r training program isexcess GSA equipment.  Most of our equipment is surplus military,30 to 40 years old.

     

    Without a consideration for training centers, our programwould end. 

     

     I am requesting an appointment with the newly appointedChairman.

     

    Please contact me through email or phone 209 329 6112

     

    Thank you for your help.

     

    Respectfully,

     

    Jane
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-26 06:33:26No Duplicates.



Comment 321 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: Graham Last Name: KrausEmail Address: ekraus@dslextreme.comAffiliation: Subject: regulations off road vehiclesComment:I protest the severity of your proposed regulation. Mostbusiness's
in this state are hampered & crippled by excessive regulation
already, no to mention the extreme costs! Many, many business's
have already exited this state and many more will, I being one of
these considering that  possibility.
We know you have a job to do but don'nt go overboard with it!

                                most sincerely,

                                Graham Kraus  ( Gen. Contr.)

We have five adult children, all of which are involved with
construction related business, and they are like-minded.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-26 06:37:25No Duplicates.



Comment 322 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolLast Name: CarriEmail Address: carriinc@pacbell.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB regulationsComment:Iam requesting that you don't pass the new regulations you areconsidering at this time.  It would cost my company over $100,000to retrofit my equipment which would have to be discarded after2014 when technology is expected to devleop ne diesel engines thatcomply with your proposed regulations. My company couldn't survivethis expense.  I am not against cleaning up the air, but only towait until the technology is available for compliance insteadforcing everyone to retrofit before hand.  It would be a waste ofmoney.  Thank you for your consideration of my opinion.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-26 07:15:44No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: OrsenLast Name: HansenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Hansen Bros. EnterprisesSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/915-ordiesl07-ws-2.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 10:01:26No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: StephanLast Name: BledsoeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CalCIMA Subject: Oppose, Proposed Adoption of In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/916-ordiesl07-ws-3.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-3.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 10:08:15No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: DaveLast Name: CogdillEmail Address: SENATOR.COGDILL@SENATE.CA.GOVAffiliation: Senator, 14th DistrictSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/918-ordiesl07-ws-5.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-5.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 10:14:48No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: VlamingEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Crane Owners AssociationSubject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/920-ordiesl07-ws-7.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-7.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 10:51:37No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: ChristopherLast Name: KipEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: C. L. Kip Construction ServicesSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/921-ordiesl07-ws-8.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-8.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 10:54:56No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: BarryLast Name: WallersteinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: SCAQMDSubject: Comments on the CARB Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/922-ordiesl07-ws-12.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-12.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 10:59:02No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: ScottLast Name: BrusseauEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Newport National Corp.Subject: CARB Rushed Requirements Will Hurt Our Economy! MORE TIME NEEDED!Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/923-ordiesl07-ws-13.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-13.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 11:02:45No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: RichardLast Name: PaineEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Engineering Contractors' Assoc.Subject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/924-ordiesl07-ws-14.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 11:04:20No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 10 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: DaleLast Name: RonsinEmail Address: dronsin@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Rule Comment About Construction EquipmentComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/926-ordiesl07-ws-17.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-17.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 11:26:07No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 12 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: CharlesLast Name: RasmussenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: C.A. Rasmussen, Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/928-ordiesl07-ws-19.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-19.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 11:53:44No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: SelfEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: The Builders' Exchange of StocktonSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/929-ordiesl07-ws-20.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-20.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 11:57:04No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: Sheila JamesLast Name: KuehlEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Senator, 23rd DistrictSubject: Support for CARB Diesel Off-Road Equipment RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/930-ordiesl07-ws-21.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-21.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 12:00:03No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: DaveLast Name: PorcherEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Camarillo Engineering Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/931-ordiesl07-ws-22.zipOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-22.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:08:53No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: ChristineLast Name: KehoeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Senator, 39th DistrictSubject: Support CARB Diesel Off-Road Equipment RegulationsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/932-ordiesl07-ws-24.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-24.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:10:48No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: DanielLast Name: SanchezEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CA Dump Truck Owners Assoc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/933-ordiesl07-ws-25.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-25.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:12:38No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: BobLast Name: ShepardEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Quinn CompanySubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/934-ordiesl07-ws-26.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-26.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:13:59No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name:  Henry HogoLast Name: Elaine Chiang and Email Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: SCAQMDSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/935-ordiesl07-ws-27.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-27.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:19:36No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: Wm. Last Name: WaggonerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: I.U.O.E., Local Union No. 12Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/936-ordiesl07-ws-28.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-28.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:25:07No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: KathrynLast Name: PhillipsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Environmental DefenseSubject: Examination of the Construction Industry Compliance Costs for ARB's Off-Road Diesel...Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/937-ordiesl07-ws-29.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-29.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:29:00No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: JillLast Name: RatnerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/938-ordiesl07-ws-30.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-30.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:30:01No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: AlexanderLast Name: GrienerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: American Lung Assoc. Subject: Selected Studies on Particulate Matter and Health: 1997-2001Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/939-ordiesl07-ws-31.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-31.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:32:45No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: LoriLast Name: SaldanoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assemblymember, 76th DistrictSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/940-ordiesl07-ws-32.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-32.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:35:58No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: LesLast Name: DaviesEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/941-ordiesl07-ws-34.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-34.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:36:58No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: JoyceLast Name: DownsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Downs Equipment Rental, Inc.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/942-ordiesl07-ws-35.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-35.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:38:44No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: TaraLast Name: HassEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: EUCASubject: ARB In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/943-ordiesl07-ws-36.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-36.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:43:40No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: CareyLast Name: HaughyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Blue Mountain MineralsSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/944-ordiesl07-ws-37.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-37.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:45:22No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: BrianLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Michels Corp.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/945-ordiesl07-ws-38.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-38.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:47:11No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: Edward Last Name: PhillipsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: BNSF RailwaySubject: Proposed Off-Road Equipment RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/946-ordiesl07-ws-39.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-39.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:50:36No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: KristineLast Name: LeathersEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Orange Co. Business CouncilSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles-OPPOSEComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/947-ordiesl07-ws-40.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-40.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:51:50No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: TyLast Name: WivellEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Tuolumne Co. Chamber of CommerceSubject: Comments on Proposed Regulations for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/948-ordiesl07-ws-41.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-41.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:53:36No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: J. WarrenLast Name: HockadayEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: The Greater Eureka Chamber of CommerceSubject: Request to Extend Implementation of Off-Road Diesel Regs. by CARBComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/949-ordiesl07-ws-42.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-42.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 13:59:39No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: KenLast Name: DunhamEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Lumber Assoc. of CA & NevadaSubject: Off-Road Diesel Equipment RegulationsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/950-ordiesl07-ws-43.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-43.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 14:01:44No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: JeanLast Name: FullerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assemblymember, 32nd DistrictSubject: In-Use Diesel Off-Road Diesel Powered Vehicle RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/951-ordiesl07-ws-44.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-44.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 14:03:00No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: CurtLast Name: JosiassenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Sacto.Valley Basinwide APCCSubject: Comments on Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/952-ordiesl07-ws-45.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-45.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 14:05:18No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Coalition to Build a Cleaner CASubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/953-ordiesl07-ws-46.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-46.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-06-01 14:09:16300 Duplicates.



Comment 38 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: KatieLast Name: StevensEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Mayor Alan Autry, City of FresnoSubject: Consideration of Enhanced Proposed Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1116-ordiesl07-ws-1a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-1a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 10:57:42No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: HarveyLast Name: BeigleEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Reed Thomas Co., Inc.Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Proposed RegulationComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1117-ordiesl07-ws-2a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-2a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:00:09No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: BobLast Name: BerlajeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Big Creek Lumber Co.Subject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel RegulationsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1118-ordiesl07-ws-3a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-3a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:01:27No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: TimLast Name: ByrneEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Ritchie Bros.Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1119-ordiesl07-ws-4a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-4a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:02:47No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: DonnaLast Name: FoxEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CA Nurses Assoc.Subject: Testimony July 19, 2007 CARBComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1120-ordiesl07-ws-5a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-5a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:04:01No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: RobertLast Name: IkenberryEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: CA Engineering ContractorsSubject: Statement in Opposition to CARB Proposed Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1121-ordiesl07-ws-6a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-6a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:05:26No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: PeterLast Name: BruenkeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: HUSSSubject: Advanced Diesel Particulate Filters & Systems for Exhaust CleaningComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1122-ordiesl07-ws-7a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-7a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:06:34No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: BeckyLast Name: WoodEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Teichert AggregatesSubject: Proposed In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Reg. CommentsComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1123-ordiesl07-ws-9a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-9a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:07:58No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: HenryLast Name: HogoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: SCAQMDSubject: SCAQMD Staff Comments on Proposed Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1124-ordiesl07-ws-10a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-10a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:09:16No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: AlexLast Name: KelterEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1125-ordiesl07-ws-11a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-11a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:10:14No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MartinLast Name: LassenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Johnson Matthey CatalystsSubject: Proposed Amendments for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1126-ordiesl07-ws-12a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-12a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:11:19No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: RobertLast Name: DorazioEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed 2007 Reg. for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1127-ordiesl07-ws-13a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-13a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:12:34No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Coalition to Build a Cleaner CASubject: CARB Proposed Off-Road Diesel RuleComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1128-ordiesl07-ws-14a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-14a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:13:58No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: BobLast Name: HuffEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Assemblyman, 60th DistrictSubject: Adoption of In-Use Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1129-ordiesl07-ws-15a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-15a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:15:22No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: JohnLast Name: WillaimsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Williams Pipeline Contractors, Inc.Subject: One Contractor's Reaction to CARB's Proposed Off-Road Diesel Regs.Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1130-ordiesl07-ws-16a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-16a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 11:16:39No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Review of the Health Benefit Estimates from Emission Reductions in the Construction FleetComment:Please see the attached comment. An additional technical documentwas submitted called Health Effects of Fine Particulate AirPollution: Lines that Connect. The additional document can belocated at 1001 I Street, Sacramento, CA 95814, in the Legal Unit.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1131-ordiesl07-ws-19a.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-19a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-07-30 14:20:28No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: John and LisaLast Name: McCartyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Diesel EquipmentComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1132-ordiesl07-ws-54.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-54.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-08-09 10:12:48No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: ChuckLast Name: BenteEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Reg. for In-Use Off-Road VehiclesComment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1133-ordiesl07-ws-55.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-55.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-08-09 10:16:01No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: MachadoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Machado Land Investment Corp.Subject: Notice of Hearing/Off Road Vehicles Comment:Please see the attached comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1134-ordiesl07-ws-56.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07-ws-56.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-08-09 10:21:44No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07). (At Hearing)This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 1 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: Construction Industry Air Quality CoalitSubject: Public Hearing on Proposed RuleComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1137-arb_ltr_re_hearing_2007_12_13.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB ltr re hearing 2007 12 13.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-13 18:58:44No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 3 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: BruceLast Name: WickEmail Address: bwick@calpasc.orgAffiliation: CALPASCSubject: Modifications to proposed off-road diesel regulationsComment:Dear Standards Board members and staff, 

Our association, CALPASC, has 550 members companies performingconstruction work in California. Those companies employapproximately 80,000 persons. Our comments are as follows:

1. We support most of the modifications to the proposed off-roaddiesel regulations.
2. We oppose modifications 25 and 26 relative to moving thereporting years up for medium and small fleets. These regulationswill be very expensive, and time consuming for these smallerfleets. Moving it forward will make it even more difficult.Residential construction is the slowest since the early 1990's,with recovery not expected to start until 2010, much less havingfully recovered until after 2012. This industry will barely beback to pre 2007 levels, and will not have the resources to addthe burden of these regulations a year early. With such a slowdownin housing, construction related emissions should be greatlyreduced over the next five years anyway. 
3. We oppose modification 29, extending the reporting years for anadditional year. We see no justification given for all constructionfirms to have an additional year of compliance activities. 

4. I know it is not part of the modifications proposed, but it isstill wrong for a regulation to go forward, when the staff has notreconciled its dramatically different cost estimates versus theconstruction industry estimates. Construction is mostly acompetitive bid industry, so companies are very precise in theirnumbers. The large discrepancy in cost estimates between those whohave to pay the bills, and the board staff; should be cleared upbefore this regulation goes into effect.

Sincerely, 



Bruce WickAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-19 13:57:07No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MarkLast Name: BerryEmail Address: markrjb@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments on modified text to ruleComment:Please see attached comments.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1140-l_nichols.arb.12-20-2007.pdfOriginal File Name: L Nichols.ARB.12-20-2007.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-20 11:45:59No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: HaroldLast Name: BoboEmail Address: altfillisch5@earthlink.netAffiliation: ACISubject: Off Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation Comment:Early Credits should be allowed for retirement of Tier 0 equipmentfor both NOx and PM.  NOx credit is given for retirement ofequipment, if the equipment is retired between March 1, 2006 andMarch 1, 2009.  So, why not give PM credit for the same period? PM credit is given for early retrofits from March 1, 2009 tillFebruary 29, 2012.  So, why should the Early reirement of Tier 0equipment not get the same type of credit?  If the idea to savelives, those contractors that have helped clean up the air early,and help to contribute to fewer emmisions, should be able to getsome type of benefit.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-20 12:27:25No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: HaroldLast Name: BoboEmail Address: altfillisch5@earthlink.netAffiliation: ACISubject: Off Road Diesel Vehicle RegulationComment:The SOON Program should be removed from the ARB Regulation.  Thecost of the ARB regulation is enough of a burden.  The contractorsshould not have the added burden of dealing with the StateRegulation and also the Local Air District Regulation.
It is going to be difficult enough for contractors to deal withthe calculations and regulations of the ARB regulation.  We do notneed an additional agency controlling the same type of emmissions. The original thoughts behind the SOON program was that is was to bea fully funded program.  Now it is turning into a partially funded"Carl Moyer Program" and the contractor pays the balance. Thecontractor can not continue to bear the cost of added regulations. Remove the SOON program from the ARB regulation.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-20 12:40:26No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: LeahLast Name: RiveraEmail Address: leahr@protegebuilders.comAffiliation: Subject: off-road diesel equip.Comment:I am very opposed to moving up the compliance dates for small &medium fleets.  I strongly oppose requiring an additional year ofreporting on the back end for fleets of all sizes!  These changesgoing to be very expensive and difficult to comply with.  Thiscoupled with the the downturn in the construction economy is goingto cripple many business such as mine.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-21 09:34:32No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: TaraLast Name: McGovernEmail Address: tmcgovern@euca.comAffiliation: EUCASubject: Industry Comments on In-Use, Off Road Diesel Regulation ModificationsComment:Attached please find EUCA's comments on behalf of its members andthe industry on the modifications to the In-Use, Off-Road DieselEquipment Regulation.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1144-dec_07_euca_ord_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: Dec 07 EUCA ORD Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-21 11:34:35No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: TorresEmail Address: ctorres@wescom.orgAffiliation: SCCASubject: CARB off road diesel emissions rulesComment:Most if not all of my clients are contractors with heavy equipment.These new rules so enforced will send many of my contractors intoearly retirement, force them to sell off thier paid for equipmentat a considerable loss and or leave them without the ability tocompete in today's construction environment. It will beinteresting to see how future infrastructure work gets done byanybody other than the very large construction firms that canafford to buy new equipment to meet the new standards. You've putthe small to medium size contractor out of business!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-21 15:33:50No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: JackLast Name: GoodbyEmail Address: goodbygrading@comcast.netAffiliation: Goodby Grading IncSubject: opposeComment:Clarity and Comprehensibility: The regulation is too complex andlengthy: we do not fully understand it or its effect on our fleet.Before this regulation, we bought equipment based on what we neededto do our work. We will have to hire consultants to tell us what wecan and must buy and when we will need to replace, retrofit, orrepower what have. 
Capital-Intensive Industry: The value of our business is tied upin our fleet of construction equipment. To meet ARB’s requirementsfor newer equipment, we will have sell existing equipment. 
Rule Forces Downsizing of Capability: Because newer equipmentcosts more than our older equipment, ARB’s rule will force us todownsize our operations. Downsizing will limit our ability toperform on contracts and require us to take longer on the projectsthat we win. 
Unfair Retroactive Requirements: When we made our purchasingdecisions and other investments, we relied on the standards thatapplied to us at the time. It is unfair to require us to retrofitor replace equipment that was legal when we bought it. ARB shouldregulate the manufacturers, not consumers. 
Cost Pass-Through: For us to win contracts, we cannot simply passon the costs of equipment purchases to our customers. We have toabsorb a significant portion of our own expenses. Increasing ourexpenses will overwhelm our narrow profit margin. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-21 17:59:06No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: Deborah Last Name: BermudezEmail Address: prkacinco@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: unfair lawComment:We are a small family owned company. We have been in business forthe last 45 years.  If this goes through we will have to quit. Ifwe don't quit will will be forced out because our bid will nolonger be competitive. We can not pass on the cost of newequipment. We can not absorb the cost of new equipment andcontinue to work.  There will be no downsizing, the 8 men who workfor us will be out of a job.  All our equipment is older.  When itwas bought it was legal.. now it isn't?  is that fair? 
This will hurt all the small family owned business, who just wantto work and provide for the people who for them. Some of them forover 25 years. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-22 08:24:51No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: JohnLast Name: McClellandEmail Address: john.mcclelland@ararental.orgAffiliation: American Rental AssociationSubject: Comments on the Non-Road Mobile Diesel 15-Day PackageComment:Please find the comments of the American Rental AssociationAttached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1148-comments_in_use_off_road_15_day_dec_2007_w_cover_lt_doc.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments In Use Off Road 15 Day Dec 2007 w Cover lt doc.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-24 08:16:43No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: G.L.Last Name: SicilianiEmail Address: sonny@atlas-allied.comAffiliation: ECA & AGC Member ContractorSubject: Off Road Diesel Regulations commentsComment:The timming of this decesion could not be any worse, since theconstruction industry is now in a recession.  The small amount ofwork avalable is super compeitive with razor thin profit margins.
   
These Regulations are:
Unfair Retroactive Requirements: When we made our purchasingdecisions and other investments, we relied on the standards thatapplied to us at the time. It is unfair to require us to retrofitor replace equipment that was legal when we bought it. ARB shouldregulate the manufacturers, not consumers. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-25 06:56:49No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RONLast Name: HARDEREmail Address: rlharder@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:This regulations is unfair due to the following:

Clarity and Comprehensibility: The regulation is too complex andlengthy: we do not fully understand it or its effect on our fleet.Before this regulation, we bought equipment based on what we neededto do our work. We will have to hire consultants to tell us what wecan and must buy and when we will need to replace, retrofit, orrepower what have. 
Capital-Intensive Industry: The value of our business is tied upin our fleet of construction equipment. To meet ARB’s requirementsfor newer equipment, we will have sell existing equipment. 
Rule Forces Downsizing of Capability: Because newer equipmentcosts more than our older equipment, ARB’s rule will force us todownsize our operations. Downsizing will limit our ability toperform on contracts and require us to take longer on the projectsthat we win. 
Unfair Retroactive Requirements: When we made our purchasingdecisions and other investments, we relied on the standards thatapplied to us at the time. It is unfair to require us to retrofitor replace equipment that was legal when we bought it. ARB shouldregulate the manufacturers, not consumers. 
Cost Pass-Through: For us to win contracts, we cannot simply passon the costs of equipment purchases to our customers. We have toabsorb a significant portion of our own expenses. Increasing ourexpenses will overwhelm our narrow profit margin. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-25 19:15:20No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: WarrenLast Name: SchmidtEmail Address: wschmidt@flatironcorp.comAffiliation: FCI Constructors, Inc. - Equip. MgrSubject: Off Road Diesel RulesComment:The measeure(s) you propose are very complex, hard to understand
even by your own staff(interpretations differ).
We have strived to start our compliance by selling off nearly allour TIER 0 equipment which we feel we lost 10 -25% of what valuewe expected at this time and age of the equipment sold (oldestunit 13 years old). At this time with even a downed sized fleetwith nearly no TIER 0 engine, we still are not in compliance. Wesee a time when even the newest equipment that we purchased thisyear with TIER 3 engines will be obsolete within the next 5 yearsunable to meet the standards for the fleet. While our company cancontinue to update, the costs of doing so would have to be passedalong to our customers(public works) via higher bid prices. CARBhas taken so much time in deciding how to implement rules andstandards it has left less time for companies to be able to dealwith and plan for the future. The manufactures haven't evendeveloped the technolgy that you are asking for and given datesfor complaince.The harmful efects of PM and NOX have beenoverstated to alarmist degrees. If the PM and NOX have always beenso toxic to the people of this state, why have effects only beennoticed within the last decade? Why aren't more Californianssuffering from respiratory health problems on an epic scale?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-26 07:34:28No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: GordonLast Name: DownsEmail Address: gldowns_2000@yahoo.comAffiliation: Downs Equipment Retnals, Inc.Subject: Effect of CARB Off-Road emissions regulationComment:Please see attachment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1152-letter_to_carb_12-26-2007.docOriginal File Name: Letter to CARB 12-26-2007.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-26 11:43:07No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MichaelLast Name: DaleyEmail Address: daleylandscape@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-road diesel regulationsComment:To whom it may concern:
I believe this regulation is flawed. I completely support thepositions stated below as reasons for my opposal to thisregulation.

Clarity and Comprehensibility: The regulation is too complex andlengthy: we do not fully understand it or its effect on our fleet.Before this regulation, we bought equipment based on what we neededto do our work. We will have to hire consultants to tell us what wecan and must buy and when we will need to replace, retrofit, orrepower what have. 
Capital-Intensive Industry: The value of our business is tied upin our fleet of construction equipment. To meet ARB’s requirementsfor newer equipment, we will have sell existing equipment. 
Rule Forces Downsizing of Capability: Because newer equipmentcosts more than our older equipment, ARB’s rule will force us todownsize our operations. Downsizing will limit our ability toperform on contracts and require us to take longer on the projectsthat we win. 
Unfair Retroactive Requirements: When we made our purchasingdecisions and other investments, we relied on the standards thatapplied to us at the time. It is unfair to require us to retrofitor replace equipment that was legal when we bought it. ARB shouldregulate the manufacturers, not consumers. 
Cost Pass-Through: For us to win contracts, we cannot simply passon the costs of equipment purchases to our customers. We have toabsorb a significant portion of our own expenses. Increasing ourexpenses will overwhelm our narrow profit margin. 

Please consider these points when making a decision.
Thank you.

Respectfully,
Michael Daley

President
Daley Landscape Inc
Licensed California ContractorAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-26 12:06:38No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: PhilipLast Name: RatcliffEmail Address: skazz999W@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel  vehiclesComment:I urge the board to take a significant step in cleaningCalifornia's air. Diesel engine construction equipment is asignificant source of air pollution, especially particulatepollution. 
The air in the San Joaquin valley, and the ports of Long Beach andOakland would greatly benefit from reduced diesel engine pollution.
It is apparent that the state must take air regulatory mattersinto its own hands, now that the federal government has deniedCalifornia the power to regulate emissions from gasoline engines.
The rest of the nation emulates California in such matters.
Therefore, it is incumbent upon the Air Resources Board, to take abig precedent-setting step, and to reduce emissions from dieselengine construction equipment. Thank you.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-27 15:26:47No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ChrisLast Name: KipEmail Address: clkip@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: ORDDIESEL07Comment:I would like to point out that we all would like new cleanequipment. However, our purchasing power is controled by theeconomic conditions we find ourselves in, not by some date set byregulation. To compound that, the re-sale value of our existingequipment is going in the toilet partly due to this newregulation. It will be interesting to see how the effects of thisregulation impact the industry in the comming years.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-27 17:34:51No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ChrisLast Name: TorresEmail Address: christorres@fandltrucking.comAffiliation: TransportationSubject: OFF ROAD Diesel VehiclesComment:I am concerned about the implementation of the off-road and on-roaddiesel regulation. The current state of the economy of theCalifornia cannot absorb this regulation. We are a transportationand farming company. We do not see where the extra capitol willcome from to fund all the updated equipment or the updatedengines. ARB's cost figures are 1/3 of industries observation,this fact alone should raise a red flag to the board. Much of ourequipment is 10 yrs old or older and is in good working order. Ourprofit margins include the benifit of the equipment being ownedfree and clear. With the state being in a 14 billion dollardeficit in funding, there is no clear view of the state being ableto help in funding replacement vehicles. Where will the fundingcome from? This regulation should be implimented over a longerperiod. The ARB needs to be working with the federal goverment toget a variance on the air regulations.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-28 06:52:32No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: johnLast Name: hartfieldEmail Address: john@hcdemolition.comAffiliation: hartfield constructionSubject: construction equipment exhaustComment:the exhaust standards should be the same for large medium andsmall.  we are a small contractor working in neighbor hoods allover la and orange counties.  we do in fill work. all of our workis near schools, homes, hospitals and stores with people outsidebreathing our black exhaust.  in think you should have startedwith the small contractor first as we are working in backyards, onschool sites very close to the population, not
on freeways or out in the middle of nowhere.  it is about timethat you made the engine companies clean up.  keep up the goodwork.
john hartfieldAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-28 09:57:19No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: GaryLast Name: MilesEmail Address: gmiles@albay.comAffiliation: Albay Construction Co.Subject: diesel ordinanceComment:This regulation will put small companies out of business.  Thenormal process in equipment use is that large (very Large)construction companies or equipment rental companies are the onlypeople in construction that buy new equipment.  It is just tooexpensive for medium or small construction companies to buy newequipment.  The equipment is passed down from larger to smallercompanies as it gets older and older.  As a result, the normallife span for equipment is 20 years, with only small compniesowning the oldest pieces.

If you make new equipment with better engines, it takes at least10 years to filter down to the small companies and they have toget another 10 years of use out if it.  Your regulation has togive more time for older equipment to be cycled out of use andthen it should not start counting until there is equipmentavailable with engines that comply.

Also, your definition of a small company is okay for total HP, butis far too low for dollar volume of work.  Most general contractorssubcontract out most of the dollar volume of work they do in ayear.  So it may look like we are doing a lot of work that mightuse equipment, but in reality, a very small portion of our dollarvolume requires the use of equipment.

So the real affect of the regulation as written will be that beinga small contractor will become impossible.  Small contractors arenecessary for a functioning economy.  There is too much work thatis too small to interest large contractors.  Please revise theregulation to give small companies a chance to plan and survive.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-28 16:11:00No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: KateLast Name: LeydenEmail Address: kate@vceonline.comAffiliation: Subject: More regulatory administriviaComment:This regulation remains absurdly complex, paperwork intensive andeconomically depressing to 90% of California constructioncompanies.  The clarifications and additional reportingrequirements in the Modified Text are testament to its complexityand further assurance that business owners will be cited and finedfor overlooking some obscure required paperwork filing.  

The business owners who bought diesel equipment believing theycould perform a fair days work for a fair days pay will getneither.  And California taxpayers will get even less when goodconstruction companies have to sideline their skills.  

Contractors are willing to do their fair share but this convolutedregulation is unmanageable.    Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-28 17:59:55No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: DONLast Name: ZWEIFELEmail Address: dzweifel@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: AGC of CA Regulatory & Env. Task ForceSubject: Off-Road Diesel EquipmentComment:To Mr. Tom Caquette, Deputy Executive Director

Dear Tom:

Perhaps we ought to look at the big picture... and what might thatbe? Well it actually has to do with the ramifications of biddingagainst out-of-state contractors on an equal playing field.

Those primes most likely will not have to conform with thesedraconian regulations as far as we can ascertain... therefore theywill have a leg up on us, i.e., since their out-of-pocket-expensesdo not involve compliance we'll be effectively cut out of thepicture.... Which as a consequence will no doubt have catastrophicresults for California's construction industry.

We should therefore not sit idly by and allow the hammer to fallwithout contemplating litigation as a potential remedy... if pushcomes to shove.

In summation let us not fail to consider the potentiallydetrimental fallout before implementation, Tom.

Thank you and the CARB Board for their consideration in thismatter.

Look forward to interfacing with you in the near future.

Don Zweifel
Assoc Ed
Compliance News

P.S.: The USEPA probably needs to sign off on this. Our guess isthat they will demur at this juncture....

DZ
  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2007-12-29 10:42:47No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: WeldonLast Name: BirchEmail Address: mwelb@calwestcci.comAffiliation: CSDA, CMCASubject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationsComment:I have been a Licensed Contractor in California for over 33 years. I have been in the Concrete Cutting Industry for over 40 years.  Asan employer, we are a Union Contractor with about 50+ full timeUnion Employees.  

Your regulations as adopted for this type of equipment are way tocomplicated for us to conform to and will require hiring somone toconsult us on what to do and when to do it.  That simply is not anoption for me.

Our company and many others just like it, big and small alike,have to have certain off-road power units to run our equipoment todo our job.  Sometimes those run all day, sometimes only an hour aday and some days not at all, depending on the type work we arescheduled to do.  Therefore, our equipment lasts for a number ofyears before it is ready to be replaced.  That holds true to mostall off-road equipment because depending on your workload, it maysit for weeks or months at a time, until you have work for it.  Wehave some units that are just backup units to use when we areservicing or repairing one of our line units, that may not workmore than a handful of days a year.

We are constantly purchasing new equipment and trucks to upgradeour fleet and equipment and do so on a regular basis.  However, wedo that knowing what we can afford in payments and try to keep thatunder control at all time.  Your regulations would put much of theequipment that is only 2-5 years old at risk and would force us toturn that over well before it has run its life cycle.  That meansour monthly equipment & truck payments will go right through theroof because no one can afford to buy these things outright andstill stay in business.  We finance them over long periods of timeto keep the payments in line and to even come close to complyingwith your specs, many will have to discard fairly new equipmentand replace it with new equipment just to stay in business.  Whenequipment sits as much as it works in most cases, that is a costlyand possibly disasterous move.  

Many companies will not be able to afford it, others won't comply
and the fall out will be the loss of high-paying construction jobsat the least.  Plus, the revenues generated by the taxes paid bythose high-paid construction workers.  

As a Union Contractor, we compete at a very high level for ourwork and against many so-called contractors who don't pay unionwages or hire off-street, illegal workers to do their work andtake that work away from our Union Employees.

We cannot begin to compete if we have to push our prices anyhigher because the market just won't allow it, which means UnionWorkers are going to be laid off.  There is no option for us tojust raise our prices to offset the costs, so we either take itout of profits if we make any, or simply close our doors.  Manywill chose to do the latter!

Another problem with this regulation is the impact it will have onconstruction equipment and truck markets.  If your proposedregulation goes through as suggested, those that will comply willhave to start selling off good, reliable equipment that will workelsewhere for years.  Unfortunately, once you have to sellequipment, the value goes to rock bottom and many will have tosalvage or scrap their older equipment because there won't be amarket for them anywhere in California.  Equipment and trucks thatare used but in good shape will flood the market all across thecountry and drive new Equipment & Truck Dealers out of business. Those who make a living in California selling used trucks andequipment will go away because there won't be any market for it!

Net loss of billions of dollars in sales tax revenue for thisState, loss of high-paying jobs and the taxes that go with them aswell as sales tax, property tax and business tax for those whochoose not to work here anymore.  This is going to be Devastatingto our economy and the livelyhood of those who work for us andevery other company who performs Construction work, especiallyheavy equipment oriented companies.  Engineering, Grading, Bridge,Highway Construction, Demolition, Etc. will really be hit hardbecause none of the equipment that they use and would have to buyis cheap! 

Personally, with trying to keep our fleet of trucks and equipmentturned over on a regular basis is difficult enough as it is.  Addin double, triple or quadruple payments to try to comply with yourtimeframe and we are all out of business.

In my 33 years in business, I have never heard the resentment anddisguest for those in our California Government over any issuelike this one!  Business owners, staff employees, field employees,union members, association heads, you name it and they are reallyupset about this proposed law.  Rightly so too, because you aregoing to cripple the highest paying job market in this statewithout any regard to the consequences of your actions or thenot-proven idiology that what you are going to do is really goingto help anything!

Add in the proposed Diesel Truck Regs and you set off stillanother firestorm from those who provice much needed services forall without any consideration for their well being or thehardships that you are going to create.

Must I remine anyone in State Governement that we have right now a15 billion budget shorfall this year.  What do you think is goingto happen when you start adding several billion more loss ofrevenue to it and take on the responsibliy of unemploymentinsurance, benefits & heathcare for those who will be affected bythis the most?  

You are proposing changing the rules of the game after the gamehas started becuase most of the newer equipment we purchased inthe past 3 years, will not be of any value in a very short timewith no market to sell it in either.  

I stongly oppose this as it is written as does most everyone Iknow in construction, equipment and trucking.  You need to gettogether with both the industry and end users to work outsomething that will not cripple our economy!  And, anything thatyou do work out has to be for future equipment, not existing andthere must be a tax credit for local and state taxes too.  If not,then for sure you will create an even deeper and more hostile workenvironment in this state.

One thing that you must remember, you work for us, we don't workfor you!  You don't pay our wages, we pay yours!  You have a jobto make the lives of all California Taxpayers better, not worse! You also have an obligation to California Businesses to helpcreate opportunity, not diminish it!

Best regards,
Weldon Birch, Pres.
Cal West Concrete Cutting, Inc.    
      
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-02 09:10:21No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: GuenterLast Name: MeiburgEmail Address: dynamicprecast@aol.comAffiliation: California Precast Concrete AssociationSubject: New CARB off road diesel proposalComment:Gentlemen: As Legislative Chair of the California Precast ConcreteAssociation (CPCA) I usrge you to reconsider this proposedordinance.  We do not believe this issue is so serious thatliterally Billions of dollars of financial damages should beinflicted on one of the most vibrant sectors of our economy. Certainly this could be done through ATTRITION, without forcedsale of old machines and purchace of new ones, many of which costwell over $100,000 (One Hundred Thousand Dollars)

Please consider this carefully.

Respectfully,

Guenter Meiburg,
Legislative Chairman, 
California Precast Concrete Association


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-02 12:09:29No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: Joyce Last Name: WatersEmail Address: wci@willitsonline.comAffiliation: Waters Construction, Inc.Subject: Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:•	The value of our business is tied up in our fleet of constructionequipment.  To meet CARB’s requirements for newer equipment, wewill have to sell existing equipment which, with the newregulation, has lost most of its value. 
•	The engines we need to purchase to be in ultimate compliancewith this rule do not exist in the market today and won’t for atleast another six years. Due to this, we will be forced to spendhundreds of thousands of dollars to retrofit equipment that inless than ten years we will have to turn around and replace.    
•	When we made our purchasing decisions and other investments, werelied on the standards that applied to us at the time. It isunfair to require us to retrofit or replace equipment that waslegal when we bought it. With this rule CARB, for the first time,is regulating the consumer of equipment rather than themanufacturers.    What makes more sense, as with the autoindustry, the new equipment should be phased in with themanufacture of said equipment.
•	Basically these requirements will put us out of business and ourinvestments, some of which were made with our retirements in mind,will be worthless.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-02 13:40:36No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: GaryLast Name: StoweEmail Address: gary@stowecontracting.comAffiliation: Stowe ContractingSubject: ordies107Comment:I must object to the retroactive nature of the new rules. I am asmall company and it takes many years to afford the equip we use.Piling on new requirements to existing equipment preventsupgrading to newer equipment. Normal attrition would take care ofmany of the upgrades but not if we have to keep upgradingexisting. I might be willing to go along with new rules iftechnology existed. The damage to my business vesus theimprovemant in air quality do not equate.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-02 16:21:54No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: JamesLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: james.thomas@nabors.comAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel CommentsComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1165-in-use_off-road_diesel_15_day_comment.pdfOriginal File Name: In-Use Off-Road Diesel 15 Day Comment.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 10:48:29No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RonLast Name: NussEmail Address: ron@nwexc.comAffiliation: Equipment ManagerSubject: New regulations for off road diesel enginesComment:
Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

Northwest Excavating has helped build our communitiesinfrastructure for over 45 years.  We have been a positiveinfluence in our community.  We have supplied jobs, benefits andeducation to our employees. We have also supported our localvenders for many years, not to mention taxes to the State ofCalifornia.

We maintain a clean fleet of on road and off road trucks andequipment.  We have a variety of equipment, some new and someolder machines.  Most of our new machines will not meet the newregulations.  When we made our purchases, we relied on thestandards that applied to us at that time.  It is unfair torequire us to retrofit or replace equipment that was legal when webought it.  The cost of purchasing and repowering is in themillions.  CARB has suggested that the cost of this regulationwill be passed on to our customers.  This is unrealistic. Increasing our expenses will overwhelm our already narrow profitmargin.

We can only ask that you take another look at the ramifications ofthese new regulations.  Today’s economy and rising fuel cost willmake this hard to implement.  We want to do our part in cleaningup the environment but we need to do it within a reasonable timeline.

We look forward to working with you to find a solution thatachieves the state’s air quality goals while keeping California’seconomy and business’s moving forward. 

Sincerely, 

Ron Nuss
Equipment Manager







Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 13:22:01No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: TylerLast Name: WellmanEmail Address: tcw8@pge.comAffiliation: Pacific Gas & Electric CompanySubject: Off-Road Rule TimetableComment:PG&E would like to recommend that the compliance dates andreporting deadlines be moved up 30 days in order to coincide withthe end of the first Quarter of the fiscal year.

Currently, fleets must report on activity from March 1st to March1st of each year. We recommend a slight modification, so that thereporting period is March 31st to March 31st.

This minor change will line up the regulation with thepre-existing financial cycle of most companies. It will makereporting, planning, and budgeting easier by allowing companies tocreate a Q1 to Q1 compliance plan.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 14:40:42No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: BenLast Name: KimballEmail Address: ben_kimball@msn.comAffiliation: BJK Construction, Inc.Subject: Off-Road DieselComment:This law will limit my company's growth in a State already hostileto business. I've already let half my employees go this year. I'mcutting out and heading to Canada.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 15:20:16No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RonLast Name: BarletEmail Address: rbarlet@bejac.comAffiliation: Subject: Regulation For In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles Comment:Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

I truly hope that the CARB understands what is happening in ourstate's construction industry.  The private home building sectoris in the worst situation it has been in years and will remain soat least for the next 18 months and the commercial sector is aboutto fall into the same predictament.  Public works funds are slow incoming and continue to fall short of what our real infrastructureneeds are. High fuel prices, the upcoming state budget deficit,labor costs, the general high cost of doing business in Califnria,etc. are squeezing us.   Bottom line, the construction industry isfacing some of the toughest times it has ever faced. The flawedoff-road diesel regulation will be yet another dagger that willhave a profound, negative impact on California’s infrastructurerebuilding efforts, the health of the state’s constructionindustry and its overall economy. 

While all of us want improved air quality, these rules are toocomplex and complicated, are extremely capital intensive, requirethe use of technology that does not yet exist, will force thedownsizing of companies, penalizes us for recent  purchases thatwere legal, and will pass the burden to customers that havealready been strangled by fuel, material and labor cost increases. Thsi is a recipe for setting our industry back for many years tocome - more lost jobs, less businesses, lower tax revenue, etc.  And unbelievably, with this rule CARB, for the first time, it isretroactively regulating the consumer of equipment rather than themanufacturers - this is totally absurd!  

  
You have heard this before, but I echo our industry's situationhere: Bejac Corporation is very supportive of reducing particulatematter (PM) and NOx emissions from diesel engines. There is nodisagreement that we need to work collectively to improve thestate’s air quality and all of us want to provide as healthy anenvironment as possible for our employees on our job sites, but weneed to make sure we do it in away that keeps the state movingforward and with consideration for both the environment and theeconomy. 

Sincerely, 
Bejac Corporation
Ron Barlet
PresidentAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 15:26:06No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RobertLast Name: EllisEmail Address: repinc@att.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB regs/negs!Comment:Again another great idea from lawmakers whose time has not come!

Timing in technology, economic impact on our industry, both todayand the future has not been thought out.

The construction industry is a major indicator of economics inCalifornia. Does it seem like a good idea to tie its hands whiletrying to recover.


Helping California means helping its citizens(help themselves)
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 15:31:38No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ShellyLast Name: RathboneEmail Address: rellis@dishmail.netAffiliation: Robert L. Ellis Plumbing, IncSubject: CARBComment:Economic issues are currently stressed to the max. Why not giveCalifornia construction (and its citizens) a fighting chance?

These regs lack a true economic understanding and vision of itsimpact on the future of California.

Lets not be in such a hurry that we throw out the baby with thebath water!

I want to be clear: Robert L. Ellis Plumbing, Inc is verysupportive of reducing particulate matter (PM) and NOx emissionsfrom diesel engines. There is no disagreement that we need to workcollectively to improve the state’s air quality and all of us wantto provide as healthy an environment as possible for our employeeson our job sites, but we need to make sure we do it in away thatkeeps the state moving forward and with consideration for both theenvironment and the economy. 

Sincerely, 
Robert L. EllisAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 15:44:16No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RobertLast Name: ValentineEmail Address: bvalentine@valentinecorp.comAffiliation: Valentine CorporationSubject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationsComment:Valentine Corporation is a General Engineering Contractor which hasbeen performing public works infrastructure construction inCalifornia since 1964. We have the following comments concerningyour proposed off road equipment regulation:

1) The regulations is onerous and burdensome to the constructionsindustry and will cost us a ton of money in equipment retrofittingand liquidation. This is plainly unfair and punitive -- wepurchased our fleet in full compliance with the law at the date ofpurchase. DO NOT change the rules after the fact unless you (theState)are willing to foot the bill!

2)CARB SHOULD BE REGULATING THE EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURERS AND NOTTHE END USERS WHO BOUGHT THEIR EQUIPMENT LEGALLY!!! Standardsshould be established for new equipment and existing old equipmentshould be grandfathered in so that it can be used withoutretrofitting for its useful life. Eventually, all equipment willbe compliant as older equipment expires. Regulate themanufacturers and the soon enough california contractors will ownand operate compliant equipment. This seems logical, which issomething that can not be said of your prosed regulation.

3) Small contractors will be adversely impacted by the proposedregulation -- we rely on used equipment and are the ones who willbe likely stuck with the retrofit bills for our older fleets. Whyis CARB penalizing small business?

4) We have read your proposed regulation and it is lengthy,andunnecessarily confusing. If you are going to implement a newregulation, please keep it concise and simple. Dumb it down if youhave to, but we don't need more confusing technicalties placed uponour business, nor do we think it money well spent to have to hire aconsultant to interpret your regulations.

Sincerely,
Robert O. Valentine, P.E.
President

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 16:09:53No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: VinceLast Name: HughesEmail Address: jackshaftjones@cox.netAffiliation: Vinco General ContractorSubject: Bad Idea!Comment:The retroactive refitting of diesel equipment is going to choke out80% of the dirt contractors in California, causing grave damage toour states economy. The smart way to implement this is through newequipment sold. I hope somebody there has enough brains to realizethis.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 18:28:05No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: Edward Last Name: ShawEmail Address: ed@cookconcreteproducts.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation for in-use off-road Diesel VehiclesComment:Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board;

The cost of complying with the proposed regulations for in-useoff-road Diesel Vehicles will force our Precast Coincrete Plantoperation to shut down.

Our plant has 35 to 40 employees that manufacture concreteproducts for undergound infrastructure such as sewer manholes,drainage inlets and invironmental storm waterinterceptor/clarifier vaults for street and highway run-off.

The plant is serviced by seven diesel engine forklifts, two dieselloader/backhoes and a diesel boom crane. Due to the competetivenature of our business, we cannot afford new equipment andgenerally purchase used equipment 3 to 5 years old.

Most of the equiipment is only used a few hours a day during peekperiods transporting concrete from the concrete batch plant toproduct forms or loading trucks late in the afternoon for next daydeliveries.  Two of our least used forklifts are over 20 years oldbut work efficiently for this low hour use.  We obviously couldnot afford to purchase new equipment or replacment engines forthese applications or for all the rest of our rolling stock.  Thecost of replacement engines would far exceed the present value ofmost of our forklifts and other equipment.

The type of precast business we are in is low profit margin andhighly competitive. The Boards suggestion that we can pass on thistremendous cost of compliance to our customers is Unrealistic.
                  PLUS ! !
WE HAVE PRECAST PLANTS IN NEVADA AND OREGON, THAT CAN DELIVERPRECAST PRODUCTS INTO CALIFORNIA, THAT WONT HAVE TO MEET CARB'SNEW REQUIREMENTS AND INCUR THE HIGH COST OF COMPLIANCE.  THIS PUTSOUR COMPANY AT A COST DISADVANTAGE THAT WE DO NOT BELIEVE WE CANOVERCOME. 

Some consideration must be given to small operations such as CookConcrete Products, that will not survive the high cost ofcomplying with the proposed regulations as presently written.

Respectfully submitted;
L. Edward Shaw,
President/Owner
Cook Concrete Products, Inc.
5461 Eastside Road
Redding, CA 96001Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-03 19:58:45No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MichaelLast Name: TaylorEmail Address: mtaylor@demolitionassociation.comAffiliation: National Demolition AssociationSubject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle & Engine Emissions RuleComment:Gentlemen,

	The National Demolition Association is the trade organization forthe Demolition Industry in the United States and Canada. With over1,100 member companies representing firms involved in every aspectof the demolition process from structural dismantlement andimplosions to facilities decontamination and asset recovery, themembers of the National Demolition Association pride themselves ontheir commitment to environmental stewardship. The Industrygenerates approximately $6 billion in sales in the two countriesand employs over 30,000 people. 

The Association has over 140 members in the state of Californiaproviding demolition, manufacturing and other services. Inaddition to being an active participant in the continued growthand renewal of the state, the industry generates considerableamounts of revenue used to fund state, county and municipalprograms. Demolition contractors play a major role in the successof California’s county recycling program contributing asubstantial portion of recyclables to each county’s total volume.Our Southern California Chapter represents over 60 companiesworking in the southern part of the state.

	The members of the National Demolition Association pridethemselves on their commitment to a clean environment. At the sametime it is essential that environment stewardship go hand in handwith the economic realities of the marketplace. 

	With this in mind the National Demolition Association is deeplyconcerned about the implementation of the proposed In-Use Off-RoadDiesel Vehicles and Engines Pollution Control Devices rules. Webelieve that the proposed rules will have a significant impact onthe economic well-being of the construction economy in Californiaand have real concerns about the feasibility of implementingelements of the proposed enforcement strategy.

	The National Demolition Association’s major concerns are these:

1)	As with any construction subcontracting, the DemolitionIndustry uses equipment specific to its own needs. Cranes withwrecking balls, clamshell buckets, grapples and other tools areused by many demolition contractors. While large excavators thatcan be used with a wide array of attachments and extended boomarms are certainly new elements of many demolition fleets, theolder reliable cranes still play a major role in the demolitionprocess.

Most of these cranes represent a relatively small portion of ademolition company’s fleet, albeit a vital part. Considering theage of these units it seems that compliance with the proposed CARBrules by retrofitting or upgrading would be impractical from atechnological and economic point of view. While Tier IV engineswill be available on newer excavators, the cost of upgrading theessential specialty equipment like older cranes would beprohibitive for the industry. The impact of bringing thesespecialty units into compliance would be significant for the smallbusinesses involved with demolition that won’t be able to “average”their crane’s emissions across a larger fleet in order to bebringing their firms into compliance.

This item is practically important to the Demolition Industry asthe crane and wrecking ball are still an important tool that theindustry relies on to perform its work. Most of these units, vitalto demolition operations, are not easily “repowerable” or would bevery difficult to retrofit with a diesel particulate filterconsidering the environment in which they are used. In demolitionsituations, you have to consider the impact of failing debris on apiece of equipment and its pollution control devices. CARB shouldexempt these types of specialty equipment from the proposed ruleor characterize them as falling under your “specialty vehicleprovisions” as their emissions are likely to relatively low andthe economic impact of retrofitting or upgrading this equipmentwould be too great for the industry to bear.

The Demolition Industry believes that is essential for CARB tounderstand the conditions in which this specialty equipment islikely to be used, e.g. falling debris and damaged structures inyour DPF requirement appeal process.


2)	We believe that the economic impact of the proposed rule on thedemolition industry and the construction industry in general inCalifornia is woefully understated. CARB estimates that the totalcost of implementation of the proposed rule will cost in the rangeof $3 billion dollars. Considering the wide-ranging impact of theproposed regulations on the fleets of the many businesses involvedin demolition in California, a considerable number of which aresmall business entities, this estimate appears incredibly low.Estimates developed by other interested parties predict an impactover five times greater than CARB’s estimates.

Considering the sweeping nature of the rules and their impact onfleet management, compliance will have a substantial impact on theability of demolition companies in California to stay in business,especially those many firms that are small businesses. It isimportant to remember that demolition is very equipment intensive.Modern demolition operations maintain a diverse fleet of equipmentto accomplish their tasks in a timely, economic manner. The entireindustry across the United States employs less than 22,000 peoplethat means its success is tied to its ability to utilize a varietyof equipment. Any regulation that increases the cost of maintainingand replacing this equipment is going to have a substantialeconomic on the industry.


3)	The National Demolition Association is also concerned about theability to comply with certain elements of the proposed rule.Beyond the overall impact on fleet management and equipmentreplacement, we feel that it may be technologically impossible toeven measure, let alone bring equipment into compliance with someof the proposed rule’s standards.

In the out-years of the rules’ implementation CARB is proposingemission levels from equipment that may not even be measurerable.The industry has real concerns that the levels proposed forcertain Tier IV equipment are so low as to be non-detectable andwill, therefore, be impossible to measure to assure compliance.

Certainly, new technologies will greatly decrease the emissionsfrom all vehicles in the future and our Associate members whoproduce the industry’s fleets are making great strides to developequipment that meet the industry’s needs with minimal impact onour environment. Realizing this, it is important to developstandards that can be met by the regulated communities. TheDemolition Industry has real concerns that some of the proposedrequirements will be impossible to accurately measure and complywith.

4)	The success of any regulatory effort is always tied to itsequity. One of the major concerns that the Demolition Industry haswith the CARB proposed rules are how will be it be enforced.Considering the limit resources that the state of California hasto manage any enforcement program over such a large geographicalarea, it appears as if CARB is going to rely, to some extent, onpolicing by non-traditional methods such as having one’scompetitors monitor compliance with the law.

While not specifically defined in the proposed rule, dependingupon the enforcement of any rule, environmental or otherwise, byusing the general public or members of a regulated industry seemssomehow “un-American” and not likely to stand the rigors of legalscrutiny. The Demolition Industry understands the compliancerequirements that CARB must follow to meet the mandates set by theCalifornia legislature. The development of a fair and practicalenforcement strategy is essential for compliance to besuccessful.


While there are a number of other major questions that theDemolition Industry has with the proposed In-Use Off-Road DieselVehicles and Engines Pollution Control Devices proposal, these arethe major concerns that the industry has right now. We think itprudent for CARB to work with the demolition and constructionindustry to develop rules that meet the goals set by theCalifornia legislature while assuring fairness, practicality andeconomic viability.

We appreciate the opportunity to present the views of California’sdemolition contractors to CARB and look forward to working with youto develop rules that help protect the state’s public health,environment and economic well-being.




					Very truly yours,




					Michael R. Taylor, CAE
					Executive Director
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-04 06:54:42No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: TobyLast Name: HaywardEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: TBH, inc. Comment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1181-carb_letter.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 11:17:07No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: T. PeterLast Name: RuaneEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: ARTBAComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1182-artba_carb_emissions_rule_comments_1.4.08.pdfOriginal File Name: ARTBA_CARB_Emissions_Rule_Comments_1.4.08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 11:20:12No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 43 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 44 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: LisaLast Name: KunzmanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Department of TransportationComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1185-20080104143015389.pdfOriginal File Name: 20080104143015389.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 11:22:40No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: Timothy Last Name: PohleEmail Address: tpohle@airlines.orgAffiliation: Air Transport Association of America IncSubject: ATA's 15-Day Comments re ORD RuleComment:Please find attached ATA's comments, with attachments, on themodifications and materials made available by ARB for 15-daycomment concerning ARB's in-use off-road diesel regulation (ORDRule).  These comments were also filed January 4, 2008 byfacsimile.

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1186-ata_15-day_comments_re_ord_rule_with_attachments.zipOriginal File Name: ATA 15-day Comments re ORD Rule with Attachments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 11:25:12No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: DonLast Name: AnairEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Union of Concerned ScientistsComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1187-15-day_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: 15-day comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 11:33:03No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 48 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 49 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MikeLast Name: ShawEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Perry and Shaw IncComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1190-arb_comment_letter_jan_2008.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB Comment Letter Jan 2008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 11:35:41No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: robertLast Name: cartierEmail Address: bob@erm959.comAffiliation: CIMASubject: off road engine emissionsComment:
Please
   We need a common sense approach to legislation.
   We need more clarity of the pending legislation.
   How do we address this legislation when it requires
   engine specifications that are not available.
   Since legislation is attempting to force technology
   that is not currently available do you wish us to use
   third world techniques. Hand-held picks and shovels !!?
   I do believe that Californias'Legislature has more 
   common sense, but I also understand it is the Federal 
   government that is mandating unfair and ridiculous conditions
   Therefore, I expect our state to stand-up and be heard !
   California is a leader in technology and innovation and when
   it becomes available we will have it first!! Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 14:34:30No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: AdamLast Name: HarperEmail Address: AHarper@calcima.orgAffiliation: Subject: 15 day comments on ORDComment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1192-calcimaord15daycomments.pdfOriginal File Name: CalCIMAORD15daycomments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 16:26:11No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: NicholasLast Name: PinetteEmail Address: nicholas@offshorekayak.comAffiliation: Subject: off road diesel equipmentComment:People,

I fully appreciate the efforts of the State of California toimprove air quality, especially in those areas where pollutiontends to concentrate.   Requiring smog control devices onautomobiles with gas engines was a positive move that set thestandard for the entire country.  Diesel engines have long beenexempt for all the wrong reasons.  Diesel engines should also haveclean air engineering from cradle to grave and I supportlegislation that will make it so.   I do not, however, supportdiesel engine retrofit requirements that adversely effect smallbusiness.  These requirements end up being draconian and aredesigned to force older equipment out of use.   I especially findthe proposed off road diesel requirements far too broad and asignificant hardship for small farmers, contractors and businesspeople.  After too many years letting the manufactures get bywithout significant compliance, the State is now picking on thesmall man because it thinks it can.

Just as the smog control regulations exempt older cars, the dieselregulation rules should take into consideration the difficulties ofcompliance for owners of older equipment.   The rules, as proposed,would force the retirement of many pieces of equipment that getlimited use, but otherwise are extremely important for theirowners when they are needed.   The fact of the matter is, thatmost any machine eventually it breaks down, and the economics ofthe situation leaves it rusting in the field or dragged off to themetal scrapper.   Old tractors and equipment  are just tooexpensive to repair and their age often does not justify thecosts.  Businesses and farmers who use diesel equipment every day,renew their equipment for the associated dependability, improvedperformance and comfort the new units offer.   The used equipmentmarket is for those who can’t afford the new technology and canget by with the limited service of an older machine.   Businessesthat put a lot of hours on their equipment, typically run newermachines because they cannot afford the down time associated witholder units.

Granted, the air quality in metropolitan areas and parts of thecentral valley cannot bear the added pollution from any source,let alone diesel equipment.   In other rural areas of California,there is no need to require any measures.   In areas where thepollution levels are significant, I believe there is a limit tohow far government should go and who should be impacted. Criminalizing activity that is necessary to continue to operate asmall farm or business enterprise profitably is counterproductive, if not onerous.  Costly retrofits, the design of whichis intended to retire older equipment would make for extremehardship for those already challenged to make a living in thiseconomy.  

If the technology existed for a simple bolt-on tailpipe solutionsimilar to a spark arrestor or muffler, there might be a way forsome to comply, but requiring a complex and expensive  retrofit toequipment that has little resale value is ridiculous and leavessmall operators with no choice except to become scofflaws.  Beforeany punitive regulations are put into place, other measures shouldbe promoted.  Perhaps making biodiesel more readily available andrequiring its use on older equipment would be another option.  Butin the end, the improvements in technology should be required atthe manufacture of equipment, whether it is a lawn mower or a backhoe.   The older equipment will fall out of use as time goes by.  

-Nicholas Pinette
 454 McAuley Street
 Oakland, Calif.  94609
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 18:55:35No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: steven Last Name: chainEmail Address: chainenterprises@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: New Off Road CARB regsComment:Chain Enterprises is concerned the Off Road Regs recently passed donot factor in the ability of private industry to absorb the cost ofcompliance. It also appears questionable if the cost of compliancecan be passed on to the public or what impacts those costs willhave. Please reconsider the phasing and degree of compliancerequired over time.

Sincerely,

Steven Chain
Chain Enterprises Inc.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 18:57:57No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: LarryLast Name: MurakamiEmail Address: Lmurakami@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Off-road diesel regulationComment:Dear Members of the CARB Board,
     The regulations that you passed in 2007 are unfair to theconstruction industry.  As a small business owner who maintains asmall fleet of equipment, I will be forced to downsize orliquidate my entire fleet.  Most of my equipment is five to tenyears old, and even my newest pieces will need to be retrofitted. It would be unrealistic to consider raising rates enough to coverour replacement costs, any more that to raise rates when wepurchase new equipment...it just doesn't happen.
     As a lifelong resident of Los Angeles, I can appreciate theadvances that have taken place in our air quality.  I also workedin the automobile industry during the 60's and 70's and know thatvery little retrofitting was preformed, most advances wereestablished through attrition and replacement.  I am aware thatheavy equipment and trucks last longer than typicalautomobiles...but it seems we are being penalized for the lack ofinitiative of the construction equipment industry and thoseregulating the industry.  Auto emissions were in the spotlight 40years ago, that surely would be enough time to phase in newtechnology to the construction industry.
     One piece of equipment I own is a excavator mounted drillrig.  This rig only runs about 200 hours per year, and costsseveral hundred thousand dollars to replace...yet I would beforced to replace or repower, according to your regulations.
     It seems to be an unfair advantage, that we the endusers willhave to pay consultants to help us navigate our way through teseregulations.  The standing joke in my circle of contractors is:When are you going to retire? (this is in referece to theimplementation of these regulations).  Except this is not a joke,it will put many of us out of business...either by choice oreconomic hardship.
     Please consider alternative phasing programs to help us helpyou clean the environment.
Regards,
Larry Murakami Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-07 23:34:13No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: NickLast Name: PfeiferEmail Address: Nicholas.Pfeifer@gcinc.comAffiliation: Subject: In-Use Offroad Diesel Rule CommentsComment:Comment Letter AttachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1196-jan07_granite_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: Jan07_Granite Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 09:13:35No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: SpencerLast Name: CarruthersEmail Address: mahahs@psln.comAffiliation: The Garden Shop at Blairsden, Inc.Subject: Off-Road Diesel RegulationComment:The California Air Resources Board has adopted a flawed off roaddiesel regulation that will have profound, negative impacton mybusiness in California. Under it's current guidelines it willimpede my ability to continue to provide services in California.
I support the reduction of of particulate matter and NOxemmissions from diesel engines. However We need to to do it an amannner that will improve my ability to provide service inCalifornia.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 10:11:45No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ScottLast Name: GermanEmail Address: scottg@inreach.comAffiliation: PC Exploration, Inc.Subject: Off Road Construction EquipmentComment:The regulations your are proposing will adversly impact our abilityto provide drilling servies thrighout Caliofnria.  The Board'sposition that the additional costs can be passed through is atbest erroneous.  If you think that this is a real solution, thenthe regulation should require all State construction projects toinclude a 15% increase for air regulation requirements.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 12:03:42No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RonLast Name: HarderEmail Address: rlharder@aol.comAffiliation: APASubject: off-road diesel regulation Comment:Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) adopted a flawedoff-road diesel regulation this summer that will have a profound,negative impact on California’s infrastructure rebuilding efforts,the health of the state’s construction industry and its overalleconomy. 

Construction contractors and workers want these regulations towork for everyone, however this rule lacks clarity, does not takeinto account the availability of capital in the industry or theadvancement of engine technology, will result in a downsizing ofconstruction firms and loss of construction jobs, contains unfairretroactive requirements and does not accurately reflect theeconomics of our business. More specifically, this regulation isflawed for the following reasons:
Clarity and Comprehensibility:  The regulation is too complex andlengthy: we do not fully understand it or its effect on our fleet.Before this regulation, we bought equipment based on what we neededto do our work. We will have to hire consultants to tell us what wecan and must buy and when we will need to replace, retrofit, orrepower what have.   
Capital-Intensive Industry: The value of our business is tied upin our fleet of construction equipment.  To meet CARB’srequirements for newer equipment, we will have sell existingequipment. This is like a retailer being forced to sell itsbuilding a buy a new one. 
Availability of Technology: The engines we need to purchase to bein ultimate compliance with this rule do not exist in the markettoday and won’t for at least another six years. Due to this, wewill be forced to spend tens of thousands of dollars to retrofitequipment that in less than ten years we will have to turn aroundan replace.   
Rule Forces Downsizing of Capability:  Because newer equipmentcosts more than our older equipment, CARB’s rule will force us todownsize our operations. Downsizing will limit our ability toperform on contracts and require us to take longer on the projectsthat we win. This means the more than $42 billion in infrastructurebonds to rebuild California passed in 2006 will build fewerschools, houses and roads.
Unfair Retroactive Requirements:  When we made our purchasingdecisions and other investments, we relied on the standards thatapplied to us at the time. It is unfair to require us to retrofitor replace equipment that was legal when we bought it. With thisrule CARB, for the first time, is regulating the consumer ofequipment rather than the manufacturers.   
Cost Pass-Through: CARB has suggested that the cost of thisregulation will be passed on to our customers. This isunrealistic. For us to win contracts, we cannot simply pass on thecosts of equipment purchases to our customers. We have to absorb asignificant portion of our own expenses. Increasing our expenseswill overwhelm our already narrow profit margin.    
I want to be clear: (organization/company name) is very supportiveof reducing particulate matter (PM) and NOx emissions from dieselengines. There is no disagreement that we need to workcollectively to improve the state’s air quality and all of us wantto provide as healthy an environment as possible for our employeeson our job sites, but we need to make sure we do it in away thatkeeps the state moving forward and with consideration for both theenvironment and the economy. 

Sincerely, 
Ron L. HarderAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 13:01:27No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ErbieLast Name: Daw Jr.Email Address: eddamar@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: OFF ROAD DIESEL REGULATIONComment:Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) adopted a flawedoff-road diesel regulation this summer that will have a profound,negative impact on California's infrastructure rebuilding efforts,the health of the state's construction industry and its overalleconomy.

Construction contractors and workers want these regulations towork for everyone, however this rule lacks clarity, does not takeinto account the availability of capital in the industry or theadvancement of engine technology, will result in a downsizing ofconstruction firms and loss of construction jobs, contains unfairretroactive requirements and does not accurately reflect theeconomics of our business.  More specifically, this regulation isflawed for the following reasons:

Clarity and Comprehensibility: The regulation is too complex andlengthy: we do not fully understand it or its effect on our fleet. Before this regulation, we bought equipment based on what weneeded to do our work.  We will have to hire consultants to tellus what we can and must buy and when we will need to replace,retrofit, or repower what have.

Capital-Intensive Industry: The value of our business is tied upin our fleet of construction equipment. To meet CARB'srequirements for newer equipment, we will have to sell existingequipment.  This is like a retailer being forced to sell itsbuilding and buy a new one.

If this law is passed I estimate the size of my company will bereduced by 70%. This will create a loss of jobs and reduce mybonding capacity in the process which in turn limits the jobs I amable to bid on.  The snow ball effect could possibly put me out ofbusiness.

Example of the way this has worked for me so far:  A few yearsback I purchased (4) four 637 scrapers for $60,000 each a total of$240,000 dollars.  I created 4 jobs in the process with earningsbetween 50 to 70 thousand dollars each.  Due to the possibility ofthis law going in effect I sold (2) two of these machines andfigured to up grade the other (2) two machines.

The first machine I received a grant for $150,000 to replace (2)two engines that was in the machine.  The total cost ended upbeing $350,000 to rebuild a machine I payed $60,000 for.  Thehourly rate for this machine stays the same as the second 637 thatI decided not to upgrade, it's just not cost effective.  I can notsell this machine out of Ventura County which strategicallyreduces its value.  If I sold this machine today I would be luckyto get $100,000 for it.

So just to recap I went from 4 machines to 2 machines soon to bedown to one machine, 2 jobs lost at $50,000 each.  $200,000 out ofmy pocket with no way to recover before the law changes again.

THIS LAW IS TOTAL MADNESS.

Erbie Daw Jr.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 13:28:24No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: WeldonLast Name: BirchEmail Address: mwelb@calwestcci.comAffiliation: CMCA, CSDA,Subject: Off-Road Emissions StandardsComment:Per my previous letter regarding this Standard and its implemation,this is simply too hard to determine how you are going to complywith it and who is going to do anything at all?

Off road equipment is being targeted for no apparent reason as faras most of us are concerned because it is an easy target foraddtional revenues, whether it be fees or fines.  With the weatherwe are experiencing now, most all of this type of equipment issitting, not working!  As are the men who operate it and theContractors who own it.  If you implement this law as written andbackdate compliance standards to include older equipment, many ofthos now working today will not be working in the future!  Plus,because this equipment sits for many months out of the yearbecause of weather conditions, it runs overtime during the drytime of year to catch up.  You are penalizing those who have towork and live with that type of schedule and cannot do anythingabout it at all!

Also, to make equipment meet those standards retroactively, youare forcing those of us who plan long term on purchasing equipmentwith long lift expectations to not do that because of the standardsthat are being changed after the fact!  One reason that ourequipment does last for a long period is because it doesn't runevery day of every week.  Just like now, some will sit out thewinter before firing up again next spring or summer.

All of us want cleaner air but you are targeting and will affectthe highest average wage earners in California and also kill salesof new, big ticket construction equipment tools in this State. That too will have far-reaching repercussions as it trickles downto New & Used Equipment Dealers, Truck Dealers and all thosedirectly affected by loss of those jobs in the private sector. Not to mention, the lost sales & property tax revenues, to goalong with lost Income Taxes!  Add in a 14 Billion dollar deficitin your State Budget and I can't see why you would want to risklosing even more revenue and jobs?

This plan will simply not work the way you think it will and formost of us who will be hit hardest by this you can count onlayoffs and reducttion in our work force.  It will create atotally unbalanced playing field for our Union Workers trying tocompete with those companies who will simply not comply with yourregulations!  Most of our Union workers, and that excees 60 mostall year long, will be affected and they VOTE!  

Hopefully you will revisit this with a new and better solution towhat most of us don't really see as a problem in this State. Thereare plenty of other issues you need to tackle before you startimplementing job killing regulations like these.

Respectfully,
Weldon Birch, Pres. & CEO
Cal West Concrete Cutting, Inc.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 15:14:32No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: Claude Last Name: FiskeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: CIAQC CommentComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1202-1184-doc1.pdfOriginal File Name: 1184-doc1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 15:32:00No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: GaryLast Name: RohmanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: ECCO Equipment CorporationComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1203-1183-letter_for_15-day_comment_period.pdfOriginal File Name: 1183-letter_for_15-day_comment_period.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 15:32:49No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQC & CBCCSubject: 15-Day Comments on In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle RegulationComment:Please find attached the comments prepared and submitted by theConstruction Industry Air Quality Coalition (CIAQC) and theCoalition to Build A Cleaner California (CBCC) on the proposedIn-Use Off-Road Diesel Equipment Regulation dated January 7, 2008.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1204-ciaqc___cbcc_15-day_comments_on_final_ord_regulation_1-07-08.pdfOriginal File Name: CIAQC & CBCC 15-Day Comments on Final ORD Regulation 1-07-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 15:40:23No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: BobLast Name: EngelEmail Address: rrengel@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Offroad diesel rulesComment:Dear Members of the California Air Resources Board:

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) has adopted a damagingand ill advised off-road diesel regulation this summer.  Engel &Gray Inc. is a 62 year old company founded in 1946.  Never beforehave we seen a regulatory agency that has taken our new worth andcapital that we have worked hard at for so many years only to haveit wiped out with the stroke of bureaucratic pens.   The hardshipthat you will impose on our employees and families will be feltfor years as dollars are redirected from salaries and healthbenefits to pay for limited clean air results.

As a second generation construction and recycling operator inCalifornia these regulations will effect everyone in the state butmost importantly hard working class families.  Some of the effectswill be:
	1.	A profound, negative impact on California’s infrastructurerebuilding efforts, as cost soar to pay the cost of the newtechnologies.

	2.	The reduced benefits to working class families as the healthinsurance payments are diverted to pay for new equipment.  Pensioncontributions are shorted, Vision coverage is abandoned as cost arediverted.

	3.	Loss of jobs as construction companies, especially the smallerones are forced out of business for the lack of capital that itwill take to meet you requirements.

Business, construction contractors and workers want theseregulations to work for everyone, however this rule lacks clarity,does not take into account the availability of capital in theindustry or the advancement of engine technology.  A few examplesare:
	1.	The rule does not take into account fuel throughput of aparticular piece of equipment.  In cleaner language if you do notrun a piece of equipment it does not pollute!  So if you havethree pieces of equipment and they run 25-30% of the time they aretreated the same as a piece of equipment that runs 2000 hours ayear.

	2.	Now take the capital cost to replace the three pieces ofequipment and you are out of business.  Or lets just buy one andtruck it from job to job.  What is the air impact for theincreased transportation.

	3.	The regulation is too complex and lengthy: we are having ahard time understanding it and its effect on our fleet.   Beforethis regulation, we bought equipment based on what we needed to doour work. We will have to hire consultants to tell us what we canand must buy and when we will need to replace, retrofit, orrepower what we have.   

	4.	Capital-Intensive Industry: The value of our business is tiedup in our fleet of construction equipment.  To meet CARB’srequirements for newer equipment, we will have sell existingequipment. But you have lowered the value of this equipment so wecan not sell it.  This is like a retailer being forced to sell itsinventory or food but the food has been declared contaminated

	5.	Because newer equipment costs significantly greater than ourolder equipment, CARB’s rule will force us to downsize ouroperations, and limit our ability to perform on contracts.

	6.	When we made our purchasing decisions and other investments,we relied on the standards that applied to us at the time. It isunfair to require us to retrofit or replace equipment that waslegal when we bought it. With this rule CARB, for the first time,is regulating the consumer of equipment rather than themanufacturers.   

	7.	CARB has suggested that the cost of this regulation will bepassed on to our customers. This is unrealistic. Small contractorswill be forced out by larger well capitalized firms.

	8.	We are in the recycling business where we recycle organicmaterial and this rule will restrict us from expanding ourrecycling efforts, which will increase land filling and greenhousegases.

I want to be clear Engel & Gray Inc. is very supportive ofreducing particulate matter (PM) and NOx emissions from dieselengines. There is no disagreement that we need to workcollectively to improve the state’s air quality and all of us wantto provide as healthy an environment as possible for our employeeson our job sites, but we need to make sure we do it in away thatkeeps the state moving forward and with consideration for both theEnvironment, Jobs and the Economy. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Engel
Engel & Gray Inc. 
Since 1946
P.O. Box 5020
Santa Maria, Ca., 93456



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 15:41:55No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: WilliamLast Name: DavisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Southern California Contractors Association, Inc.Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1206-ordiesl07com0001.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07com0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:06:58No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RobertLast Name: DorazioEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Comments pertaining to the IN USE OFFROAD Diesel Vehicles proposed regulationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1207-ordiesl07com0002.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07com0002.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:09:12No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQCSubject: Public Hearing to Consider Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:On behalf of the Construction Industry Air Quality Coalition(CIAQC) please find attached a request respectfully asking forfurther Board consideration and a public hearing for the proposedIn-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle regulation for the reasons found inour letter. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1208-ciaqc_letter_to_carb_for_public_hearing_1-08-08.pdfOriginal File Name: CIAQC Letter to CARB for Public Hearing 1-08-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:10:39No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: GreggLast Name: AlbrightEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Department of TransporationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1209-ordiesl07com0003.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07com0003.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:10:51No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RobertLast Name: LewisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Coastal Earthmovers, IncComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1210-ordiesl07com0004.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07com0004.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:12:19No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: ThomasLast Name: HauensteinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Coastal Earthmovers, IncComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1211-ordiesl07com0005.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07com0005.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:12:59No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: JohnLast Name: McCarthyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Coastal Earthmovers, Inc- Employee SignaturesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1212-ordiesl07com0006.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl07com0006.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:13:52No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: LawrenceLast Name: JosephEmail Address: ljoseph@larryjoseph.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments of Associated General Contractors of AmericaComment:Attached please find the supplemental comments of the AssocatedGeneral Contractors of America.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1213-agc_supplemental_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AGC supplemental comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:17:06No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: EdLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: robinson110@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Robinson Enterprises, Inc.Subject: ARB RegulationsComment:Please see attached letter and photos.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1214-arb12-2007.zipOriginal File Name: ARB12-2007.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:18:05No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: FreddieLast Name: WillertEmail Address: freddie@fjwillert.comAffiliation: Vice PresidentSubject: Proposed Off Road Diesel RegulationsComment:My Father started with just one truck in 1969, and over the next 38yearss with all the ups & downs of the construction industry, hefinally was starting to se the fruits of a successful gradingbusiness, with over 150 employees and 100 pieces of equipmentranging from 25HP to 500HP.(90%0 TIER "O")
  After going through his first recession in 1983 he decided thebest way to stay competetive was to own oder equipment. That waywhen times got tight he wouldn't have the high payments of newerequipment. This business philosophy worked excellent & when theeconomy slowed in 1993 we witnessed several of our competetorsfall by the wayside with the overlwhelming equipment payments & nowork to make them.
  A few years of slow work & some very run down equipment laterthe economy was on the rebound and FJW was able to survive whileothers were not so fortunate. My Fathers business philosophy hadworked again.
  As we went into the mid to late 90's business was really pickingup and FJW Quadrupled in size to where we currently are, ourcompany added pretty much all TIER "O" equipment sticking with ourproven business approach, Reasonably priced equipment that is wellmaintained, you can afford lots of parts when times are busy, butwhen it slows down you don't have the big paymnets!
  Now it is 2006 FJW is still very busy, we have millions ofdollars of equity in our equipment, because the prices of usedequipment had actually risen in the last decade due to the highersteel prices and still striving economy.
  2007 rolls around the economy is slowing, the word starts to getaround about the up coming C.A.R.B. regulations, our equipmentstarts to drop dramatically in value our 38 year old business planis deemed "STUPID" by a C.A.R.B. staff member at one of theworkshops, and no one wants to listen to any common sense from thecontractors.
  If P.M. & NOX are so hazardous why over the last 38 years havewe not seen a more prolific Asthmatic conditions. I personally wasborn with Asthma, and I have been around TIER "O" equipment since Icould crawl, yet I have outgrown my Asthma. Lets call a spade aspade here, don't go looking to blame an entire industry onsomething that has existed dince before our equipment was evenaround!
  We have had Four unfortuntate deaths at our company since wehave been in business. The cause of all Four deaths were HeartAttacks!!!
  Our company is doing 50% of the volume of business compared tolast year at this time, due to the slowing economy, This rule asit is currently drafted will have a significant impact on ourcompany, but more so on our loyal employees. FJW will be forced tosell off equipmentat a major loss, purchase newer equipment, Pay $4a gallon for Diesel, all while having less work to bid. Sounds likea recipe for disaster!!! Maybe C.A.R.B. should run our business'ssince they ahve it all figured out!!!
  Please give us more time, more flexiblity, and help with thecosts in more ways, or give tax credits. 
  Government should not be able to force thousands of people outof business.

Sincerely,

Freddie Willert

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:22:13No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: RichardLast Name: TeebayEmail Address: rteebay@dpw.lacounty.govAffiliation: Los Angeles Co. Dept. of Public Works Subject: COMMENTS REGARDING OFF-ROAD REGULATIONComment:See attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1216-comments_on_off-road_eqpt_regulation.docOriginal File Name: Comments on Off-Road Eqpt Regulation.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:35:37No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: KendalLast Name: LeslieEmail Address: kheroyro@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Coastal Earthmovers Inc.Subject: Implementation of the In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle/EquipmentComment:see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1217-commentleslie.docOriginal File Name: CommentLeslie.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:40:48No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: SteveLast Name: SievertEmail Address: kheroyro@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: commentComment:see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1218-commentsievert.docOriginal File Name: CommentSievert.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:41:37No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-1.First Name: MattLast Name: HylandEmail Address: kheroyro@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: New Off-road Diesel RegulationsComment:see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1219-commenthyland.docOriginal File Name: CommentHyland.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-01-08 16:42:11No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: WeldonLast Name: BirchEmail Address: mwelb@calwestcci.comAffiliation: CSDA, CMCA, EUCASubject: Off Road Equipment Diesel RegulationsComment:I received your notice regarding the additional 15 day notice forpublic comment about the proposed regulation.  I went through theentire 65 pages and then took 4 aspirin to get rid of theheadache!  These rules are so complicated that no one will goalong with this because it is almost impossible to understand. These were not written by someone at CARB and no one in theprivate sector is going to be able to negotiate through all ofthis without hiring outside help!

There in itself is your first point of failure!  You have writtenrequirements that will take a genius to interpret so that meansmost will not comply!  As it stands, you are still targeting thehighest wage earners in this State and those most affected by theregulations will be most affected by the loss of jobs.  The tricledown effect will be felt all all levels with the decline in salesof new equipment, the loss of tax revenues for same, the loss ofconstruciton jobs and the loss of tax revenue from same andlastly, the high cost of complying will force many jobs to gounderground, done by fly-by-night contractors who hire illegals todo their work!

I just recently came back from a week at the World of ConcreteShow in Las Vegas.  The main topic of discussion with almost everyequipment manufacturer or dealer there was this regulation and howit was going to hurt or put them out of business.  Many of themanufacturers are simply not going to sell equipment in Californiaand your used equipment will become worthless on the resale market! In other words, you are going to put those dealers, their salesstaff, mechanics & truck drivers out of work.  In turn, you willlose sale tax revenue abound, un-secured property taxes for newequipment that won't be purchased and have to deal with growingunemployment in the construciton field!  Not a very pretty picturefor those who work for a State Government that is 14 billiondollars in the red this year and will be for the forseeablefuture!

You need to get away from making retro-active requirements on usedequipment and focus on what we can do with the new technologycoming out, not crucify what was acceptable just a few years ormonths ago.  Working to improve the quality of emission standardsover the next 15 years in new equipoment will go a long way incleaning up our already, very clean air!  

That will also preserve the jobs and tax base that you so badlyneed.  If you go ahead with this as planned, you can kiss thosejobs goodby and probably many State level jobs too because youwon't be able to pay for them.  

As a contractor with 32 years of business building experience andwith 70 employees, I cannot afford to reconstruct our equipmentand trucks to meet your standards without accruing enormous debt. So if they are inacted as you propose them, I will just startshutting down our company and let those jobs and quipment just goaway.  I cannot afford to stay in business just to work to pay forsenseless over-regulation!

Weldon Birch, Pres.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-11 14:30:06No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: MikeLast Name: ShawEmail Address: mshaw@perry-shaw.comAffiliation: Subject: SOON Program CommentsComment:See AttachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1222-arb_comment_letter_february_22.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB COMMENT LETTER February 22.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-26 06:46:25No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: JamesLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: james.thomas@nabors.comAffiliation: Nabors Well Services CoSubject: Second 15 Day Public Comment PeriodComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1223-15_day_comment_on_off-road_diesel_regulation.pdfOriginal File Name: 15 Day Comment on Off-Road Diesel Regulation.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-26 15:24:26No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: StevenLast Name: YoungEmail Address: syoung@allenlawrence.comAffiliation: Allen Lawrence & Associates InsuranceSubject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Proposed RegulationComment:Please see the attached file.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1224-carb_letter.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 16:10:45No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: DonLast Name: MacIntoshEmail Address: donmacintosh@dslextreme.comAffiliation: Subject: ORDIESL07Comment:See attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1225-kmbt25020080228130248.pdfOriginal File Name: KMBT25020080228130248.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-28 16:08:18No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: TaraLast Name: McGovernEmail Address: tmcgovern@euca.comAffiliation: EUCASubject: EUCA Comments on SOON Program AmendmentsComment:February 26, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chairman of the Board
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:	Comments on the Surplus Off-Road Opt-In for NOx (SOON)Provisions of the
In-Use, Off-Road Diesel Regulation

Dear Chairman Nichols:

Since the early stages of development of the In-Use, Off-RoadDiesel Regulation the nearly 300 union-signatory contractormembers of the Engineering & Utility Contractors Association(EUCA) have provided, in public forums and in writing, numerouscomments and recommendations designed to make the regulationpractical and compliance with the regulation feasible.  While itremains questionable whether compliance with the regulation ispossible for many contractors, the proposed SOON provisionspresent additional challenges that will make the regulation socomplex, costly and burdensome that it is almost assuredly doomedto failure.

The SOON program was originally presented in the days leading upto the July, 2007 Board Hearing as a voluntary, fully fundedeffort to help two local air districts (South Coast Air QualityManagement District and San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution ControlDistrict) achieve additional NOx reductions that they suggest areneeded to meet their 2014 deadline to achieve compliance with thefederal PM2.5 standard.  Industry stakeholders had little, if any,opportunity to fully consider the potential impacts of the SOONprogram prior to its consideration by your Board.  This lack ofopportunity for stakeholder input, as well as actions taken by theBoard at the July, 2007 hearing have made the SOON programunworkable and have, as a result, made the already problematicOff-Road Diesel Regulation even more difficult to comply with.

Unlike what stakeholders were presented originally, the SOONprogram is mandatory beginning in 2009, not voluntary. Contractors are expected to contribute financially to the“over-compliance” requirements of the SOON.  Participation in theSOON will negatively impact equipment equity, borrowing ability,bonding ability and the ability of contractors to dispatchequipment to “where the work is” because of restrictions on use. The program requirements in the form of mandatory contractparticipation and dedicated equipment operational commitments arestrong disincentives for virtually any contractor to participate. Additionally, the Board’s decision to allow districts other thanSouth Coast and San Joaquin to opt-in threaten to create apatchwork of regulations throughout the state, all with differentcompliance requirements.  Finally, the SOON program is projectedto continue well beyond 2014 whether or not South Coast and SanJoaquin achieve compliance with the federal PM2.5 standard.

Mandatory Participation
Contractors are required to participate in the SOON if, as ofJanuary 1, 2008, on a statewide basis, the fleet consisted of morethan 40 percent Tier 0 and Tier 1 vehicles and the fleet has morethan 20,000 horsepower statewide.  No distinction is maderegarding whether the Tier 0 and Tier 1 equipment resides in thedistrict opting-in to the SOON.  Situations are likely to arisewhere a contractor is required to participate in the SOON in onedistrict as a result of equipment operating in a completelyseparate area of the state.  Particularly in 2014, even a fleetcompletely comprised of Tier 2 equipment (equipment manufacturedas recently as 2005) will not meet the SOON fleet average targets. Further, no distinction is made between equipment that can berepowered and equipment that can only be replaced.  Because thedistricts view SOON as primarily a repower program only equipmentthat can be repowered should be considered with respect to the 40percent eligibility criteria.

Setting the benchmark for determining contractor SOON eligibilityat January 1, 2008 gave contractors very little time to plan andplaces too large a period of time between the eligibility date andthe first compliance date.  Contractors did not have sufficienttime to alter their fleets to avoid SOON participation if that wastheir desire.  Also, SOON does not recognize positive, aggressivefleet improvement steps contractors may take between 2008 and thefirst SOON compliance dates in 2011 and 2014.  To carry on withthe earlier example, a fleet may have been SOON-eligible onJanuary 1, 2008 but is able to take actions to achieve an allTier-2 fleet by 2014.  This would leave the fleet with zeropercent Tier 0 and Tier 1 vehicles, comfortably in compliance withthe NOx fleet average targets in the base regulation in 2011 and2014 but still not in compliance with the SOON fleet averagetargets in 2014.  This fleet will have expended tremendousresources to comply with the base regulation only to be faced withadditional requirements in local air districts who still want themto do more, and at a greater cost of compliance.

Contractors are Expected to Contribute Financially
Most contractors will not be able to afford the compliance costsof the base Off-Road Diesel Regulation let alone the added costsof the SOON program.  The requirement to provide matching fundswill be out of reach for most contractors.  The constructionindustry is facing a severe economic downturn with makes thesurvival of many companies a difficult challenge.  As a result, alarge percentage of the construction equipment fleet in Californiacurrently sits idle or is being sold off out-of-state orout-of-country resulting in the reduction in emissions CARB seeksas a result of the Off-Road Diesel Regulation.  When the economyimproves and fleets begin to grow again the regulation willrequire that Tier 2 or higher equipment be utilized to facilitatethis growth.  In other words, the bad economy in combination withthe Off-Road Diesel Regulation are working in tandem to lock inlong-term emission reductions from the off-road equipment fleetsoperating in the state.

SOON Will Negatively Impact Contractors’ Financial Status andCredit Worthiness
Heavy equipment ownership is a complicated business.  When it isjoined with contracting it becomes even more complicated.  EUCA,individual contractors and other associations have triedrepeatedly to educate CARB and local air district staff about howfinancing and bonding impacts the ability to purchase equipmentand perform work with little success to date.  The Tier 0 and Tier1 equipment that both the base regulation and the SOON programtarget is typically completely owned by the fleet owner with nodirect debt attached to this equipment.  The owner typically has aline of credit with a lender that is backed by the equity in thisowned equipment.  This line of credit is used to support newequipment purchases and to provide cash flow for day-to-dayoperations.  In addition, the owner has a bonding capability basedon a balance sheet that uses the equity in this owned equipment asa large part of the financial base of the company.  The realequity base in the company is used by bonding companies todetermine the amount of bonding available to the owner.

The SOON will require contractors to repower or replace equipmentthat they normally would not modify, even given the baseregulation.  The problem with this is that there is not adollar-for-dollar value added to the equipment by going forwardwith these repower projects.  The value of the equipment is basedon the condition of the equipment and its engine(s), not on engineTier.  On the day a SOON repower project is performed the equipmentit is encumbered with a new liability in the amount of thedistrict’s contribution to the project.  The equipment owner hasalso spent a considerable amount of his available cash (or accessto credit), further weakening his balance sheet.

Once this happens the finance company issuing the line of creditwill no longer attribute any equity to the SOON-repoweredequipment to support the line of credit because the ownership ofthe machine is questionable given the district’s position.  Theequipment owner’s bonding company will follow the financecompany’s lead in terms of determining equity when calculating thecontractor’s ability to secure bonding.  There will be a direct,significant reduction in the equipment owner’s bonding capacity.

Mandatory Contract Participation
The SOON program requires that equipment owners enter intocontracts with air districts whether they want to or not andregardless of whether they are capable of meeting their financialobligations as stated in the contract.  If an equipment owner isunwilling to sign a contract he is potentially subject toenforcement action by either CARB or a local air district.  Havingreviewed several potential air district contracts there are severalcommon terms that make signing the contract problematic.  Forexample, contracts often include a provision that asks theequipment owner to certify that he has had the contract reviewedby counsel, but provides no relief in the event that the advice ofcounsel is to not sign the contract.  Contracts also have languagewith strong indemnity language in favor of the air district.  Ifcontract owners are compelled to sign the contracts they should beindemnified by the air districts.  Finally, the typical insurancerequirements contained in the contracts are well in excess ofinsurance many equipment owners would consider having on theequipment.

The operational conditions in the contracts are also cumbersomeand add cost to compliance.  SOON contracts will require thatequipment operate a vast majority of the time in the air districtproviding the funding, whether the equipment owner has work inthat air district or not.  These contracts may last up to sevenyears and during the contract period the equipment owner cannotaccount for the lower emissions from the SOON equipment withrespect to the base regulation.  There will be times when theequipment owner has work outside of the air district providing theSOON funding and no work within this air district.  The equipmentowner will then be faced with renting or purchasing new equipmentto perform this work even though he already owns equipment capableof performing the work which is sitting idle and not generatingrevenue.  Contractors need to maintain the flexibility to dispatchequipment to locations where there is work for them to perform. The SOON greatly restricts this flexibility.  This represents anadditional compliance cost to the equipment owner.  An additionalconsideration is one of competitiveness.  SOON-obligated companieswill often be faced with competing against fleets that are justunder 20,000 horsepower or just under 40 percent Tier 0 and Tier 1for work.  These contractors who just barely miss theSOON-obligation benchmarks will have a competitive advantage overthose that are forced to bear the additional costs and equipmentoperation restrictions of the SOON.

EUCA is not aware of any authority that CARB or any local airdistrict has to force an equipment owner to involuntarily sign acontract they knowingly are unable to comply with.

A Patchwork of Regulations
In allowing South Coast and San Joaquin Valley air districts todevelop SOON programs, contractors operating statewide have atleast three off-road diesel regulations to consider (the baseregulation, the South Coast SOON regulation and the San JoaquinValley SOON regulation).  The prospect of allowing air districtsbeyond South Coast and San Joaquin to opt-in to the SOON programmakes a bad problem worse.  Statewide contractors may have severaldifferent off-road regulations to consider, each with differentcompliance requirements, contract provisions and equipmentoperation restrictions.  To provide just a single example, theequipment eligibility requirements differ in the proposed SouthCoast and San Joaquin rules.  San Joaquin proposes that onlyequipment operating more than 50 percent of the time in their airdistrict will be required to participate in their SOON program. The South Coast proposal would include any equipment operatingmost of the time in the South Coast District, even if thepercentage of time is less than 50 percent.  This will result innearly impossible compliance burden where equipment owners willhave equipment sitting idle in one air district while rentingequipment to perform work in another air district only because theSOON restricts the operation of a significant portion of theirfleet.

EUCA feels strongly that the SOON program as proposed isunworkable and needs to be removed entirely from the Off-RoadDiesel Regulation.  Barring that, EUCA would like CARB toreconsider allowing air districts other than South Coast and SanJoaquin Valley to opt-in to the SOON program.  CARB should alsorequire that South Coast and San Joaquin Valley harmonize therequirements of their SOON programs to facilitate contractorcompliance.

These regulations are impacting the construction industry at atime when many businesses are already facing financial challenges. Page 61 of the April, 2007 Initial Statement of Reasons forProposed Rulemaking states, “Staff also considered requiringhigher turnover rates and more stringent NOx averages, but thehigher costs would likely be more than the industry could bear.” This document is dated prior to the introduction of the SOONprogram which includes the higher turnover rates and morestringent NOx averages staff believes the industry cannot bear. By staff’s own estimation the SOON will produce an untenableeconomic burden without even considering the other regulations theconstruction industry is faced with including the PortableEquipment Regulation Program (PERP) and the upcoming On-Road(In-Use) Diesel regulation which promises to be even more costlythan the Off-Road Diesel Regulation.

The SOON is simply a bad idea proposed at the worst possibletime.

Sincerely,




Tara McGovern
Director of Government Relations

Cc:	All California Public Works Agency Directors (inc. cities,counties and special districts)
	Members of the California State Assembly
	Members of the California State Senate
	The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor or California
	Cabinet Secretary, Dan Dunmoyer – Office of the Governor

The Engineering & Utility Contractors Association serves 400union-affiliated contractors and vendor firms working inCalifornia, Nevada, Utah, Hawaii and other areas of the U.S. Member firms employ over 25,000 workers. The association is themost prominent and influential union contractors association inthe Western United States.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1226-feb_08_euca_soon_comments_to_carb.pdfOriginal File Name: Feb 08 EUCA SOON Comments to CARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-03 12:34:36No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: danLast Name: huntingtonEmail Address: daniel.huntington@att.netAffiliation: Subject: SOON Program RegulationsComment:

I support the changes to remove the dollar threshold from thedefinition of a small business; the removal of the VDECSrequirement for SOON funded projects and the proposal to make theSOON program voluntary for 2008. 
Despite this, there are numerous implementation problems with theSOON program as it is written and it needs to be changed becauseapplying the Carl Moyer incentive funding requirements to amandatory program make it completely unworkable. Specifically: 
SOON is not voluntary. Making the program voluntary for 2008 wasthe proper step to resolve the many issues that have arisen withthe SOON program.  We would recommend that it be made voluntaryuntil 2012.   
SOON is too restrictive.  Unfortunately, the requirements proposedby the air districts that re-powers must be done from Tier 0 toTier 3 engines, significantly reduces the pool of eligibleequipment. We would recommend that the SOON program be replacedwith a replacement or scrappage program aimed at just the fivespecific pieces of equipment that can meet the re-powerrequirements.    
SOON applies to equipment that cannot qualify for the Moyerprogram.  Many contractors will be in the SOON program by reasonof their 20,000 horsepower fleet and 40% Tier 0 and Tier 1machines, but that does not mean that they will own equipment thatcan be re-powered under the Moyer requirements. 
SOON should not be open to all air districts.  SOON was intendedto assist the two air districts in California that need to meetthe 2014 deadline to achieve compliance with the Federal PM2.5standard.  Both of those districts are approaching the programdifferently and it will result in confusing and conflictingrequirements for contractors who operate in multiple districts.Adding other districts to the regulation will only compound theconfusion. 
SOON is too costly for contractors.  Most contractors willstruggle to meet the CARB base rule compliance and will probablyhave to reduce the size of their fleets in order to meet the fleetaverages because they will not be able to afford the turnover andretrofit requirements. This will reduce the capacity of thosefirms and the size of the jobs they will be able to bid in thefuture. The economic circumstances for the industry have onlygrown worse since 2007 and are not expected to improve before themiddle of 2009 or later. 
SOON puts an unfair economic hardship on contractors.  Due to theMoyer contract requirements proposed for the SOON program,contractors can expect to lose equity in the SOON funded equipmentwhich will reduce their ability to borrow and bond for theircompany needs to work outside the air district as opportunitiesarise in other parts of the state.  
The construction industry is subject to multiple rules for whichcumulative impact analysis has not been conducted.  Mostcontractors is California own portable, off-road and on-roadequipment in order to properly service their constructioncontracts.  

CARB needs to devise a way to provide flexibility in meetingemission reductions from the entire company fleet, not justdictate a series of fleet averages based on equipment type.

Remember, if you are the owner of a large fleet of more than20,000hp, you will have to meet even higher requirements underthis rule - make sure CARB hears directly from you. 







  
 
 




  
 
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-03 18:52:15No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: GaryLast Name: MilesEmail Address: gmiles@albay.comAffiliation: Albay Construction Co.Subject: Off road Diesel vehiclesComment:I have a number of problems with the SOON program, the biggest ofwhich are:
1.  The definition of a small fleet should not include any dollarvolume limits.  Contratactors vary greatly in how they do work. One contractor could do a huge dollar volume but own no equipment. Another contractor might not do much dollar volume but doesoperate many thousands of HP in old, dirty equipment.
2.  Because small companies tend to own the older equipment, youare discriminating against the small business owner.  At leastgive him a chance to slowly replace old equipment with newerequipment over a period of 10 years.
3.  Right now you are requiring us to repower or replace equipmentwith engines that won't comply with your regulation's pollutionrequirements because compliant engines are not yet available.  AsI said, contractors expect to get 20 years out of a piece ofequipment, You are making us spend money on equipment that willbecome noncompliant in less than 10 years.  It is a waste ofmoney.  Do not penalize us until we have a way to satisfy yourrequirments.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 08:34:37No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: DaveLast Name: SbaffiEmail Address: Dave.Sbaffi@gcinc.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments Regarding SOON ProgramComment:Please find comments in attached document.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1234-granite_soon_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: Granite SOON Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-05 11:51:01No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: MichaelLast Name: DaleyEmail Address: daleylandscape@roadrunner.comAffiliation: CSLB,  CLCASubject: pricing business out of CaliforniaComment:I currently own 1 piece of off-road diesel equipment. To retrofitthis machine would be costly. How much more regulation
can we endure? All equipment currently in usage should be allowedto continue for the life of the machine. Set a future date tobegin restrictions and make it reasonable so that there aremachines and equipment that can meet any new regulations.
Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-05 22:07:49No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: DaveLast Name: PorcherEmail Address: dporcher@camarilloengineering.comAffiliation: Camarillo Engineering Inc.Subject: in-use off- road diesil regulationComment:TO: California air resources board members, Air resources staff andall affected parties involved in the in-use off-road dieselregulation. Please read our attachment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1236-letter_to_arb_3-04-08.docOriginal File Name: letter to arb 3-04-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 07:02:54No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: JonLast Name: CloudEmail Address: Jon@jcloudinc.comAffiliation: Subject: Diesel Off-Road RuleComment:Please see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1238-joncloud.pdfOriginal File Name: joncloud.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 10:17:01No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: NickLast Name: GoldsteinEmail Address: ngoldstein@artba.orgAffiliation: ARTBASubject: ARTBA 3.6.08 Comments on ARB Diesel RuleComment:Please find attached the comments of the American Road andTransportation Builders Association regarding recent changes toARB's In-Use Off-Road Diesel Rule.  If you have any questions orproblems with the attached document, please call 202-289-4434 ext.207 or email ngoldstein@artba.org.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1239-artba_3.6.08_comments_on_arb_diesel_rule.pdfOriginal File Name: ARTBA 3.6.08 Comments on ARB Diesel Rule.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 13:38:39No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: LawrenceLast Name: JosephEmail Address: ljoseph@larryjoseph.comAffiliation: APA WatchSubject: Excessive SOON CostsComment:ARB’s SOON program calls to mind Shirley Jackson’s short storyentitled "The Lottery" from the June 28, 1948, issue of The NewYorker. See also Richard Ford, The Granta Book of the AmericanShort Story, at 62 (1992). Set in a small American town, the plotinvolves an annual lottery in which a person from each familydraws a piece of paper from a box that contains only one piecewith a black dot. The winning family (the Hutchinsons) then drawagain to identify the winning family member (Tessie Hutchinson).With the winner identified, the townspeople (including familymembers and children) stone her to death. An “mp3” file of “TheLottery” is available athttp://town.hall.org/radio/HarperAudio/mp3/940222_harp_01_ITH.mp3

By failing to require air districts to fully fund SOON projectsand by mandating participation in the SOON lottery, ARB pilesSOON-mandated costs on top of the costs already imposed by ARB’sPortable Equipment Registration Program, its underlying off-roadin-use diesel rules, its smoke-inspection rules, and its upcomingon-road in-use diesel rules. The resulting burdens will kill SOON“winners” every bit as much as the townspeople kill TessieHutchinson in “The Lottery.”Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 13:40:46No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: JohnLast Name: McClellandEmail Address: john.mcclelland@ararental.orgAffiliation: American Rental AssociationSubject: In-Use Off-Road Diesel RuleComment:Attached are our comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1241-comment-mar-2008-15day_w_cover_lt.pdfOriginal File Name: comment-Mar-2008-15day w cover lt.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 13:54:50No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: Barry Last Name: WallersteinEmail Address: bwallerstein@aqmd.govAffiliation: Subject: SCAQMD Staff Comments Regarding the SOON ProgramComment:Please find attached the SCAQMD staff comments regarding the SOONProgram under the Proposed Regulation for In-Use Off-Road DieselVehicles.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1242-scaqmd_staff_comments_-_soon_program_-_030608.pdfOriginal File Name: SCAQMD Staff Comments - SOON Program - 030608.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 13:59:06No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: LeahLast Name: PilconisEmail Address: pilconisl@agc.orgAffiliation: AGC of AmericaSubject: Associated General Contractors of America Comments on SOON ProgramComment:Attached please find the Supplemental Comments on the AssociatedGeneral Contractors of America on the SOON Program.

Please contact me with any questions.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1243-agc_supplemental_soon_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AGC supplemental SOON comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 14:23:21No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: Timothy Last Name: PohleEmail Address: TPohle@airlines.orgAffiliation: Air Transport Association of America IncSubject: ATA's Second 15-Day Comments on ARB's ORD RuleComment:Please see the attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1244-2008-03-06_ata_second_15-day_comments_re_ord_rule.pdfOriginal File Name: 2008-03-06 ATA Second 15-Day Comments re ORD Rule.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 15:45:23No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: GretchenLast Name: HardisonEmail Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.orgAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Regulation CommentsComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1245-cityofla-ead-gsd-offroad-soon_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: CityofLA-EAD-GSD-Offroad-SOON Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 16:59:37No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQC & CBCCSubject: CARB Off-Road Regulation - SOON ProgramComment:Please find attached the comments prepared by the ConstructionIndustry Air Quality Coalition and the Coalition to Build aCleaner California on the CARB Off-Road Regulation including theSOON Program.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1246-ciaqc_15-day_comments_on_soon_3-6-08.pdfOriginal File Name: CIAQC 15-Day Comments on SOON 3-6-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 17:00:23No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: Jon Last Name: CloudEmail Address: jon@jcloudinc.comAffiliation: Subject: Diesel Off-road reg'sComment:I tried to send an attachement earlier, not sure if it worked.

Just wanted to voice opposition to the proposed regulations asdrafted. The staff has ignored industries reports on both cost andengineering of retro-fit kits.  

Staff and the State have decided that these regulations will bepassed regardless of the cost to industry and their total lack ofunderstanding of running a business in the private sector. 

See attached letter for additional comments.

Jon Cloud 

J. Cloud Inc.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1247-carb_letter.docOriginal File Name: Carb letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-06 17:04:49No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: GaryLast Name: RohmanEmail Address: garyr@eccoequipment.comAffiliation: ECCO Equipment CorporationSubject: 2nd 15-Day SOON & Off-Road RegulationComment:Due to technical difficulties this comment is being received as a3rd 15-Day comment; however, per ARB Clerk of the Board thiscomment is related to the 2nd 15-Day for the Off-Road Regulation.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1248-letter_to_carb_3-6-08.pdfOriginal File Name: Letter to CARB 3-6-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-07 14:40:39No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-2.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: CIAQC 2nd 15-DayComment:Please see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1250-ordieslsecond0001.pdfOriginal File Name: ordieslsecond0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-12 14:18:49No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: StevenLast Name: ChainEmail Address: steve@chainenterprises.netAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Regulation / In-Use Off-Road Diesel VehiclesComment:I sincerely request the Board reconsider the proposed regulations.The proposed regulations are already recreating confusion asequipment end users and vendors attempt to second guess theoutcome of these potential industry crippling regulations. Irequest that the Board not distance itself from the economicimpact of these regulations in the quest for air quality. Iencourage the Board to consider the full impact, including theeconomic implications, these regulations will have on the qualityof life for all Californians.

Sincerely,

Steven Chain
Chain Enterprises
Chain Real Estate Investment & MortgageAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-10 20:00:08No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: EricLast Name: GEmail Address: socalgguy@yahoo,comAffiliation: private citizenSubject: new filter tech for dieselsComment:From Eurekalert.com
Reference the following article:

http://www.fraunhofer.de/EN/press/pi/2008/03/ResearchNews32008Topic2.jspAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1251-exhaust_filters.rtfOriginal File Name: Exhaust Filters.rtf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-13 09:25:53No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: RonaldLast Name: LandsburgEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Ordiesl CommentComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1252-ordiesl0001.pdfOriginal File Name: ordiesl0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-14 14:21:34No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: KurtLast Name: CaillierEmail Address: kcaillier@aareadymix.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Road Diesel Construction Equipment RegulationComment:March 17, 2008

Chairperson Mary Nichols
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95812

Re: Off-Road Diesel Construction Equipment Regulation

Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the Board:

Please see the attached letter with comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1253-off-road_diesel.tifOriginal File Name: Off-Road Diesel.tif Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-18 17:10:23No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: NickLast Name: GoldsteinEmail Address: ngoldstein@artba.orgAffiliation: ARTBASubject: ARTBA Comments on 3/5/08 Revisions to ARB Diesel RuleComment:Please find attached the comments of the American Road andTransportation Builders Association regarding ARB's 3/5/08revsions to its In-Use Off-Road Diesel Rule.  If you have anyquestions or problems with the attached document, please call202-289-4434 ext. 207 or email ngoldstein@artba.org.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1254-artba_3.20.08_arb_diesel_rule_letter.pdfOriginal File Name: ARTBA 3.20.08 ARB Diesel Rule Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-20 11:57:25No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: RichardLast Name: TeebayEmail Address: rteebay@dpw.lacounty.govAffiliation: Subject: COMMENTS ON OFF-ROAD REGULATION - SOON PROGRAMComment:Thank you for allowing us to submit our comments on the proposedOff-Road Regualtion and its SOON Provision.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1255-soon_pw.docOriginal File Name: SOON PW.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-20 14:42:38No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: JamesLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: james.thomas@nabors.comAffiliation: Nabors Well Services CoSubject: Third 15 Day Notice of Public Comments - Off-Road RegComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1256-third_15_day_public_comments_-_ordr_031908.tifOriginal File Name: Third 15 Day Public Comments - ORDR 031908.TIF Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-20 14:44:26No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: johnLast Name: kruegerEmail Address: jkrueger@arizonapipline.comAffiliation: Subject: off road construction equipmentComment:ATTN CARB ! WE ALL WANT CLEANER AIR AND APPRECIATE YOUR EFFORTS.HOWEVER YOUR APROACH IS FLAWED IN THAT ITS TO COSTLY AND TOFREQUENTLY CHANGING , YOUR GOING TO FORCE SMALL BUSINESS MEN OUTOF BUSINESS, THEY CANT AFFORD TO COMPLY!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-20 14:44:48No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LewisEmail Address: mike@lewisandco.netAffiliation: CIAQCSubject: 3rd Notice for Off-Road RegulationComment:Please find attached the comments of the Construction Industry AirQuality Coalition (CIAQC) and the the Coalition to Build a BetterCalifornia (CBCC) on the Third Notice of Availability of ModifiedText and Availability of Additional Documents for the In-UseOff-Road Diesel Regulation.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1258-ciaqc_-_off-road_reg_comments_on_3rd-15_day_period.pdfOriginal File Name: CIAQC - Off-Road Reg Comments on 3rd-15 Day period.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-20 16:44:16No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for In-Use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Engines (ordiesl07) - 15-3.First Name: LeahLast Name: PilconisEmail Address: WOODL@agc.orgAffiliation: AGC of AmericaSubject: Supplemental CommentsComment:Attached please find the supplemental comments of AGC of Americaand CIAQC on the supplemental data that ARB added to the record.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ordiesl07/1259-agc_supplemental_data_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AGC supplemental data comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-20 16:48:39No Duplicates.


