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NYORENO : Departraeal of Public Works
-
4177 Broderick Sweet
P P.0, Box 1003
1= . Meceas Villey, CA 525524805
| O [ Telephone (99} 4130100
b PAX: (999) 4133000
November 4, 1998
Ms. Ruthanne Taylor-Berger
Alr Quality Program Director- - ¥
Weslam Rivarside Coundll of Govemments
' 3880 Lemon Street, Sults 300
?5_&.. CA 92501

Re:  Proposed Amended Rule 403 - Fugltive Dust snd
Proposed Ruls 1186 - PM,, Emissions from Paved and Unpaved Roads and Livestock Operations

Dear Ms, Ruthanne:

We have reviewed the drafl Staff Report for the above referanced items and would ke to make the
following commants. Please feel free lo use these comments as you feel necessary.

Propased Amended Rule 403

1. Page 4035, (26) UNPAVED ROADS. This definition would also cover the multl purpose trals
ofthe cit. Itwould not be practical 1o pave horse tralls and of road bis peths.

2. Page 4038, (5HB)(I) - the Ruls la proposing to requira the removal of bulk maerial tracked out
of a projact when the cumulative distance reaches 50 feot on any paved public road, This may
necessitaie having a sweeper running continuously 1o sweep afler every vahicle leaves the eits,
which would be impractical for som large grading/hauling operstions, Becausa most sweepers
are diasel fusled PM,, would increass in the immediate area due 1 the constant running of the
sweeper's motor. This requirement places an economic development hardship on areas thal

[ hava not developed yet, by driving up the cost of developing.

lmano.a_E. 1168

1. Page1-AVERAGE DALY TRIPS. ;.:m-sii&sniigi!isi
Ls determine the number of trips on a strest.

2. Page 4 - (d)) - this section requires the removal of visible roadway accumuations within 72
hours following an event. This would require the city to almost continuously sweep the golina
siroet width during the maniha of October, November and December, a3 well a3 any other time
L during the yesr when the wind blows.

4-2

4-3

Comment Letter #4
City of Moreno Valley
November 4, 1996

Entrained unpaved road dust relates only to motorized vehicle
traffic. Bike and horse trails are not subject to PAR 409 and PR
1186.

Under the provisions of PAR 403 paragraph (d)(5)
owner/operators would have two options for complying with the
track-out reduction requirements. Specifically, an owner/operator
would be able to either 1) prevent the track-out of material, by any
available means, and remove any tracked-out material within one
hour, or 2) implement at least one of the Table 3 control actions
and remove material at any time it extends more than 50 feet from
a project site. Based on these compliance options and the fact that
existing Rule 403 presently requires the removal of track-out at
any time it extends more than 50 feet from a site, it does not
appear that a jurisdiction would need to have street sweepers in
continuous operation to be in compliance with the proposed
amendments.

Under the provisions of PR 1186 jurisdictions would be required
implement at least one of the following on unpaved roads annually
for each of the nine years following rule adoption: 1) pave one
mile, or 2) chemically stabilize two miles, or 3) implement speed
control on at least three miles. It is acknowledged that in most
cases it is not feasible to use the Institute of Traffic Engineers
(ITE) trip generation manual to directly determine average daily
trips (ADT), however, in instances when an unpaved road serves
an identifiable land use (e.g., single family residential
development) it can be utilized to estimate ADT. Staff believes
that providing flexibility in the ADT determination would have
less of an impact than requiring tube counts on all unpaved roads
3,000 feet above mean sea level [exempted under PR 1186

subparagraph (h)(5)(A)].

Please refer to response to comment 2-3.

PAR 403/PR 1186

January 1997
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CITY OF MOREND VLY-P/¥ TEL:1-909-413-3170 . Nov 04,96 12:02 No.007 P.02

Ms. Ruihanne Taylor-Berger

Page
November 4, 1994

3 ?9?%.-&8!83‘-33%,-!!-;;;

4-5 oquipment after January 1, 1999, Who s going 10 pey the hess mechines ¥ our mdsting

machines are ot resdy i be relired end who ks going 1o pay the additionsl costs associeled with

[ theee higher cost machines?

("4 Page - (34 - e seckon requs he ntaleon of 15 MPH sp06d vl igns o it oach
PAF CVC 22085, which hos & surwel cleues of Jaruary 1, 1997 ARough sowed by the CVG

4-6 ressarch conducted in meny parts of the country over @ span of severnl decedes has shown that
drivers are influsnced more by the appaarance of The road Reell and the preveling i’

condiions than by the posted ipeed lmil The svaage person wili not equste & Jower speed linl

Wil dust conircl. The 15 MPH limik 1s & very pocr example iraffic engineering and I is uriiely
[ ®beenforced ¥

in & publio road? Speed bumps cause & mullitude of problsms which Inchude ssfe operation of
emergency vehicies and can creste drainege probleme. The city currently doss not use spesd
58!1&!;}:;!15 .

6. Page - (d)3)C) - s sackon requires the paving of it roads. Who I going 1o pay for e
dosin and peving of the roedy”?

The ity hes ried this method of dust conirol and hes had #tie sucoess. This hes proved o be
“ai-!i Eiu!l;.i!lrilillj-!lc

u- al..ii..iis;ii:!i!;;

4-8 slrowds wih weler is practical in some instances when the waler wil nol drain Inko & storm drain,
this option wee not evalusied. ) .
L* Page D8 - Usage Fackor - see comment #8
4-9 | 10 Page4 (d)2X1) - esumplions - sccording 10 the manufackure of the stroet pweeper usedin -
this raport the coat setimals for e eficient strast sweeper It Much 100 low,

11, Page E5(41)1) - e section ataies el tre e approsimelely 2,574 sirsets in Riverside

4-10 . This number s seversly undersiated. The Clty of Moreno hes approsimelely
ﬁii!iig;an-!%%rtfg :

Rshouid be based on lane miles and shouider miles, since the entire sireet, not just the putiers
or shoulders, will need o swept following an "evert’,

Q

(5. Page - (X3B) e secton requires e nskaleion of spoed bumps on it roads. How e thie
904G 10 be cor and who I gokng 0 aesume the sbill for intenionally placing an cbsirucion

Y. Page 4 (dKOND) - is seckorn rcuires the appltion of chemicel seblizaton bo htroade,

4-5

46

4-7

4-83

4-9

4-10

Comment Letter #4
City of Moreno Valley
November 4, 1996

Please refer to response to comment 1-2 and 3-3.

Please refer to response to comment 2-4. Note that in certain
situations, speed limits may be the preferred option for a
jurisdiction.

PR 1186 provides three compliance options for jurisdictions with
qualifying unpaved roads (speed control, chemical stabilization,
and paving). Several jurisdictions and agencies have studied the
use of chemical stabilizers; contract information and the results of
such studies are available.

The assumptions used in the emissions reductions analysis were
based on the most likely compliance scenario. Because water
flushing for street cleaning is incompatible with Regional Water
Quality Control Board regulations and water conservation
practices, it was not included as a likely compliance option.

The cost estimate for PM, ¢-efficient street sweepers was based on a
recent (1996) purchase made by Sunline Transit Agency.

The road mileage information presented in the cost-effectiveness
analysis was obtained from Caltrans but does not represent the total
inventory for each county. Specifically, only "urban" primary
arterials, minor arterial, collectors and local streets are included.
Moreover, this inventory does not include the road mileage located
outside the Basin (e.g. Antelope Valley, Coachella Valley, etc.).

ﬂ 3/PR 1186

Y |
January '\
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CITY IF WOREND VLY-P/¥ TEL:1-909-413-3170 Nov 04,96  12:02 We.007 P.01 Comment Letter #4
\ . City of Moreno Valley
. November 4, 1996
Na. Ruthenne Taylor-Berger : 4-11  For the purposes of the cost-effectiveness analysis, the area to be
Paged cleaned following a storm was approximately one acre (4 lane
G Ao _.! ; roadway for 100 feet). Please also refer to response to comment 2-
0 12 Page E-5(d)1(4)- e section slstes an sverage clearr-up woukd take 10 hours and 3.
4-11 ofsqlpmar, Whe st svrage angh i o b ot vend? : .
- 4-12  As discussed in the staff report, the curb and gutter/chemical
4-12 _Ha i e it O O o Saymied o 78200 o . T Cly s vty stabilization control measure did not meet the BACM cost-
g A ; effectiveness criteria identified in the 1994 and 1997 PM,, State
[ - Chemice Slablizaton was eskimeled ! $2,304 per mike, our lnel project cost Implementation Plans (SIP) and, as such, is proposed as a
- Spprodmatedy $15,000 RECYSHr. This is an ongoing process i e A g 3
4-13 !‘Eihﬂiiiuiiiunﬁ“nn contingency requirement to only be implemented if required by
| ltil%‘igtiliisﬂl : the US. EPA. Increasing the curb and gutter costs by
4-14 [ 15 Page B (e)1N5)- Aephalic oad bese. - approximately 20 percent would not change this conclusion. It is
= “2233 e i acknowledged that construction costs will vary between
" {d)3) - Paving wae sslimaled ot §104,736 per mile. The cityls jurisdictions.
e T e e o
: 4 o por 4-13 It appears that the commentor is unclear that the estimate of
tis | M S 52,384 per mile was for sabilzing an npave rond shvlde
then mentioned sbove, In sddiion drivewsy appronches (resideniiel) are sstimaied at $240 sech, treating an unpaved road. The cost estimate for chemical
ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂiﬁ‘ﬁ“ stabilization of an unpaved road was $16,107 and presumes
| weedinie repont are rosely under setimeled, 5 annual reapplications.
17, Page 8 {d)3) - Speed Limt signa. The reparls gives a cost of $100 par sign, however doss not 4-14  Many jurisdictions have successfully used recycled asphalt paving
4-16 | Is!iﬁ&ﬂiiﬁqﬁ;ﬁﬂiﬁig!ﬁ WMaldtenorce (RAP) for dust control on unpaved roads due to the lower costs
[ Inthe sefety of inetalling & sign slong and urprotecied shoulder of 8 il fod. e— when compared to hot asphalt paving (also known as strip

e paving). Asphaltic road base is another term used for RAP. The -
draft rule language and staff report text have been revised to use
|
S S N A i . W £ G s the term recycled asphalt paving instead of asphaltic road base.

_ _\\r\? 4-15  The paving cost estimate used in the preliminary draft staff report
Dmy_li

6600

was based on actual paving costs from a private contractor.
Tralic EngineerTraneporiston : During the public process several jurisdictions commented that
. gl : the paving cost estimate should also include engineering and
o Goow Roge, Cly Manager . design costs. In response to these comments, the District
Troet D. Pulam, Dirockor of Publc Wods . increased the cost estimate for paving from $164,736 to $350,000
Jano L. Wikiems, Engineering Transportation Coordinetor per mile. With this revision and the revised compliance cost
UMADRRALE P ; ’ assumptions, the cost-effectiveness of the unpaved road treatment
. ; requirements is estimated at $953 per ton of PM;, on an annual
basis.

PAR 403/PR 1186 1-41 : January 1997
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4-11

4-12

4-13

4-14

4-15

4-16

00TO

CITY OF WOREND WLY-P/¥ TEL:1-909-413-3170 Nov 04.96 12:02 No.007 P.01
. e e e

/

Me. Ruthanne TeylonBerger
Page 3
November 4, 1998

Page E:6{d)1)4)- o vocn sete n average cloas<p wouk! ke 10 hexrs and
delivery of equipment. What ks the average length and width of the sirest used? g

-...u.:%__s.gi._lli..ﬂ.soipii
setimating cLrb i gutter st 895,040 por mie. & 8._.

Pago €4 (1)) - Charicel Ssllzton wes eetimeied ot K234 per ke, o st
Pl 16,000, 0 v, T I} crging prcem e b et

swveral imed during th yerr, Did the cost anelysis cover muliple spplicaions during he peer,

l&-wsanlis.tglii!;i'! :
Page <8 (e)(1)(5) - Asphaltic road bese. Whet exactiy is this referring 107

Page E-8 (d)3) - Paving wes sstimaied at $184,736 per mils. The cty ls cumenty eslimating
paving ot 178,653 per mile. i!ﬁ.‘sﬂ!i“&fl‘!'
oeignad, surveyed, praded, o, The clly is curently ssémeing & mie of sirwst st $558,000 per

eaded I order o comply with cuman ADA standards. Sidowelks woukd be an sddiionsl cost

than mentioned sbowe, In adclicn driveway approaches (resideni) sre estineied st
whesicheir remps are §200 sach, ll‘ii"i'!ﬂh”

uiters, ok, o finish the streel and provide for the changs in the drainage patiem.
s uied in this report are grossly under seimeled, .___.sl B

K
- factor In the number of signs per mile or the maintsnence of the signs. Mekitenance
J Inciudes replacement dus 10 vandaliem, graffit, sun olc. Ancther fackor not considersd
s the safety of inatalling 8 sign along and unprotected showlder of o dirt roed. *

Page -8 (d)(3)- Speed Limk signs. The reparis gives s costof $100 par sign, however doss nol

¥ hare e ey quastions in regards to this matter, plesse contact Jane L. Wiliems al (909) 413-3148.
Snoasly .

g

City TrafMic Engineer/Traneporiation Mansger

o._sli.naf-i
Tront . Pullars, Direclor of Public Works
Jane L. Wiiems, Engineering Transportalion Coordinator

Comment Letter #4
City of Moreno Valley
November 4, 1996

4-16  The assumptions for speed control on unpaved roads have been
revised based on public comment. Specifically, the analysis
presumes one sign per each quarter mile and the costs have been
increased from $100 to $200 per sign.

ﬂ 3/PR 1186
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Pesc A6 Fax Note 7672 : @~ .W.:%.G.ﬂo.ac - Comment Letter #5
:mammﬁ..__.ﬁwv HARL: Sa&wz g. vezsne City of Murrieta
~omnoap-2a. ; - December 5, 1996
== COMIMENT £8 ﬂsm%&e ﬁn., Qe - [Jwn  Dovwran
e e c(.oF wﬁnﬁ__a._\.

CITY OF MURRIETA

2g442 Buckman Coort, Murrista, CA 92563
Telephane: SO8-ERA-1040  Fau: BIS-KA8-4500

December 2, 1996

Western Ei&&.oﬁi_..&oiniu

3380 Lemon | ‘Sulle 30

Riverside, CA 1 -

Attn: Ruthanne Taylor Berger, Director of Alr Quality Programs -

SURJECT: Comments on SCAQMD Amended Rule 403 and Proposed Rule (PR} 1186

u!.ﬁ.-!._s.wndl ; g

The Ciy ggigsg ts regarding changes to Rule 403 - Fugitive
Dust, and proposed Rule 1)86 --Emissions from paved and unpaved tosds and livestock
CRBEE gg?«ogizgﬂng_ﬁ.fnﬁig.
We appreciate the information’ thst WRCOG p ity w0 comment.
Tha City of Murrieta Subritis the following
M%;E.a

1L Eigigtges.gligiiieﬁ

for your i

553_.539% for eaforcement and how will vi E-saeoaaasg_ﬁ
_Ealzswﬂgqéc?:[q ‘The fAnancial impact to small staffed city, such as
Murrieta, o!.r»e-lwlnols.

Propou. Rule 1186: y
1.  Requl - d’...-fl paved reads annually,

Eu.%&igiggﬂhﬁfigi
for maintenance? 1f'thp City is responsible for the mainwinad roads, who will
be responsible 'for oa-mainiained 5&2%3& The vast majority of
unpaved roads are sioe~-maintained, The City maintains approximately five miles of
dirt ‘roads and' has “aver thirty miles of non-maintsined dirt roads wi

proposidon 218 and ongoing budget

5-1

5-2

The commentor is referred to response to comments 1-6 and 4-2.

The PR 1186 unpaved road treatment requirements specified in
paragraph (d)(3), which have been modified since the public

quwm_po?ioz_amuv_wsm__uczmn:uuwémnom%.Enmmom_mo
refer to response to comment 3-6. :

DEC 4 - 1006 ||

aqa_ﬂaﬂla f.ei.azg

PAR 403/PR 1186 January 1997
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z u__.b_wM:uun FUH-18 b T . AR L) OO Owﬂﬁ —LO—HﬂH. %Q
City of Murrieta
5-2 i December 5, 1996
& thoul havisg o spend scame resouroet om
(cont.) s S o of oo e ok oS ,
2. Bequires the procutiiiiet of PI0-efficlent street swoepers.
- i e the con of any 5-3 Please refer to response to comments 1-2 and 3-3.
53 e T o ey sl b cn o b Gy, s g
an lncrease > the ebiiges ooliected from residests for this serviee. 5-4 In response to the comment, paragraph (e)(1) of PR 1186
= sikhes & couttipitey ropuirement vhich would require curb & gatter or specifies that unpaved shoulder treatments would only be
lw riﬁi?l—nl&!‘ii? - required for new road construction and future road
PN e a3 pat ofthe Clty’ssrect malntentnce widening projects. Curb and gutter installation may be
B ﬁq&!&ﬁ:!in atﬂﬂ - &na!&llﬂaxa&s sﬁﬂ feasible in instances where a jurisdiction does not have
roum e sl WHL s Clybs P DL e ey o sufficient right-of-way for paved shoulders. As described
desgned weed 1 b6 inec? . in the staff report, PR 1186 subdivision (¢) would only
n#.a._x il 8o snoroom sk tal fices e SCAQMD, Howewe, become effective if required by the U.S. EPA.
5:5 | e et of " i s e o 5-5 Staff acknowledges the commentor's compliance cost
gﬂigiiia concerns.  Staff will continue to work with local
— : = : jurisdictions to reduce the costs and other impacts.
dpiidonity 0 let gur voide be heard.  If you have aay questions ,
Hﬂﬂ.ﬁc..l. 3 ot o 0 couac our Mainseace Svperaiendst, Miks Broks o
0 \ ..
N. hE M
Director of Public Wora/hy Engloser
. -".n g4 . .
Sl ocreegren 8& ani Clty Mager
Miko Brooks, Mk’
File el
:
Pl 3PR1186

J E,.gQ»._ V
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Planning & Policy
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.

1955 Workmon Mill Rood, Whittier, CA 90501.1400
Moiling Address: PO Box 4998, Whittier, CA 906074798
Telephone- (310 8997411, FAX: (310) 695619

November 14, 1996
File No. 3J1R-10.10

Mr. Melvin Zeldin
Planning and Policy
South Coast Al Quality
Mmagemont District
21865 E. Copley Drive
Diemond Bar, CA 91765

Dear Mr. Zeldin:

Comments on the Septomber 17, 199 Drakt Staff
Report for Proposcd Amended Rale (PAR) 480 2ud Propesed Rude
(ER)110S and the Octeber 13,1996 Versions of PAR 400 and PR110S

The County Sarsitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Samitation Disiricts) sppreciaie the opportunity
0 comment 0n the Sepiensber 27, 1996 Draik Stalf Report for Proposed Amended Rule (PAR) 403 and Proposed
Rule (PR) 1186 mad the October 25, 1996 versions of PAR 403 and PR 1186, We atiended the Public
Consuliation meeting o October §, 1996, ad the Public Workshop on October 29, 1996, sed wish to convey
our appreciation 1 you nd your staff for your candor i addrossing owr questions and congerns. The commends
provided berein principally address those issues we brielly discossod of the meeting and workshop, s well m
scvoral additional issucs that have arisea as & result of further review,

Draft Stall Revert (September 17, 1996) Conmpenis

1. The Senitation Districts roquest thet your staff ataks the approprisie fagitive dust isventory changes 1o

6-1 the draft StafT Report, Cirent asd Projoctes! Eavissions. pege 3, to reflect changes im the ccatribution
from Jandfills,

[ 2 Usder BACM Scloction. (1-2)(a), page 13, 8 candidate Best Available Control Measure (BACM) is

considered techaologically fessible if *The comtrel fechnology is currently svalleble.”. The

6-2 Seniaticm Disrict belioe that this i 400 broed and could result i te ischsion oftechmology tha hes

ot been installed in o full-scale operstion or opersted for aay reasonsble period.  As a resull, we

[ rocorarmend that the techoology be “demonstroted in proctice™ in a full-scalo operation for at loest 12

consceutive months and be commercially available.

AR Role 46) {Qcieber 25, 1996) Comments
_\_. The Semitation Districts approcisi the additon of a "Paved Road" definition uoder PAR 403 (6X15)

6-3

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

CHARLES W. CARRY
Chief Engirset 0nd Geaas’ Macoger

6-1

6-2

6-3

Comment Letter #6

County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County

November 14, 1996

The PM,, emissions inventory has been revised based on the final
AQMP.

With the exception of the PM10-efficient street sweepers, all the
proposed rule requirements are based on existing control
technologies (e.g., paving, chemical stabilizers, watering). As
described in the staff report, a working group is to be formed to
resolve technical issues regarding PM10-efficient street sweeper

use prior to the January 1, 1999 procurement date.

Staff believes that the commentor's proposed language for
unpaved roads would not be appropriate as it would exempt public
unpaved roads that connect with other public unpaved roads. In
response to the comments, PR 1186 contains an exemption for
essential public services that are in compliance with Rule 403,

PAR 403/PR 1186

1-45

January 1997



1402 20)

Draft Staff Report

6-3
(cont.)

64

6-5

November 14, 1996

Page2

distinguishing betwoen facility acocss rosds not open 1o throagh traflfic and public paved rosds.
However, this same ‘signation is not afforded to unpaved roeds. —Ega N2T), " Publlic

demaging under PAR 403, however, PR | Rgil;iil}t
sbject #0.0ne of the four restrent optioos. As a result, the Sanitation Districts, as well s other public
landfill oporators, will bo forced 1o duplicate Rule 403 wapaved rond flagitive dust control elforts wader
PR 1186, yel private landiill oporators will not. We, therefore, roquest thet laguage be provided in both
PAR 403 (e)(27) and PR 1186 (c)(20) clarifying thet unpaved roads ol publicly owned landfills, for
instance, not be classified as public vapaved roeds. Proposed language for both PAR 403 (c)(27) and
PR 1186 (c)(20) could read as follows:

UNPAVED ROADS are sy unsealed or wnpaved roads, equipment paths , or travel ways that are
ot covered by ome of the following: concrete, axphalec concrete, or aphalt. Public xnpaved reeds
are any wnpeved readway swned and maisteined by Federal, State, county, municipel or olher
govammonial or quesk-gavernmostel egencies guclfing anpeved roads net conwected te ¢ publlc
pved roadway. Private unpeved rosds ave ll ather uxpaved roadways wot defined s public.

The Senitation Disricts belicve that those vapeved roads not coanecied 1o public paved roads gescrally
exist wichin facilitios where PAR 403 applics. Unpaved roads that comcet o public peved rosds are
gemerally open 4o the public and ownod by citics s0d countics which we belicve is the focos of PR 1186,
However, we anderstand that not ol uspeved sosds connecting 10 8 public paved rosd ans opos #o public
through-trallic; pipeline or power o access roads, for instance. The SCAQMD, however, has provided
= exomption for thess rarcly travoled uspaved rosds.  Additionally, SCAQMD has indicated 2
willingaces at both the Public Comsultation Mocting and tee Pablic Workshop to Illl-l!l
roads differontly, particularly whore an cwcrpenoy situation exists,

Coutrol Option (1) in Table 3 requires siabilization of surfces " ' from the point of Infersection wich

A_P}qurg;itf %ti#
rood." or thet *.. reed..” be inseried between *... paved..” sod .. surface..” as is the case wader

- Control Optioa (2).
PR LIS {Qcteber 25, 1996) Commonts

l. The Sanitation Districts are concerned that PR 1186 could resull in duplicalive requirements whers the

[acility curreatly opersies wider 8 PAR 403 fugitive dust control plan or takes (he actions specified in
Tabies | and 2 of PAR 403. For instance, the Sanitation Districts fagitive dust control plans include
provisioas for watering unpaved rods, street sweeping of paved rosds, aad restricting vehicle spoeds
on wnpaved roads using 15 mph speed limit signs. Theso PAR 40 fgitive dust control measarcs appear
10 salisfy the requirements contsined in PR 1186, ‘We understand that other facilities incorporaie
difforent control measures, bowever, the result is likely the same. The Sanitation Districts, therefore,

Comment Letter #6
County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County
November 14, 1996

6-4 The suggested rule language has been added to the
current version of PAR 403,

6-5 Please refer to response to comment 6-3.

MA 3/PR 1186
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6-5
(cont.)

6-6

2

b’ﬁhﬂ Report

. November 14, 1996
Pagel

‘rocomencnd thet PR 1186 inchude sn exsenption that deems PAR 407 actions under fagitive dust control
plars or Table | and 2 measures as equivalent 1o the requirements of PR 1186 and that no further sctions
are necessary. This exemption would be consistent with proposed sebparagraph (A)(1) that excrpts
Rale 1158 sources that include control actions that satisfy PAR 403,

The definition of “Paved Road", sibparagraph (c)(12), is inconsistont with the defiaition of “Paved
Road" under PAR 403 (c)(19) and could result in confusion among the industry s paved acoess rosds
ot publicly owned landfills would be classified as public paved roads under PR 1186, but not under PAR
403, As stated carticr, this could romdl in am imoquity i Une industry botwoen public sad privaic ld6ll
opersiors. This could casily be corrected simply by inchuding the same laaguage coataioed in PAR 403,

Furthormore, as we bricfly discussed carlicr under the comments for PAR 403, the definitions of public .

paved and public wmpaved rosds see inconsisient.  Please make the appropriste changes requosied in
PAR 403 Comment #1.

Under subparagraph (d)(2), agencies will be roquired to purchase, lease, o rent PM, efficient strect
swoopers after Jamaany |, 1999, for all new contracts sndfor purchases, The Sanitation Districts are
somowhat concorned regasding the availability of PM,-e(licicnt stroct swoepers and their performance
claims, Howover, during the workshop, siaff indicated a willingaces (o continoe rescarch on P,
efficicat street swoepers, particularly their PM,, removal effectivences. We are encouraged by, md
support, your costimang cllorts.

4, The Samitation Districts support the exclusion for unpaved private rosds under subparagraph (4)(3).

This excharion eliminstes duplicativs sequirements for PAR 403 sources provided the changes t0the
defimitons of paved ted sepevod rosds wre metzrialized.

5. Under sbparagraph (¢X1), " all mew or modified poved rosds..” shall constract seid rosds i

accordance with the American Associstion of Staie Highway snd Transportation Officials geidelines or
spproved aemative. The term, *... mediflad." is not defined. In addition, modification is ueod again
i subparsgraph (6)(1)(A) snd (e)}(1)}(B). We are uncertsin if the provisions of this subparagraph applics
o landfill access roads, howewer, if it is found o apply, we request clarification for the following roesoa.
Diuring sorma! landfill pettling, paved rosds wad 10 seitle irregularly ressiting in damage o cortain peved
aress. The Sasitation Districts are concerned that repairs dos t0 Landfill settiing mey be considered ¢
modification under subpersgraph (¢)(1) and roquest clerification. Additionally, clarification is needed
for ", mew_." s its applicability 10 comstroction of laadfill access roads as the landfill fill wea moves

e from one location o mother,

Ruke 403 [molementation Handbook (Seotember 17, 1956) Comments

71, Focliies e ecuired v enplerent o of the fagiive dust control messures for each duet source kied

i Appendin C. However, snder Land Clcaring/Earth Moring. the Walcring control messure has been
‘broken inko three separaic calegorics. 1t is not cloar whether  ficility noed implement one of the three
waiering control measores or all thres o satisfy PAR 403 if watering s the chosen mechanism for
control. Please clarify that if watering is chosen, that either one or all three control meesures are
Docessary.
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Comment Letter #6

County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County
November 14, 1996

The BACM for land clearing/earth-moving is proposed for
amendment based on the U.S. EPA's BACM guidance to limit the
amount of disturbed surfaces. In order to be in compliance with
Rule 403 paragraph (d)(2) an owner/operator conducting watering
for dust control would be required to implement measures (A), (A-
1), and (A-2). Note: measure (A-2) applies prior to grading, (A)
is applicable during grading, and measure (A-1) is appropriate
after grading activities have ceased.

PAR 403/PR 1186

January 1997
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Draft Staff Report

4

November 14, 1996
Paged

‘The Sanitation Districts appreciate the opportuity 10 comment on the Drafl Staff Report, PAR 403 and
PR 1186 mnd look forward to working with you in the fatore. Plcase food froe lo contact the wadersigned if you
have sy questions o comamnts.

Comment Letter #6
County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County
November 14, 1996

Very truly yours,
Charles W. Carry :
.%_.v w-%\\.ﬁ.\
Frask R. Caponi
Supeavisng Enginox
Solid Waste Management Department
FRC:DPF:00
e Julia Logter, SCAQMD
Mickael Laybourn, SCAQMD
, f
3/PR 1186 1 January \,
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ce:  Members, Riverside County Board of Supcrvisors
Pxecwtive Direclor, Wosicrn Riverside Council of Governments
Exccutive Dircctor, Coachella Valley Associstion of Governments

‘Robent T. Andersca Administrative Ceater
4080 Lemon Strees @ 12th Floor @ Riverside, Californla 92501 © (909) 275-1100 @ FAX (909) 275-1103

Comment Letter #7

‘County of Riverside

November 14, 1996
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