EQUIP | YEA CRANE
EQUIP # | R | MANF. MODEL # SIZE | REPLACEMENT COST
[OFFROAD
CRANE 65 |2001|DEMAG  |AC 25 28 TON $637,650.00
CRANE 22 |2002|DEMAG  |AC 25 28 TON $637,650.00
CRANE 23 |2002|DEMAG  |AC 30 33 TON $637,650.00
CRANE 25 |2002|DEMAG  |AC 30 33 TON $637,650.00
CRANE 26 |2002|DEMAG  [AC 30 33 TON $637,650.00
CRANE 27 _|2002|DEMAG  |AC 30 33 TON $637,650.00
CRANE 99 |2004|LIEBHERR |LTM 1080 100 TON $1,215,350.00
CRANE 53 |1975|P & H T750 75 TON $882,900.00
CRANE 80 |1997|DEMAG  [AC 435 180 TON $1,962,000.00
CRANE 77 |2008|LINK-BELT [ATC 3250 250 TON $2,163,650.00
CRANE 110 [2019]TADANO  |ATG100G-4  |110 TON $1,319,374.00
$11,369,174.00
ONROAD
CRANE 37 |2000|LINK-BELT [HTC 8640 HL |40 TON $659,450.00
CRANE 48  |2000|LINK-BELT |HTC 8840 HL |40 TON $659,450.00
CRANE 49 |2000[LINK-BELT [HTC 8640 HL (40 TON $659,450.00
CRANE 52 |2000|LINK-BELT [HTC 8640 HL |40 TON $659,450.00
CRANE 24 |2003|LINK-BELT [HTC 8640 HL |40 TON $659,450.00
CRANE 70 [1996|LINK-BELT [HTC 8670 70 TON $882,900.00
CRANE 81 [1998|LINK-BELT _[HTC 8670 70 TON $882,900.00
CRANE 36 [1999|LINK-BELT |HTC 8670 70 TON $882,900.00
TRUCK 66 | 1990|PETERBILT 377 N/A $174,400.00
TRUCK 67 |1990|PETERBILT 377 N/A $174,400.00
TRUCK 38 |2001|PETERBILT 330 N/A $174,400.00
TRUCK 89 |2006|PETERBILT 579 N/A $174,400.00
TRUCK 73 |2009|PETERBILT 386 N/A $174,400.00
TRUCK 6  |2016|PETERBILT 579 N/A $190,000.00
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EQUIP { YEA CRANE

EQUIP # R MANF. MODEL # SIZE REPLACEMENT COST
TRUCK 71 {2016 [PETERBILT 579 N/A $190,000.00
TRUCK 72 |2016(PETERBILT 579 N/A $190,000.00
TRUCK 74 |2014|PETERBILT 579 N/A $190,000.00
TRUCK 75  [2014{PETERBILT 579 N/A $180,000.00
TRUCK 76 _12017{PETERBILT 579 N/A $190,000.00
TRUCK 78 |2017|PETERBILT 348 N/A $190,000.00
TRUCK 79 12917{PETERBILT 348 N/A $190,000.00
TRUCK 98 |2018|PETERBILT 979 N/A $190,000.00
$7,007,950.00

N/A: INDICATES SPECIALIZED EQUIPMENT NO LONGER MANUFACTURED OR AVAILAR

$18,377,124.00
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Current California Air Resources Board emission requirements

for

cranes are nearly unattainable for many of the companies
in the crane rental industry. Creating not only financial
hardship but safety concerns as well.

There are several contributing factors which will be detailed throughout this notebook. A summary of the

major issues listed below.

The opportunity to present this information is greatly appreciated.

Safety:

OS8HA regulations prohibit modification without Manufacturer's approval,

Manufacturers design and test cranes to meet criteria mandated by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency.

Manufacturers contend medification will jeapardize DIN, ANSI and OSHA certifications.

Manufacturers do not install Diesel Particulate Filters kits for cranes because the modification can
dangerously overload other systems and/or weaken critical parts and may cause catastrophic failure.

Prior filters have malfunctioned due to previously unknown conditions. The filter manufacturer was
required to suspend sales. No refund or warranty provided to consumer by filter manufacturer.

Studies have proven that due to low operating temperatures of cranes the filters do not function
properly.

Should regeneration accur in the middie of a lift it could result in a catastrophic event, violate safety
regulations and injury crew and the public in surrounding work area.

Existing Exemptions:

California Air Resources Board refuses to award compliance flexibility exemptions that currently
exist for this circumstance, even after multiple exemption applications.

California Air Resources Board refuses to acknowledge OSHA regulation 47968 states that
repairs ar adjustmenis must be done in accordance with manufacturer's recommendations.

California Air Resources Board refuses to acknowledge California Department of Motor Vehicle
Code 27157. Vehicle poliution emission regulations: “Emissions standards cannot be stricter than
those of model year when first manufactured.”

Awvailability of Equipment and Replacement Cost:

Champion Crane cannot replace several existing cranes in the fleet with a new model of same
crane. The cranes are no longer manufactured.

Availability of cranes to purchase for use in the State of California is severely limited due to
California Air Resources Board emission standards and Cal Trans axle weight requirements.

Replacing and entire fleei of cranes before the end of their useful life span is financially impossible.

Resale value of equipment has been negatively impacted because of the market being flooded with
equipment that cannot be used in the State of California.
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1.

OSHA Requirement for Vehicle Manufacturer Approval: Foth CalOSHA and US OSHA have established
regulations that require manidaciurer approval prior to making modifications & cranes. OS8HA regs ikely
apply to refrofit Pid fifers (VDECS) and engine repowers. Currently there is no established process whereby
mmmmmammwmm The lavitad nquiries made by owners to
date indicate virtually no manufacturer support for VDECS or repowers, and thers is no incendive for them io
approve crane-by-crans requests from Catifornia. VDECS and engine vendors are willing to attermpt
nsialiations, but are not qualified fo handle the technical and safety aspects. So there is a real regulatory
obstacie to performing the actions anticipated under the On-Road and Off-Road Rudes, which if bypassed
increases the risk of an accident. There is an existing grocess in both the On-Road ard Of-Road Rule o
deem a VIXECS unsafe to install, but it requires case-by-case documentation provided by the VDECS
manufacturer (who is not qualified to assess the safely of a crans). Other datz sise may be provided, but
proving the “iack of manufacturer approval® requires proving of 2 negative that wili have o be repaated for
each of California’s mobile cranes (about 1,000 in total).

Feasibility of VDECS Highly Uniikely for Cranes: CARB’s verification procedure for VDECS was
amended in 2010 ko require {a¢mong other things), a “pre-instaliation compatibilly assessment.” This was
added because the duty cycles of many applications were not severe encugh to generate enough heat for
passive VDECS systems {o regenerate. So now, exhaust iempenature date logging must be perionmed prior
to instaliation. CARB verifications now inciude a standard condition that VDECS cannot be usad on Rubber
Tired Gantry Cranes (RTGs) unless the manufacturer verifias their device separately for RTGs. This i
because K is known established that RTGs simply operele st ioads 100 low 10 support passive rageneration.
No VDECS have been atternpted for mobiie crenes (that we know of). However, the issues associated with
RTGs will presant themsaeives o even a greater degree on mobile cranss (who may make one or two lifis
aver the course of a day as opposed i 100s made by a RTG). Yet, these systems are still deamed verified
for cranes. Likewiss, aclive systems require operator-initiate reganeration. If the oparator fails to heed the
regeneration signal, an automatic engine shutdown is iniliated 1o prevent excessive backpressurs,  Uniike
ofher equiprnent iypes, a crane cannot be taken out of service during a lift (which could [ast for howrs) just o
generate. Likewise, a crane engine cannot be subject to poesibility of auto-shutoff while performing s it So
again, safety is af stake.

Cost and Economics: Cranes are by far the highest-value vehicles subject to the On-Road or Off-Road
Regulations, costing as much as $3M. In turn, they are some of the lowest mileage vehicies in alther
program, yet cannot gualify for the 1,000 miblyear full examption. CARB'g rules envision that f a VDECS or
new enging is not feasible, the crane is ultimately replaceable with a newer model, and the differential cost of
that transaction is manageable. Due to thair high value, cranes have a long payback period, and the oider
{paid-for) units s a feet provida the revenue for paymenis on the newer units. The smissions and VMT of
cranes is such that incentive funding is minimal and usually deemad not 10 be cost effective. There are a
myriad of other costs associated with a new (or used) crane purchase that other vehicle types simply do not
share. These arg:

«  Transport — the newer replacement crane may be lotated thousands of miles away, and
require a small convoy o relocate, causing excess emissions,

s CalOSHA crane cariification — Exira cost and regulatory hurdle

¢ Operator Training — This can be extensive

e  Painting/Rebranding — Excess cosis and emissions

+«  Special Transportation Permits - Exira tost and reguistory hurdie

+  Taxes



47968 Federal Register/Voi. 75, No. 152/ %enday, Avgrst 9, 2010/ Rulss and Regulations
in v to thews commants, OBHA  45d nod contain & documentation and adjusiments wers performed in

is retaining fve quatification requiversend, An indusiria] contracior accordance with menufaciurer
vexqusrersessis (o inspectors a3 specified  steted that the wandard should u[giymm criteria.
i the proposed rule but is not documeniation of this invpsction (28 mrmd §1926.1412(b)(1)(113) stated
mandating thst the ins 1 b well & the izspections sequized sndey  that “[1lhe inspection shall include
assessed by a qualified evaluator, parsgeaphs (b} and o] of this seetion, functional testing.” As in the case of
centified, or licensed because there is discussed bolow but offered no reasons  proposed § 1926.1412(a)(1)(i] discussed
not safficient evidence i the record to 10 support its suggestion. {ID-0120.} above regarding modified equi
wizzsri these sdditiona] requizemenic.  Absenta basis in the record w add such  OSHA public comment on
A eommber of current OFHA construction & requirement. USHA declines o whether the functional required
#andscds, sr did Sossw § 1926.550. require documentation of the for repaired/adjustsd equi should
raquire inspections to be conducted by in?ocﬁm under passgrephs fal, {5), be limited to testing only ¢
competent persons or qualified and (c}. com; that are or may be sHecisd
For example, § 1928.651(k) requires that §1628.3812(2)(1)(i1) ststed by the repeir or adjustment (73 FR
a compatent conduct & das! that *{tlhe inspeetion shall include 58787, Oct. §, 2008).
inspection of excavations for possible functions! testing.” OSHA requesied Severs] commenters ssserted that
cave-in hazarda OSHA is not sware of  public comment on whether # should  functional testing is only to
evidence in the record indicaling that  modify the provision 1o limit the test (he repairs or adjustments and other
accidenis would be prevented lnl"()sm lunctionel westing requirament (o components and of the
required inspectors {o have additional Lony ¥ the modification oguipment. (ID-0208; —02“.) In

ualifications or credentials. OSHA alfecis or ey affeet {73 FR 58766- contrast, one commanter indicated thet

isagrees, and concludes that accidents
da not sceur ?u;l t:ﬁ tel:!a inability of
com Lor perrons 1o
conaizct sdequate inspections of cranes
under the Former standerd. Accordingly,
OSHA is :etainln&tiw requirement in
§ 19281412 et the variows required
inspections be conducied either by
competen! pegsons or qualified persons.

The loga! nt's request thay

OFHA ot preempt loca) laws and allow
local governments (o centlne to plsy &
role in crane inspections i3 within the
szope of the local govermment's broador
praemption concemns addressed in the
discussion of federalism in seciion V.1
of this preamble. Howover, QSHA notes
that § 1928 1412 would not preciuds
Ioes) gevernman! Inspeciors ar othees
who sie el employess of the smployer
responsible L tho lnspuctions. fivin
Sln’ﬂ:ﬁ;ﬂ itgpactons in complisnce
with by roquirements of this sisndard.
The inspecior need only imnest he
definition of 3 competent or gualified
presan in §1926.1401 (note that &

wompaidnt person” must have the
autbiofily 10 take corriciive sctivn.}

Paragraph (8} Modified Equipment

Faragraph {a] of this section requires
un inspection {that includes funciional
tesing of the ecquipment) & be
porformod by & qualified person oy
sipelpmant thay has been nodiflead o
bas lddim:;i .htﬁ’z affect the safs
aperstion of the aquipment prios 1o
initial use afler that modification/
additien.” As proposed. this parsgraph

¥ The phosse “modificstions o3 additions™ snd
150 term “modifications/additions.” s adad bn thix
Seciian, hive 1he pame metnlng (sn sddition is 3
gf:af difieation), C-DAC d 1o emplis;

& sdditions ase mildect 1o the same kpproval
procodusss 55 othes ¢ of modificstisns.
Wherever 2 forre of e word “modificwtion” is oved
s Dsis presmble, 3 i 4 refecence 1o #il
moelientivie, neluding sddilions

58787 Oct. 9. 2008). Seversi
eamaentory sesaviad thet funciionad
testing is anly necessary to fost
modifications of the equipment and
other alfected components, {ID~0205;
~213.] In contras!. & local government
asserted that the Fongtional testing
should be of the entire crane. 1D~
F156.1.}

OSHA ls concerned that ihere may be
instances where 2 modzﬂ;:dim eus v
unanticipated effect on the eguipment
that would not become apparent if the

test wore limited. Therefore, the Agency

has decided Io require a functional test
of the squipment s & whole. To mske
this ciesr, the words “of the eguipment”
bavs been added ot the end of the
sertenice of the provision in the final

rule.
Luring the SRREFA process, & kil
Entity Represeniative [SER) suggested
sdding an exception (o §1926.7412{a)
for “ransportation systemse.” by which
1he SER mean! auy sysiem dispersing

the welght of die crane for movement oy

& highway, As recommended by the
Panel, OSHA salicited public comment
on whellier 1o include such an

and possibly languays fok it

{73 ¥R 58787, Oc. 9, 2008). No

comments were submitted em this poinl

OSHA notes that §1926.1412 spacifies
the ilems that must bo inspected, and
these tems do not inciuds iterns
desling wih the movement o
equipment on & lighway.
Pazagraph (5] Repaired/Adjusted
Equipsieni

Puragewph () of 1his section provides
that equipment that has had a mepaie ov
adjustment that affecis the safe
sprstion of the equipinent mus! be
s by & qualified persom priov o

mitial ues after the fepair/adjustmant. In

surnmary, the gqualified perscn ¢
reguirad to determing if such repsirs

ment o 1 des! o
restore to
.‘gggsmd Wmﬂ' - -
Otherwise, OSHA considers the
mainienance activity &
modificztion of the t In
oence, npdr.wadjunmmdu -
systern or component mus consistent
with the angl; ring in the original
eguipment % HA believes that e
funstional test iz limited to only
e o B et & Sl
2

:on!unct!on with the glpocﬂm

under § 1026.1412(d). Eack
shift (discussed 1, will sufficiently
identify & deflcient repeir or adf :

modified

fore
lan of §1928.1€12(b) (1) in the
final ruls .
A commenter stated that

& 192&;412&} should he mm
simi to § 1626.1434, ng,
i thyat IL employer shauld be
1o congult tho manufecturer
esnployers or

{ that relate o

scjustments of equi
92} {n that cass,

safe operation, {
ke commenter stated, no thisd pany
would be able to overrule &
manufscturor staiement that & repair
caninol be made. The commentsr
g:!fg:d that an mpioy;r l;h)?“ﬁdi }oi?iie
sbls g go 10 ping':z $3{143 4f ¢
manufacturer is unavaiisble,

OSHA does not agree with the
suggested change. Implicit in the
corament ie the suggestion that there sre
instances where a repéir cannot be nuade
without compromising the integrity of
the equipment. That concern is already
sddreased by the standard, If the repair
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T 120872005 - Modifictions or 2dditions 1 £ oTaee wihone ssasalclener spproval whise the menssiactarey i SH1) w ExNmce

You ingicated in your Iaephone coiwerstion with Audeoy Rolior of this office that your primnaey concern was the ablRly of an enpiover o
;Mam;wﬁmammﬂihmlmmmdm racdifications and cperational specifications,
;mu-muummmmmwmmmwammmﬂm
imma&wum’mw does not permit the employer 10 cwerride the denial by obtaining approval from 3
Gqualified enginesr.

%L__ s we e Correstiy sngaged i 3 negolisted rulemaldng oa revising the ganes and derricks portion of Subpart K. Tie question
im“mwkmdﬂw@sm&ﬁyhﬁm@sﬁhmm 1 you would ke fo sulbmit comments & the

negoiiated rulemaking conunitiee, vou may submit them as follows:

| Writion: comments to the Committee may be submitted i any of thee ways: by madl, by fax, or by emcll. Plezse incheie
! “Docket Ho. S-030" on i submissions,

=y ik, otuelt Daewe (¥ copies t0: OSHA Docket Office, Docket Mo, 5000, U.S. Degertment of Labox, 200 Constitulion Avenue, ¥W, Room -2625,
vashington, DC 20210, telephone (202) 593-2350. Nole that receipt of comements Sl by mail may be delayed by several sk,
| = By fas, weilon comuments that are 10 pages or fewer My be traremized 1o the OSHA Dociet Office at fax camber (202) 693- 1648,
: a Bectronicaily, canaments may be submitied twough OSHA's Webpage st | = e T o Piease note that you wdy not altach matesis
such 26 shudies or journal ariicies 1o your slechonic comments. If you wish £ Dt Such matesess, oy sst submik thees: coples 1o the OSiA
} Docket O at the address foted abiows, When admiiing such matenials to the DS Docket Office. Saarly identify yoor Siecistnic COMMEnts Dy
! name, dae, Subject, asd Docket Susnber, 50 that we Gn alfach the mikerals 10 your eieconic Comments.

E!mmmwmumwuzuwam.mmcmmcmmmmu
| & 202-6%- 1685, You can also congact us by mad a8 the ahove office, Room M3468, 200 Constitution Awenue, NW., Washingicon, D.C. 20210, aithough thase will Je 2 deloy i

| OUF FRCEMING COMespoNCiends DY il

EM

Rngall ¥ Swanop, Digacir

Directorate of Constnxtion

30 you i thes 2pRciic SOmEIICH thit you woud T U 10 MAEIS, pleten [t e ixvow, [ Bk to tig |
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Cal\OSHA - Title 8

Subchapter 4. Construction Safety Orders
Article 15. Cranes and Derricks in Construction

§1613.1. Inspections - Modified Equipment.

(a) Equipment that has had modifications or additions which affect the safe operation of the
equipment (such as modifications or additions involving a safety device or operational aid, critical
part of a control system, power plant, braking system. load sustaining structural components, load
hook, or in-use operating mechanism) or capacity shall be inspected by a certificating agency after

such modifications/additions have been completed, prior to initial use. The inspection shall meet all
of the following requirements:

(1) The inspection shall assure that the modifications or additions have been done in accordance
with the approval obtained pursuant to Section 1610.6 (Equipment Modifications).

(2) The inspection shall include functional testing of the equipment.

Exception: These inspections may be performed by a qualified person for cranes not exceeding 3
tons rated capacity.

(b) Equipment shall not be used until an inspection under this section demonstrates that the
requirements of subsection (a)(1) have been met.

(c) In the case of major modifications or repairs to important structural components, cranes shall be
proof load tested in accordance with GISO Section 5022 before being returned to service.

Note: Authority cited: Section 142.3, Labor Code. Reference: Section 142.3, Labor Code.

HISTORY

1. New section filed 7-7-2011; operative 7-7-2011. Exempt from OAL review pursuant to Labor
Code section 142.3(a)(3) (Register 2011, No. 27).

October 10, 2012



CahOSHA - Title 8

Subchapter 4. Construction Safety Orders
Article 15. Cranes and Derricks in Construction

§ 1610.6. Equipment Modifications.

() Modifications or additions which affect the capacity or safe operation of the equipment are
prohibited except where the requirements of subsections (a)(1), (a)(2), (a)(3), (a)(4), or (a)(5) of this
section are met.

(1) Manufacturer review and approval.

(A) The manufacturer approves the modifications/additions in writing,

(B) The load charts, procedures, instruction manuals and instruction plates/tags/decals are modified
as necessary to accord with the modification/addition,

(C) The original safety factor of the equipment is not reduced.

(2) Manufacturer refusal to review request, The manufacturer is provided a detailed description of
the proposed modification/addition, is asked to approve the modification/addition, but it declines to
review the technical merits of the proposal or fails, within 30 days, to acknowledge the request or
initiate the review, and all of the following are met:

(A) A registered professional engineer who is a qualified person with respect to the equipment
involved:

1. Approves the modification/addition and specifies the equipment configurations to which that
approval applies, and

2. Modifies load charts, procedures, instruction manuals and instruction plates/tags/decals as
necessary to accord with the modification/addition.

(B) The original safety factor of the equipment is not reduced.

(3) Unavailable manufacturer. The manufacturer is unavailable and the requirements of subsections
(a)(2)(A) and (B) of this section are met,

(4) Manufacturer does not complete the review within 120 days of the request. The manufacturer is
provided a detailed description of the proposed modification/addition, is asked to approve the
modification/addition, agrees to review the technical merits of the proposal, but fails to complete
the review of the proposal within 120 days of the date it was provided the detailed description of the
proposed modification/addition, and the requirements of subsections (a)(2)(A) and (B) of this
section are met.

(5) Multiple manufacturers of equipment designed for use on marine work sites. The equipment is
designed for marine work sites, contains major structural components from more than one
manufacturer, and the requirements of subsections (a)(2)(A) and (B) of this section are met.

(b) Modifications or additions which affect the capacity or safe operation of the equipment are
prohibited where the manufacturer, after a review of the technical safety merits of the proposed
modification/addition, rejects the proposal and explains the reasons for the rejection in a written
response. If the manufacturer rejects the proposal but does not explain the reasons for the rejection
in writing, the employer may treat this as a manufacturer refusal to review the request under
subsection (a)(2) of this section.

Note: Authority cited: Section 142.3, Labor Code. Reference: Section 142.3, Labor Code.

October 10, 2012
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537

(f) No person shall operate a vehicle after notice by a traffic
aificer that the vehicle is not equipped with the required
certified motor vehicle pollution control device carrectly in-

— stalled in operating eondition, exeept as may be necessary to
return the vehicle to the residence or place of business of the
owner or driver or to a garage, until the vehicle has been
‘properly equipped with such a device.
~'{g) The notice to appear issued or complaint filed for a
— viblation of this section shall require that the person to whom
he notice to appear is issued, or against whom the complaint
filed, produce proof of correction pursuant to Seetion 40150
o proof of exemption pursuant to Section 4000.1 or 4000.2.
— - {b) This section shall not apply to an alteration, modifiea-
fion, or modifying device, apparatus, or mecharism found by
mesolution of the State Alr Resources Boerd to do either of the
following:
{1) Not to reduce the effoctivensss of & required motor
" wehicle pollution control devics.

(2) To result in emissions from the modified or altered
wehicle that are at levels that comply with existing state or
Fyderal standards for that model-year of the vehicle being

~ modified orconvertad,

@ Aftermarket and performance parts with valid State Air
Besourees Board Executive Orders may be sold and instslled
eoncurrent with e motoreyele’s transfar to an ultimate pur-

() This section epplies to motor vehicles of the United
States orits agencies, to the extent suthorized by federal law.
Sdded Stats lst Ex Sess 1860 ch 23 § 9.5. Amended Stats 1068 ch
2028 § 3; Stars 1985 ch 2081 § 19, effective July 28, 1985; Stats 1968

—B49§ 10,ch 1207 § 1; Stats 1089 ch 9 § 6, effective Mexeh 6, 1969,
ch 622 § 3, effective July 28, 1969, ch 1253 § 4, effective August 31,
1969; Stats 1970 ¢h 331 § L: Stats 1971 ch 789 § 7: Stats 1972 ch 508
§ & Stats 1875 ch 957 § 81; Stats 1976 ch 231 § 7: Stats 1994 ¢h 97
§ 62 (AR 2018), eFective March 30, 1694; Stats 2007 ch 325 ¢ 1 (AR

329}, effective January 1, 2008.

i 27156.1. Auxiliary gasoline fuel
The installation, prior to Jannary 1, 1974, of an suxiliary
ztoline fuel tank for use on a 1973 or earlier mode year
motor vehicle, which vehicle is required, pursuant to Part §
" commencing with Section 43000} of Division 26 of the Health
Hid'Safety Code or the National Emission Stendards Act (42
J8.C., Secs. 18571 to 1857£-7, inclusive), to be equipped
vith a fuel system evaporative loss control device, shall not
— e deemed a violation of Section 27158 of this cade. As used in,
his sectian, the term “auziliary gasoline fiel tank,” has the
ame meaning as defined in subdivision (b) of Section 43834
f the Health and Safety Code.
idded Stats 1973 ¢k 838 § 3, effective September 25, 1973. Amended
" kats 1975 ch 957 § 32,

27156.2. Exemption for emergency vehicles
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, any publicly
wned authorized emergency vehjele operated by a peace
~fHcer, as defined in Seetion 830 of the Pena! Code, any
athorized emergency vehicle, as defined in Section 185 and
sed for fighting fires or respording to emergency fire calls
ursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b} or pursuant to
__ bdivision: (c} or {d) of that section, and any publicly owned
athorized emergency vehicle nsed by an emergency medical
chnician-paramedie, as defined in Section 1797.84 of the
ealth and Safety Code, is exernpt from requirements im-
ssed pursuant to California law and the regulations adopted
— wsuant thereto for motor vehicle pollution control deviess,

ided Stats 1981 ¢h 585 § 1.
27158.3. Vehicles exempt from pellution conirol

avice requirements
— Notwi i ¥ other provision of law, any motor
hiele of mosquito abatement, vecior control, or pest abate-

OTHER EQUIPMENT

e

§ 27158.5

ment districts or agencies, any suthorized emergency vehicle

defined in Section 165, except subdivision {f) thereof, and
any ambulance used by a Private entity under contract with
a public ageney, is exempt from requirements imposed pur-
suant to California law and the regulations adupted pursuant
thereto for motor vehicls pollution control devices.

Added Stats 1981 ¢k 669 § 1, effective Septamber 23, 1981, a5 Veh C
§ 27156.2. Renumbared by Stats 1982 ch 468 § 118,

§ 27156.5. [Section repealed 1965.]
Added Stars 1965k 3§ 1, effsctive February 4, 1965, Repealed Stats

1565 ch 2081 § 13.5, effective July 23, 1065. The repealed section
related to fzilure to have poilutien control device.

§ 27157, Vehicle pollution emission regulations

The State Air Resources Board, after consuitation with,
and pursuant to the recommendations of, the commissioner,
shall adopt such reasonable regulations as it determines are
necessery for the public health and safety regerding the
maximum allowable emissions of pollutants from wehicles
upon a highway. Such regulations shall apply only to vehicles
required by Part § (commenecing with Section 43000) of
Division 28 of the Haalth and Safety Cods or any feders] law
or regulstion to be equipped with devices or systems w
control emission of pollutants from the exheust and shall not
be astxicter than the emission standards reguired of that
model vear motor vehicle when frst manufactured,
Addsd Stats 1970 ch 1285 & 18. Amended Stats 1979 ¢h 873 § 327,
§ 27157.5. Vehicle pollution exission standards; 19556
through 1965 model yeer motor vehicles

The Biate Air Resources Board, after consultation with,
and pursuent te the recommendations of, the commissioner,

shall adopt such reascnable standards as it determings are !

necegsary for the public health and safety for the emission of
&lr polutants from the exhaust of motor vehicles of 1955
through 1965 model years, These standsrds shall be baged on
the normal emissions of such cars when the timing and
carburetor are in proper adjustment and the spark plugs ars
in proper operating condition.
Added Stats 1971 ch 1085 § 2.
§ 27158. Certificates of compliance; Vehiole
inspection

After notice by a traffic officer that & vehicle does not
comply with any regulation adopted pursuant to Section
27137, no person shall operate, and no owner shall permit the
operation of, such vehicle for more thap 30 days thereafter
unless a certificate of compliance has been issued for such
vehicle in accordanee with the provisions of Section 9889.18
of the Business and Professions Code or unless the depart-
ment has checked the vehicle and determined that the vehicls
has been made to comply with such regulation adopted
pursuant to Section 27157, 4 certificate of compliance issued
for such vehicle shall, for 4 period of one year from date of
issue, eonstitute proof of compliance with any regulations
adopted pursuant to Section 27157 provided that ne required
pollution control device has been disconnected, modified, or
alterad or has been adjusted by other than & licensed instalier
in & licensed motor vehicle pellution contral device installa-
tion and inspection station subsequent fo the issuznce of the
certificate of compliance. The provisions of this section shall
apply to the United States and its agencies to the extent
anthorized by federal law.
Added Stats 1970 ch 1295 § 14. Amended Stats 1971ch 7398 8, ¢k
1578 § 8; Stats 1974 ch 769 § 1.

§ 27158.5. Certificate of compliance or inspection;
1955 through 1965 model year motor vehicles

After notice by-a traffic officer that 2 motor vehicle does nat
comply with any standard adopted pursuant to Section
27157.5, no person shail operate, and ne owner shall permit

pr -
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Shelley: Cost of regulations will take
your breath away

<image001 jpg>
in this Sept. 30, 2015 photo, a 2013 Volkswagen Passat with a diesel engine is
evaiuated at the California Air Resources Board emissions test lab in El Monte.,
AP Photo/Nick Ut
By Susan Shelley, LA Daily News
Posted: 10/20/15, 11:08 AM PDT | Updated: 8 hrs ago
In 2008, the California Air Resources Board banned diesel truck engines
manufactured before 2010. Over a million trucks operating in California, including
625,000 that were registered out-of-state, were suddenly iliegal.
Existing diesel engines could only be operated in California if they were
retrofitted with a filter that could cost as much as $15,000.
The regulation, known as the Statewide Truck and Bus Ruls, carried an
estimated price tag of $10 billion. If you were wondering why everything moved
by truck in California is more expensive, it's because you're paying that bill. A
little of the cost is passed along in the price of everything from furniture to
strawberries.
it's a basic principle of freedom that the government cannot pass a law that
applies retroactively, criminalizing something that was legal at the time it

“ originally happened. The U.S. Constitution says no “ex post facto Law shall be
passed” by the federal government or by the states. “Ex post facto” is Latin
meaning “from a thing done afterward.” ¢
It's another basic principle of freedom that the government exists by consent of
the governed, meaning government officials are accountable to the people, not
the other way around.
Alas, in California, these principles have been kicked to the curb. Or maybe it's
‘more accurate to say they've been kicked to the CARB.
The California Air Resources Board is accountable to no one, something that
troubled tawmakers in both political parties during the recent debate over climate
legistation. When the governor would not agree to amendments giving the
Legislature more oversight over the agency, lawmakers dropped a proposal for a
50 percent cut in petroleum use for transportation that CARB was set to enforce.
CARB claims an urgent need for the Truck and Bus Rule. But there are serious
questions about whether this is true.
In the fail of 2008, a CARB staff report concluded that reducing “fine particulate”
air poliution from diesel engines would prevent 9,400 premature deaths in
California between 2011 and 2025. The report was presented to the CARB board
members, who quickly vated to approve the new regulation requiring fitters or
new diesel engines.
But the lead staffer responsible for that repcrt, Hien Tran. was iater revealed 1o
have lied about his academic credentials — he purchased his Ph.D. from a
diplorna mill for §1,000 — and afthough CARB chair Mary Nichols knew about
the deception, she withheid that information from board mambers until months
after they voted to pass the new rule.

htips://us-mg4.mail.yahoo.com/meo/launch?. partner=shedr rand=06 5muiut2i4v8 10/22/2015
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The problems with the report were not limited to credentials. Extensive studies of

the health effects of fine particulate air pollution, including one by CARB-funded
scientist Michael Jerrett of the University of California at Berkeley, showed that it
is not causing any premature deaths in California.

That's all ignored by officials who are now throwing the book at companies that
have failed fo comply with the rule.

On Qct. 8, CARB and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced that
trucking firm Estes Express Lines will pay a $100,00C fine and another $290,000
for poilution-reduction education programs for eperating 73 trucks in California
between 2012 and 2014 without the required filters, in addition, Virginia-based
Estes “voluntarily” replaced its trucks with new models to comply with California’s
regulations.

In announcing the penalties, Jared Blumenfeld of the EPA stated that the Truck
and Bus Rule will prevent 3,500 premature deaths in California between 2010
and 2025. The precise origin of this number, which used to be 9,400, is a little
murky. The real number appears to be zero.

Meanwhile, billions of dollars are being spent to replace or retrofit diesel engines
that already meet the clean-diesel engine standards established in 2001, it's one
more reason for businesses to take their jobs and leave the state.

California regulators can create any kind of rule, apply it retroactively, and
declare illegal the equipment that five minutes earlier was in full compliance with
the taw. And the EPA is helping CARB enforce its rules on out-of-state
companies that are beyond the jurisdiction of California authorities.

Why is this even legal?

it may not be. The California Construction Trucking Association, now renamed
the Western States Trucking Assaciation, has asked the U.S. Supreme Court to
consider whether federal courts have jurigdiction to review the matter.

Truckers will never get their billions back. But it's not too late to save everybody
else’s jobs from being retroactively criminalized by reckless regulators.

https://us-mg4.mail.yahoo.com/nec/launch?.partner=sbe& rand=06 Smuiut2i4v8 10/22/2015
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Subject: Fwd: ARB Off-Road Regulation

Date: 3/30/2018 4:02:48 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: mwkonle@aol.com

To: sqreynolds@aol.com

MIKE KONLE
CHAMPION CRANE

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Levine, Johanna@ARB" <jlevine(@arb.ca.gov>
Date: January 30, 2018 at 9:21:57 AM PST
To: "mwkonle@aol.com" <mwkonle(@aol.com>, "Champion Crane Rental, Inc."

<championcr@aol.com>
Subject: ARB Ofi-Road Regulation

Hi Mike-
As we discussed yesterday, here are the links | promised.

The regulatory text for the off-road regulation can be found at:
hitps; r v/mspr rdiese] inaly r- i

The three pravisions we discussed yesterday are:

provision provides flexibility in delaying the emission performance provisions in section 2449.1, a
fleet would need to renew this on an annual basis providing updated information that Tier 3 or Tier
4 vehicle are still not available,

2. 2249.1(b)(2)(B)- specialty vehicles. For this provision, you would need to demonstrate to ARB that
no other vehicle could perform the same function and do equivalent work. Again, this needs to be
renewed each year. Here is a link to the form we have for requesting designation as a specialty
vehicle. https://'www.arb.ca.gov/msprog ordies ; ialtyveh pdf

3. 2449(d)(6) Adding vehicles. As a medium fleet, as of January 1, 2018 you may only add vehicles
with Tier 3 or cleaner engines to you fleet. Here is a link to our FAQ
https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/ordiesel/fag/addingvehicles.pdf

Johanna
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Subj: Re: CARB Exemption
Date: 6/10/2017 12:28:04 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time

From: MWHKonle@aol.com
To: MWKonle@aol.com, glizabeth.white@arb.ca.gov, abrasii@arb.ca.gov, mnichols@arb ca.gov

CARB

On May 17 2017 I requested an exemption for my cranes and have not received a

response.
Champion Crane replaced 8 trucks before there useful life was gone. In an effort to

comply with

the regulations. Acquiring almost TWO MILLION dollars in debt, We are trapped by
regulations on the cranes and can not modify them.

The crane companies need Exemptions for our cranes

Thank you

Mike Konle

Champion Crane

In a message dated 5/17/2017 3:21:20 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time, MWKonle@aol.com
writes:

Please show me where in Federal ARB regulations and SB-1 where they require the
crane owners to break the LAW and modify
there Cranes

In your regulations you allow for Exemptions
CARB requesting Exemption for cranes

1 DPF's do not work on cranes with low hours and low operating temperatures.
CARB has done studies on our equipment and the results showed temperatures
were to low to work properly.Plus the added risk of FIRE to a multi Million doliar
piece of equipment. Engine compartments were never designed for the high
regeneration temperatures required to clean DPF filters. Sky high costs to
purchase, maintain and excessive damage to engines caused by DPFs is taking
resources away that would be spent to buy new cranes

2 OSHA will not allow modifications to cranes without manufactures approval, We

have letters
from them stating they will not approve any modifications as it will affect the DIN

and ANSI certifications ( Cranes are certified for lifting and any modification will
affect the cranes load charts )

Tueedar Tome 12 2017 40T - MWK anla
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3 A lot of the Cranes we use in our fleets are not available any more.

4 Cal Trans axle restrictions are blocking the sale of many cranes manufactured in
the world to be sold in California. This limits our ability to replace our Cranes

5 The cost to replace all the cranes in our fleets before there useful life is gone is
not possible or realistic

Thank You

Mike Konle
Champion Crane
818-414-1644 Cell

In & message dated 5/17/2017 12:33:19 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time,
elizabeth.white@arb.ca.gov writes:

| checked with Tony and he doesn’t have anything coming up in the LA area anytime soon, As
we've discussed, amending the regulation, especially now that SB 1 is in effect, is not
something | see happening. In addition, we're currently appealing the Lawson lawsuit
decision that overturns the 2014 amendments to the Truck and Bus regulation, which
includes the Heavy Crane Phase-In Option. We strongly disagree with the court’s decision
and are hopeful that the regulatory requirements will continue to provide the retief to the
heavy crane industry that we agreed to prior to the 2014 amendments. If you would still ke
to set up something soon, please give me some avallable dates/times In the next menth and |
will set something up.

Although | make every attempt to respond as quickly as possible, response time may often be
1~ 2 weeks. If you need an immediate answer, please feel free to call 1-866-6DIESEL (1-866-
634-3735) or email 8666diesel@arb.ca.gov. Thank you for your patience.

Sincerely,

Beth White

Manager, On-Road Compliance Assistance Section
{Truck and Bus Regulation)

Alir Resources Board

10011 Street

Thesdav Time 13 2017 AQT - MWEKonle
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Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: 916-324-1704

Fax: 916-323-5526

From: White, Elizabeth@ARB

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2017 5:32 PM
To! 'MIKE KONLE'

Subject: RE: (no subject)

|l don’t know of anything coming up for either of us, but I'll check with Tony tomorrow.

Afthough | make every attempt to respond os quickly as possible, response time may often be
12 weeks. If you need an immediate answer, please fee! free to call 1-866-6DIESEL {1-866-
634-3738) or email 8666diesel@arb.ca.gov. Thank you for your patience.

Sincerely,

Bett White

Manager, On-Road Compliance Assistance Section
(Truck and Bus Regulation)

Air Resources Board

1001 | Sireet

Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: 816-324-1704

Fax: 916-323-5526

Tueadav Thne 13 2017 AOT.: MWEKonle
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From: MIKE KONLE [mailto:mwkonle@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2017 5:19 PM

To: White, Elizabeth@ARB

Subject: Re: (no subject)

Do you have any dates that you and Tony will be in Los Angeles?

MIKE KONLE

CHAMPION CRANE

On May 11, 2017, at 8:25 AM, White, Elizabeth@ARB <elizabeth white@arb.ca.gov> wrote:

Please give me some date and time optlons in May and June and | will schedule
it.

Sent from my ARB Android.

—--Original Message—-

From: MWionle@aol.com [MWKonle@aol.com]

Received: Wadnesday, 10 May 2017, 8:57PM

Ta: White, Elizabeth@ARB [elizabeth.white@arb.ca.gov]; Brasil, Tony@ARB
Tony.brasii@arh.ca.gov]

Subject; (no subject)

CARB

The median Texas household income is 13.5% less than CA. But adjusted for COL, TX
2015 median household income is 29.3% more than CA.

htts:/fww. census. gov/content/dem/Census/iibrary/publications/2 016/demu/acsbri 5-02.pdf
and

fttos:/Avww, missourieconomy.orgfindicators/cosi_of_iiving/ingex.st

Consider California's net domestic migration (migration between states). From 1992
through 2016, California lost a NET 4.0 million people to other states. Net departures
slowed in 2008 only because people couldn't sell their homes. But more people still leave
each year - in 2018 we lost 109,000. Again, note that these are NET losses. Sadly, our
policies have split up many California families.

atfps:fitwitter. com/SenTedCruz/status/4848279677 475268558 phote/1
My Kids a2nd Grand kids do nct live in California

The Loss of 4 Million peopie should compensate for grand fathenng our low usage
low mileage cranes

Trasdav Time 13. 2017 AOT.: MWKonle
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| am only requesting to ailow my existing cranes that were legal in Caiifornia when purchased to live
out thers normat Iife

It is against osha rules to modify cranes and | can not replace ali of my equipment every 7 years
( motors have to be 2010 or newer )

s Per cur conversation Tuesday May 9 2017 my only options were seil 50% of my Equipment or move
out of state

| hope there is some other solutions to all ths crane companies dislmma in this same situation
= Cranes are cerlifiad by DIN and ANSI for lifting and cen not be medifisd

The low numbers |, (0w uskEge &nd extrame axpenss 10 replecs older cranes should be taken
into consideration 1 allow them to continue o the end of there usaful: life

The DPF filters if we were allowsd to install them co not work wikh the low operating temperatures
that the cranss run

Cranes can not shut down in the middls of a 1ift {o reganerate the filkers

This equipment is used for Emergency situations $uch as earthquake,plane crashes and
fires stopping to regenarate is not an aption

— Down time to clegn fillers is 3 to 5 days per vehicle some times as ofien as once & manth

The Crang owners association wouid like to meet 1o discus the on and off road rules for existing
cranes in California

and

hitp:/riderrants blogspot.comiz015/04/were-california-reak-asiate-prices htmi

It's likely that it's not the welfare kings and queens departing. They are primarily the
young, the educated, the productive, the entrepreneurial, the ambitious, the wealthy (such
as Tiger Woods) - and retirees seeking to make their nesi-eggs provide more bang for the
buck.

NOTE: To see more stch fact-based disclosures, go fo my blog
atwww.RiderRants.biogspot.com, or my more active Facsbook
“page” www.Facehook.com/Richard. Rider (“friend” me). The very latest two-page fact sheet

- Thezdavy hine 13 2017 AOT.: MWK onle
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111872018 Califomia Repeal Gas Tax and Fees Increase Bill Initiative (2018) - Ballotpedia

Senate Bili 1

Senate Bill 1 (SB 1), also known as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, was passed on April 6,
2017.1" Gov. Jerry Brown (D) signed SB 1 on April 28, 2017. The governor said, "Safe and smooth roads make
California a better place to live and strengthen our economy.™ 12

Revenue
SB 1 was designed to increase the following transportation-retated taxes and fees on November 1, 2017:1'"]

« Increases the gas tax $0.12 per galion,
« Increases the diesel fuel tax $0.20 per gallon,
* Increases the sales tax on diese! fuels by an additional 4 percentage points.

SB 1 was designed to create a new annual Transportation improvement Fee (TIF) based on the market value of &
vehicle. The fee went into effect on January 1, 2018. The fee schedule was as follows:'!]

= 325 per year for vehicles with a market value of $0-$4,999;

» $50 per year for vehicles with a market value of $5,000-$24,999;

+ $100 per year for vehicles with a market value of $25,000-534,999;

+ 3150 per year for vehiclas with a market value of $35,000-$59,999; and
» $200 per year for vehicles with a market value of $60,000 or higher.

SB 1 wa[%?asigned to charge owners of model year 2020 zero-emission vehicles (ZEV) $100 per vehicle starting
in 2020.

Other than the diesel sales tax, 8B 1 was designed to adjust the tax and fee rates based on annual changes in
the California Cansumer Price Index (CP1).[M)

Funding

According to the California Senate Appropriations Committee, Senate Bill 1 was expected to generate an
estimated $52.4 billion between 2017 and 2027.[""1

SB 1 was designed to:{"!

« Provide for the repayment of $706 million in loans related to transportation.

« Deposit revenue from the gasocline tax, $0.10 of the diesel tax, TIF fees, and ZEV fees into a Road
Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) to fund road maintenance and other projects.

« Daposit revenue from $0.10 of the diesel tax into the Trade Corridor Enhancement Account (TCEA) to fund
freight projects.

= Allocate revenue from 3.5 percentage points of the diesel sales tax and $350 million in TIF fees for public
transportation projects and expenses.

+ Allocate revenue from $250 million in TIF fees for traffic congestion relief projects.

» Aliocate revenue related to agriculture equipment that resulted from the gas iax increase 1o agriculture
programs.

« Aliocate revenue related to off-highway vehicles and boats that resulted from the gas {ax increase to state
parks and boating programs.

https:l{ballotpedia.orglCal'rfornia_Repeal_Gas_“Tax_and_Fees_lncrease_Biil_lmuatwe_(ze18}#Senate_5il i
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8ill Text - SB-1 Transportation funding.

Legisiature prepared pursuant to Section 14535 of the Government Code, A topy of the report shali be provided
to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee and the transportation policy committees of hoth houses of the
Legislature. The report, at a minimum, shall include mformation on each project that received funding under the
pragram, including, but not limited to, ali of the following:

{a) A summary describing the overall progress of the project since the initial award,

{b) Expenditures to date for all project phase costs,

(¢} A summary of milestones achieved during the prior year and milestones expected to be reached in the
coming year.

(d) An assessment of how the project is meeting the quantitative and qualitative measurements identified in the
project nomination, as outlined in Section 2393,

SEC. 45. Section 4000.15 is added to the Vehicle Code, to read:

4000.15. (a} Effective January 1, 2020, the department shali confirm, prior to the initial registration or the
transfer of ownership and registration of a digsel-fueled vehicle with a gross vehicle weight rating of more than
14,000 pounds, that the vehicle is compliant with, or exempt from, applicable air pollution control technology
requiraments pursuant to Division 28 (commencing with Section 39000) of the Health and Safety Code and
regulations of the State Air Resources Board adopted pursuant to that division.

(b) Except as otherwise provided In subdivision (¢}, for diesel-fueled vehicles subject to Section 43018 of the
Heaith and Safety Code, as applied to the reduction of emissions of diesel particuiate matter, oxides of nitrogen,
and other criteria pollutants from in-use diesel-fueled vehicdles, and Section 2025 of Title 13 of the California
Code of Regulations as it read January 1, 201 7, or a5 subsequently amended:

(1) The department shali refuse registration, or renewal or transfer of registration, for a diesel-fueled vehicle
with a gross vehicie waight rating of 14,001 pounds to 26,000 pounds for tha foliowing vehicle model years:

{A) Effective jenuary 1, 2020, vehicle madal vears 2004 and older.
(B) Effective January 1, 2021, vehicle model years 2007 and older.
{C) Effective January 1, 2023, vehicle model years 2010 and older.

(2) The department shall refuse registration, ar renewal or transfer of registration, for a diesel-fueled vehicle
with a gross vehicie weight rating of more than 26,000 pounds for the following vehicie modsl years:

(A) Effective January 1, 2020, vehicle model years 2000 and older.
(B) Effective January 1, 2021, vehicle model years 2005 and older.
{C) Effective January 1, 2022, vehicle model years 2007 and older.
(D) Effective January 1, 2023, vehicle model vears 2010 and alder,

{c) (1) As determined by the State Alr Resources Soard, notwithstanding effective dates and vehicle madel vears
identified in subdivision (b), the department may allow registration, ar renewal or transfer of registration, for a
diesei-fueied vehicle that has been reported to the State Air Resources Board, and is using an approved
exemption, or is cempliant with applicable air pollution control technology requirements pursuant to Division 26
{commencing with Section 39000) of the Health snd Safety Code and regulations of the State Air Resources
Board adopted pursuant to that division, lncluding vehicles equipped with the required model year emissions
equivalent engine or otherwise using an approved complianca option.

{2) The State Air Resources Board shall notify the department of the vehicles aliowed to be registered pursuant
to this subdivision.

SEC. 46. Section 4156 of the Vehicle Code is amended o read:

4156, (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of this code, and except as provided in subdivision (b}, the
department in its discretion may issue a temporary permit to operate a vehicle when a payment of fees has been
accepted in an amount to be determined by, and paid to the department, by the owner or other person in lawful

hitp:/fieginto legislature.ca.govifaces/ill TextClient.xhimi?bill_id=201720180S81
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Bill Text - SB-1 Transportation funding.

program is required to be based ofn an asset management plan, as specified. Existing faw requires the
department to specify, for each project in the program the capital and support budget and projected delivery
date for various components of the project. Existing law provides for the California Transportation Commission to
review and adopt the program, and authorizes the commission {0 decline and adopt the program if it determines
that the program is not sufficiently consistent with the asset management plam.

This bill wauld require the commission, as part of its review of the program, to hold at least one hearing in
northern California and one hearing in southern California regarding the proposed program. The bill would
require the department to submit any change te a programmed project as an amandment to the commission for
its approval.

This bill, on and after July 1, 2017, would also reguire the commission to make an atlocation of capital outlay
support resources by project phase for each project in the program, and would require the department 0 submit
a supplemental project allocation request to the commission for each project that experiences cost increases
above the amounts in its aflocation. The bill would require the commission to estabiish guidelines to provide
exceptions to the requirement for a suppiemental project allocation requirament that the commission determines
are necessary to ensure that projects are not unnecessarily defayed.

{10) Existing law generally provides for transportation capital improvement projects to be nominated and
programmed through the state highway operation and protection pregram, relative to state highway
rehabilitation and similar projects, or through the state transportation impraovement program, relative to capacity
enhancements and other capital projects.

This bill would create the Solutions for Congested Corridors Program, with funding appropriated for the program
from 2 portion of the new transportation improvement fee to be allocated by the California Transportation
Commission to projects designed to achieve a balanced set of transpartation, environmental, and cormmunity
access improvements within highly congested travel corridors throughout the state and that are part of a
comnprehensive corridor pian. The bill would provide for regional transportation agencies and the Pepartment of
Transportation te nominate projects, with preference to be given to projects that demanstrate collaboration
between the regional agencies and the department.

(11} The California Environmenta! Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to
be prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds
that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for 2 project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would
avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a
significant effect on the environment.

This bill weould establish the Advance Mitigation Program in the Department of Transportation to enhance
communications between the department and stakeholders to, among other things, protect natural resources
and accelerate project delivery. The bili would require the department to set aside not less than $30,000,000
annually for 4 years for the program from capital cutiay revenues,

(12) Existing faw imposes various limitations on emissions of air contaminants for tha control of air pollution
from vehicular and nonvehicular sources. Existing law generally designates the State Air Resources Board as the
state agency with the primary responsibility for the control of vehicular air poliution.

This bilt would prohibit, except as specified, the requiring of the retirement, replacement, retrofit, or repower of
a self-propelied commercial motor vehicle during a specified period. The bill would require the state board to, by
Januvary 1, 2025, evaluate the impact of these provisions on state and local clean air efforts to meet state and
tocal clean air goals, as provided.

(13) Existing law prohibits a person from driving, moving, or leaving standing upon a highway any motor vehicte,
as defined, that has been registered In violation of provisions regulating vehicle emissions.

This bill, effective January 1, 2020, would require the Department of Motor Vehicles to confirm, prior to the initial
registration or the transfer of ownership and registration of 2 diesel-fueled venicle with 2 gross vehicle weight
rating of more than 14,000 pounds, that the vehicle Is compliant witft, or exempt from, appilicable air pollution
control technology requirements, pursuant to specified provisions. The bifl would require the department to
refuse registration, or renewal or transfer of registration, for certain diesel-fueled vehicles, based on weight and
model year, that are subject to specified provisions reiating to the reduction of emissions of diesel particulate
matter, oxides of nitrogen, and other criteria poliutants from in-use diesel-fueled vehicles. The biff would

htlp:Ineginfo.fegislanxa.ca.gavlfaceslbillTexiClient.xhtml?billﬂ_ic!:ZO1720180881
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Bill Text - SB-1 Transportation funding.

authorize the department to allow registration, or renewa! or transfer of registration, for any diesel-fueled vehicle
that has been reported to the State Air Resources Board, and is using an approved exemption, or is compliant
with applicable air pollution control technology requirements, pursuant to specified provisions,

Existing law authorizes the department, in its discretion, to issue a temporary permit to operate a vehicle when a
payment of fees has been accepted in an amount to be determined by the department and paid to the
department by the owner or other person in lawful possession of the vehide.

This bilt would additionally authorize the department te issue a temporary permit to operate a vehicie for which
registration is otherwise required to be refused under the provisions of the ki, as prescribed.

(14} The bill wouid enact other related provisions.
(15) This bili would declare that it is to take effect iImmediately as an urgency statute.

Vote: 2/3  Appropriation: yes Fiscal Committes: yes Local Program: no

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The Legislature finds and declares all of the foliowing:

{a) Qver the next 10 years, the state faces a $59 bition shortfall to adequately maintain the existing state
highway systerm in order to keep it in & basic state of good repair,

{b} Similarly, citles and counties face a $78 billion shortfall over the next decade to adequately maintain the
existing network of local streets and roads.

() Statewide taxes and fees dedicated to the maintenance of the system have not baen increased In more than
40 vears, with those revenues losing mare than 55 percant of their purchasing power, while casts to maintain the
system have steadily increased and much of the underlying infrastructure has aged past its expected usefu! life.

(d) California motorists are spending $17 million annually in extra mainterance and car repair bills, which is more
than $700 per driver, due to the state's poorly maintained roads,

{e) Falling to act now to address this growing problem means that more drastic measures wiil be required to
maintain our system in the fukure, essentially passing the burden on to future generations instead of doing our
job today.

(f) A funding program wall nelp address a portion of the maintenance backlog on the state’s road system and will
stop the growth of the problem,

(g9) Madestly increasing various fees can spread the cost of road repairs broadly to ali users and beneficiaries of
the road netwark without overpurdening any one group.

(h) Improving the conditicn of the staie's road system will have a positive impact on the aconomy as it lowars
the transportation costs of doing business, reduces congestion Impacts for employees, and protects property
values in the state,

(i} The federal government estimates that increased spending on infrastructure creates more than 13,000 jobs
per $1 billion spent,

(i} Well-maintained roads benefit all users, not just drivers, as roads are used for all modes of transport, whether
motor vehicles, transit, bicycles, or padestrians.

{k) Well-maintained roads additionally provide significant health benefits and prevent injuries and death due to
crashes caused by poorly maintained infrastructure.,

(I} A comprehensive, reasonable transportation funchng package will do all of the following:

(1) Ensure these transportation neads are addressed.

(2} Fairly distribute the economic impact of increased funding.

{3) Restore the gas tax rate previously reduced by the State Board of Equalization pursuant to the gas tax sSwap.

{4) Direct increased revenue to the state’s highest transportation needs.

http:/fleginfo.legislature.ca. gov!faoeslbill?ex(:c{iem.xhtml?billmid=20‘i 720180881
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LETTERS FROM
CRANE MANUFACTURERS



13 - 3 g ;‘ ,
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
2651 Palumbo Drive

P.O. Box 13600

Lexington, KY 40583-3600
{859) 263-5200

hitp:/fwww linkbelt.com

Qctober 4, 2012

Mr. Mike Konle

Champion Crane Rental Inc.
12621 Branfard Street
Pacoima, California 91331

Dear Sir,

From our conversation, it is my understanding that ihe California Air Resource Board (CARB) is
requesting that cranes that were bulit to a lesser erisslon compllance criteria be repowered ang/or
have after-treatment devices Installed so these cranes can comply with the latest emission
compliance criteria. It is important to note that Link-Belt Construction Equipment Company {LBCE)
designs and tests our cranes to meet the emission compliance criterla that is mandated by the United
States Environmenta! Protection Agency (EPA) federal registry at the time of manufacture. This
raquest has raised concern and it is our obligation as the manufacturer {0 refer to our operator's

manual where there is a note staling:

Don't alter any part of the crane, Additions 1o, or changes in, any part of the equipment can
craate loadings for which the crane was not designed. Such changes may seriously affect the
usable capacities and make the entire Crane Rating Manual invalid. Such changes can
dangerously overload or weaken critical parts and may cause disastrous fallure.

Additionally, OSHA law 1926.1434, Equipment Madifications, states that any modification that affects
the capacity or safe operation of the equipment must meet certain criteria. The repowering and
adding of after-treatment devices on equipment (cranes) could affect capacities and/or safe

operation.

Moving beyond our concerns of the overall performance, LBCE cannot authorize any modifications
that directly affect the performance of the engine because the engines in our cranes are not
warranted or sarviced by LBCE.

At this time, the Associated Equipment Manufacturers (AEM) and other Original Equipment
Manufacturers (OEM) crane manufacturers are waiting a reply from the CARB regarding the
scheduling of a meeting to discuss the issues.

Please understand that everyone at Link-Belt has our customer’s best interest in mind and customer
safety is our number one priority.

Sincersly,

3

Rick Curnutte
Product Manager for Telescopic Cranes



Re: Crane Certification and modifications to exhaust emissions

9/10/12

In response 1o your letter dated 13/7/12. Lisbherr is committed to working with everyone to insure we
have the best products and comply with atl rules and regulations set forth at the time of manufacture of
cur products. We cannot take responsipility for 3™ party modifications that are not *Factory Approvad”.
We encourage open dialog from our customers and are receptive to open discussions with CARB.
Without getting into 100 much detail, below is a bnef cutline of significant items that can have a
negative effect on the sefety and longevity of both the machines in question and the personnel
operating and working in proximity of these machines

Any modification that affects engine performance (carrier and superstructure}, weight distribution, or
the structural integrity of the crane chassis, supporting members, or superstructure is considered
“Significant” and s not supported by Liebharr

Any medification that mterferes with the operator's ability to safely operaie the machine including
intrusive actions which may cause the operator to divert their attention away from their pnimary mission
in grder 1o perform a secondary task is considered “Significant” and is not supported by Liebherr.

Any modification which could cause excessive heat to designed cooling systems, hydraulic systems and
glectrical systems is not allewed in any way. Liebherr cranas have very sophisticated computar-
controlied safety/operating systems m which excessive heat could cause damage 1o hydrauhic and
electric fines. in addition, excessive heating of the exhaust system (during regeneration of the
particulate filter) coutd cause major satety concerns to bfe and property. Take for instance, operating in
tight areas, close to buildings or around flammabie substances like while operating in a refinery.

If you have a spacific system that is designed to fit our cranes, we ask that you let gur factory determine
if it witl have any impact an the safety and functionally of our product befare Installation so everyone
can move forward safely,

Sincerely, - /
{% Z/ < z

King Regards / Mit freundiichien Grussen

G. Alan Hemingway

Product Manager

Liebherr Cranes, inc.
E-Mail: gian hemngway@liebher com

iniemet, www liebherr com



November 20, 2014

RE: LTM 1080/1L 061543 = T4 engine

Dear Customer,

The mentioned crane does not have an option fo upgrade the engine to a current Tier
rating; Tierd. There is no design for fitment of the engine and additionally required
components; as the compartment will not allow for the installation.

In the event you have any guestion please do not hesitate to contact me.

Kind Regards / Mit freundlichen Grilssen

Johnathan L. Smith \ /
Technical Manager
LIEBHERR Cranes, Inc.

4100 Chestnut Ave

Newport News, VA

23607, USA
Tel: +1 757 928 2512
Fax: +1 757 928 2518

4100 Chestnut Ave
Newport News, VA 23607
Ph. 757-928-2508



12/21/2011

Re: Liebherr LTM 1080/L
SN 061543

To whom this may concermn,

This crane model/type has not been manufactured for ssveral years, In light of that fact upgrades
to the engine, as in a rewo fit, are not available from Liebherr. If this original engine were to fail,
a direct replacement would be the only available option, Changing to a different engine would
not be possible without jeopardising the DIN, ANSI, and possibly the OHSA certifications of
this crane,

At this time Liebherr does pot offer a Diesel Particulate Filter (DPF) kit for this crane. Biebherr
will not accept any Hability for modifications to the existing exhaust system inelading (but not
limited o) modifications to routing, piping and backpressure.

Kind Regards / Mit freundlichen Grossen

o g
G. Alan Hemingway / W /
Product Manager ‘4/7

Liebherr Cranes, Inc.

4100 Chestnut Ave

Newport News, VA
23607, USA

Tel: +1757 928 2505

Fax: +1 757 928 2517

E-Mait: glan.heminaway@liebherr.com

internet: www liebherr.com
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Subj: Champion Crane
Date: 12/19/2011 11:43:41 A.M. Pacific Standard Time

From: championcr@aol.com
To: lames.messenger@terex.com
CcC: MWKonle@aoi.com

Hello James,

Below are the mode! #g and serial #'s ag requested. I'd iike to upgrade engines to a tier 3 or 4. Can | please get
an estimated cost to change these motors?

UIP # DEL SN
2 C 25 8312
5 AC 25 189236
23 AC 30 1883321
26 AC 30 186360
27 AC 30 86358
25 AC 30 8322

If you have any Questions, please feel free to contact me,

Sincersiy,

Mike Konle

Champlon Crane Rental, Inc.
12521 Branford St

Pacaima, CA 81331

(818) 781-3487 - Office

(618) 896-8202 - Fax
championcr@aol.com - Email

Wi champlancrane. us - Wahsite

Monday, December 19, 2011 America Online: MWKonle
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Terex Demag GmbH - Dinglerstr 24 D-65482 2weitaiickan Abteilung 114240
Name Christian Fuhrmeister
Telefon +48 6332 06332/83-1220
Tedefax +49 6332 08332/41011-318
E-Mall christian.fuhrmeister@terex.com

Zweibrlicken 03, Januar 2012

Re: Terex / Demag AC 25, SN 89312, SN 89236 / Demag AC 30, SN 86322, SN 86331
SN 86356, SN 86360

1

Te whom it may concern,

These crane types have been manufaciured several years ago. For this reason Terex doesn't offer any
upgrades for these engines. An Upgrade to a different engine would mean a new design for the crane itsalf,
In a case of damage the only possibility is to replace the originat engine,

Al this time Terex does not offer a Dieseal Particuiate Filter (DPF) for these crane types. Terex will not accept
arty Hability for modification o the existing exhaust systemn Including modifications o reuting, piping and
backpressure.

Kind Regards _
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Manager Design Telescopic Cranes, Carrier
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Subj: DPF for older cranes

Date: 6/14/2017 2:21:28 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time

From: Klaus.Meissner@terex.com

To mwkonle@aol.com

CC: Steve.Filipov@terex.com, Klaus.Meissner@terex com
Dear Mike

Again a long email from my end @

Attached are the data for your Demag cranes. Colurmn “G’ shiows the max permissible counter-pressure for the
engine. Higher vaiues will affect engine performance and may damage the engine The counter-pressure is
measured between exhaust and engine on a straight part of the connecting pipe clear of any bend.

Unfortunately the permissible values are more or less already “eaten up” by the counter-pressure of the existing
exhaust which is in the range of 90mbar to 98mbar on these systems.

As such a complete exchange against @ new (bigger) exhaust combined with DPF is the only way out, adding a
DPF will not work, If you like to pursue such solution, | recommend to seek local suppait. The technical solution
needs to be tested on the crane in ferms of counter-pressure and noise emission (both items mandatory far
regulatory compliance) and shall not create other hazards e.g. hot surfaces, sharp edges. blocking of access
routes, etc. Furthermore | would seek a written opinion of the responsible EPA department prior to any change o
see whether it improves the situation from their view point and clarify on changes of vehicle ragistration. Very
formally remark: such changes would not allow the re-import to the EU as the original certificates mentions
exhaust type explicitly

Terex Cranes is then able to issue a cerificate per each crane stating that the modification (under the conditions
as mentioned above which we would like to review) is approved

Hope it helps

Best regards

Klaus
A B ¢ D E F G
Max. permissible
Type  Serial No. Vehicle 1d.-No. Dieset Engine E“Q"?\?o?e“a' ETS:;?" C°‘}2}eé‘§;?n$:‘" B
Typ  Baunummer  Fahrgesteilnummer Pac Motormmummer  Abgasstufe max zulassiger
Abgasgegendruck
AC25  8g236  WMG220321YZ000 Periins Phaser 24, 045G Eure 1 102 mbar
236 210 Tt
AC25 89312 VMG e — oo Pe”‘?zﬁsopTﬂ‘aser U762 005 H Euro 1 102 mbar
AC30 832 WMG 2203‘552 2Z 000 C“m”g“; QSB 4018212 EuroMot2 101 mbar
AC30  ss33q WMG 22%‘;122 2Z 000 C““’”‘S"’gs‘ QSB 45182268  EuroMot2 101 mbar
AC30  ge3se YWMG zzg‘észz E=000 C“m“}j“; QSB  4g253342  EuroMot2 101 mbar
AC30 86360 MG B R C”’“”g”gs QSB 45046832  EuroMot2 101 mbar
W09 3055 60 TZMO Daimler 442.901-504-
AC 435 37236 2505 OM422LA E1/5 878826 EuroMot 1 120 mbar

Wednesday. June 14, 2017 AOL: MWKonle
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Mit freundlichen GridBen / Best Regards

Klaus Meissner
760000
Director Engineering Systems, Product Safety & [P

Terex Cranes

T + 49 6332 83-1477
F + 49 6332 9101 1552
M + 49 173 666 5719

E klaus, meissner@terex.com

Please use productsafety. cranes@terex.com to repart product saftey related issues
Please use zwb.ddmsupport@terex.com to report CAD/PLM related issues

Terex Cranes Germany GmbH
Dinglerstralie 24

66482 Zwelbriicken

Germany

Www ter !

B% Please jom me in making a difference. Think before you pring.

Tarex Crenes Germany SmbH

Sitz dor Gesalischaft Zweibricken: Amisgaricht Zwelbricken, HR B 30281 Geschaftsfubrung Dr. Klaus Beulker, Erle | Cahen. Stoyan Filipov, Brian ..
Henry, John O Sheehan

THIS TRANSMISSION AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN 1S CONFIDENTIAL AND IS INTENDELD ONLY FOR YOUR USE. If
you are nat the addressee, any review, use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this transmission or its contents is
strictly prohibited,

Diese Nachricht und die darin enthaltenen Informationen sind vertrautich und nur fir Sie bestimmz. Wenn Sie nicht der
Adressat dieser Nachricht sind, ist das Lesen, die Nutzung, die Weitergube und Verbreitung oder das Kopieren der
Nachricht ader dessen Inhalts strengstens verboten.

Wednesday, June 14, 2017 AOL: MWKonle
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Subj: Re: DPF exhaust modifications for older Link-Beit cranes
Date: 6/12/2017 11:54:26 A M. Pacific Daylight Time
From; MWKonle@aol.com

To: Klaus Meissner@terex.com
CC: Steve. Filipov@terex.com
Klaus

SN Demag 28 ton city crane 89236
SN Demag 28 ton city crane 89312
SN Demag 33 ton city crane 86322
SN Demag 33 ton city crane 86331
SN Demag 33 ton city crane 86356
SN Demag 33 ton city crane 86360
SN Demag 180 ton all terrain 37236

what is the maximum allowable back pressure for the cranes listed above

The engines for these cranes are greatly under horse powered and any loss of power is a
problem. 35 to 40 miles per hour on the freeway

will new 33 ton city cranes be available to purchase. This is one of my most popular
cranes

Any help you could give us on certification problems that could help our fight with
California Air Resources Board would be appreciated.

Mike Konle

Champion Crane

Cell 818-414-1644

We are on Pacific time
call when you have time

In a message dated 6/12/2017 12:53:35 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time,
Klaus.Meissner@terex.com writes:

Dear Mike,

Steve has asked me to answer your queshon re retrofitting DPF systems on Terex Cranes. It depends
on the emission level of the engine (system) and on the mode! Itself. | try to summarize the situation
below, but as the topic is compiex it might te easter to discuss it via phone (pls see my contact details

Rhcvmndmer Towimm T N1 AT A7 Ll a
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Subj: DPF exhaust modifications for oider Link-Belt cranes
Date: 6/12/2017 12:53:35 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time
From: Klaus Meissner@ierex.com
To: mwkonle@aol.com
CC. Steve.Filipov@ierex.com
Dear Mike,

Steve has asked me to answer your question re retrofitting DPF systems on Terex Cranes. It depends on the
emission level of the engine (system) and on the mode| itself. | try to summarize the situation below, but as the
topic is complex it might be easier to discuss it via phone (pls see my contact details below).

Klaus

Sitwation (attached you will find a document giving more background)

TiER 4i and TIER 4f
DPES may not be added to engine systems with Tier 4i or Tier 4f (similar to Euro Stage 11ib and Eurc Stage V),

Engine systems fulfiiling these regulations are certified as complete system (engine plus exhaust), any addition
of a DPF will void the certificate.

TIER 3 and earlier
DPFs may be added under certain conditions.

The certificate stays valid as long as a DPF added is not affecting the exhaust flow rate in excess of limitations
determined during engine tests. In other words the “throttle effect” of the DPF added is measured by its
“counter-pressure”. DPFs may be added as long as their additional counter-pressure is below certain values
depending on crane type/emission level.

This will reduce particulate emission significantily the addition of a DPF, but will not change the emission level in
relation to the regulation.

For Switzerland Terex Cranes had equipped a few cranes with such filters (many years ago). The filters were
collecting particulate matter and were cleaned by electrical heating when engine was switched off (burning out
e.g. overnight).

it may be a solution for your older Terex cranes (TIER 3 and earlier), provided the DPF counter-pressure is low
enough for the respective crane model. | would recommend looking for local suppliers of such equipment (the
Swiss electrical solution does not fit in terms of power supply) 2nd | further recommend to contact authorities
prior any changes. Although it does not farmally create another emission level it reduces emission and may be
appreciated by the authorities.

As needed we will look up per serial number/crane type the ailowabie counter-pressure. For DPFs which would
meet the requirements Terex would then issue a documentation permitting the change.

Hope this help, pis do not hesitate to cail me.

KRfwan Teor Taeem o 1M AATS AMT O LA LT
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Mit freundlichen Griifien / Best Regards

Klaus Meissner
760000
Director Engineering Systems, Product Safety & IP

Terex Cranes

T + 49 6332 83-1477

F + 49 6332 9101 1552
M + 49 173 666 5719

E klaus. meissner@terex.com

Please use productsafety.cranes®terex.com to report product saftey related issues
Please use zwb.ddmsupport®terex.com to report CAD/PLM related issues

Terex Cranes Germany GmbH
DinglerstraBe 24

66482 Zweibriicken

Germany

Www. terex, com/cranes

b% Plaase join me in making a difference, Think before you print.

Terex Cranes Germany GmbH

ﬁitz <:|er\I G:saclllsgt;aﬁ; Zwaibricken; Amtsgericht 2weibriicken, HR B 30281, Gescnafsfuhrung: Dr. Kiaus Beuiker, Erig |. Cehen, Stoyan Filipov, Brian J
enwy, John . Sheahan

'I‘!-l.frsy TRANSMISSION AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN IS CONFIDENTIAL AND IS INTENDED ONLY FOR YOUR USE. If

you are not the addressee, any review, use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this transmission or its contents is

strictly prohibited.

Diese Nachricht und die darin enthaltenen Informationen sind vertraulich und nur fiir Sie bestimmt. Wenn Sie nicht der

Adressat dieser Nachricht sind, ist das Lesen, die Nutzung, die Weitergabe und Verbreitung oder das Kopieren der

Nachricht oder dessen Inhalts strengstens verboten.

Begin forwarded message:

From: MIKE KONLE «<mwkanlze@aol.com>»

Date: April 27, 2017 at 12:11:24 PM CDT

To: STEVE FILIPOV <sfilipov@terex.com>

Subject: Fwd: DPF exhaust modifications for oider Link-Belt cranes

Steve

We would like Terex and Demag's
Position on modifications to existing cranes in service
Repower and exhaust modification

Thank You

MIKE KONLE
CHAMPION CRANE
818 414 1544
mwkonle@aol.corm

Begin forwarded message:

From: RICK CURNUTTE <RCURNUTTE @linkbeit.com>

Ehwoa Ter Tovsam 19 SAYT AMAT AT a1



Subdj: CARB
Date: 9/6/2012 3:23:41 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time
From: miv@craneowners.orq
To: mike.cline@manitowoc.com, wijohnbray@aol.com, reurnutte@linkbelt com. wsettlemier@bigge.com,
Bryn@vertical-constructors. com, alan. hemingway @liebherr.com, lee@mrcrane.com,
mwkonle@aol.com, Eric. Fidler@manitowoc.com
CC: aem@viaming-associates.com
All; .
Thank you for participating in today’s call.

Below is Eric Fidler's reply to the letter from Erik White. | have also attached 3 copy
of the letter from Mr. White for your review in the event you have not seen it.

Please contact me should you have any questions.

Mike

Michael ). Viaming

Crana Qwners Association
447 Gaorgla Street

Vallsjo, CA 94590

Tel, No, 707-552-6040

Fax Mo, 707-552-8090
miv@rraneowngrs,org.
WWW.CI’QH@WQQ[&O@

s

HATION

Please be advised that the information contained in this e-mail and any attachments is confidential and privileged. If you
are not the Intended reciplent or the smpiayee ar agent respongible for dalivering it to the intended recipient, any
dissemination, publication or copying of thia e-mail and any attechments is atrictly prohlbited, If you hava reqgived this e-
maillin eror, or, if any problems occur with its transmission, plassa notify the sender.

From: "Fidler, Eric D" <Eric.Fidler/@manitowoc.com>

Date: August 9, 2012 3:55:40 PM EDT

To: <abrasil@arb.ca.gov>

Cc: "Sanders, Scott A" <Scott.Sanders@manitowoc.com>

Subject: Crane Certification and modification for reduced exhaust emissions

Dear Mr. Brasil

| have received your letter dated July 13, 2012. Manitowoc Cranes is willing to discuss this

topic with you to any level you wish, however, we would like to take this opportunity to

outline gur position.

Maodifications to any part of the crane would have the potential to affect the safe

operation and/or load capacity of the crane. Therefore, we have a program whereby the

owner of a crane can work through our local distribution network to have a proposed

modification evaluated by the factory for approval or to recommend alternative solutions.

As you pointed out, your issue is with exhaust and emissions of the engines. The addition

of any type of treatment options would need to be considered by both Manitowoc and

also the engine manufacturer to evaluate the following issues:

<I--[if IsupportLists}-->e <I-[endif]-->Engine Performance —issues such as horsepower

output, back pressure and restrictions to the exhaust would need to be
considered. Manitowoc cannot approve of modifications that affect the

Friday, September 07, 2012 AOL: MWKonle



performance of an engine. The engine manufacturer would need to approve these
modifications.
<I--[if IsupportLists]-->e <I--[endif]->Location and weight distribution would require
consideration of the following:

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->o <!-[endif]->Modification of structural members — areas of
the crane including the carrier frame, outriggers boxes, etc. are structural
elements and welding or drilling into these members can affect the structural
integrity.

<i-{if lsupportLists]-->o <l--{endif]->Weight Distribution — many cranes are designed
to optimize weight distribution while not exceeding the axle/rim/tire limitations.
Many cranes require multiple travel configurations just to meet certain road
regulations, Addition of weight at any point on the machine needs to be evaiuated
to ensure that no component is overlgaded.

<--{if Isupportlists}->o <i--[endif}->Visibility around the unit - The addition of some
types of elements could restrict the visibility of the operator during crane and/or
travel operations.

<|--{if supportlists)-->o <!~[endif]-->Accessibility — Location of the additional
elements may restrict access/egress to areas of the crane.

<I--[if Isupportlists]->o <|-[endif]->Clearance for operation — there are limited areas
on the cranes where the addition of elements would be permitted without
hampering the overall operation of the crane. Depending on the type of crane and
the proposed additions, it could create interference with the swing of the
superstructure, blocking of airflow for radiators and/or oil coolers, access to
components for maintenance, inspection and service, etc.

As was stated earlier, we are more than willing to discuss this and to support our customers where

possible. This is only Intended to outiine the many different areas of concern that must be
considered. Feel free to contact me for any questions you may have.

Eric D. Fidler

Director, Product Safety

The Manitowoc Company, Inc.

T 717-593-5234 |M 717-860-3268

F 717-593-5152

Integrity, Commitment to Stakeholders, and Passion for Excellence.

Friday, September 07, 2012 AOL: MWKonle



Subj: LETTER MANITOWOC TO CARB
Date: 10/4/2012 10:24:41 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time

From: MWHKonie@acl.com

To: rwkonle@aol com

From: "Fidler, Eric D" <Enc.Fidler ¢ manitow ue con >
Date: August 9, 2012 3:55:40 PM EDT

To; <ubrasil @ arb.ca cov>

Cc: "Sanders, Scott A" <fcolt.Sunders ¢ nanitos oc.com>
Subject: Crane Certification and modification for reduced exhaust emissions

Dear Mr. Brasil
| have received your ietter dated July 13, 2012. Manitowoc Cranes is wiliing to discuss
this topic with you to any level you wish, however, we wouid like to take this
opportunity to outline our position.
Modifications to any part of the crane would have the potential to affect the safe
operation and/or load capacity of the crane. Therefore, we have a program whereby the
owner of a crane can work through our local distribution network to have a proposed
modification evaluated by the factory for approval or to recommend alternative
solutions. As you pointed out, your issue is with exhaust and emissions of the engines.
The addition of any type of treatment options would need to be considered by both
Manitowoc and also the engine manufacturer £o evaiuate the following issues:
<i--fif IsupportLists]--»e <l--[endif]-->Engine Performance ~ issues such as
horsepower output, back pressure and restrictions to the exhaust would need to
be considered. Manitowoc cannot approve of madifications that affect the
performance of an engine. The engine manufacturer would need to approve
these maodifications.
<i--[if lsupportlists]-->» <!--[endif]-->Location and weight distribution would reguire
consideration of the following:
<l--[if Isupporilists]--»o <I--fendif]-->Madificatian of structural members —
areas of the crane including the carrier frame, outriggers boxes, etc. are
structural elements and welding or drilling into these members can
affect the structural integrity.
<I-[if lIsupportLists}-->o <i--[endif]-->Weight Distribution — many cranes are
designed to optimize weight distribution while not exceeding the
axte/rim/tire limitations. Many cranes require muitiple trave!
configurations just to meet certain road regulations. Addition of weight
at any point on the machine needs to be evaluated to ensure that no
component is overioaded.
<I-[if Isupportlists]-->o <l--[endif]-->Visibility around the unit - The addition
of some types of elements could restrict the visibility of the operator
during crane and/or travel operations.
<l--[if isupportlLists]—>o <i~[endif]-->Accessibility -~ Location of the
additional elements may restrict access/egress to areas of the crane.
<I--[if Isupportlists]-->c <!--[endif]-->Clearance for operation — there are
limited areas on the cranes where the addition of elements would be
permitted without hampering the overail operation of the crane,
Depending on the type of crane and the proposed additions, it could
create interference with the swing of the superstructure, blocking of
airflow for radiators and/or oil coolers, access o components for
maintenance, inspection and service, etc.
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As was stated earlier, we are more than willing to discuss this and to support our customers
where possible. This is only intended to outline the many different areas of concern that must be
considered. Feel free to contact me for any questions you may have.

Eric D. Fidler

Director, Product Safety

The Manitowoc Company, Inc.

T 717-593-5234 |M 717-860-3268

F 717-593-5152

Integrity, Commitment to Stakeholders, and Passion for Excellence.
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FILTERS



FILTERS
NOT A VIABLE SOLUTION FOR CRANES

Air Resources Board has acknowledged Catastrophic
Failures with the use of Filters

Crane engines do not get hot enough per filter
manufacturers specifications

Crane manufacturers will not approve the use of filters

Regeneration during crane lift will create major safety
hazards

Added weight of filters would cause problems with Cal Trans
weight restrictions

Filter will reduce Operator’s visibility and confined space
issues

Gantry Cranes have been given exemption

CARB acknowledges that further study much be done
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u Mary D. Nichols, Chairman
1001 t Street - P.Q. Box 2815
Matthew Rodsiguey Sacramentn, Caifornia 95812 » www.arb,ca.gov Edmund G. Brown Jr.
Secrotary fr Govemar
Envirorenantal Profection
Septamber 17, 2011 Reference No. 11-661-897

Mr. Gale Plummer

Cleairs Advanced Emission Conirols
14775 Wicks Bouleverd

8an Leandro, California 94577

Dear Mr. Plummer:

Using the Veerification Procedure, Warranty and in-iJse Compliance Reguirements for
In-Use Stralegies to Control Emissions from Diesel Engines ("Procedure,” title 13,
Califomia Code of Regulations {CCR), sections 2700-271 1}, the Air Resources Board
(ARB) verified the Cleaire LongMile and Cleaire Allmatal dissel amission control
strategies (“the systems”) for use with on-road and off-road diesal engines on Qotober
18, 2010, and December 21, 2009, respectively. Howaver, bacause subsaquent fleld
experience indicates that these systems do not comply with the conditions and
requirements in the applicable Executive Order series DE-1 6-004, conditional
verification letters 09-661-358 and 10-661-718, and the Procedure, and becalseifhie]
may experience a catastrophic failure mode that was previously unknown, créating
cancernsabout the safe deployment of these systems. the Executive Officer of the ARB
has directed Cleaire {and Cleaire has agreed) to suspend sales of these systems and
undertake the remedial actions as specified below.

Spacifically, Cleaire shall:

1. immediately suspend sales and instaliations of the LongMile and AllMetal
systems until this suspension is rescinded by the Executive Dfficer.

2. immediately recall and remove from service afi LongMile filters instalied on
exhaust gas recirculation-equipped {EGR-equipped) Cummins I1SX engines.

3. Immediately recail and rermove from service all LongMite fifters instalied on
buses, and all AliMetal fitters installed on off-road equipment.

The aangy chelloogs fackg Califorria is resl. Emmmwmmammnhmwm
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Mr. Gale Plummer
September 17, 2011
Page 2

4. Immediately begin an inspection of all other EGR-aquipped engines using
LongMile filters, and submit a plan to remedy and prevent releass of material in
ali failure modes on vehicles with these engines and systems no later than
Septemnber 30, 2011.

5. Submit a plan to remedy and prevent release of material in all failure modss on
ail othar vehicles aguipped with LongMite or AllMatal systems, no later than
October 7, 2011

6. Provide alt owners and operators of vehicles squipped with LongMile or AliMatal
systems instructions for the appropriate action to take if a systam warning light is
ituminated, no later than October 7, 2011. This notification shail ba approved in
advance by ARB and sent by certified mail.

7. Report to ARB any instances of fallure resulting In release of materisl from sither
system within 2 days of being informed of the incident.

ARB staff wilt expaditiously evaiuate Cleaire's ramedial action plan for addressing the
faiture maode of the LongMite and Alimetal systems. Please be advised that any new
design will be considered a new system by ARB and must meet all of the provisions of
the Procedure. If it becomes verified in the future, its Executive Order and diaged
emission control strategy family name will be distinet from those associated with the
current systems. ARB staff Is available to assist In axpediting Cleaire’s rasponse 1 this
lettar.

Under thig suspension, which is effective September 18, 2011 untii mscinded by the
Executive Officer, the LongMile and Allmetal systems may not be soid, installed, leased
or offerad for sale as verified systems. Nevertheless, please be aware that Cleaire is
siilt responsible for addressing any warranty claims on producis atready sold as weli as
reporting and in-use compliance requirements as described in the Procedurs.

ARB staff also recognizes that many flaets have instalied or ordered LongMile or
AllMetal systems to comply or eam credits with ARB in-use flect reguiations. Under the
terms of this lefier, such fleets will be deemed in compliance with such regulations and
will retain any credits they may have accrued by such actions while the terms of this
letter are being met by Cleaire. ARB staff will issue a regulatory advisory o affected
flests to clarify this determination.



#r. Gale Plummer
Saptember 17, 2011
Page 3

Thank you for participating in ARB’s Diesel Emission Control Strategy Verification
program. Should you have any questions or commenis regarding this decision, please
contact Mr. Erk White at (816) 322-1017, or by email at ewhite@arb.ca.gov.

Binceraly,

s/

Robert M. Cross, Chigt

Maobile Source Control Division

et Erik White, Assistant Chief
Muobiie Source Control Division






CALTRANS PERMIT WEIGHT TO SCALE WEIGHT SPREADSHEET

EQUIPMENT . PERMIT SCALE
# CRANE SIZE AXLE WEIGHT WEIGHT DIFFERENCE
30 25 TON 1 18.600 18,300 -300
30 25 TON 2&3 33,000 32,280 -720
22 26 TON 1 24,640 23,940 -700
22 28 TON 2 24,980 24,280 -700
65 28 TON 1 24,660 23,960 -700
65 28 TON 2 24,980 24,280 -700
23 33TON 1 25,600 24,860 -740
23 33TON 2 25,600 24,900 -700
26 33TON 1 25,600 24,880 -740
26 33 TON 2 25,600 24,900 -700
27 33TON 1 25,600 24,860 -740
27 33TON 2 25,6800 24,200 -700
25 33 TON 1 23,660 22,960 700
25 33TON 2 25,600 24,900 -700
24 40 TON 1 22,800 22,560 -240
24 40 TON 28&3 47.250 46,680 -570
49 40 TON 1 21,840 21,140 -700
49 40 TON 2&3 46,840 45.920 -920
37 40 TON 1 22,800 22,240 -560
37 40 TON 2&3 47,250 48,580 670
48 40 TON 1 22800 22,580 -220
48 40 TON 28&3 47,250 46,640 610
52 40 TON 1 22,800 22,560 -240
52 40 TON 2&3 47,250 46,680 -570
38 70 TON 1&2 46.287 45,780 -507
36 70 TON 3&4 48,725 46,520 -208
70 70 TON 1&2 46,287 45,590 -897
70 70 TON 3&4 48,725 46,700 -25
81 70 TON 1&2 46,287 45,900 -387
81 70 TON 3&4 46,725 46,440 -285
53 75 TON 1&2 41,500 41,500 0
53 75 TON 3&4 53,000 53,000 0
53 75 TON 5&6 32,000 31,300 -700
o8 100 TON 1&2 50.487 50,480 -7
98 100 TON 3&4 47,688 47 660 -28
80 180 TON 1&2 52,570 51,780 _-790
80 180 TON 3&4 46,830 46,040 -780
80 180 TON 5&86 34,000 33,840 80
80 180 TON 7 14,760 14,060 -700
77 2506 TON 1&2 48815 48,440 3715
77 250 TON 3&4 50,322 48,740 -582
77 250 TON 5&6 34,000 34.000 0
7 250 TON 7 19,000 19,000 0
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Parficle Emissions during Heavy-Duly Truck Parked Active Diessl Pariculate Fitter Regeneration Page 1of2

; California Environmental Protection Agency
C% @E Air Resources Board

Particle Emissions during Heavy-Duty Truck
Parked Active Diesel Particulate Filter

This page last reviewed April 6, 2015

Background

Diesel particulate filters (DPFs) collect Particulate Matter (PM) and this PM must be periodically
removed from the DPF or the vehicle performance will be degraded. The process of removing the PM
is known as regeneration, during which there is an increase in emissions. Depending on the duty
cycle of the Heavy Duty Diesel, HDD, vehicle the regeneration of the DPF can take many different
forms and frequency of occurrence. The present study is concerned with active regeneration
processes, which typically generate a very large number of ulirafine volatile and semi-volatile particles
from both highway vehicles and parked vehicles. The need for an active regeneration occurs for
vehicles that have a low exhaust temperature duty cycle, and these vehicles may or may not be able
to change their duty cycle to a more aggressive and high exhaust temperature highway cycle. it is
important that more information be obtained concerning “Parked” regeneration, particularly
concerning the nature and importance of the very large number of ultrafine volatile and semi-volatile
particles that are released in the immediate vicinity of the dieset truck. A clearer understanding during
regeneration of emitted PM compossition, foxicity, and exposure potential is needed if DPFs are
indeed found to increase average vehicle total particle number emissions when regeneration is
included (Note: Total particles include solid, volatile, and semi-volatile particies). By knowing more
information concerning PM physical properties and the time and space distribution of these particles,
researchers can begin to understand and evaluate the possible heaith effects.
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California Environmental Protection Agency
f % @2 Air Resources Board
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On-Road Measurement of Light-Duty Gasoline
and Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicle Emissions

This page last reviewed February 7, 2012

Background

Gasoline and diesel engines remain as a significant source of air pollution in California, the U.S., and
worldwide (Sawyer et al., 2000). Emissions from these engines give rise to a range of air quality
problems and human health concerns (Lloyd and Cackette, 2001). In addition to contributing to local
and regional air poliution problems, vehicle exhaust emissions contribute to climate change. Motor
vehicies are responsible for 35% of California CO, emissions (CEC, 2006), the greenhouse gas

responsible for the greatest amount of global warming. NOy is a precursor to tropospheric ozone,

which also contributes to global warming. PM has direct and indirect effects on radiative forcing,
leading to both global warming and cooling; the direct effect of BC emissions is positive forcing (IPCC,
2007).

An unintended consequence of catalytic converter use on light-duty motor vehicles has been
increased emissions of ammonia due to over-reduction of nitrogen oxides (Fraser and Cass,1998;
Kean et al., 2000; Durbin et al., 2004; Emmenegger et al., 2004). Ammonia is the primary alkaline gas
—  inthe atmosphere, and an important precursor {o secondary particle formation. For some vehicles,
emissions of ammonia exceed the emissions of other regulated compounds, thaugh Durbin et al.
found that ammonia emission rates are lower for newer technology vehicles. While probably
decreasing, the rate of change in fleet-average ammonia emissions remains unclear.

More stringent emission standards apply to new heavy-duty diesel engines sold starting in 2007; uitra-
low sulfur diesel fuel was introduced in 2006 to facilitate use of post-combustion exhaust treatment
devices. Past diesel engine emission control efforts have relied on modifications to fuel injection

—  system pressure and fuel injection timing. in contrast, new engines will be equipped with continuously
regenerating traps (CRT), also known as diesel particulate filters (DPF). NOy present in diese!
exhaust is deliberately converted to NO, using an oxidation catalyst, then the NO, is used to oxidize

collected soot particles, so the accumulated carbon particles on the filter can be removed to permit
long-term continued use of the exhaust filter. NO, emissions may increase using this approach, which

is an issue of regulatory and public health concern. Emission control options for NOy include

increased exhaust gas recirculation (EGR), selective catalytic reduction (SCR) systems, and
absorbers that store NOx while the system is operating with excess oxygen, with intermittent
operation in NOy reduction mode to eliminate stored NO.

mtpsdm.arbsa.gwmmmmissimmwd-memwanaﬂmoad—measwemecttﬂn May 08, 2017
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Investigate the Durability of Diesel Engine
Emissions Controls

This page last reviewed April 3, 2015

~  Background
Introduction of new engine emissions standards for particulate matter (PM) and oxides of nitrogen
(NO,) will result in a substantial decrease of these poliutants over the course of the next several

years. This reduction is achieved by using devices such as diesel particulate filters (DPF) and
selective catalytic reduction (SCR). Recently revised ARB fleet rules will lead to gradual introduction
—  of newer engines on California highways and ports thereby reducing emissions from diese! engines.

The technology used to reduce PM and NO, in the newer trucks include DPF and SCR respectively.

While various studies have been performed to assess the efficiency of these devices (some of which
were funded by ARB), so far minimal data exists on the durability and deterioration of these devices.
. The primary reason for limited data includes fairly recent introduction of these devices aiong with
challenges related to sampling thousands of trucks over a course of multipie years. The available data
is also sparse in terms of PM measurement and has often utilized technologies that don't measure
—  PMdirectly. In essence, while the available data can provide emission changes, (to an extent), due to
improvement in engine technology, it falls short in providing a good understanding of emission
changes related to introduction of aftertreatment devices (for an extended period of time).
Undertaking a project to measure pollutant concentrations in the real world is important as without
fully functioning aftertreatment devices, these trucks could emit tens to hundreds of times higher
—  emissions than a truck meeting certification standards. Potential aftertreatment failures and related
emissions increases would reduce the air quality and health benefits of the new engine standards and
also generate inaccurate emission inventories. Additionally, such a study may also provide clues
about tampering/mal-maintenance of these devices that could cause increase in poliutant
concentrations.

This project will build upon existing databases of on-road measurements (remote sensing, vehicle
chase sfudies, etc.), to provide a comprehensive analysis of poliutant profites over the course of

~  several years. The sampling of heavy-duty fleet is being performed at the Port of Los Angeles and at
a California Highway Patrol (CHP) inspection facility in Cottonwood, CA in 2013, 2015 and 2017. Data
includes measurements of criteria pollutants, such as carbon monoxide, total hydrocarbons, NO,, and

PM as well as nitrogen oxide, nitrogen dioxide, and black carbon at a minimum. Particle number and
size distribution would be valuable additional measurements.

References
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FLEET REPLACEMENT

All the equipment in the Champion Crane fleet is highly specialized,
purchased based on the specific needs of the customers we serve.

Champion cannot replace several of the cranes in the fleet with a new
model of the same crane because they are no longer manufactured.

Avalilability of any cranes to purchase for use in the State of California
is limited due to strict emissions standards and axle weight
restrictions.

Replacing an entire fleet is economically not feasible. Staggering
replacement costs.

Resale value of equipment has plummeted due to the volume of used
equipment that cannot be operated in California flooding the market.



LIEBHERR USA, Co.
4100 Chestnut Avenue

P O Drawer "0

Newport News, VA 23605

6/20/18

Mr. Mike Konle
Champion Crane Rental

In response to your desire to replace the Liebherr LTM 1080L, 100 ton
cap. AT crane, [ offer the following,

The Liebherr LTM 1080L was a purpose built AT crane for the West
Coast market.

Designed to meet Cal Trans weight restrictions and travel without the need
of a additional boom dolly.

Production of the LTM 1080L stopped in the year 2005 due to limited
marketing area.

At the present time there are no plans to replace this size crane.

I do not know of any other manufacture producing a crane of this class.

A modification to the crane is not allowed by Liebherr.

Repowering can’t be preformed since a compatible engine is not available

The attached letters apply.
As for replacing your Demag AC30, Liebherr builds a 2-axle 40 ton cap.
AT crane, model LTM 1030.

Respectfully
John Bray

Regional Sales Manager — West
Liebherr Cranes, Inc.
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LIEBHERR USA, Co.
4100 Chestnut Avenue

P O Drawer "O"

Newport News, VA 23605

6/22/18

Mr. Mike Konle
Champion Crane Rental

[’m replying to your letter of 1/29/18 expressing the possibilities of
replacing a Liebherr 100 ton cap. AT crane, mode] LTM 1080L.

The Liebherr LTM 1080L was a purpose built AT crane for the West
Coast market.

Designed to meet Cal Trans weight restrictions and travel without the need
of a additional boom dolly.

Production of the LTM 1080L stopped in the year 2005 due to limited
marketing area.
There are no up-grades to T4F available from Liebherr.

At the present time there are no plans to replace this size crane.

I do not know of any other manufacture producing a crane of this class that
meet Cal Trans weight requirements.

The Liebherr LTM 1030-3 & LTM 1040-3 have been recently approved by
Cal Trans.
40 & 50 ton capacity respectively.

Respectfully
John Bray

Regional Sales Manager — West
Liebherr Cranes, Inc.



2. Feasibility of VDECS Highly Unlikely for Cranes: CARB's verification procedure for VDECS
was amended in 2010 fo require (among other things), & “pre-instaliation compatibifity
assessment.” This was added because the duty cycles of many applications were not severe
enough 1o generate enough heat for passive VDECS systems to regenerate. So now, exhaust
temperature data logging must be performed prior to installation. CARB verffications now include
a standard condition that VDECS cannot be used on Rubber Tired Gantry Cranes (RTGs) unless
the manufacturer verifies their device separately for RTGs. This is because it is known
established that RTGs simply operate at loads too low to support passive regeneration. No
VDECS have been attempted for mobile cranes (that we know of). However, the issues
associated with RTGs will present themselves to even a greater degree on mobile cranes (who
may make one or two lifts over the course of a day as opposed to 100s made by a RTG). Yet,
these systems are still deemed verified for cranes. Likewise, active systems require operator-
initiate regeneration. If the operator fails to heed the regeneration signal, an automatic engine
shutdown is initiated to prevent excessive backpressure. Unlike other equipment types, a crane
cannot be taken out of service during a lift (which could last for hours) just to generate. Likewise,
a crane engine cannot be subject to possibility of auto-shutoff while performing a lift. So again,

safely is at stake.

3. Costand Economics: Cranes are by far the highest-value vehicles subject to the On-Road or
Off-Road Regulations, costing as much as $3M. In turn, they are some of the lowest mileage
vehicles in either program, yet cannot qualify for the 1,000 mifyear full exemption. CARB's rules
envision that if a VDECS or new engine is not feasible, the crane is ultimately replaceable with a
newer model, and the differential cost of that transaction is manageable. Due to their high value,
cranes have a long payback period, and the older (paid-for) units is a fleet provide the revenue for
payments on the newer units. The emissions and VMT of cranes is such that incentive funding is
minimal and usually deemed not to be cost effective. There are a myriad of other costs
associated with a new (or used) crane purchase that other vehicle types simply do not share.

These are;

Transport — the newer replacement crane may be located thousands of miles
away, and require a small convoy to relocate, causing excess emissions.

e CalOSHA crane certification — Extra cost and regulatory hurdle
s Operator Training - This can be extensive
e Painting/Rebranding — Excess costs and emissions

e Special Transportation Permits — Exira cost and regulatory hurdle

e Taxes



Subj: Terex AC25 and AC30CITY

Date: 12/19/2011 12:30:38 P.M. Pacific Standard Time
From: Mark.Swartz@terex. com

To: championcr@aot.com, mwkonle@aol.com

Mike,

Form the information | have, the AC25 and AC30CITY are being shown as discontinued in 2009. There may be a
coupie new units floating around that have never been purchased, or are slightly used on the open market.

The only city class machine that we continue to make is the AC40City, which is a three axle machine, but Is
operated by driving from the operating cab like the AC25 and AC30ctiy were.

I have requested confirmation from Germany on the models status, and will send you the letter once I receive
their response.

Regards,

Mark Swartz

Sales Support

Product Sales Speciatist - Cranes
T +1(910) 332-8562

F +1{910) 395-8538

M +1(910) 347-2001

E mark.swartz@terex.com

Terex USA, LILC

202 Raleigh Street
Wilmington, NC 28412
www.terexcranes.com

b% Please join me in fmaking a difference. Think befara yOu pring

THIS TRANSMISSION AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN IS C ONFIDENTIAL AND IS INTENDED ON{.Y FOR
YOUR USE. If you are not the addressee, any review, use, dissernination, distribution or copying of this
transmission or its contents is strictly prohibited.

Monday, December 19, 2011 America Online: MWKonle



Subject: Fwd: Follow Up

Date: 2/6/2018 1:37:51 PM Pacific Standard Time
From: championcraneacc@aol.com

To: mwkonle@aol.com

From: Qegn.gaﬂey@terex.com
To: Champ_foncransagc@aol.com
Cc: Dave.Kuhlmgn@terex.com, Daniel.Meluyk@te;ex.ccm

Sent: 2/6/2018 11:54:05 AM Pacific Standard Time
Subject: Follow Up
Mike,

Thank you for your time yesterday on our call.

As promised I am following up on the points we discussed last night,

Do you have a replacement crane for the AC30 (33 Ton) 2 axle crane?

o Unfortunately I can te]] you that we do not have any plans at the moment to build another
AC30

o We have a lot of new products in the design process between now and the end of 2019, but
nothing that would fill this gap unfortunately

o Your current AC30 is for sure is filling a gap in the industry offering at the moment and

although we can help you support the cranes you currently own, I am not in a position to
offer you a new replacement crane in this size class

A100-4L - Is this Caltrans approved?

o Unfortunately we cannot obtain Caltrans approval for this crane because the spacing
between the axles is too small

o This crane is not approved in California with or without a dolly at this time

o The alternative to this crane would be an ACB0, but unfortunately I do not see this crane
making it through the engineering design process until the end of 2019 (best case)

As discussed we have a pretty full project list between now and the end of 2019. We have been heavily

investing in our business with regards to new products, but unfortunately I cannot offer you a better line
of sight at this time.




Please keep in touch and let us know if we can be of assistance with any other products you are looking
for (we will do all we can to help yon).

Thave also added Dave Kuhlman on this email who is responsible for sales in CA in case you have other
needs.

Regards

Dean Bariey

Vice President & General Manager
Terex Cranes Americas

M 803 517-6927

0 405 491 2038

F 734 939-6100

E dean.bariev@terex.co

THIS TRANSMISSION AND THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS TRANSMISSION IS PRIVILEGED AND
CONFIDENTIAL AND IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL NAMED ABOVE. If the reader of
this message is not the addressee, you are hereby notified that any review, use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this transmission or its contents is strictly prohibited.
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COMMENTARY

The EPA Cleans Up Its Science

Now Congress shoukd act to fock in place data transparency.

PHOTO:ISTOCK/GETTY IMAGES

By Steve Milloy
March 26,2018 7202 pm.ET

The Environmemtal Protection Agency will no longer rely on “secret™ sclentific data 1o justify
regulations, Administrator Scott Pruitt announced last week. EPA regulators and agency-
funded researchers have become accustomed to producing unaccountable, dodgy science to
advance a political agenda.

The saga began in the early 1990s, when the EPA sought to regulate fine particulate marter
known as PMZ.5—dust and soot smaller than 2.5 micTons in diameter. PMZ2.5 was not known to
cause dearh, but by 1994 EPA-gupported scientists had developed two lines of research
purporting to show that it did. When the studies were run past the EPA’s Clean Air Science
Advisory Comimittee, it balked. It believed the studies relied on dubious statistical analysis and
asked for the underlying data The EPA ignored (he request.

As the EPA prepared to issue its proposat for PM2.5 regulation in 1996, Congress stepped in.
Rep. Thomas Bliley, chairman of the House Commerce Committee, sent a sharply written letter
to Administrator Carol Browner asking for the data underlying studies, Ms. Browner delegated
the response to a subordinate, who told Mr. Bjiley the EPA saw “no useful purpose” in obtaining
the data. Congress responded by inserting z provision in 4 1998 bill requiring that dara used o
support federal regulation must be made available to the public via the Freedom of Information
Act. But it was hastily written, and a federal appeliate conrt held the law unenforceable in 2003,

The controversy went dormant until 2011, when a newly Republican Congress took exception io
the Obama EPA's anticoal rales, which relied on the same PM2.5 studies. Again the EPA was
defiant. Administraror Gina McCarthy refused requests for the data sets and defied a
congressional subpoena.

Eills to resolve the problem died in the Senate. Democrats argued that requiring data for study
replication is a threat to intellectual property and an invasion of medical privacy. In fact, the

legisiation would protect property by requiring a confidentiality agreerent, and no personal
medical data or information would have been released.

This sort of data is already rourinely made public for research use. In 2012 f was desperate for a
way around the Obamnia EPA'S secrecy on the PM2.5 issue, I found out in 2012 thar I could got
California death-certificate data in elecizenic form. The state’s Healh: Department calls this
sort of data “Death Public Use Files.” They are scrubbed of all personal identifying and private
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medical information. Some of my colleagues used this data to prepare a 2017 study, which
found P212.5 was not associated with death.

The best part is that if you don't believe the result, you can get the samse data for yourseif from
California and run your own analysis, Then we'll compare, contrast and debate. That's how
scienge is supposed to work.

hrwould be better if Congress would pags a law requiring data transparency. A fiture
administrator may backslide on the steps Mr. Pruit¢ is taking. In the meantime, we have science
in the sunshine,

Mr. Milloy publishes JunkScience.com and is the author of “Scare Pollution: Why and How te Fix
the EPA” (Bench Press 2016).
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