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experience I had yesterday. This has to do with the SIP.

You kihdly'suggested and invited me to represent the Air

'-Beard.at'the test drive of-the_Ballard Fuel Cell II bus.

'Aﬁd'Supervisor Burke was there, and the head of MTA; and the

pre81dent of Ballard and the Mayor LoS'Angeles came by.
And what we all did was, at the end of the spoken

comments was,'we were all invited to toast this new fuel

cell bus. And what - we drank was the vaporlzed water from'

the fuel cell bus process. And so, Whlle now, in my
pleasure of serv1ng on the Alr Board has 1ncluded rev1ew1ng'

the State SIP, rev1ew1ng the proposal to FIP and the SIP

, Slpplng the FIP. And nowv, I have Slpped the Slp

(Laughter )

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: Was it —-—

MS. EDGERfONQ It tasted fine.

'CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: It did?

MS. EDGERTON: And I’m Stlll here. I;m alive.
But it was vefy ihtefesting‘to be drinking the water from
the engine. From the SIP. |

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: All right. well, you seemed to

be the right one to send to those events, Lynne.

(Laughter.)
CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: All right. Let’s move on.
96-7-2. And again, I’d like to remind those in

the audience that wish to testify on any item, please
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provide the Clerk to the Board, Ms. Hutchens, 20 copies of
any written comments.

. This item is a public hearing to consider the

- amendment and adoption of'regulatiohs'regarding stationary

source test methods. 'And as we know; good air'pollution

dec151ons are based on sound technical 1nformatlon, whlch

| includes accurate measurements of source em1ssrons

State law_requlres the ARB to adopt test

procedures to determine compliance with-ARB‘and district

_'statlonary source emission standards 'And this item is part

of our contlnulng effort, the continuing effort of the Board

- to update and improve the ARB source test methods, as well

as make the_methods'moretconsistent with corresponding U.S.
EPA approaches and methods.

So, at this point, I would like to ask Mr. Kenny

to introduce this item and begin the staff's presentation.

Mike?

- MR. KENNY: Thank you,'Chairman Dunlap and members
of the Board.
Since the early 1980s, the Board has adopted 47

stationary‘source'test methods.  These methods are used for

‘determining compliance with district'rules and also to

‘evaluate the effectiveness of air pollution control

equipment, support control measure development, and develop

emission inventories,
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- Most of the ARB methods ere developed'for'use in

the ARB’s Statehregulations; such as the air toxic control
measures and'air_toﬁic hot spots regulations, or in.district?
rules; | | :

ARB methods are also used for research studies

~ when using a consistent measurement technique is desirable.

VDuring preparation of the proposed revised method;
the_staff has consulted interested parties, including the
U.S. EPA, districts, source test contractors,_and‘analyticell
laboratories. | |

Some of the revisions were prompted by U. S EPA

requests that the ARB upgrade methods so that the method can

.be incorporated into the SBtate Implementatlon Plan.

Care has been taken to promote‘consistency with

U.S. EPA methods to avoid multiple test requirements for the

‘same pollutant at a facility New analytlcal procedures

have been added to improve the quallty of the data -and
provide more flelellltY for the tester.

| The revised methods are not expected to increase
costs of the testing, except in the case of Method 100, for
whlch a 10 percent cost 1ncrease is projected.

Before we hear the staff’s presentation for this

agenda item, I would like to mention one general tevision
which applies to all test methods considered today. To

ensure statewide consistency, we are proposing to remove the
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authority of the districts to approve modificationspto.the
adoPted methods. | |

Under the proposal the ARB Executlve Offlcer

would approve all modlflcatlonS'as 1ong as they are found to

'give reeults‘that are equivalent to the adopted method. We

believe that ARB'approval would ensure that modifications

are reviewed in a consistent manner and the stringency of

the method is not compromised.

The requirement of ARB Executive Officer'approval

- is not new, and is currently in place for the air toxics’

control measures and hot spot regqulations. Districts will,

~however, continue to have the authority to adopt their own
,test methods, including the authority to approve

.modlflcatlons to thelr methods, an optlon that is- exer01sed

by the larger dlstrlcts, such as the South Coast and the Bay

.Area Alr Quallty Management DlStrlCtS '-,_,

At this tlme, I would llke to turn the

presentation over to Frances Cameron of our Monitoring and

Laboratory Division, who‘will review the staff’s
recommendation.
| Ms. Cameron?
'MS. CAMERON: Thank you, Mr. Kenny._ Good morning,
Mr. Chairman and membere'of‘the Board.
The proposal before‘You today is to revise six

stationary source control methods previously adopted by the
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Board, ‘as Well-as-to adopt one new test method.

Before I discuss this proposal, I will first

provide an overview of source testing as a context for

'tbday's action. -

What is.emieeion testing used for? Districts use
ARB test methods to determine if a iacility_is meeting
emissioﬁ regulatiens. “ARB test methode are,used to
determine compliance to the State’s air toxic control
meaeu?es.r' | |

Also, emiseion testihg:is conducted:to_evaluate
the pe:fermange of air_pollutiqh_control'equipment.‘ |

And finally, emisSiqﬁ_tests are_perfermed to |
obtain emissibhs'iuventery informatLonQr' _ |

Climbing a.tell Steck is what many people
visualize when emissions testing is discussed. While at
times we-may_haﬁe.pfeceriously from heigﬁts like these, we
may also test emissions from'thefblue process uni£ shown in
this slide. 'This is a catalytic oxidation control device
used to reduce the emission of ethylene oxide froﬁ a
sterilizer inside a hospital.

The most vital component of a source test is the

people. A source team‘mey routinely consist of three to

five people with expertise in source testing. The source
test must be conducted according to a specified procedure.

In addition to ARB test methods, EPA and some district
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methods are also available.

The data from a source test is a snap shot of the

‘emissions at a facility A test can vary between 30 mlnutes

to eight hours; however, long—term em1551ons 1nformatlon ig

provided by permanently 1nstalled continuous emission
monitors, or CEMs, and not by the source tests we are
dlscu551ng today

This picture shows the test apparatus or the

sampllng traln used to measure poly aromatlc -= polycycllc

aromatic hydrocarbons, or PAHs

This is a dlagram of the:modified Method.S

' sampllng traln Wthh was plctured in the prev;ous slide.
ARegardless of the 1nd1v1dual components of a spec1flc source.

‘test, there are elements common to all sampling methods.

The tester first extracts a sample from the stack

through the sample probe. This slide is a view of the

sample probe which the source tester has inserted tnrOugh an'

port in the side of the stack.

-Depending on the pollutant of interest, the sample

is collected on various media. A particulate sample may be

collected on a filter. Gases mey be captured by condensing

or reacting with various reagents in solution in a series of
glass impingers.
Impingers are also used to condition the sample by

removing moisture, acid gases, or other constituents which
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may interfere Wiﬁh measurement of the target constituent or
damage an analyzer. | | |

| Semifvolatile organiclcomﬁounds, includingiPAHs,
are coiledted in a-résin-packedfcartridgé; .Organic gaseé

may be collected in Tedlar bags or evacuated cylinders for

~analysis at a laterrtime,

Alternately, a gas sample may be conditioned and
directly delivered to a gas analyze to obtain immediate

information on pollutant concentrations. With the exception

of analysis by an onsite gas analyzer instrument, as shown’

on the previous slide, all of thevpollutaht saﬁples I héve
mentioned must be*analeed in a laboratory. | |

.Listed above.aré'many of‘thé'labOrétory methods
that are used to analyze the collected sample. Analysis
fanges from simply weighing the particulate mattér on a
filter £0 multi-step laboratory‘procedures for sample
recoﬁery’and analysis. These more SOPhiéticated procedures
include gés chromatography, mass spectrometry, and various
spectroscopy procedures. o |

| Each source test‘methdd chtains specific

procedures to ensure that datalcollected will be accurate
and precise. Some quality control and gquality assurance
activities include instrument and-meeter calibrations and
the determinétion of interference from nontarget

constituents. Other activities are the use of field and
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laboratory blanks and the use of spiked samples.

Here is a technician flushing a Tedlar bag with

: nltrogen to prevent contamlnatlon of the sample whlch w1ll

.be collected

This slide concludes our overview of emissions

testing._ I will now present some details of today’s

_ pro?osal.

.Since 1983, ;the Board has adopted-47 test methods
whlch are appllcable to a w1de varlety of statlonary
sources. The proposal before you today is part of our
oontlnulng effort too update and 1mprove ‘the ARB’ source test
methods |

_Sbecifioally, our proposal is to revise four

existing test methods, to adopt one new test method} and to

make minor revisions for two additional adopted test
methods.

We are prop081ng revisions to the four test

: methods llsted here. Method 100 ig used for contlnuous;

- gaseous emission stack sampling. It specifies how to use

gas analyzers in the field to get realtime data for the
criteria pollutants.

Target pollutants include nltrogen 0X1des, sulfur
dioﬁide, carbon monoxide, and hydrocarbons. The method is
frequently used for a variety of sources, including boilers,

stationary engines, and cement kilns.
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Method 425 is used to measure total and hexavalent
chromium at platlng tanks, glass meltlng furnaces, and
utlllty boilers.

| Method 429715 a'prccednre.fcr measuring PAHs?

polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, fron a variety of
cembusticn sources. The method has been used at mnnicipal
waste incinerators and ﬁccd—fired'boilers. “

Finally, Method 431 is used to determine em1ss1ons

of ethylene 0X1de, which is a sterllant used at hospltals

and other medlcal fac111tles.

~We are brcpoeing that the Board adopt one newftest‘

method, Method 436, for the determination of multiple metals

emissions. The method has been used as a draft ARB
procedure since 1989, and has been revised a number of
times.

This method is used to measure up to 19 individual

metals, such as arsenic, lead, nickel"and mercury. The

method has been applied to measure emissions from combustlon'

sources. Some of these 1nclude tlre 1nc1nerators, cement
kilns, and crude cil steam generators.

- As the third element,oftthe staff proposal, we are
recommending minor revisions and editorial changes to
adopted ARB ﬂethods 5 and 7; 5 is used extensiveiy to
measure particulate emissions. Method 7 is a wet chemistry

reference procedure for measuring nitrogen oxides.
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The proposed revisions to the above ARB test

méthods are necessary changes. These revisions will ensure

'that'ARB methods are consistent With EPA test methdds.i The'

proposal will also promote statewide conSistency in source

testing.

‘Finally, our revisions provide flexibility,

- incorporate new measurement technology, and improve data

quality.

We revised ARB methods to be consistent with EPA
test methods.‘-With greater uniformity‘betWeen State end
Federal test methods, a plant operator can lower costs by

running one test to meet both distrlct and federal

requirements.

As an example, we included new quality assurance

procedures for Method 100, EPA required these procedures as

a condition to approve the State Implementation Plan.  These

data quality procedures reguire the use of more field

calibration gases. As an alternative to the added cost and
-hazard of transporting more-gas cylinders, we now allow the

use of a gas dilution system.-

We surveyed the'sourcertest companies, which are
certified by ARB, to determine the possible economic impact
of these data guality revisions. The survey results showed
that thepcost of a Method 100 test would increase by about

10 percent, or $300.

- PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION
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The proposed quality assurance procedures are

alrealerequired in EPA source tests. Thus, these revisions

‘are already'standard praotice for a nUmber of companies

In the interest of promotlng unlform testlng
statew1de, we are now‘requlrlng that modifications to the
test methods can be approved only by the ARB Executive
officer. rPreviously, either the districts or the ARB could
approﬁe'modifications to ARB test procedures.

| However, several companles have requested the
change to 51mpllfy the business of source testlng in
Callfornla - DlStrlCtS still retaln the authorlty adopt
thelr own test methods, and seve:al districts have‘exercised
this option. For example, in the place of the ARB test
Method 100, the South Coast Air Quality Management District,
as well as the Bay Area and éan Diego, have adopted their
own test methods. |

We have also modified the methods to provide

'flexibility for difficult-to-test industrial processes. AS

an example, Method 431 is specified in the ARB’s ethylene
oxide airbdrhe toxic control measute for sterilizers and
aeretors. One‘option we added is to collect an integrated,
or avereged,.sample oter an'entire process cycle'aﬁd analyze
that sample et the laboratory.

The method originally prescribed that a series of

grab samples of the exhaust be analyzed onsite. Although
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our reason for this change is a more accurate measurement of

emissions, the cost of the test is also reduced because a

_chemisf and a gas chromatograph would no longer be needed at

the facility being tested.

We anticipate no adverse environmental impacts
from this'proposal. Also, this proposal ié not ekpécted to
have significant adverée economic impacts, but should result
in some cost savings for source test firms and the .
industrial'community. |

” | As outlined in previouélélides, promoting';
statewide consistency and-conéistency‘ﬁith EPA méthods will
simplify testing.requiréments and result in lower éosts_to
indﬁ$tfy. '

And, as stated earlier, the proposed révisions for

Method 100 may result in a minimal cost increase for sonme

_source test companies.

Your action today will assist soufceiﬁesferé'
staféwide. A number of the revised methods are already
being used as draft ARB methods because of the ﬁeCessary
imﬁrovements they contain. However, source testers are
currently required to obﬁain case-by-case approvél for use
of these draft methods. Your action would eliminate this
requirement.

We develop ARB test methods to support

California’s unique emission control programs. To rely
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-solely on U.S. EPA methods wonld be detrimental, because

there may be no EPA method available for a partlcular

pollutant or source

For example, we developed Methods 429 for PAH and
431 for ethylene oxide because there was no EPA test method

‘available for elthe:‘of these pollutants and their sources.

ARB methods also provide guidance and flexibility
not in EPA'methods.' And finally,-many'district regulations
refer to ARB test methodsl

In conclusion, staff recommends that the Board

| should adopt one new test method and the'six revised test

methods.
' Also, we propose that the'regulations are adopted
to incorporate these test methods by reference.

I will now summarize the written responses we have

received dﬁring the 45-day public comment period. We did

receive a total of ten comment packages -- three from
industry, one from a source testocompany, two from
analytical labs, one from an instrument manufacture, two

from districts, and one from U.S. EPA.

So, I will go through each one now. Mr. Alan Bahl

of Red Star Yeast Wrote‘regarding his concern that ARB
Method 100 would imposerinapnropriate requirements for the
permanently installed monitoring system at the Red Star

Oakland facility.
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-Although Method 100 is titled "Continuous
Emissions Stack Sampling," the method does not apply to
continuous emission monitoring systems which are permanently
installed at the fac1lity. | |

'VMr.jBahl was relieved to learn that’Method,lOO
would not apply to the monitofing.installing'at the Red Star
faoility. ' ' o

Michael Wang of WSPA‘pfovided general and

-editorial comments on- the proposed reViSions These include
'support of ARB only modification approvals, coupled with the

‘request for guidance to avoid testing delays, while seeking.

modification approvals._

The letter also hlghllghted the need to update
method references and consistent treatment of detection
limits in each method |

Some of WSPA's fequested ehanges are contrary to

long-standing ARB policies, which we agree'should be

reviewed.

Although we have not vet had time to fully review
the comments,.it is likely that many of the changes proposed
will be incorporated. And we also understand that someone_
from WSPn will be testifying today.

| Mr. W. .A Brdﬁaiesque (phonetic) of Chevron USA
Production Company wrote to propose a minor modification to

Method 100. We have spoken to Martin Lundy (phonetic) of
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his staff fegarding his proposal to add flexibility to tﬁe
determination of gas stratificaﬁion;
| VHis_suggestion has-marit, and we would like to

review it more thbfoughlf; asawa received it this morning.

‘Mr. Jim Stéine: of ‘Steiner Environmental suggestéd
a number of revisions to Methods 5, 100, and 436. His
coﬁmentsnreflecf carefﬁl conaideration of each'of'these test
methods. We recommend incorpqrating a number of his
recommendations regarding sampling equipmeat, test
procedures, and samﬁie recovéry.- |

We will not include soﬁe,chaages wﬁich_are not.in

the comparable EPA test methods due to our desire_ta

maintain consistency with EPA methods.

Other proposed revisions will not be included,
because our engineering review yielded a different solution
to some of ﬁhe testing conaerns Mr. Steiner discussed.

Mr.-c. E. Riley df:Triangla‘Labs, North Carolina,
provided comments for Methods 429 and 436. We will respond
ﬁo his concerns by modifyinngethad 429 to ensure that
contamination does not oacur in aampiing and recovery
procedures and bﬁ updating the bibliography to Method‘436.

Mr. Robert Wright of Research Triangle Institute
commented on Method 100 regarding gas dilution systems{ He
statad that gas dilution systems must undergo more extensive

evaluation.
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He also-édmmented that the methbd shduld aliow the
use of technologies other than mass flow controllers. We
aépreciate his informative letter and will consider his
comments to sﬁrengtheﬁ.Mefﬁod'loo.'

Mr. Bruce Shroyer of Calibrated Instruments

- commented that Method 100 is deficient, in that it does not:

provide critéria‘for the use of:gas dilution systéms'ﬁther;
than mass flow cbntroliers.
| "Hé.cohmented that the annual certification

prdcédufé is not.appropfiate.fOr-positive'diéplacement ﬁumps
and capillary tubé'éysﬁemsﬁ“‘We agree that the method does
ndt_provide qeftification requirements appropfiate to theSé_
dEViCes. We have ihvitéd Mr.lShfofer,‘as-weli as another
manufactﬁrer, to provide us with an appropriate
certification protocol. o

Until we are provided with that information, we
recommend that the existing Method 100.and gas dilﬁtion
appendix be adopted. -The.method does allow for alternafive
gas dilution devices to be apprdvéd by the Executive
Offider. We will review the language and make modifications
to clarify that option.

The South Coast and San Diego Districts have made
commeﬁts onrall the methods. ‘Wé will adopt a number of the
proposed changes. We will also work with district staff on

the remaining minor issues.
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And finally, Mr. Daniel Meer, Chief of the
Rulemaking Section, EPA_Region IX, has written to inform

staff that'five'of_the-seven proposed ARB'methods;are.-

acceptable and may be substituted for comparable EPA test

 methods.

EPA did not prqvide review of ARB,Methdds 425 and
431; because the EPA has no comparable mehhods for those two
procedures. | |

As a”reSult.Qf the fesanSes that we've”received

during the 45-day pﬁblic comment.period staff proposés to .

make addltlonal mlnor changes to the methods and prov1de

those changes to the public for a l5-day comment perlod

This concludes the staff presentatlon

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: Okay. Very good. Thank you.
An? queshions of stéff before I go“to Mr. Schoning?

Yes, Mé._Edgerton;

MS, EDGERTON: - I'd like to fhchs my questions'hn'-
the particulate emissions testing, hRB'Rule 5. As you know,
we’re going to need to put in a'particuiate SIP in 1997.

My understanding of this — I,just.want to be
educated é bit. These are just'qﬁéstions to educate me. My
understanding is that -- am.I correct that this measurement
not only measures down to particuléte size 10 microns --
what does it measure to?

What does our testing measure?
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MS. CAMERONf it does measure total particulate.
There’s a filter there, and then thete;are impihgers; So,
whatever particulate was‘not:caughteon the filter would be
caught in solution in the impingers. And we do analy2e'
those'impinger solutiohs for particulate. 7
' MS. EDGERTON: What'size particulate do you
analyze them for? What size? | |
~MS. CAMERON: It would be everythlng, every
compound other than water that would show up in that
;mplnger would be counted as partlculate;

'MS.'EDGERTON:'.SO, if I understand you correctly,

the testing method tests particulates of every size,

1ncludlng partlculates of 2.5 m;crons’

MS. CAMERON: There s no size discrimination in
that method and it does, in fact, particulate that is formed
as aerosols.

MS. EDGERTON: Is there a way that we would know

how many of the particulates are 10 microns and how many are

2.57 Between 2.5 and 10 from this test?
MS. CAMERON: We - do have a size segregated method
Method -- I believe 1t s 501 - that would take care of
those sizing issues.
| MS. EDGERTON: So, if I understand you correctly,

the ARB is going to be in a position to have the data, as a

‘result of these tests, of what percentages of the
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particulates from our stationary sources in the districts
are between 2.5 microns and 10 microns?

That data will be coming in to us so that we can.

make an intelligent decision about our particulate SIP?

Is that corfect? 7

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: If 1 ﬁight, Mé.‘Edgerton, staff,
are you going to have the éapability to determine,rto
discriminate based upon sizé ﬁntil it doesﬁ’t diScriminate,
éo wé’li be able to tell; but can youlsegregate the
parﬁiculate'matter.that’s céught in these samplers by sizé?

“1MR. 1LEW: -Not for this -- Method 5 is a total

particulate method. Method 501 will be able to do the size 

‘segregation. So, it is not one of the methods in discussion

today.
CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: All right. |
MS. EDGERTON: The answer seems to be_fés?
| cﬁAIRMAN DUNLAP: Yes.
 MR. IEW: Yes. _
‘CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: The énswer seems to bé yes.‘
What I ﬁould appreciate; Mr. Kenny, is if you would gét to

the Board what kind of monitoring capabilities, collection

capabilities we will have now as of the action -- presuming
it’s a positive action here today -- what we will have and
how that position -- as Mr. Boyd said, the new "PMX"

standard, whatever it may be, so that we can have a sense of

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION
3336 BRADSHAW ROAD, SUITE 240, SACRAMENTO, CA 95827 / (916) 362-2345



10
11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24 |

25

information?

how much more equipment'or mpnitdring systems we’ll have to
have.

Ms. Edgerton, will that comfort you if we had that

MS EDGERTON: Yes. I appreCLate that very much.
and I appreciate your puttlng my questlon more artlculately
And I guess I’d make just a frlendly amendment to that, too.
As you‘—— es the staff reviews that and, as you lookﬂat

that, Mr. Kenny, if you do flnd that there s a need for some

' guldellnes or there s some way to glve the dlStrlCtS some
advance notice -~ or if there’s somethlng we can be doing to-

‘help to make sure that we’re not blind—sided_in some way as

we ramp up to our responSihilitiee'heﬁt year.

I would appreciate -- I would just seggest that
that be returned to the Board and the Chairman as well.
Thank you. | |

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: okay;

MR. PARNELL: Mr. Chairman?

ACHAIRMAN'DUNLAP: Sere, Mr. Parnell.

The‘only caution I have er my colleagues, I just

wanted Mr. Schoning to give uS‘an overview of the process

before we got too far into this. But I’ve opened it up, so

we’ll just go. And, Jim, we’ll come back to you.
Mr. Parnell.

MR. PARNELL: Perhaps he’s answered my question.
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And I certaihly épplaud youf efforts to be more uniform and

~more consistent. Consistency is an issue that we all want

to.work-for.
I guess the overall -- the question that I would

have is, in the aggregate, across all the tesﬁs and'the

- changes you’re making to the tests, is the resﬁlt or are the

resultsﬂdiluted in any way? Is this a better resuit,'or a

 poorer result?

' Are we making a change for the sake of consistency

or are we making changes because we believe we get a better

'product? 

MS. CAMERON: Well, as the engineering staff
there, our job is td'get a better producti But when we..
present it fo you, we know you're interesﬁed in cbsts, also.
| So, we highlighted those aréas, We have wofked
specificélly on improving data qﬁélity,‘inclﬁding new
measurement technology. And those are our goals.

MR. PARNELL:‘ So, in your view, these changes will
reéult in a better result, in a better testing. |

MS. CAMERON: Yes. |

CHAIRMAN DUNIAP: Mr. Calhoun.

MR. CALHOUN: My question pertains to éonsistency.
I note thét the districts still have the option of adoéting-
their own test methods. 1In the event that that happens,

what do we do to try and maintain the comnsistency throughout
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the State?
- MR. LOSCUTOEF: Would’you repeat that?
MR. CALHOUN: Slnce the ‘local dlstrlCtsrétlll have
the authorlty to adopt thelr own test methods, and since one
of—the objectives of the proposed changes here.ls to have

some consistency, I'm wondering what do we do, as a State

agency, to try and make certain that-whatever the-district
'adopts is consistent Wlth the ex1st1ng State regulatlng, or

-_’maybe it’s con51stent w1th some other dlstrlct regulatlon7

I’m just concerned about the consistency here.
MR. LOSCUTOFF: Okay. There are_two.aspects to

this. One is that we have worked very closely with the

‘districts in developing these methods;'and with the concept

of working as a team,.we will adopting method which they
would prefer‘to adopt without any changes. That Would
promote consistency in itself. |

‘Now, the other aspect of it is that,-if'the
,districts do adopt regulations with -- of their owh or test
methode on their own, there still is esSentially an‘overvieﬁ
process which occurs in that. If the‘method is applicable
to a regulation, which is necessary for a State |
Implementation Plan, we still do have the opportunity to
review and make sure that it is coﬁsistent and performs the
way that it’s supposed to perform for compliance purposes.

So, there’s a two-step process there.
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CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: OXkay.

MR. CALHOUN: I assume that’s what would happen if

a‘locgl diStriqt_Wanted‘to adoptha3test préceduré, they
would cbﬁsﬁlt with thé Stéﬁe and gét tﬁé bénefit of their
ihpﬁt,'also; I just wanted to get that on the recbrd.'
. 'MR. LOSCUTOFF: Yes.
'CHATRMAN DUNLAP: Okay. Mr. Ombudsman, would you
plea;é éddress the §rocess pribrrﬁb tbday by which the staff
followed to bring this item to-thelBoérd, and-share any
conéernsTor'any'cémments you may have.:

MR. SCHONING: . fes; Mr. Chairman and members.

As to the method by'which these methods came to

us, the staff proposal, as they indicated, is the result of

several years of consultation with those parties that are
directly stakeholders to this item -- some 200 interested
companies, such as source tést_companies, contractors,'and

trade groups.

A public workshop was conducted here in Sacramento

in December of 1995 for all proposed methods which are

before you today. A prior workshop was conducted in 1992 in

SBacramento.

In addition, ARB certified source test contractors

were requested to provide information on possible economic

impacts to them. I would also like to note that in December

of 1995, a workshop notice was placed on U.S. EPA’s
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emissions measurement technology information center bulletin

board.

- And, ‘as a result, staff teceived a number of

‘comments from source tester companies thréugh that channel.

It’s my understanding that staff welcomed thé.effdrts of the

representatives of source testing companies, and analytical

labs, and instrument manufacturers, and sharing their

expérience_and expertise. And; as a result, the ARB test

“method proposals befdré_you would improve our test method

procedures.

We have no concerns as to the process by which

these method were developed and brought before you today.

" CHATRMAN DUNLAP: Oka?. Very good. It was
interesting to hear that the electronic bulletin board
system enhanced - because we heaﬁ so much about people
accessing the process electronically. It’s good to know.

Okay. Any other qﬁestions of staff? -for my part,
just a comment. I appreciated the briefing that staff

provided me, and Mr._Loscutoff'and his team were very, very

'serious about the need to do this. and I appreciated the

manner in which they presénted'it to‘me, and trying to -- I

don’t want to suggest "dumbing it down" for me, but going

into enough detail so I could grasp what the outcome was

going-to be for the suggested changes today.

So with that, lookihg at the witness list, we
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ddh’t have anyone that signed up. So, we can pass on that.“

Wefve covered the written comments-wé received.

S Mr. Kenny, I suppose yoﬁ don’t have anything else.

to add? | | |
| 'MR. KENNY: No, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: 211 right. I will now close the

- record on this agenda item. However, the record will be

reopened when the 15-day notice of public availability is

issued. Written or oral comments received after this

hearing'date'but'before the 154day notice is issued will ndt'

be adceptéd as part:of the éffiéiai record dn this_agénda
item. | |
| When the récord is réopened for the 15-day comment
period, the public may submit written comments on the
proposed changes, whicﬁ will be considered and respbnded to
in the final statement of reasons for the regulatioﬁ.
Also, we have an ex parte reporting obiigation on
this item. Is there anytﬁing that needs to bé reported?
.Okay. With‘that, we have a Board resolution
before us, 96-7 —- let’s see, do I have that right?
| MR. PARNELL: Resolution 96-46.
. CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: Resolution 96-46 —- I'm sorry --
which contains the staff.recommendation.
 Mr. Parnell, do you have a motion?

MR. PARNELL: I’1]l move Resolution 96-46.
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CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: Okay. Is there a second?
_SUPERVISOR ROBERTS: Second. |

CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: All right. Any discussion that

needs to occcur?

- All right. If . not, we’ll take a voice vote. all
those in favor of Resolution 96~46, say aye?.
{Aves.)

. Any opposed? All right. Motion carries. Thank

- .you.

A1l right. If I may-ﬁoﬁe-into é_éoﬂple'fun items
for_é“mdmenﬁ - no£ that thoée'werén'£ fup, staff, but --
| | (Laughter.) , | | | |
CHAIRMAN DUNLAP: -- I would like too cover a
couple things that we need to cover.
| The firstlitém,_which_l’ll mention that I’‘m going:

to take in just a moment is, we have a resolution we’d like

- to present to Jim Boyd, our former Executive Officer.

Bﬁt_before we do thét,‘I would like to cover one
that’s more housekeeping in nature, and that’s the Pollution
PréVEntion-Week Resolution.

| Pollution Prevention Week occﬁrs -- it’s been
around for a number of years -- it occurs the first or
second week of October. It is meaningful in many ways.
First, it dovetails very nicely with our mission of public

health protection; in that, if we can prevent pollution in
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