|~ /

/
/

L

m

BAY AREA
AIR QUALITY
MANAGEMENT

DisTRICT

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
REGULAR MEETING

November 7, 2018

A meeting of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District Board of Directors will be held at 9:30
a.m. in the 1% Floor Board Room at the Air District Headquarters, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco,

California 94105.

Questions About
an Agenda Item

Meeting Procedures

The name, telephone number and e-mail of the appropriate staff
Person to contact for additional information or to resolve concerns is
listed for each agenda item.

The public meeting of the Air District Board of Directors begins at 9:30
a.m. The Board of Directors generally will consider items in the order
listed on the agenda. However, any item may be considered in any
order.

After action on any agenda item not requiring a public hearing, the
Board may reconsider or amend the item at any time during the
meeting.

This meeting will be webcast. To see the webcast, please visit
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas at the time of the meeting. Closed
captioning may contain errors and omissions, and are not certified for
their content or form.



http://www.baaqmd.gov/bodagendas

Public Comment
Procedures

Persons wishing to make public comment must fill out a Public
Comment Card indicating their name and the number of the agenda item
on which they wish to speak, or that they intend to address the Board on
matters not on the Agenda for the meeting.

Public Comment on Non-Agenda Matters, Pursuant to
Government Code Section 54954.3 Speakers wishing to address the
Board on non-agenda matters will be heard at the end of the agenda,
and each will be allowed up to two minutes to address the Board at
that time.

Members of the Board may engage only in very brief dialogue
regarding non-agenda matters, and may refer issues raised to District
staff for handling. In addition, the Chairperson may refer issues raised
to appropriate Board Committees to be placed on a future agenda for
discussion.

Public Comment on Agenda Items The public may comment on each
item on the agenda as the item is taken up. Public Comment Cards for
items on the agenda must be submitted in person to the Clerk of the
Boards at the location of the meeting and prior to the Board taking up
the particular item. Where an item was moved from the Consent
Calendar to an Action item, no speaker who has already spoken on that
item will be entitled to speak to that item again.

Speakers may speak for up to three minutes on each item on the
Agenda. However, the Chairperson or other Board Member presiding
at the meeting may limit the public comment for all speakers to fewer
than three minutes per speaker, or make other rules to ensure that all
speakers have an equal opportunity to be heard. The Chairperson or
other Board Member presiding at the meeting may, with the consent of
persons representing both sides of an issue, allocate a block of time
(not to exceed six minutes) to each side to present their issue.




BOARD OF DIRECTORS REGULAR MEETING

AGENDA
WEDNESDAY
NOVEMBER 7, 2018 BOARD ROOM
9:30 A.M. 15T FLOOR
CALL TO ORDER Chairperson, David Hudson
1. Opening Comments

Roll Call
Pledge of Allegiance

The Chair shall call the meeting to order and make opening comments. The Clerk of the
Boards shall take roll of the Board members. The Chair shall lead the Pledge of Allegiance.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

2.

Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3
For the first round of public comment on non-agenda matters at the beginning of the agenda,
ten persons selected by a drawing by the Clerk of the Boards from among the Public Comment
Cards indicating they wish to speak on matters not on the agenda for the meeting will have two
minutes each to address the Board on matters not on the agenda. For this first round of public
comments on non-agenda matters, all Public Comment Cards must be submitted in person to
the Clerk of the Board at the location of the meeting and prior to commencement of the
meeting.

CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS 3-7) Staff/Phone (415) 749-

3.

Minutes of the Regular Board of Directors Meeting of October 17, 2018
Clerk of the Boards/5073

The Board of Directors will consider approving the draft minutes of the Board of Directors
Meeting of October 17, 2018.

Board Communications Received from October 17, 2018 through November 6, 2018
J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

A copy of communications directed to the Board of Directors received by the Air District from
October 17, 2018 through November 6, 2018, if any, will be at each Board Member’s place.


mailto:jbroadbent@baaqmd.gov

5. Authorization to Execute Purchase Orders in Excess of $100,000 Pursuant to Administrative
Code Division Il Fiscal Policies and Procedures Section 4.3 Contract Limitations

J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute a
purchase order with Trace VOC, LLC, in the amount not to exceed $550,000 for an ultra-
sensitive, portable trace gas analyzer.

6. Authorization to Execute Contract Amendments for Air District History Display Project
J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute
contract amendments with Group Delphi in an amount not to exceed $139,276.81 for Design,
Installation and Display services for Air District History Display.

7. Consider Approval of Hiring Recommendation at Step D of Salary Range 156M for the
Legislative Officer Position J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaagmd.gov

The Board of Directors will consider recommending approval of hiring recommendation at
Step D of Salary Range 156M for the Legislative Officer position.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

8. Report of the Public Engagement Committee Meeting of October 19, 2018
CHAIR: B. Wagenknecht J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaagmd.gov

The Committee received the following reports:

A) Update on the 2018/2019 Winter Spare the Air Season Outreach Program

1) None; receive and file.

B) Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) History Display Tour

1) None; receive and file.

For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas
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0. Report of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee Meeting of
October 22, 2018 CHAIR: C. Chavez J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaamd.gov

The Committee received the following reports:

A) Technology Implementation Office (T10) Steering Committee Composition

1) None; receive and file.

B) Technology Assessment and Outreach

1) None; receive and file.

C) Loan Program Agreement

1) None; receive and file.

D)Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs

1) None; receive and file.

For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

10. Report of the Mobile Source Committee Meeting of October 25, 2018
CHAIR: S. Haggerty J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaamd.gov

The Committee received the following reports:

A) Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $100,000

1) Approve recommended projects with proposed grant awards over $100,000 as shown in
Attachment 1; and

2) Authorize the Executive Officer/APCO to enter into all necessary agreements with
applicants for the recommended projects.

B) Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) County Program Manager Fund Policies
for Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 and a Request for a Waiver for the Fiscal Year
Ending 2019 County Program Manager Fund Policies from the San Francisco County
Transportation Agency

1) Approve the proposed Fiscal Year Ending 2020 Transportation Fund for Clean Air
(TFCA) County Program Manager (CPM) Fund Policies; and

2) Approve a policy waiver to allow San Francisco County Transportation Agency to use
FYE 2019 TFCA CPM Funds for an electric vehicle charging station project.
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11.

12.

C) Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs

1) None; receive and file.

D) Update on Proposed Safe Affordable Fuel-Efficient Vehicles (SAFE) Rule

1) None; receive and file.

For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

Report of the Advisory Council Meeting of October 29, 2018
BOARD LIASION: R. Sinks J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

The Council received the following reports:

A) Update on Air District Implementation of Assembly Bill 617 (AB 617)

1) None; receive and file.

B) Air Sensor International Conference Update

1) None; receive and file.

C) Strategic Targets for Assembly Bill (AB 617) Implementation

1) None; receive and file.

D) Discussion on Election of Officers

1) None; receive and file.

For the full Council agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/ADVagendas

Report of the Nominating Committee Meeting of November 7, 2018
CHAIR: D. Hudson J. Broadbent/5052
jbroadbent@baaamd.gov

The Committee will receive the following report:

A) Consideration and Nomination of Board Officers for the Term of Office Commencing
2019

1) Chairperson;
2) Vice Chairperson; and

3) Secretary.
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For the full Committee agenda packet and materials, click on the link below:
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

PRESENTATION

13.

Anniversary of the 2017 Northern California Wildfires and Update on Wildfire Program
Development J. Broadbent/5052
[broadbent@baagmd.gov

Staff will provide the Board of Directors with an update of steps being taken to improve Air
District response to wildland fire air quality impacts and an update on the 2018 Wildfire
Season.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

14.

Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3

Speakers who did not have the opportunity to address the Board in the first round of
comments on non-agenda matters will be allowed two minutes each to address the Board on
non-agenda matters.

BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS

15.

Any member of the Board, or its staff, on his or her own initiative or in response to questions
posed by the public, may: ask a question for clarification, make a brief announcement or
report on his or her own activities, provide a reference to staff regarding factual information,
request staff to report back at a subsequent meeting concerning any matter or take action to
direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. (Gov’t Code § 54954.2)

OTHER BUSINESS

16.

17.

18.

19.

Report of the Executive Officer/APCO

Chairperson’s Report

Time and Place of Next Meeting:

Monday, November 19, 2018, at 375 Beale Street, San Francisco, CA 94105 at 10 a.m.
Adjournment

The Board meeting shall be adjourned by the Board Chair.
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CONTACT:

MANAGER, EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS (415) 749-4941
375 BEALE STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 FAX: (415) 928-8560
viohnson@baagmd.gov BAAQMD homepage:

www.baagmd.gov

e To submit written comments on an agenda item in advance of the meeting. Please note that all
correspondence must be addressed to the “Members of the Board of Directors” and received at
least 24 hours prior, excluding weekends and holidays, in order to be presented at that Board
meeting. Any correspondence received after that time will be presented to the Board at the
following meeting.

e Torequest, in advance of the meeting, to be placed on the list to testify on an agenda item.

e Any writing relating to an open session item on this Agenda that is distributed to all, or a
majority of all, members of the body to which this Agenda relates shall be made available at
the District’s offices at 375 Beale Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94105, at the time such
writing is made available to all, or a majority of all, members of that body.

Accessibility and Non-Discrimination Policy

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) does not discriminate on the basis of
race, national origin, ethnic group identification, ancestry, religion, age, sex, sexual orientation,
gender identity, gender expression, color, genetic information, medical condition, or mental or
physical disability, or any other attribute or belief protected by law.

It is the Air District’s policy to provide fair and equal access to the benefits of a program or
activity administered by Air District. The Air District will not tolerate discrimination against any
person(s) seeking to participate in, or receive the benefits of, any program or activity offered or
conducted by the Air District. Members of the public who believe they or others were unlawfully
denied full and equal access to an Air District program or activity may file a discrimination
complaint under this policy. This non-discrimination policy also applies to other people or entities
affiliated with Air District, including contractors or grantees that the Air District utilizes to provide
benefits and services to members of the public.

Auxiliary aids and services including, for example, qualified interpreters and/or listening devices,
to individuals who are deaf or hard of hearing, and to other individuals as necessary to ensure
effective communication or an equal opportunity to participate fully in the benefits, activities,
programs and services will be provided by the Air District in a timely manner and in such a way as
to protect the privacy and independence of the individual. Please contact the Non-Discrimination
Coordinator identified below at least three days in advance of a meeting so that arrangements can
be made accordingly.

If you believe discrimination has occurred with respect to an Air District program or activity, you
may contact the Non-Discrimination Coordinator identified below or visit our website at
www.baagmd.gov/accessibility to learn how and where to file a complaint of discrimination.

Questions regarding this Policy should be directed to the Air District’s Non-Discrimination
Coordinator, Rex Sanders, at (415) 749-4951 or by email at rsanders@baagmd.gov.
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BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
375 BeaLe STreeT, San Francisco, CALIFORNIA 94105

FOR QUESTIONS PLEASE CALL (415) 749-4941

EXECUTIVE OFFICE:

MONTHLY CALENDAR OF AIR DISTRICT MEETINGS

TYPE OF MEETING

NOVEMBER 2018

DAY

DATE

ROOM

Board of Directors Executive Committee
(At the Call of the Chair) - CANCELED AND
RESCHEDULED TO MONDAY, NOVEMBER 19,
2018 AT 9:00 A.M.

Friday

2

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Nominating Committee
(At the Call of the Chair)

Board of Directors Regular Meeting
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)

Wednesday

Wednesday

9:00 a.m.

9:30 a.m.

1%t Floor, Claremont
Room

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Climate Protection

Committee (Meets on the 3™ Thursday of every other
Month) - CANCELLED

Thursday

15

9:30 a.m.

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Stationary Source

Committee (Meets on the 3™ Monday of every other
Month) - CANCELLED

Monday

19

9:30 a.m.

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Nominating Committee
(At the Call of the Chair)

- CANCELLED AND RESCHEDULED TO
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 2018

Monday

19

9:00 a.m.

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Executive Committee
(At the Call of the Chair)

Board of Directors Special Meeting
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)

Monday

Monday

19

19

9:00 a.m.

10:00 a.m.

1%t Floor Board Room

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Regular Meeting
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)
- CANCELLED

Wednesday

21

9:30 a.m.

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Mobile Source

Committee (Meets on the 4™ Thursday of each Month)
- CANCELLED

Thursday

22

9:30 a.m.

1%t Floor Board Room

Board of Directors Budget & Finance

Committee (Meets on the 4™ Wednesday of each Month)

-CANCELLED

Wednesday

28

9:30 a.m.

1%t Floor, Yerba Buena
Room #109




DECEMBER 2018

TYPE OF MEETING DAY DATE TIME ROOM
Board of Directors Regular Meeting Wednesday 5 9:30 a.m 1% Floor Board Room
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)
Board of Directors Mobile Source Monday 17 9:30 a.m 1% Floor Board Room
Committee (Meets on the 4™ Thursday of each Month)
Board of Directors Regular Meeting Wednesday 19 9:30 a.m. 1% Floor Board Room
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)
Board of Directors Budget & Finance Wednesday 26 9:30 a.m. 1% Floor, Yerba Buena
Committee (Meets on the 4™ Wednesday of each Month) Room #109
- CANCELLED
Board of Directors Mobile Source Thursday 27 9:30 a.m. 1% Floor Board Room
Committee (Meets on the 4™ Thursday of each Month)
- CANCELLED AND RESCHEDULED TO
MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 2018 AT 9:30 A.M.

JANUARY 2019
TYPE OF MEETING DAY DATE TIME ROOM
Board of Directors Regular Meeting Wednesday 2 9:30 a.m 1% Floor Board Room
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)
Board of Directors Special Meeting/Retreat ~ Wednesday 16 9:30 a.m TBD
(Meets on the 1% & 3™ Wednesday of each Month)
Board of Directors Climate Protection Thursday 17 9:30 a.m 1% Floor Board Room
Committee (Meets on the 3™ Thursday of every other
Month)
Board of Directors Stationary Source Monday 21 9:30 a.m. 1% Floor Board Room
Committee (Meets on the 3™ Monday of every other
Month)
Board of Directors Budget & Finance Wednesday 23 9:30 a.m. 1% Floor, Yerba Buena
Committee (Meets on the 4™ Wednesday of each Month) Room #109
Board of Directors Mobile Source Thursday 24 9:30 a.m. 1% Floor Board Room

Committee (Meets on the 4™ Thursday of each Month)

MV -10/31/18 -10:00 a.m.

G/Board/Executive Office/Moncal




AGENDA: 3

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Minutes of the Board of Directors Reqular Meeting of October 17, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approve the attached draft minutes of the Board of Directors Regular Meeting of October 17,
2018.

DISCUSSION

Attached for your review and approval are the draft minutes of the Board of Directors Regular
Meeting of October 17, 2018.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Marcy Hiratzka
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 3A: Draft Minutes of the Board of Directors Regular Meeting of October 17, 2018



AGENDA 3A - ATTACHMENT

Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Regular Meeting of October 17, 2018

Bay Area Air Quality Management District
375 Beale Street, Suite 600, San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 749-5073

Board of Directors Regular Meeting
Wednesday, October 17, 2018

DRAFT MINUTES
Note: Audio recordings of the meeting are available on the website of the

Bay Area Air Quality Management District at
www.baagmd.gov/bodagendas

CALL TO ORDER

1. Opening Comments: Board of Directors (Board) Chairperson, David Hudson, called the
meeting to order at 9:32 a.m., and introduced new Board Member, San Francisco County
Supervisor, Rafael Mandelman. Chair Hudson also congratulated Vice Chair Katie Rice for
being reappointed to the Board for another four-year term by the Marin County Board of
Supervisors.

Roll Call:

Present: Chairperson David Hudson; Vice Chair Katie Rice; Secretary Rod Sinks; and Directors
Margaret Abe-Koga, Teresa Barrett, John J. Bauters, David Canepa, Cindy Chavez,
John Gioia, Scott Haggerty, Doug Kim, Liz Kniss, Rafael Mandelman, Karen
Mitchoff, Hillary Ronen, Mark Ross, Jim Spering, and Brad Wagenknecht.

Absent: Directors Pauline Russo Cutter, Carole Groom, Tyrone Jue, Nate Miley, Pete Sanchez,
and Shirlee Zane.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

2. Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3

Public comments were given by Jigna Desai, Xiang Wang, Shengbo Xu, Crystal Dai, Pradeep Nagaraja,
and Chusong Xiao. The speakers were all parents of students attending The Stratford School and E.M.
Grimmer Elementary School in Fremont, and complained that dust from Tri-City Rock, a building
materials and landscaping supply company located adjacent to both schools, is impacting both
campuses.

In response to these comments, several Board members expressed their concern about schools being
built in industrial zones. Jack Broadbent, Executive Officer/Air Pollution Control Officer, stated that
the Air District (District) is aware of this situation, and that District staff will hold an evening meeting
for concerned parents and community members over the next few weeks. Director Haggerty asked that
he and the Mayor of Fremont be invited.
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Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Regular Meeting of October 17, 2018

NOTED PRESENT: Director Kim was noted present at 9:35 a.m., and Director Ronen was noted
present at 9:38 a.m.

CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS3-7)

Minutes of the Regular Board of Directors Meeting of September 19, 2018

Board Communications Received from September 19, 2018 through October 16, 2018

Air District Personnel on Out-of-State Business Travel

Notices of Violations Issued and Settlements in Excess of $10,000 in the month of September 2018
Authorization to Increase the Contract Agreement with Van Dermyden Maddux Law
Corporation

No gk ow

Public Comments

No requests received.

Board Comments

None.
Board Action

Director Haggerty made a motion, seconded by Chair Hudson, to approve the Consent Calendar Items
3 through 7, inclusive; and the motion carried by the following vote of the Board:

AYES: Abe-Koga, Barrett, Bauters, Canepa, Chavez, Gioia, Haggerty, Hudson, Kim,
Kniss, Mandelman, Mitchoff, Rice, Ronen, Ross, Sinks, and Spering.
NOES: None.

ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT: Cutter, Groom, Jue, Miley, Sanchez, Wagenknecht, and Zane.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

8. Report of the Climate Protection Committee Meeting of September 20, 2018
Climate Protection Committee Chair, Director Teresa Barrett, read the following Committee report:

The Climate Protection Committee met on Thursday, September 20, 2018, and approved the minutes of
June 4, 2018.

The Committee received and discussed the staff presentation Update on Development of Regulation 13,
Rule 1: Significant Methane Releases.

Finally, the Committee received and discussed the staff presentation Organics Recovery Strategy.

The next meeting of the Climate Protection Committee will be held on Thursday, January 17, 2019, at
9:30 a.m., at the Bay Area Air Quality Management District office, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco,
CA 94105. This concludes the Chair report of the Climate Protection Committee.

2



Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Regular Meeting of October 17, 2018

Public Comments

No requests received.

Board Comments

None.

Board Action

None; receive and file.

9. Report of the Mobile Source Committee Meeting of September 27, 2018

Mobile Source Committee Chair, Director Scott Haggerty, read the following Committee report:
The Committee met on Thursday, September 27, 2018, and approved the minutes of July 26, 2018.

The Committee reviewed and discussed the staff presentation, Projects and Contracts with Proposed
Grant Awards Over $100,000. The Committee recommends the Board:

1. Approve recommended projects with proposed grant awards over $100,000 as shown in
Attachment 1; and

2. Authorize the Executive Officer/Air Pollution Control Officer to enter into all necessary
agreements with applicants for the recommended projects.

The Committee then reviewed and discussed the staff presentation Update on Status of Heavy-Duty,
Zero-Emission, Mobile Source Technologies.

Finally, the Committee reviewed and discussed the staff presentation Update on Air District’s Grant
Program Funding for Fiscal Year Ending 2019.

The next meeting of the Mobile Source Committee will be held on Thursday, October 25, 2018, at 9:30
a.m., at the Bay Area Air Quality Management District office, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco, CA
94105. | move that the Board approve the Mobile Source Committee’s recommendations. This
concludes the Chair Report of the Mobile Source Committee.

Public Comments

No requests received.

Board Comments

None.



Draft Minutes - Board of Directors Regular Meeting of October 17, 2018

Board Action

Director Haggerty made a motion, seconded by Director Canepa, to approve the recommendations of
the Mobile Source Committee; and the motion carried by the following vote of the Board:

AYES: Abe-Koga, Barrett, Bauters, Canepa, Chavez, Gioia, Haggerty, Hudson, Kim,
Kniss, Mandelman, Mitchoff, Rice, Ronen, Ross, Sinks, and Spering.
NOES: None.

ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT: Cutter, Groom, Jue, Miley, Sanchez, Wagenknecht, and Zane.

PRESENTATIONS

10. 2018 SUMMER SPARE THE AIR SEASON SUMMARY AND WINTER SPARE THE
AIR SEASON OVERVIEW

Lisa Fasano, Communications Officer, gave the staff presentation 2018 Summer and Winter Spare the
Air Season Overviews, including: summer seasons advertising, campaign highlights, social media,
media relations, employer program, and research; and winter season advertising, social media, door-to-
door outreach, and Wood Smoke Reduction Grant Program results.

Public Comments

Public comments were given by Tony Fisher, Coalition for Clean Air.

Board Comments

The Board and staff discussed the request that District staff alert the Board members prior to Winter
Spare the Air door-to-door outreach; ways in which District staff members are identifiable while
promoting the Winter Spare the Air program in neighborhoods; the suggestion that staff expand the
number of languages into which Spare the Air advertisements are translated; factors affecting the
difference between the number of Wood Smoke Reduction Incentive Program applications received
and the number of awardees; whether staff maintains correspondence with awardees that drop out of
the program prior to project completion or applicants that drop out prior to being awarded funds; the
suggestion of a partnership with the private sector in which the District can help secure low-interest
loans for lower-income residents; the District’s previous presence at the City of San Jose’s “Christmas
in the Park”, recent absence, and efforts to return to that event; social media websites on which the
District advertises the Winter Spare the Air program; concern about single occupancy access in High
Occupancy Vehicle lanes; contributing factors of the increase in appliance changeouts in Marin
County, and the District’s enhanced outreach and assistance efforts there; results from the Spare the
Air Employer Program and the need for more participation; the way in which the District monitors the
increase of electric vehicles (EV) that are on the road, and staff’s anticipation for a future presentation
on this data to the Mobile Source Committee; the suggestion that staff reinforce behavior changes
promoting sustainability that the public can implement in preparation for the winter season; the
comparison of Spare the Air notifications in the summers of 2017 and 2018; the need for a web-based
service that advertises second-hand electric vehicles; and the suggestion that the District advertises
specifically about the harmful effects of particulate matter (PM).
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Board Action

None; receive and file.

11. CLIMATE TECHNOLOGY REVIEW AND OUTREACH

Ranyee Chiang, Technology Implementation Officer, introduced Derrick Tang, Technology
Implementation Office Manager, who gave the staff presentation Climate Technology Review and
Outreach, including: mission; climate technology review; actions to accelerate technologies; regulate;

educate; incentivize; next steps; and Climate Tech Finance program link.

Public Comments

No requests received.

Board Comments

The Board and staff discussed bird safety and low-emissivity coatings on commercial buildings;
whether the Climate Technology Review includes both emerging and existing technologies; the
difficulty in determining the “best” technology advancements; the Committee’s appreciation of staff’s
efforts; whether carbon dioxide-sequestering concrete is an identified technology in this review; who
the target audience is, and whether other eligible technology sectors exist and are not yet listed; the chart
created by the District that prioritizes the technologies and lists their evaluation criteria, and the request
that an online portal be created so that the public may access this document with ease; and the suggestion
that this information be searchable by user group, and not just by sector.

Board Action

None; receive and file.

12.  AIR SENSOR INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE UPDATE

Mr. Broadbent introduced Eric Stevenson, Director of Meteorology and Measurement, who gave the
staff presentation Update on the Air Sensor International Conference, including: statistics; topics
covered; adoption challenges; continued growth; 45 vendors and exhibitors; worldwide participation;

big takeaways; and next steps.

Public Comments

No requests received.

Board Comments

The Board and staff discussed the upcoming deployment of community air monitoring systems under
Assembly Bill 617, the public’s desire to control the monitors, and the District’s deployment of two
PM2s community-led sensor projects; the need to translate monitoring data into meaningful public
health results that can be understood by the public; the anticipated creation of a community sensor center
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and how it will track climate change differently, compared to currently existing methods; the District’s
need for infrastructure to interpret monitoring data; and the dangers of misinterpreting monitor data.

Board Action
None; receive and file.

PUBLIC COMMENT ON NON-AGENDA MATTERS

13. Public Comments on Non-Agenda Items, Pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.3
No requests received.

BOARD MEMBERS’ COMMENTS

14. Board Members’ Comments

— Director Kim expressed his concern of not having received a staff presentation on lessons
learned from the 2017 Wildfire Season.

— Vice Chair Rice announced that the Marin County Transit District launched the pilot deployment
of two zero-emission battery electric buses on October 16.

— Vice Chair Rice announced that 40 new EV charging stations were added to the Marin County
Civic Center campus in San Rafael (funded by Pacific Gas & Electric, the District, and
Transportation Authority of Marin.)

— Director Bauters reported out on the 111" Annual Air and Waste Management Association
conference and the tour that several Board members took of the Athabasca oil sands in Alberta,
Canada.

OTHER BUSINESS

15. Report of the Executive Officer/Air Pollution Control Officer
Mr. Broadbent announced the following:

— The Board would have received the staff presentation on the 2017 Wildfire Season at today’s
meeting, but Director Zane was unable to attend, and the District feels that she needs to be
present for that presentation, as Sonoma County was the most impacted by these fires.

— The District is extending the air quality advisory for smoke in parts of the Bay Area through
Friday, October 19, due to southern Oregon wildfires.

16. Chairperson’s Report

Chair Hudson announced that nominations for 2019 Board Officers are to be submitted to Mr.
Broadbent no later than October 19, 2018, and that Board members are to submit their preferences for
committee appointments to Vanessa Johnson no later than November 13, 2018.

Chair Hudson reported out on his trip to the 31% International Electric Vehicles Symposium and
Exhibition, which was held in Kobe, Japan. He introduced Damian Breen, Deputy Air Pollution Control

6
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Officer of Technology, and Karen Schkolnick, Strategic Incentives Division Director, who presented
takeaways from the event, including: Wells to Wheels Analysis for Carbon Dioxide Reductions; Toyota
and Honda Electrification Goals; Status of EV Progress Across Asia; Bay Area and California
Electrification Goals of 90-100% by 2050; and beyond EV.

Board Comments

The Board and staff discussed the request for the staff presentation; the California Air Resources
Board’s proposed amendments to the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and commercialization of alternative
diesel fuels; and the third and final phase of Sonoma Clean Power’s EV Incentive Program, which closes
on November 16, 2018.

17. Time and Place of Next Meeting

Wednesday, November 7, 2018, at 375 Beale Street, San Francisco, CA 94105 at 9:30 a.m.

18. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 12:17 p.m.

Marcy Hiratzka
Clerk of the Boards



AGENDA: 4

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Board Communications Received from October 17, 2018 through November 6, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

DISCUSSION

Copies of communications directed to the Board of Directors received by the Air District from
October 17, 2018, through November 6, 2018, if any, will be at each Board Member’s place at
the November 7, 2018, Board meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson




AGENDA: 5

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Authorization to Execute Purchase Orders in Excess of $100,000 Pursuant to
Administrative Code Division Il Fiscal Policies and Procedures Section 4.3 Contract
Limitations

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Board of Directors will consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute a
purchase order with Trace VOC, LLC, in the amount not to exceed $550,000 for an ultra-sensitive,
portable trace gas analyzer.

BACKGROUND

The Air Monitoring section performs ambient air monitoring and sampling of criteria and toxic air
pollutants as part of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District) existing
programs. Adoption of Assembly Bill 617 (AB 617) has expanded the Section’s scope and goals
to include monitoring to characterize concentrations of these air pollutants on a much finer spatial
scale, to provide data for source attribution studies, and to assess how well emissions reduction
strategies in communities are working.

DISCUSSION

Accomplishing air toxics monitoring for AB 617 will require the ability to make fast, trace level
measurements of toxic air pollutants with an instrument that is flexible enough to be deployed in
multiple types of settings (e.g., in a mobile laboratory or at a fixed air monitoring site) depending
on the design of an air monitoring plan. Proton Transfer Reaction Time of Flight Mass
Spectrometry (PTR-TOFMS) is a measurement technigque capable of simultaneous analysis across
a spectrum of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and semi-volatile organic compounds
(SVOCs), including the toxics benzene, 1,3-butadiene, and formaldehyde, among others. In
seconds, PTR-TOFMS analysis can rapidly provide parts per trillion concentration levels of such
pollutants. These features make PTR-TOFMS an exceptionally useful analyzer to address the
toxics monitoring needs required by AB 617 in either mobile or fixed-site settings. Air Monitoring
staff have identified the lonicon PTR-TOF 6000X2 as the best option to meet the Air Districts
goals for monitoring of air toxics in AB 617 communities, as it has very high resolution and
sensitivity and a low real-time detection limit in a compact and transportable package. Therefore,
staff recommend the purchase of the lonicon PTR-TOF 6000X2 from Trace VOC, LLC, the US



vendor for lonicon, who offered the best price for the analyzer, providing the best overall value to
the Air District.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None. Funds for the purchase of this equipment are included in the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2019
budget and augmented by carry-over funds from FYE 2018.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Eric Stevenson
Reviewed by: Wayne Kino



AGENDA: 6

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO

Date: October 30, 2018

Re: Authorization to Execute Contract Amendments for Air District History Display
Project

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend the Board of Directors consider authorizing the Executive Officer/APCO to execute
contract amendments with Group Delphi in the amounts listed below for Air District History
display project:

Vendor Amount Service Description
Group Delphi $10,464.82 | AV hardware monitors and cabling for Air District history
display.
Group Delphi $128,811.99 | Design, production and installation of Air District history wall
display.
TOTAL $139,276.81
BACKGROUND

In 2017, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) issued a Request for
Qualifications (RFQ) for Design and Installation of “History of Air District” Display services to
identify contractors who could design, produce and build a display of the Air District’s 60-year
history. Group Delphi was selected and initially contracted to provide design concepts for the
history display project. Upon design concept approval, the Air District entered into a second
contract in 2018 with Group Delphi for the next phase of the project which encompassed final
design, production and installation of the display. Air District staff worked with Group Delphi
designers to compile artifacts, photos and videos to chronicle the Air District’s history. The Air
District then selected a final design and began to work with building management to get approval
for the selected design and installation of three wall panels, three monitors and display case.
Initial estimates for the project were under the APCQO’s signing authority, were approved, and
calendared to be put into production.



DISCUSSION

Prior to the scheduled installation, building management informed staff that the third wall panel
could not be installed as originally designed and reviewed in the approved plan due to a firewall
that could not be compromised.

Staff asked the contractor to reverse the layout of the design on the third wall so that drilling and
monitor installation would not compromise the firewall. The full panel display for the third wall
was redesigned and reprinted to allow for the installation to move forward as scheduled, which
entails extra costs.

Final billing for the project included the original concept design from 2017, display production
and installation costs, cost of display cases, hardware and wiring, and the additional cost of
redesign and reprinting of the third panel. All costs plus the reprint of the third wall pushed the
final billing for this project over the APCO signature authority.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

Funding for this project was included in the 2017/2018 and 2018/2019 Fiscal Year Ending budgets.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Lisa Fasano
Reviewed by: Wayne Kino



AGENDA: 7

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Consider Approval of Hiring Recommendation at Step D of Salary Range 156M for
the Legislative Officer Position

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend the Board of Directors approve hiring recommendation at Step D of Salary Range
156M for the Legislative Officer position.

BACKGROUND

The recruitment and selection process for the Legislative Officer position has been completed.
Division Il1, Section 6.4 of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District)
Administrative Code states that recommendation by the Executive Officer/APCO and approval of
the Board of Directors is required for hiring employees at Step D.

DISCUSSION

The Air District recently conducted a recruitment for the Legislative Officer position. The process
included a review of minimum qualifications, application screening, and hiring interviews. The
candidate who is recommended for the position has extensive experience and expertise in the
legislative process and experience working with state and local elected and government officials
on policy matters related to air quality.

In order to offer a salary more commensurate with the candidate’s experience, staff is
recommending approval to hire the Legislative Officer at Step D of salary range 156M.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

The salary for the Legislative Officer position at Step D is $187,174 per year and is included in
the Fiscal Year Ending 2019 budget.



Respectfully Submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Judy Yu
Reviewed by: Rex Sanders



AGENDA: 8

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Report of the Public Engagement Committee Meeting of October 19, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Public Engagement Committee (Committee) received only informational items and has no
recommendations of approval by the Board of Directors (Board).

BACKGROUND

The Committee met on Friday, October 19, 2018, and received the following reports:
A) Update on the 2018/2019 Winter Spare the Air Season Outreach Program; and
B) Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) History Display Tour.

Chairperson Brad Wagenknecht will provide an oral report of the Committee meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) Funding for the outreach program is included in the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2019
budget; and

B) Funding for the display was included in the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2019 budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 8A: 10/19/2018 — Public Engagement Committee Meeting Agenda #4
Attachment 8B:  10/19/2018 — Public Engagement Committee Meeting Agenda #5



AGENDA 8A: ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 4
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Brad Wagenknecht and Members

of the Public Engagement Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 9, 2018
Re: Update on the 2018/2019 Winter Spare the Air Season Outreach\Program

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

In July 2008, the Board of Directors adopted Regulation 6;\Ruler3: Wood Burning Devices.
Since the rule was passed, efforts have focusedion both outredeh and enforcement. The upcoming
wood smoke regulatory season will run from Nevember 1%20%8 through February 28, 2019.

DISCUSSION

The 2018/2019 Winter Spare the-Aireampaign will continue with the strong messaging that links
the serious health impacts frem wiood smoke49 those of cigarette smoke. Advertising that clearly
illustrates this link resonated,with the public*that it will be revised for the upcoming winter season
with a heightened focuseen.indoor aif\guality.

The Winter Spare thezAdr camipaign will continue to focus on the localized health impacts from
wood smoke ag well as indoor air’ quality impacts from wood burning fires. Staff will present an
overview of this year’s matefial§ and campaign strategy.

BUDGEFCONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

Ftnding for the outreach program is included in the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2019 budget.



ubmitted,

Respectfully s

r/APCO

Jack P. Broadbent
utive Office

Exec

Kristine Roselius

Prepared by:
Reviewed by:



AGENDA 8B:ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Brad Wagenknecht and Members

of the Public Engagement Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 9, 2018
Re: Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Air District) HistorsaDisplay Tour

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

In September, the Air District installed a permanénf museum3style,display on the 6™ floor of the
Bay Area Metro Center, highlighting the key a¢hi€évements ©f'the Air District since its founding in
1955. The display encompases a timeline pinpointing Air District “firsts” in the nation in air
quality advancements. A display case featusing artifacts of’early equipment used by the agency,
including some created by technical stafff’and digitalaonitors showing historic photos, as well as
featuring present-day work of the Aflir District.

DISCUSSION

Communications staff will.provide, a\tour of the Air District History display for the Committee
members.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/EINANCIAL IMPACT

Funding fonthe displagswas included in the Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2019 budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO

Prepared by: Kristine Roselius
Reviewed by: Lisa Fasano




AGENDA: 9

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Report of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee Meeting of
October 22, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee (Committee) received only
informational items and has no recommendations of approval by the Board of Directors (Board).

BACKGROUND

The Committee met on Monday, October 22, 2018, and received the following reports:
A) Technology Implementation Office (T10) Steering Committee Composition;
B) Technology Assessment and Outreach;
C) Loan Program Agreement; and
D) Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs.

Chairperson Cindy Chavez will provide an oral report of the Committee meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) None;
B) None;

C) None. Funds for the loan program were approved by the Air District Board as part of the
Fiscal Year Ending 2019 budget; and

D) None. Funding for both Charge! and Clean Fleets has been allocated, and future projects
(greater than $100,000) will be brought to the Board of Directors for consideration.



Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 9A: 10/22/2018 — Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee Meeting
Agenda #4

Attachment 9B: 10/22/2018 — Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee Meeting
Agenda #5

Attachment 9C:  10/22/2018 — Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee Meeting
Agenda #6

Attachment 9D: 10/22/2018 — Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee Meeting
Agenda #7



AGENDA 9A: ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 4
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members

of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 10, 2018
Re: Technology Implementation Office (T10) Steering Committee"\Composition

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

The Technology Implementation Office’s (TIONMission .is\0~accelerate climate action by
cultivating partnerships between technology,.developers afd customers and offering grants and
loans for low-carbon technologies for the industrial and/transportation sectors.

DISCUSSION

The TIO Steering Committee waSestablished te advise Aif District staff on programmatic strategy,
technologies, business and market, impactsyyand hew partnership opportunities. Recognizing that
the mission and programs efthe-F10 havewgeeh refined since the Office was launched, the Steering
Committee may benefit from additionalkimembers and‘expertise. For example, additional expertise
in the areas of loan programs, clindate finance, and community engagement could help advise staff
on expanding incentive programs andidentifying new public and private sector financing partners.
Staff are proposing‘te-add ypto three new, members to the TIO Steering Committee, following the
same process,used to identify the initial Steering Committee members.

Attachment, ® lists,candidates for the) Steering Committee and their areas of expertise. Staff is
seeking“iaput onthese candidates,as well as other suggested candidates. The next steps would be
for staff’to redch, out to prieritized candidates on the list until we identify three candidates who
aceept thesinyitation, er‘the ‘priority list is exhausted. For candidates who are interested in
providipgsinput on thé IO programs but are concerned about the time commitment, we will offer
the option for them to he’informal advisors or non-voting members of the Steering Committee.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent & @
Executive Officer/APCO &v /&

Prepared by: Lucian Go and Karissa White %

Reviewed by: Ranyee Chiang @

Attachment 1: Steering Committee Candidates @




Agenda 4 - Attachment 1
Steering Committee Candidates

Orson Aguilar, President, Greenlining Institute

Orson Aguilar is the President of the Greenlining Institute. He is a board member at the California
Women’s Foundation and sits on Bank of America’s Community Advisory Committee. He is also
a past member of important local boards and committees, including the Missian Economic
Development Agency and the City of Oakland’s Budget Advisory Committee=Otson received a
BA from the University of California at Santa Cruz and an MPA from The University of Texas at
Austin. Orson is a product of Greenlining’s leadership academy. He wasgalse,a Public Policy and
International Affairs Fellow and Congressional Hispanic Caucus Institute Rellow.,

Catha Groot, Principal, Radicle Impact

Catha Groot is Principal at Radicle Impact, and has more thap.10vears ofdnveStment experience.
Prior to her current position, she was Business Developménttand StrategywDirector at Personal
Capital, held Analyst positions at Rockefeller Group™dnvestments Management and UBS
Investment Bank. She also co-founded Farm to Cup. She'sits on the'foards of Aclima, LendStreet
Financial, and Local Bushel. She holds a bachelor’s"degree from.Prirteeton University and an MBA
from the Stanford Graduate School of Business.

Michael Montgomery, Assistant Directar,\WVater Division, EPAfRegion 9

Michael Montgomery is Assistant Diregton\0f the Water Divisioprat,the’Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 9, where he diteets Federal programs=for.drinking water protection and
safety, water infrastructure funding, and tribal surface water thréughout the Southwest Region.
Previously, he served as Assistant Director fer'\Superfund, managing 55 hazardous waste sites on
private and federal land. Helis & graduaté of the Federal Senior Executive Service Development
Program as a part of which\he“spent’5, months atsthe Bay Area Quality Management District
providing input on the initial.design of@ financialincentive for reducing greenhouse gasses at the
Air District’s regulatedvfagilities: ‘He hoelds a bachelor’s degree from the University of Redlands.

Erin Kilmer Neeh, Interind Executive/Biceetor, Chief Impact Officer and Deputy Director,
Beneficial State,Foundation

Erin KilmerNeel is Depdty Diregtor,and Chief Impact Officer and Interim Executive Director at
BenefiCial State FQundation. Exinyjs also Executive Director of the Sustainable Business Alliance
of theEast Bay. Rrewiously, sheswas Program Officer at the Beneficial State Foundation (when it
was ‘Qne PacifieCoast Foundation). Erin co-founded Oakland Grown and the Oakland Indie
Awards, is@ BALLE LocahEconomy Fellow, and serves on the board of directors of the American
Indepepdent™Busingss Alliance (AMIBA). Erin has a Master of City Planning from MIT and a
Master'of Educatioprin‘Educational Media and Computing from Arizona State University.



Marilyn Waite, Climate Finance Program Officer, Hewlett Foundation

Marilyn Waite is a Program Officer in Environment at the William and Flora Hewlett Foundation,
where she manages the foundation’s grantmaking on climate and clean energy finance. She
previously led the clean energy practice at Village Capital, worked as a senior research fellow at
Project Drawdown, and led several operational and research and development projects at AREVA
in France. Marilyn is also the author of Sustainability at Work. She holds a bachelor’s degree in
civil and environmental engineering from Princeton University and a masters degree in
engineering for sustainable development from the University of Cambridge.

Renee Webster-Hawkins, Executive Director, California Pollution Cgntxol Financing
Authority

Renee Webster-Hawkins is the Executive Director of the California Roltution €ontrel Financing
Authority. Most recently, she was interim executive director, chief ceunsel, and acting chief deputy
director at First 5 California. Previously, she served as assistant Chief counsel and staff attorney at
the California Energy Commission, chief deputy director”and, chief eounsel for the California
Department of Community Services and Developmentgattoraey for the*Resources Law Group,
staff counsel for the Department of Fish and Game, ang-attorney for thedaw firm of Remy, Thomas
and Moose. Webster-Hawkins received a bachelor’s degree 4n history from the University of
California, Davis and a law degree from Stanfqord University:

Jetta Wong, Senior Advisor, Los Angeles'@lean Tech Ingubator

Jetta Wong is Senior Advisor at the.LaSvAngeles Clean TeCh, Incubator. Previously, Jetta
established and directed the Office of fechnology(Transitions/forthe United States Department of
Energy and co-chaired the White House’s National*Science, and’ Technology Council’s Lab-to-
Market initiative. She also worked imnthe Department of Energy’s Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy, the United States House Of Représentatives’ Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology, the Union“ef*Concefned\Scientists,\and the Environmental and Energy Study
Institute. Jetta holds a MRS.in Legislative” Affairssfrom George Washington University and B.S.
in Natural Resourcgs.and the Envikgnment from the University of Michigan.



AGENDA 9B: ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members

of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 11, 2018

Re: Technology Assessment and Outreach

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

The Technology Implementation Office (T10) haS worked-wvith® other Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (Air District) Divisions,and engaged a consultant’te evaluate technology
options for reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The evaltation, critéria include technology
readiness, costs, technical and market barriéks,»and potential for gmissions reductions.

DISCUSSION

The completed technology assessment ceVered 188 technalogies that reduce greenhouse gases.
Information on these technolQgieS has/been organized ind& MS Excel matrix that the Air District
will use to prioritize the technologigs'supported through the financing and partnerships program.

Attachment 1 summarizes the key resdlts ofthe technology assessment. For each of the highlighted
technologies, thesT4@ wopkKed with others@ppropriate Air District staff to determine the best
recommended ‘eourse of actionAor thefAir District. Strategies available to the Air District include
(1) requlate/develop «ules to require the"adoption of the technology; (2) incentivize: encourage
technology , implementation through Jgrants and loans; and (3) educate: conduct outreach on
promising-technelogies to relevant stakeholders. Air District staff has shared this study and
gathered input’ frammultiple external stakeholders and the Air District Board of Directors.

Staff wilkalso present the outreach strategy and timeline for sharing the relevant information in
the technolpgy asséssment in a targeted way with stationary facilities, technology developers, and
financing partnerS¥Adr District staff is interested in input from the Steering Committee on these
technology assessment results and how we share results and recommendations with relevant
partners. Moving forward, the Air District will continue to seek input from the Steering Committee
about relevant technologies and partners, including to update and maintain the technology
assessment.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent &

Executive Officer/APCO &
Prepared by:  Derrick Tang &
Reviewed by: Ranyee Chiang @ \

Attachment 1: Summary of Technology Assessmen@ﬂs




Agenda 5 - Attachment 1

Summary of Technology Assessment Results

The figure on page 2 lists the top three mitigation measures for each industrial sector. For each
measure, the green bar shows its Ease of Adoption score based on technical, economic, and policy
barriers. The blue bar shows the Cost Effectiveness score, which measures emissigns reduction
potential and economic viability. The Possible Action icon represents the re ded action to
accelerate adoption of this technology and reduce Greenhouse Gases (GH% this sector. The
full technology assessment report has more detail on the scoring system@

N
<&



Cost Effectiveness and Ease of Adoption

Ef Regulate of Top Mitigation Measures by Sector
Incentivize .
'Q Educate Possible Action Ease of Adoption mmm
2 4 6 8 10
Agriculture Soil Testing @ 7.6(6.7)
Biochar Use @ 7.3(2.5)
Dietary Design [ (] 6.4(7.5)
Buildings Heat recovery ventilation system [ (] 2.7(6.7)
Commercial Variable frequency drive for chillers [ (] 2.1(8.3)
HVAC High-volume, low-speed ceiling fans [ (] 2(5.8)
Buildings Building Energy Management Systems [ (] 5.5(7.5)
Commercial Solar water heater [ (] 3(5.8)
non-HVAC Low-emissivity window coatings/tints/films (] 2.7(8.3)
Buildings Mini-split Air-source heat pumps (] 4(7.5)
Residential Air-source heat pumps for HVAC [ (] 3.5(8.3)
Tankless water heater [ (] 3(7.5)
Cement Supplemental Cementitious Materials "" 7.6(6.7)
Belite-Rich Cement [ (] 5.1(2.5)
Fuel Switching I‘ 3.5(5.8)
CHP and Second-life batteries i 6.3(5.8)
Power Allam Cycle Turbines (Power plants) L 3.9(6.7)
Generation Hydrogen Fuel Cells and Electrolyzers f“ 3.7(1)
Iron and Walking beam furnace (@ 5.7(2.5)
Steel Electrolytic pickling line insulation (] 3.9(2.5)
Combustion air fan control/optimization @ 3.7(5)
Petroleum Steam system maintenance Ef 6.9(5.8)
Boiler - Maintenance E’ 6.9(7.5)
Motor & pump optimization Er 6.7(7.5)
Semiconductors Leak detection and elimination E 3(6.3)
NF3 plasma cleanout of CVD chamber E 2.3(2.5)
Process Optimization - 1.4(7.5)
Waste Shortcut nitrogen removal (anammox) "“ 4.8(5.8)
Composting/ Adjustments to reduce GHGs in sludge path @ 3.8(2.5)
POTWs Aerated static piles E 3.4(8.3)
Waste Landfill gas energy systems "‘C 2.6(2.5)
Landfills/ Active LFG recovery systems =P 2.2(1)
Other Biochar from agricultural and forest waste [ (] 2.1(2.5)
2 - 6 8 10

Cost Effectiveness Il



AGENDA 9C: ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 6
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members

of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 11, 2018

Re: Loan Program Agreement

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (AigDjstrict).and the California Infrastructure and
Economic Development Bank (IBank) are develeping an agreement to offerloans for public sector
facilities and loan guarantees for private sectorAacilities/The Air District Board has authorized the
Air Pollution Control Officer to execute,the agreementvith dBankes Once executed, the Air
District-1Bank collaboration will create aJevolving lean fund so‘that as project implementers pay
back their loans, funding can be reinvested in additional greenhouse gas technology projects.

DISCUSSION

This collaboration will allow Air Djstrict staff to prokide matchmaking and technical evaluations
that expand the IBankis customef base”and support implementation of eligible greenhouse gas
reduction technolagiesy Munigipaliti€s and’public universities, schools, and hospitals are eligible
for direct loans betfween $500,000%and $30,@00,000. The Air District will contribute up to 25% of
the loan amount at'0% interest,.and cover fees for the first borrowers. Small businesses are eligible
for loan guarantees ofdup-to 90% of the1oan amount; in these projects, 1Bank covers 80% of the
loan and the ‘Air Districticovers 10%” This initial loan program will have $4 million available from
the Air District foridoans and.JJoan gtarantees.

The loan program willbe available to Bay Area facilities and focus on specific technology
categories,based on the pesults of a technology assessment. For direct loans, Air District funds will
be drawn down o a,profect-by-project basis. The Air District portion of losses in loans and loan
guarante€s are dorbesby the Air District. Air District liability cannot exceed the Air District’s
portion of loans ‘and loan guarantees. The Air District may terminate the program and remaining
unallocated funds are not committed. Funds lent by the Air District are to be repaid within 5 years.



For projects that meet eligibility requirements, Air District staff will perform an engineering
evaluation of the potential loan project. IBank then performs financial underwriting of the loan.
Because the loan funds revolve, initial projects under this program will be evaluated as pilots to
inform future loan projects and expand collaborations with 1Bank and other financing institutions.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None. Funds for the loan program were approved by the Air District Board a he Fiscal
Year Ending 2019 budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent @
Executive Officer/APCO @

Prepared by: Derrick Tang \/ O
Reviewed by: Ranyee Chiang @ < )




AGENDA 9D: ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 7
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members

of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 11, 2018

Re: Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

In 1991, the California State Legislature authorized the Bay Area Air Quatity Management District
(Air District) to impose a $4 surcharge on motorwehicles registered within the nine-county Bay
Area to fund projects that reduce on-road{motor vehicle,emissions./ ’hisvfund, the Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA), supportstprojects that include ridesharing, clean air vehicles and
infrastructure, bicycle infrastructurg, and the Spare,the/Air Programrto encourage residents to take
action to improve air quality.

Each year, the Air District’s Board of Dikegters (Board) allocates funding and adopts policies and
evaluation criteria that govern the eXpenditure of WRECA funding. On May 2, 2018, the Board
authorized funding allocatiens for’Fiscal YearfEnding (FYE) 2019, cost-effectiveness limits for
Air District-sponsered, RYE 20199rograms, and &uthorized the Executive Officer/Air Pollution
Control Officer (ARCQ) to execute Grant Agreements and amendments for TFCA-revenue funded
projects with individual grantaward aniountstup to $100,000. On June 6, 2018, the Board adopted
policies and evaluation/riteria for the FE 2019 TFCA Regional Fund program.

Thisreport’ provides apsummary ‘eftwo TFCA-sponsored programs, Charge! and Clean Fleets,
which’are administered by the,Technology Implementation Office. The goal of these programs is
to,reddce air pellution from tkansportation and also accelerate the adoption of Electric Vehicles
(EVs) in theBay Area’by stipporting infrastructure and vehicle fleets.

DISCUSSION
Charge! Progkam:

Projections of EV charging station in the Bay Area indicate a severe gap in needed EV charging
stations to support EV adoption goals. The Air District created the Charge! Program in 2016 to
rapidly expand and support the installation of electric vehicle (EV) charging stations in the Bay
Area. The most recent round of the Charge! Program was open from July 1, 2017 to March 9,
2018. Over $6.5 million in TFCA funding was awarded which supported the installation of over
2,000 electric vehicle (EV) charging stations in the Bay Area at locations that include workplaces,



destinations such as parks, multi-dwelling units (MDU), transit parking and transportation
corridors. The proposed EV charging stations will reduce over 9,400 tons of CO2 per year.

On May 2, 2018, the Board authorized increased cost-effectiveness limits for EV charging station
projects at MDU facilities. Staff have incorporated the new cost-effectiveness funding options for
MDU into the Program Guidance and will reopen the FYE 2019 Charge! Program on October 25,
2018. Applicants will be eligible for approximately $3,000 per Level 2 charger and $18,000 per
DC Fast Charger. Additional plus-up funding options are available for projects that-include solar
generation, multi-port chargers, DC Fast chargers that are accessible 24/7 and jhstalled along major
transportation corridors and for projects located in MDU facilities. Up te, $5.million in TFCA
funding is available for FYE 20109.

Staff are conducting targeted outreach activities which include webinars, ride~arnd-drive events,
sponsoring events and working with association groups. When the Clean Cars\Eor“All Program is
launched in December 2018, outreach will be coordinated between the #wo programs to support
expansion of EV infrastructure and adoption to across theé&ntire*Bay Area and all income groups.

Clean Fleets Program:

The Clean Fleets Program opened on August 15420187 The Clean FleetsProgram provides funding
to purchase or lease new light-duty zero-emiSsion¥ehicles ineldding metercycles, passenger cars,
pick-up trucks, and small vans and shuttlgs, Eligible vehicles include,battery electric vehicles or
fuel cell vehicles. Eligible projects must-includesa minimum ef 20vehicle purchases and are
eligible for $1,000 per vehicle in grant funding. {p.to$5 million in”TFCA funding is available for
FYE 2019.

Staff will continue to outreach.toAleet operaters, such as police departments and county/city fleet
services. Staff will alsofcontinue te preet” with {ramnsportation network companies (TNC) and
affiliated organizations such as riderhail, car-share~and rental car companies to transition these
fleets towards zerofemissions, which.also allow opportunities for members of the public to see and
drive EVs.

BUDGET.CONSIDERATION/FINANGIAL IMPACT

None. kunding for both Chargel.and Clean Fleets has been allocated, and future projects (greater
thdn $100,000) wil, be brought t6the Board of Directors for consideration.

Respectfully/Submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Mark Tang
Reviewed by: Ranyee Chiang




AGENDA: 10

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

Memorandum

Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

October 26, 2018

Report of the Mobile Source Committee Meeting of October 25, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Mobile Source Committee (Committee) recommends Board of Directors’ approval of the
following items:

A) Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $100,000

B)

C)

1) Approve recommended projects with proposed grant awards over $100,000 as shown
in Attachment 1; and

2) Authorize the Executive Officer/APCO to enter into all necessary agreements with
applicants for the recommended projects.

Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) County Program Manager Fund Policies for
Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 and a Request for a Waiver for the Fiscal Year Ending
2019 County Program Manager Fund Policies from the San Francisco County
Transportation Agency

1) Approve the proposed Fiscal Year Ending 2020 Transportation Fund for Clean Air
(TFCA) County Program Manager (CPM) Fund Policies; and

2) Approve a policy waiver to allow San Francisco County Transportation Agency to use
FYE 2019 TFCA CPM Funds for an electric vehicle charging station project.

Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs

1) None; receive and file.

D) Update on Proposed Safe Affordable Fuel-Efficient Vehicles (SAFE) Rule

1) None; receive and file.



BACKGROUND

The Committee met on Thursday, October 25, 2018, and received the following reports:
A) Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $100,000;
B) Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) County Program Manager Fund Policies for
Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 and a Request for a Waiver for the Fiscal Year Ending

2019 County Program Manager Fund Policies from the San Francisco County
Transportation Agency;

C) Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs; and
D) Update on Proposed Safe Affordable Fuel-Efficient Vehicles (SAFE) Rule.
Chairperson Scott Haggerty will provide an oral report of the Committee meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) None. The Air District distributes CMP, MSIF, Community Health Protection Grant
Program, and TFCA funding to public agencies and private entities on a reimbursement
basis. Funding for administrative costs is provided by each funding source;

B) None. The recommended policy changes have no impact on the Air District’s budget;

C) None. Administrative funding for both Charge! and Clean Fleets is included in the Fiscal
Year Ending 2019 Budget; and

D) None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 10A: 10/25/18 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #4
Attachment 10B: 10/25/18 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #5
Attachment 10C: 10/25/18 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #6
Attachment 10D: 10/25/18 — Mobile Source Committee Meeting Agenda #7



AGENDA 10A - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 4
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members

of the Mobile Source Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 15, 2018
Re: Projects and Contracts with Proposed Grant Awards Over $108.000

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Recommend Board of Directors:

1. Approve recommended projects with proposed grant Jawards Ower ‘$100,000 as shown in
Attachment 1; and

2. Authorize the Executive Officer/APQO 40 enter |into alV necessary agreements with
applicants for the recommended projects:

BACKGROUND

The Bay Area Air Quality Management DistrictNA=District) has participated in the Carl Moyer
Program (CMP), in cooperation with the [Califoprila Air Resources Board (CARB), since the
program began in fiscal year 1998/1999. €I'h¢ CMP provides grants to public and private entities
to reduce emissions of oxidé€s Jof nitrggen, (NOX), reactive organic gases (ROG) and particulate
matter (PM) from exiéting lt€avy-duty.engines by either replacing or retrofitting them. Eligible
heavy-duty diesel énginesappligations include on-road trucks and buses, off-road equipment,
marine vessels, lacomotives, and stationary agricultural pump engines.

Assembly Bil¥923 (AB, 923% Firebaugh), enacted in 2004 (codified as Health and Safety Code
(HSC) Sectipiwd4225)Nautherized local air districts to increase their motor vehicle registration
surcharge up to andditional $2 per vehicle. The revenues from the additional $2 surcharge are
deposited in thesPA(District’s Mobile Source Incentive Fund (MSIF). AB 923 stipulates that air
disthcts may dseshe revenues generated by the additional $2 surcharge for projects eligible under
the CMP.

In 2017, AsSembly Bill (AB) 617 directed the CARB, in conjunction with local air districts to
establish the Community Air Protection Program. AB 617 provides a new community-focused
action framework to improve air quality and reduce exposure to criteria air pollutants and toxic air
contaminants in communities most impacted by air pollution. In advance of the development of
the Community Air Protection Program, the Governor and legislature established an early action
component to AB 617 to use existing incentive programs to get immediate emission reductions in



the communities most affected by air pollution. AB 134 (2017) appropriated $250 million from
the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GGRF) to reduce mobile source emissions including criteria
pollutants, toxic air contaminants, and greenhouse gases in those communities. The Bay Area has
been allocated $50 million of these funds for emission reduction projects. These funds will be
used to implement projects under the CMP, and optionally on-road truck replacements under the
Proposition 1B Goods Movement Emission Reduction Program.

On February 21, 2018, the Board of Directors (Board) authorized Air District particidation in Year
20 of the CMP, and authorized the Executive Officer/APCO to execute Grani/Agregrents and
amendments for projects funded with CMP funds or MSIF revenues, with ingividuad’grant award
amounts up to $100,000.

In 1991, the California State Legislature authorized the Air District foNmpdse a $4 surcharge on
motor vehicles registered within the nine-county Bay Area to fund prejects that reduce on-road
motor vehicle emissions within the Air District’s jurisdictiongy, Taé-statutory authority for the
Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) and requirementg. of\the program are set forth in the
HSC Sections 44241 and 44242. Sixty percent of TFCA fengdSare awardeg-y the Air District to
eligible projects and programs implemented directly by the AigDistrict/(e,g.,*Spare the Air, electric
vehicle charging station program) and to a program réferredto as tlie W=GA Regional Fund. Each
year, the Board allocates funding and adopts policies<and eydiuation criteria that govern the
expenditure of TFCA funding.

On May 2, 2018, the Board authorized funding allocatighsyforudse of TFCA revenue in Fiscal Year
Ending (FYE) 2019 and cost-effectiveiess limits for Air District-sponsored FYE 2019 programs,
and authorized the Executive Officeg/ARCO to execyte grant agreements and amendments for
TFCA-revenue funded projects with individual rant=eward amounts up to $100,000. On June 6,
2018, the Board adopted poligies and evaluation cpiteria for the FYE 2019 TFCA Regional Fund
program.

Projects with grant award affiounts over $100,000 are brought to the Mobile Source Committee
for consideration at Teast on a quarterly basis. Staff reviews and evaluates grant applications based
upon the respectine governing peliCigs and guidelines established by the CARB and the Board.

DISCUSSIQNM
CarldVigyer Progrém artd Community Health Protection Grant Program:

Forthe’CMP ¥eaf 20°cycle, the Air District had more than $11 million available for eligible CMP
and school bps pedjects from a combination of MSIF and CMP funds. The Air District started
accepting\praject applications for the CMP Year 20 funding cycle on June 25, 2018 and
applications‘are accepted and evaluated on a first-come, first-served basis. On December 20, 2017
the Board authorized the Air District to accept, obligate and expend $50 million in AB 134 funds
through the Community Health Protection Grant Program.



As of October 9, 2018, the Air District had received 87 project applications. Of the applications
that have been evaluated between September 6, 2018 and October 9, 2018, three eligible projects
have proposed individual grant awards over $100,000. These projects will replace six pieces of
agricultural equipment, 26 diesel trucks, and two marine engines, and will reduce over 2.5 tons of
NOx, ROG and PM per year. Staff recommends the allocation of $909,896 for these projects from
a combination of CMP funds, MSIF revenues and Community Health Protection Grant Program
funds. Attachment 1, Table 1, provides additional information on these projects.

Attachment 2, lists all of the eligible projects that have been received by the Air, District as of
October 9, 2018, including information about the equipment category, awardramdunts, estimated
emissions reductions, and county location. Approximately 41% of the fupdsthave been awarded
to projects that reduce emissions in highly impacted Bay Area convfiunities. Attachment 4,
Figures 4 and 5 summarize the cumulative allocation of CMP, MSI®, and Community Health
Protection Grant Program funding since 2009 (more than $233 million awarded to 1,074 projects).

Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program:

InFYE 2019, the Air District will be awarding $20.44 million 6f TFCAmonies to eligible projects.
This includes $13.36 million in new TFCA monieg‘and, $7.08 millian 1 carryover funds from
previous cycles. As of October 9, 2018, the Air Distietdiad reg€ived.23 project applications.

Of the applications that have been evaluateddsetweeri Septefnber's, 2018 and October 9, 2018, four
eligible projects have proposed individual gkant a&wards gver $100,000. These projects will support
the continued operation of 21 shuttle goutes and one regi@ral ridesharing service. These projects
are expected to reduce 22.7 tons oRNQX, ROG{ arid WM10 per year. Staff recommends the
allocation of $1,852,100 for thes&projects frofn, TF€A funds. Attachment 1, Table 2, provides
additional information on thesé prajects.

Attachment 3 lists all eligibi€ TFCA projectsithat were evaluated as of October 9, 2018 and three
Air District-sponsoreg’projects previously approved by the Board, including information about the
equipment categoryzdward ameunts, estimated emissions reductions, and county location.
Approximately 43% oi*the funds haye been awarded to projects that reduce emissions in highly
impacted Bay,Area'eOmmunities,

BUDGET GOMSIDERATION / FINANCIAL IMPACT

Nene.\ ®he AiryDistrict’ distributes CMP, MSIF, Community Health Protection Grant Program,
andS\ FCA furdipig t0 public agencies and private entities on a reimbursement basis. Funding for
administrativencosts is provided by each funding source.



Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/ APCO @@

Prepared by:
Reviewed by:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Attachment 4:

Anthony Fournier and Ken Mak

Karen Schkolnick, Anthony Fournier and Chengfeng Wan&
Projects with grant awards greater than $100,000 \r/s
CMP/MSIF and Community Health Protection Gran am approved projects

TFCA approved and eligible projects
Summary of funding awarded between 7/1/ /9/1

P>




AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 1

Table 1 - Carl Moyer Program/ Mobile Source Incentive Fund, and Commupity Health
Protection Grant Program projects with grant awards greater than $100k (Evaluated befween, 9/6/18 and 10/9/18)

Emission Reductions

. . Equipment . o Proposed contract ) Tons per year
Project # Applicant name Category Project Description award Totdl project cost ( per year) County
NOXx ROG PM
19MOY180 Nestle Wat_ers North On-road Replacement of 26 diesel ltrucks with Low-NOx $ 492,100.00h8 1,008,375.50 1.061 0,046 0.003 Alameda/
America propane equivalents Solano
20MOY50 | Captain Joe's Sportfishing Marine Replacement of two diesel propulsion engines $ 159,000,00| $ 199,325.34] 0.367 0.009 0.017 San Francisco
20MOY71 Vina g'earcgzme”t Agl off-road Replacement of six diesel tractors $ 258,796.00] $23,501.05| 0.865 0.124 0.084 Sonoma
3 Projects % 909,8987 $ 2,431,202 2.293 0.179 0.104
Table 2 - Summary of Trapsperttatior\Fuhd-for Clean Air projects
with grant awards greater tharing100k (Eyaluated between 9/6/18 and 10/9/18)
Proposed contract Emission Reductions
Project # Applicant name Project Category Pipiect/Description P B Est. C/E (Tons per year) County
NOx ROG PM
Peninsula Corridor Joint - . San Mateo/
19R15 Powers Board Existing Shuttle Caltrain Shuttle'Rrogfam $ 652,600] $ 52,663 2.64 3.66 5.14 Santa Clara
19R14 Presidio Trust Existing Shuttle PresidiGO Downtown Shuttle $ 100,000.00] $ 85,788 0.252 0.352 0.471 San Francisco
19R16 Santa Clara Valley Existing Shufftle ACE, Shuttle Bus Program $ 960,000| $ 95614 243 2.60 4.29 Santa Clara
Transportation Authority
Associated Students, San . A . ) ) ) .
19R18 ) . EXistinguRideshare SJSU Ridesharing & Trip Reduction $ 139,500| $ 149,701 0.231 0.266 0.366 Regional
Jose State University
44Projects $ 1,852,100 5.55 6.88 10.27
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

CMP/MSIF and Community Health Protection Grant Program approved projects
(between 7/6/18 and 10/9/18)

Emission Reductions
(Tons per year)

Equipment # of Proposed Board
Project # quip Project type . P Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award
NOXx ROG PM date

Equipment | .

19MQOY166 On-road 1 $ 45,000.00 |Deol Trans / Piara Singh| 0.668 0.050 0.004 APCO Contra Costa
replacement

19MOY168 | Ag/ off-road Equipment 1 |s  3300000| Rancholasdunas | 450 | o006, 0804,/  APCO | ContraCosta
replacement Vineyard

19MOY163 Marine Engine 1 |$ 18000000  BettencourttandSon | e 009 | 0.021 |10/17/2018| San Mateo
replacement (Commercial fishing)

19MOY182 On-road Equipment 1 |$ 4500000 Thy Trucking @e7z\ | Y 0.050 | 0.004 | APCO Alameda
replacement

19MOY185 On-road Equipment 1 $  60,000.00| Puerta Truéking 0.717 | ‘e§97Y | 0.032 | APCO Merced
replacement
Equipment .

19MOY158 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 117,000.00 | OceamBreeze Dairy 0.310 0.020 0.015 |10/17/2018 Sonoma
replacement
Equipment .

19MOY159 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 40,460.00 | Trefethen Farming'LLG 0.173 0.030 0.021 APCO Napa
replacement
Equipment BaZan \fineyard

19MOY176 Ag/ off-road 1 $ 60,930.00 0.198 0.033 0.025 APCO Napa
replacement Management
Equipment I

19SBP12 School bus 4 5 512,470.00 [Moreland School District| 0.237 0.016 0.000 |10/17/2018 | Santa Clara
replacement
Equipfient

19MQOY148 Off-road 2 $ 4974278.00 | The Lumber Baron, Inc. 0.178 0.044 0.008 | 10/17/2018 Alameda
repldCemént

19SBP97 | School bug L yement 8N\, | s 163560300 ValeloCityUnified | a5 | 0065 | 0000 |10/17/2018|  Solano
réplacement School District

19MOY175 Off-road Equipmertt 1 |s 7568000 Mt DiabloLandscape | o409 | o031 | 0023 | APCO | ContraCosta
replacement Centers, LLC

20MOY51 Agl off-road Eqyipment 5 |s 46785600 JOMnsonandNeles |, qe5 | 0208 | 0.124 |10/17/2018| Sonoma
reflacement Dairy

20MQY52 On-road Equipment 1 $ 60,000.00 | James Marlowe Carson 0.904 0.068 0.005 APCO Napa
replacement

19MOY181 | Ag off-road Equipment 1 $  50,300.00 Jensen Ranch 0122 | 0019 | 0011 | APCO Marin
replacement

19SBP140 | School bus Equipment 18 | $ 4,076360.00| FremontUnified School |y 717 16439 | 0034 |10/17/2018| Alameda
replacement District




AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 2

Emission Reductions
. (Tons per year) Board
. Equipment X # of Proposed .
Project # Project type . Applicant name approval County
category engines | contract award NO ROG o date
X
20SBP45 School bus Equipment 2 |'$ 1,291,000.00| CamPbell Union School | 0\ | 6506 | 0.000 |10/17/2018| Santa Clara
replacement District
19MOY180 On-road Equipment 26 | s a9210000| NesteWatersNoth | 50 | 5046 | 0088 | TBD Alameda,
replacement America Solano
A‘ V.
20MOY36 On-road Equipment 1 $  60,000.00 ZQR Trucking 0.982 74 0006 | APCO Alameda
replacement
4
Endine Michael Thomas \\\
20MQOY48 Marine re Iat?ement 1 $ 99,500.00 Hudson 0.2 006 0.010 APCO Alameda
P (Commercial fishing) \
20MOY60 Agl off-road Equipment 1 |$  4e3s500| SldueiraVineya 156 6 | 0018 | APCO Napa
replacement Managem
b
V h
20MOY50 Marine Engine 2 |'$  159,000.00 Cgein yog 0017 | TBD |San Francisco
replacement ortfishing
NN
/ !
20MOY71 Agl off-road Equipment 6 |$ 258796.0 ing Manage ”t\ %65 | 0.124 | 0.084 TBD Sonoma
replacement o~ Service, \
a4 VN
Equipment w’ (
20MOY65 On-road quip 000. Zahnistr Tricifhg 0.738 | 0122 | 0.006 | APCO | Contra Costa
replacement (\
24 Projects \J 14.104 1.300  0.475

2|Page




AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 3
Summary of all TFCA approved and eligible projects (evaluated between 7/1/18 and 10/9/18)

Emission Reductions

Board

Project #|Project Category Project Description Award Applicant Name (Tons per year) Approval CARE County
Amount Area
NOx ROG PM Date
Install aqd operate 12 .smgle—porF 'L.eve.I 2 (high) charging San Mateo Union High
18EV049 | LD Infrastructure stations at 6 destination facilities in San Mateo, $36,000 o 0.020 | 0.025 | 0.000 7/5/18 No San Mateo
. . School District
Burlingame, San Bruno, and Millbrae
Install and operate 3 dual-port Level 2 (high) charging West Contra Costa
18EV056 | LD Infrastructure | stations at 3 destination facilities in Richmond and El $12,000 o o 0.007 0.009 0.000 7/5/18 Yes Contra Costa
. Unified School District
Cerrito
18EV047 | LD Infrastructure | MSt8!! @nd operate 4 single port Level 2 (high) charging | ¢, o | Nazareth Plaza Owners™ |, o, | 009 | 0.000 | 7/30118 | No San Mateo
stations at 1 destination facility in San Mateo Association
18EV035 | LD Infrastructure | 'MStall 8nd operate 4 single-port Level 2 (high) charging | ¢, 464 | Marin Rowing Association | 0.007 | 0.009 | 0.000 | 773118 | No Marin
stations at 1 destination facility in Greenbrae
18R18 | Bicycle Facilities Install 0.09 mlles_of Class_l and 0.28 miles of Class IV $242,000 Town of Los Gatos 0.029 | 0.056 | 0.039 8/1/18 No Santa Clara
bikeways in Los Gatos
18R21 Bicycle Facilities Install 40 electronic bicycle lockers in Danville $96,000 Town of Danville 0.014 0.018 0.026 8/3/18 No Contra Costa
18R22 Bicycle Facilities Install 16 electronic bicycle lockers in San Francisco $32,000 San FéiTlgzgoD%??Crtnumty 0.004 0.006 0.007 8/3/18 No San Francisco
18R14 | Bicycle Faciliies | '"Stl ¥ maintain 3'62P$;'lfjm°; Class IIi bikeways in $48,500 City of Petalunfa 0.007 | 0009 | 0014 | 8618 | No Sonoma
. - Install and maintain 1.57 miles of Class Il bikeways and . )
18R20 | Bicycle Facilities 23 bike racks (2 bikes per rack) $38,000 City @i Gilgoy 0.008 0.010 0.013 8/22/18 No Santa Clara
19R01 | Trip Reduction Enhanced Mobile Source & Commuter Benefits $554,842 BAAQMD NA NA NA NA No Regional
Enforcement
19R02 LD Vehicles Vehicle Buy Back Program $150,800 BAAQWMD NA NA NA NA No Regional
19R03 Trip Reduction Spare The Air/Intermittent Control Programs $2,305,927 BAAQMD NA NA NA NA No Regional
19RFG04* | Off-road (non-ag) Purchase 5 electric fork'||fts, 1 glectnc vacuuminit, gnd $222,000 Wyse Logistics 0.107 | 0.015 | 0.008 | 10/17/18 | Yes Alameda
1 electric terminal truck
. . Hayward Unified School
19RFGO06* | LD Infrastructure Install 45 dual port level 2 EV charging statiops $279,000 District 0.014 | 0.003 | 0.001 | 10/17/18 | Yes Alameda
19RFG09* LD Vehicles Deploy 48 EVs ifycarsharing sefivice $439,000 Envoy Technologies 0.027 | 0.005 | 0.002 | 10/17/18 | Yes Alamegss/tfontra
19R10 Trip Reduction Pleasarntoh ConnegtorShuttles $80,000 San Jo?:?)l:;nmlfsesgi;é%nal Ral 0.234 | 0.387 | 0.647 | 10/18/18 | Yes Alameda
19R13 Trip Reduction Juvenile Justice Centex/ Fairmont Hospital Shuttle $29,700 County of Alameda 0.011 | 0.040 | 0.058 | 10/18/18 | Yes Alameda
19R14 Trip Reduction PresidiGO Downtown Shuttle $100,000 Presidio Trust 0.252 | 0.352 | 0.471 | Pending | Yes San Francisco
19R15 | Trip Reduction Caltrain Shuttle Program s652,600 | Feninsula Corridor Joint |, o) 1 566 | 594 | pending | Yes | 52" Mateo/Santa
Powers Board Clara
. . Santa Clara Valley .
19R16 Trip Reduction ACE Shuttle Bus Program $960,000 : . 2.43 2.60 4.29 Pending | Yes Santa Clara
Transportation Authority
19R18 | Trip Reduction SJSU Ridesharing & Trip Reduction $130,500 |ASsociated Students, San | o) | 565 | 0366 | Pending | No Regional
Jose State University
21 Projects* $6,440,069 6.047 7478 11.083

* The award amounts for these projects include a total of $631,000 of RFG funds
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 4

Summary of funding awarded between 7/1/18 and 10/9/18

e Carl Moyer Program (CMP)

e Community Health Protection Program (CHP)

e Funding Agricultural Replacement Measures for
Emission Reductions (FARMER)

Mobile Source Incentive Fund (MSIF)
Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA)
Reformulated Gasoline Settlement Fund
(RFG)

Figure 1. Status of funding by source
$37.4M

y '$631k
V
$5.8M
CMP/MSIF/ TFCA Other**
CHP/FARMER ($20_4|\/|) ($1.17M)
($70.2M)* ‘
[l Previously Awarded Recommended I Availablé

* Includes awards from FYE 2018
** Other includes RFG

Figure 2.«EUdding awarded by county
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Figure 3. Funding awarded by project category
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AGENDA 4 - ATTACHMENT 4

Figure 4. CMP/MSIF/CHP/FARMER funding awarded since 2009 by county
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Figure 5. CMP/MSIF/CHP/F i ded since 2009 by category
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AGENDA 10B - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members
of the Mobile Source Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 15, 2018
Re: Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) County Program Manager” Fund Policies

for Fiscal Year Ending (FYE) 2020 and a Request for a Wéiver for the Fiscal Year
Ending 2019 County Program Manager Fund Policies frarfithe San Francisco County
Transportation Agency

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

Recommend Board of Directors:

1. Approve the proposed Fiscal Year Ending 202Q Transpogtatien Fund for Clean Air (TFCA)
County Program Manager (CPM) Fundqlicies; and

2. Approve a policy waiver to allow San Francisco £aunty/Transportation Agency to use FYE
2019 TFCA CPM Funds for anlectric vehicle\charging station project.

BACKGROUND

In 1991, the California State._egislature adthorized the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(Air District) to impose a $4sstrchargesgmyiator vehicles registered within the San Francisco Bay
Avrea to fund projects that reddce on-rgad niotor vehicle emissions. The Air District has allocated
these funds throughtits*TECA pregram to fund eligible projects. The statutory authority for the
TFCA and requirements’of the program are set forth in California Health and Safety Code (HSC)
Sections 44241 apdna4d242,

By law #0Tty percent gt theSe revenues are distributed to the designated CPMs in each of the nine
countie$, within the” Air Bistrict’s jurisdiction by their proportionate share of fee-paid vehicle
registigtion. Eaghwéarthe Air District Board of Directors (Board) adopts policies for the TFCA
programs to m@aximize emissions reductions and public health benefits.

DISCUSSIEN

Based on the feedback and comments received during the past year, staff updated the FYE 2019
policies and issued a draft of the proposed updates for FYE 2020 to the nine Bay Area CPMs for
comment on July 27, 2018. Meetings were held with CPM representatives to discuss the proposed
policy updates on February 1, August 8, August 13, and October 3 of 2018, and staff followed up
by phone with CPMs on specific questions and issues related to the proposed updates. Written
comments were received from four of the nine CPMs.



Based on the feedback and comments received during the past year and during the public comment
period the following are proposed changes for the FYE 2020 CPM Policies:

e Removal of the requirement that TFCA funded alternative fuel infrastructure, e.g. electric
vehicle charging stations, must be available to and accessible by the public;

e Increase of cost-effectiveness limit for projects that install charging stations at multi-
dwelling units, transit stations, and park and ride lots;

e New pilot trip reduction project category to fund emerging mobility pfojects’to reduce
single occupancy commute-hour vehicle trips; and

e Flexibility of replacing heavy-duty vehicles and buses with alternative fuel light-duty
vehicles.

Attachment A contains the proposed updates to FYE 2020 CPM%Ralicies. Attachment B shows
the proposed updates in redline. Attachment C contains a listing 9fthe written comments received
and the responses from staff.

Request for Policy Waiver

TFCA CPM Fund Policy #3 allows CPMs to sgék Air District Baard of Directors’ approval on a
case-by-case basis for projects that are authorized by the HSCsection 44241 and achieve Board-
adopted TFCA cost-effectiveness but otherivise 08 not paeet’allof the Board-adopted policies.

The FYE 2019 TFCA CPM Board-agdoptédPolicy #26 Tor*Alternative Fuel Infrastructure requires
TFCA-funded charging stations to,be dgcessible,ancthavailable to the public. San Francisco County
Transportation Agency (SFCT Adnthe.2PM for SamErancisco, is proposing to provide TFCA CPM
funding to a project that would install twg"level Z charging stations for the exclusive use by an
electric carsharing fleet (ag shewiiin Table . The car share service will be available to the public.

While this requirengentr was originally=ificluded to ensure that TFCA funds maximize use of
chargers and adaptioriafplug-ifi eléstric vehicles, staff has seen that this requirement can hinder
participation byaspansors at Rey™aeations such as workplaces, multi-family dwelling units, and
car-sharinggenvices. Staff haSreviewed the request from SFCTA and determined that this project
does confarig A0 thedprowasions of HSC section 44241 and Board-adopted TFCA cost-
effectiveness. As part ofthis report, staff is proposing the removal of the “public-accessible”
requirgsnertt for irfrastructure from the policies that will govern the FYE 2020 cycle and is also
recdmpending/that awvaiver be granted to SFCTA to allow them to fund this project.

Table 1:¢EYE 2019 Projects Requiring Case-by-Case Approval

Projeet Name Description TFCA CPM Est. Total
Funds Project Cost

SFCTA — Off-Street Car | Install two level 2 charging stations at
Share Electrification in new locations in central San Francisco
San Francisco

$4,800 $9,300




BUDGET CONSIDERATION / FINANCIAL IMPACT

None. The recommended policy changes have no impact on the Air District’s budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent /&
Executive Director/APCO \

Prepared by: Linda Hui @

Reviewed by: Karen Schkolnick and Chengfeng Wang

Attachment A:  Proposed TFCA CPM Fund Policies E 2020 %
Attachment B:  Proposed TFCA CPM Fund Policjes fi E2 rediined version of Board-

approved TFCA CPM Fund Polic rFYy
Attachment C: Comments Received from @n the Dr osed FYE 2020 Policies and
e

Air District Staff’s Respc)



Agenda #5 — Attachment A:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

The following Policies apply to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District)
Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) County Program Manager Fund for fiscal year ending (FYE)
2020.

BAsIC ELIGIBILITY

1.

Reduction of Emissions: Only projects that result in the reduction of motor vehicle emissions within
the Air District’s jurisdiction are eligible.

Projects must conform to the provisions of the California Health and Safety Code /HS£) SeCtions
44220 et seq. and these Air District Board of Directors adopted TFCA County Pgbgrédm Manager Fund
Policies.

Projects must achieve surplus emission reductions, i.e., reductions that@are bayond what is required
through regulations, ordinances, contracts, and other legally binding Ghligations at the time of the
execution of a grant agreement between the County Program Mafagenand the grantee. Projects
must also achieve surplus emission reductions at the time of an athefidment to a grant agreement if
the amendment modifies the project scope or extends the prafesticompletitn deadline.

TFCA Cost-Effectiveness: Projects must not exceed the aximum cost{ffectiveness (C-E) limit
specified in Table 1. Cost-effectiveness (S/weighted #on) istfe ratio?@RTFCX funds awarded to the
sum of surplus emissions reduced, during a project’s‘@perationalspetiod,)of reactive organic gases
(ROG), nitrogen oxides (NOx), and weighted P10, (particulaté\mattep 10 microns in diameter and
smaller). All TFCA-generated funds (e.g., repsogfamfed TFCA funas) that are awarded or applied to
a project must be included in the evaluatién. Fer projegtsitiat involve more than one independent
component (e.g., more than one vehigl€purelased, mMore than one shuttle route), each component
must achieve this cost-effectiveness regliirément.

County Program Manager administrative costs/ase exelfuded from the calculation of a project’s TFCA
cost-effectiveness.

Table 1: Maximum Cost-Effegtiveness

Policy ProjectGategory Maximum C-E
No. (S/weighted ton)
22 Alternative Fuel Light-Duty Vehicles 250,000
23 Reserved Reserved
24 Alterpative Puel Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Buses 250,000
25 On-Road Goods Movement Truck and Bus 90,000
Replacements
26 Alternative Fuel Infrastructure 250,000
500,000*
22 Ridesharing Projects - Existing 150,000
28.a.-h, Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service — Existing 200,000;
250,000 for services in CARE
Areas or PDAs
29.a. Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service - Pilot Year 1 - 250,000
Year 2 - see Policy #28.a.-h.
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Agenda #5 — Attachment A:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service — Pilot in CARE Areas or Years 1 & 2 - 500,000
PDAs Year 3 - see Policy #28.a.-h.
29.b. Pilot Trip Reduction 250,000
30 Bicycle Projects 250,000
31 Bike Share 500,000
32 Arterial Management 175,00Q
33 Smart Growth/Traffic Calming 195,000

*This higher C-E limit is for projects that install electric vehicle charging stattons‘at multi-dwelling
units, transit stations, and park-and-ride lot facilities.

Eligible Projects and Case-by-Case Approval: Eligible projects are thosaé\that conform to the
provisions of the HSC section 44241, Air District Board-adopted polities) ahd Air District guidance.
On a case-by-case basis, County Program Managers must receive\d@gproval by the Air District for
projects that are authorized by the HSC section 44241 and achigve\Board-gddpted TFCA cost-
effectiveness but do not fully meet other Board-adopted/Policles:

Consistent with Existing Plans and Programs: All prajects must confpljzwitil the Transportation
Control and Mobile Source Control Measures includet,inshe AirgDisthict’s most recently approved
strategies for achieving and maintaining State #ndsnational ozone standards, those plans and
programs established pursuant to HSC sectiens¥%0233, 4074 7,.and 40919; and, when specified,
other adopted federal, State, regional, and local plans afithprograms.

Eligible Recipients: Grant recipients fiusthe responsible fof the implementation of the project,
have the authority and capability tosgriplete the farojéct, and be an applicant in good standing with
the Air District (Policies #8-10).

a. Public agencies @re eligible te’apply for all project categories.

b. Non-public'enfities are ofilyeligible to apply for new alternative-fuel (light, medium,
and heaty-duty) vehicle @nd inifrastructure projects, and advanced technology
demdnstrations thatmare permitted pursuant to HSC section 44241(b)(7).

Readiness: Rrojectsimust commenge by the end of calendar year 2020. For purposes of this policy,
“commep€®” Means a tafigiblelpreparatory action taken in connection with the project’s operation
or implerhéntition, far which the grantee can provide documentation of the commencement date
andfactiop perforpfedy, “Commence” includes, but is not limited to, the issuance of a purchase order
t@seeuse projegt vehicles and equipment, commencement of shuttle/feeder bus and ridesharing
seryite, or thé delivefy of the award letter for a construction contract.

Maximurih\Twio Years Operating Costs for Service-Based Projects: Unless otherwise specified in
policiesdt22 through #33, TFCA County Program Manager Funds may be used to support up to two
years of'qperating costs for service-based projects (e.g., ridesharing, shuttle and feeder bus service).
Grant applicants that seek TFCA funds for additional years must reapply for funding in the
subsequent funding cycles.

APPLICANT IN GOOD STANDING

Independent Air District Audit Findings and Determinations: Grantees who have failed either the
fiscal audit or the performance audit for a prior TFCA-funded project awarded by either County
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Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

Program Managers or the Air District are excluded from receiving an award of any TFCA funds for
three (3) years from the date of the Air District’s final audit determination in accordance with HSC
section 44242 or for a duration determined by the Air District Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO).
Existing TFCA funds already awarded to the project sponsor will not be released until all audit
recommendations and remedies have been satisfactorily implemented. A failed fiscal audit means a
final audit report that includes an uncorrected audit finding that confirms an ineligible expenditure
of TFCA funds. A failed performance audit means that the program or project was not implemented
in accordance with the applicable Funding Agreement or grant agreement.

A failed fiscal or performance audit of the County Program Manager or its granteg’may subject the
County Program Manager to a reduction of future revenue in an amount equalto thedmount which
was inappropriately expended pursuant to the provisions of HSC section 44242(¢)(3).

Authorization for County Program Manager to Proceed: Only a fully exéguted Funding Agreement
(i.e., signed by both the Air District and the County Program Manager)\canstitutes the Air District’s
award of County Program Manager Funds. County Program ManragerS¥hay incur costs (i.e.,
contractually obligate itself to allocate County Program Manager tUads) only after the Funding
Agreement with the Air District has been executed.

Maintain Appropriate Insurance: Both the County Program Manager ahdheach grantee must obtain
and maintain general liability insurance, workers coipensation insdrange,and additional insurance
as appropriate for specific projects, with required coverage amalnts prévided in Air District
guidance and final amounts specified in the re§pe€tive grant,agkeeinénts.

INELIGIBLE PROJECTS

11.

12.

13.
14.

Duplication: Projects that have previ@ushureceived IFGA Rggional or County Program Manager
funds and do not propose to achievé\additional eriyissi@r*reductions are not eligible.

Planning Activities: The costgref,phegaring or corduycting feasibility studies are not eligible.
Planning activities are not eligible]) unless#hey are‘directly related to the implementation of a
project or program thatfresult Th emissign %€ ductions.

Reserved.

Cost of Developing®roposalsyThescosts to prepare grant applications are not eligible.

UsE oF TFCA FuNDs

15.

16.

Combineti(Fusids: TF@A Gouhty Program Manager Funds may not be combined with TFCA Regional
Funfs to fund a Colinty, Program Manager Fund project. Projects that are funded by the TFCA
CountyProgrand Manager Fund are not eligible for additional funding from other funding sources
that claim emiissiopgreduction credits. However, County Program Manager-funded projects may be
cambined wigh fuhds that do not require emissions reductions for funding eligibility.

Admifiistrative Costs: The County Program Manager may not expend more than 6.25 percent of its
County Pxogram Manager Funds for its administrative costs. The County Program Manager’s costs
to prepare and execute its Funding Agreement with the Air District are eligible administrative costs.
Interest earned on County Program Manager Funds shall not be included in the calculation of the
administrative costs. To be eligible for reimbursement, administrative costs must be clearly
identified in the expenditure plan application and in the Funding Agreement, and must be reported
to the Air District.
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Agenda #5 — Attachment A:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

17. Expend Funds within Two Years: County Program Manager Funds must be expended within two (2)
years of receipt of the first transfer of funds from the Air District to the County Program Manager in
the applicable fiscal year, unless a County Program Manager has made the determination based on
an application for funding that the eligible project will take longer than two years to implement.
Additionally, a County Program Manager may, if it finds that significant progress has been made on a
project, approve no more than two one-year schedule extensions for a project. Any subsequent
schedule extensions for projects can only be given on a case-by-case basis, if the Air District finds
that significant progress has been made on a project, and the Funding Agreement is afhepded to
reflect the revised schedule.

18. Unallocated Funds: Pursuant to HSC 44241(f), any County Program Manager Eind§ thét are not
allocated to a project within six months of the Air District Board of Directorgappsoval of the County
Program Manager’s Expenditure Plan may be allocated to eligible project§ By the Air District. The
Air District shall make reasonable effort to award these funds to eligihle projects in the Air District
within the same county from which the funds originated.

19. Reserved.
20. Reserved.
21. Reserved.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT CATEGORIES

22. Alternative Fuel Light-Duty Vehicles:

These projects are intended to accelerate(the deploymerof qualifying alternative fuel vehicles that
operate within the Air District’s jurisdi€tion."&fll of the followihg conditions must be met for a project
to be eligible for TFCA funds:

a. Vehicles must begewmedel year 2049,0r newer), and have a gross vehicle weight
rating (GVWR) of 14,000 lbs. of lighter.

b. Vehicles musiAies

i/ hybrid-electric, efactric, or fuel cell vehicles that are approved by the California
AirResourfes Roard (CARB) for on-road use

ii. /neighborhded’electric vehicles (NEV) as defined in the California Vehicle Code.
&/ Veéhicles mUst be maintained and operated within the Air District’s jurisdiction.

d) The amount of TFCA funds awarded may not exceed 90% of the project’s cost after all
othér gtants and applicable manufacturer and local/state/federal rebates and discounts
dre,appied.

Vehicles that agé solely powered by gasoline, diesel, or natural gas, and retrofit projects are not
eligible;

Grantees may request authorization of up to 100% of the TFCA Funds awarded for each vehicle to
be used to pay for costs directly related to the purchase and installation of alternative fueling
infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new vehicle.

23. Reserved.

24. Alternative Fuel Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Buses:
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25.

26.

Agenda #5 — Attachment A:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

These projects are intended to accelerate the deployment of qualifying alternative fuel vehicles that
operate within the Air District’s jurisdiction. If replacing heavy-duty vehicles and buses with light-
duty vehicles, light-duty vehicles must meet Policy #22. All of the following conditions must be met
for a project to be eligible for TFCA Funds:

a. Vehicles must be new (model year 2019 or newer), and either have a GVWR greater
than 14,000 lbs or are classified as urban buses.

b. Vehicles must be hybrid-electric, electric, or hydrogen fuel cell vehicles afippéved by the
CARB.

¢. Vehicles must be maintained and operated within the Air District/&jurisdition.

d. The amount of TFCA funds awarded may not exceed 90% of tfig,project’s cost after all
other grants and applicable manufacturer and local/state/féderalvebates and discounts
are applied.

Vehicles that are solely powered by gasoline, diesel, or natural gasaand retrofit projects are not
eligible.

Grantees may request authorization of up to 100% of the . TFCA Funds aWwarded for each vehicle to
be used to pay for costs directly related to the purch@se apd installdtionofsalternative fueling
infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the newehiclef

Projects that seek to replace a vehicle in the.sahde weight-glass as the proposed new vehicle, may
qualify for additional TFCA funding. Costs [elated to theserappirig and/or dismantling of the existing
vehicle are not eligible for reimbursepfert with TFCA funds.

On-Road Goods Movement Truck and Bus Replacements: The project will replace Class 6, Class 7,
and Class 8 diesel-powered truekstand buses thatthaye a gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of
19,501 Ibs. or greater (per vehicle weight glassification definition used by Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) @ith rew or usedtglcks and buses that have an engine certified to the 2010
CARB emissions standards ot/cleaner! Eligibl€ vehicles are those that are used for goods movement
as defined by CARB" The existing truck{s)6r bus(es) to be replaced must be registered with the
California Departnént gt Motgf Vehicles (DMV) to an address within the Air District’s jurisdiction,
and must be,sckappged afterqeplacement.

Alternative FuebInfrastructure:

Eligibilitys Eligible rétuelinginfrastructure projects include new dispensing and charging facilities, or
adiditiondl equipfment or'upgrades and improvements that expand access to existing alternative fuel
fueling/chargingSites (i.e., electric vehicle, hydrogen). This includes upgrading or modifying private
fueling/chargihg sites or stations to allow public and/or shared fleet access. TFCA funds may be
used to covex the cost of equipment and installation. TFCA funds may also be used to upgrade
infrastractltire projects previously funded with TFCA funds as long as the equipment was maintained
and has exceeded the duration of its useful life after being placed into service.

Equipment and infrastructure must be designed, installed, and maintained as required by the
existing recognized codes and standards and as approved by the local/state authority.
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Agenda #5 — Attachment A:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

TFCA funds may not be used to pay for fuel, electricity, operation, and maintenance costs. Projects
that include installation of charging stations at multi-dwelling units, transit stations, and park-and-
ride lot facilities qualify for funding at a higher cost-effectiveness limit (see Policy #2).

27. Existing Ridesharing Services : The project will provide carpool, vanpool, or other rideshare services.
Projects that provide a direct or indirect financial transit or rideshare subsidy are also eligible under
this category. Projects that provide a direct or indirect financial transit or rideshare subsidy
exclusively to employees of the grantee are not eligible.

28. Existing Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service:

These projects are intended to reduce single-occupancy vehicle trips by provigding shoft-distance
connections. All of the following conditions must be met for a project to bé eligible for TFCA funds:

a.

The service must provide direct connections between a massitransit hub (e.g., a rail or
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) station, ferry or bus terminal, ar aikpart) and a distinct
commercial or employment location.

The service’s schedule, which is not limited to comiirte hoursgMust be coordinated to
have a timely connection with corresponding/mas$ tfansit service.

The service must be available for use by All merfibers offthe,pubiic.

TFCA funds may be used to fund only shutti€”servicés tb |oeations that are under-served
and lack other comparable servicé, Fgr the purpeses ofthis policy, “comparable service”
means that there exists, eithegCurrehiy or withiff the last three years, a direct, timed,
and publicly accessible seryicetthat/brings, gassengérs to within one-third (1/3) mile of
the proposed commercial or/employment location from a mass transit hub. A proposed
service will not be deenmed¥comparable” to'an existing service if the passengers’
proposed travel timewill be at least™5 nmihutes shorter and at least 33% shorter than
the existing service’s%ravel time to the’proposed destination.

Reserved.

Grantegs mustBe eitheryl) apublic transit agency or transit district that directly
operdtes’the shuttleffeeder bus service; or (2) a city, county, or any other public agency.

Applicapts mustsUbmit’a letter of concurrence from all transit districts or transit
agencies thatgprayvide service in the area of the proposed route, certifying that the
service dgeswaotconflict with existing service.

EachgouteNpnust meet the cost-effectiveness requirement in Policy #2. Projects that
wolildOperate in Highly Impacted Communities or Episodic Areas as defined in the Air
Distric’Community Air Risk Evaluation (CARE) Program, or in Priority Development
Axea$ (PDAs), may qualify for funding at a higher cost-effectiveness limit (see Policy #2).

29. Pilot Prgjests:

a.

Pilot Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service Projects:

These projects are new shuttle/feeder bus service routes that are at least 70% unique
and where no other service was provided within the past three years. In addition to
meeting the conditions listed in Policy #28.a.-h. for shuttle/feeder bus service, project
applicants must also comply with the following application criteria and agree to comply
with the project implementation requirements:
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i. Provide data and other evidence demonstrating the public’s need for the
service, including a demand assessment survey and letters of support from
potential users. Project applicants must agree to conduct a passenger survey
for each year of operation.

ii. Provide written documentation of plans for financing the service in the future;

iii. Provide a letter from the local transit agency denying service to the project’s
proposed service area, which includes the basis for denial of servige to the
proposed areas. The applicant must demonstrate that the project¥é@pplicant has
attempted to coordinate service with the local service providerdnd,has
provided the results of the demand assessment survey tofthe loedl transit
agency. The applicant must provide the transit servicglprovider’s evaluation of
the need for the shuttle service to the proposed area.

iv. Pilot projects located in Highly Impacted Communities ds defined in the Air
District CARE Program and/or a Planned or Rgtéatial PDA may receive a
maximum of three years of TFCA Funds undeithe Pilot designation. For these
projects, the project applicants understandhand must 4gree that such projects
will be evaluated every year, and continued fundingwill%ee contingent upon the
projects meeting the following rgquirefffénts:

1. During the first yeapand by=the endfofithé=second year of operation,
projects must notlexe€ed a costyeffiectivéness of $500,000/ton, and

2. By the end ofthe third yearsef Operation, projects must meet all of the
requiremefits, mellding cest-effectiveness limit, of Policy #28.a.-h.
(existing shatties).

v. Projects located outside off@ARE*ateas and PDAs may receive a maximum of two
years of diFCA FUnds under thigXdesignation. For these projects, the project
applisants upderstan@d asfd must agree that such projects will be evaluated every
yeataNdycontiny€d¥unding will be contingent upon the projects meeting the
followirg requiréments:

1. Byfthesend of the first year of operation, projects shall meet a cost-
effectiyeness of $250,000/ton, and

2N, Bythe end of the second year of operation, projects shall meet all of the
Pequirements, including cost-effectiveness limit, of Policy #28.a.-h.
(existing shuttles).

b. Pilot{rip’Reduction Project:

The groject will reduce single-occupancy commute-hour vehicle trips by encouraging
sommute travel by forms of shared transportation. Pilot projects are defined as
projects that serve an area where no similar service was available within the past three
years, or will result in significantly expanded service to an existing area. Funding is
designed to provide the necessary initial capital to a public agency for the start-up of a
pilot project so that by the end of the third year of the trip reduction project’s
operation, the project will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal public funds,
such as grants, to maintain its operation:
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i. Applicants must demonstrate the project will reduce single-occupancy
commute-hour vehicle trips and result in a reduction in emissions of criteria
pollutants;

ii. The proposed service must be available for use by all members of the public;

iii. Applicants must provide a written plan documenting steps that would be taken
to ensure that the project will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal
public funds to maintain its operation by the end of the third year;

iv. If the local transit provider is not a partner, the applicant must dembnstrate
that they have attempted to have the service provided by thé logdal t¥ansit
agency. The transit provider must have been given the figst right,6f refusal and
determined that the proposed project does not conflic¥with%existing service;

v. Applicants must provide data and any other evidenge demonstrating the
public’s need for the service, including a demand@ssessment survey and letters
of support from potential users;

vi. Pilot trip reduction projects that propose_ to prayide ridesharing service projects
must comply with all applicable requireméntssn policy #2Z

30. Bicycle Projects:

New bicycle facility projects or upgrades to an existifng bicycle facility that are included in an
adopted countywide bicycle plan, Congestion M@nagement Pregrain (CMP), countywide
transportation plan (CTP), city plan, or the Metsgpolitan Trafisp@rtation Commission’s (MTC)
Regional Bicycle Plan are eligible to receivg TFCA Tunds. Projects that are included in an adopted city
general plan or area-specific plan mus#’specify’that the pufpese of the bicycle facility is to reduce
motor vehicle emissions or traffic cengéstion.

Eligible projects are limited tothe¥olldwing typesof,bicycle facilities for public use that result in
motor vehicle emission reduction§:

a. Class | Bikewa¥ (bike path), newter upgrade improvement from Class Il or Class Il
bikeway;

b. New Cléssdl Bikeway (bike lane);
c. _ NewrGiass Il Bikeway(bike route);

v Class IV Bikewa(separated bikeway), new or upgrade improvement from Class Il or
Class |Wbikeway;

e. Bicyclg'ragks, including bicycle racks on transit buses, trains, shuttle vehicles, and ferry
Vesselsy

f.\N\Electronic bicycle lockers;
8. Capital costs for attended bicycle storage facilities; and

h. Purchase of two-wheeled or three-wheeled vehicles (self-propelled or electric), plus
mounted equipment required for the intended service and helmets.

All bicycle facility projects must, where applicable, be consistent with design standards published in
the California Highway Design Manual, or conform to the provisions of the Protected Bikeway Act of
2014,
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32.
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Bike Share:

Projects that make bicycles available to individuals for shared use for completing first- and last-mile
trips in conjunction with regional transit and stand-alone short distance trips are eligible for TFCA
funds, subject to all of the following conditions:

a. Projects must either increase the fleet size of existing service areas or expand existing
service areas to include new Bay Area communities.

b. Projects must have a completed and approved environmental plan andsa Sufitabtlity
study demonstrating the viability of bicycle sharing.

c. Projects must have shared membership and/or be interoperablefwith the Bay Area Bike
Share (BABS) project when they are placed into service, in orgég to streamline transit for
end users by reducing the number of separate operators that wotld comprise bike trips.
Projects that meet one or more of the following condition§ ‘aretexempt from this
requirement:

i. Projects that do not require membershipterahy¥fees fomuse, or

ii. Projects that were provided funding findel MTC’s Bike Shaye Capital Program to
start a new or expand an existingdstke'shdre program;‘ey.

iii. Projects that attempted to coordmaté with,460t Were refused by, the current
BABS operator to have shatfedrmembership,or bgfinteroperable with BABS.
Applicants must provide=dotunfentatigh showing proof of refusal.

Projects may be awarded FYE 2020 TFCAfunds/to pay,for Up tE five years of operations.

Arterial Management:

Arterial management grant applicatiosis must identify a specific arterial segment and define what
improvement(s) will be made to affect traffic flow‘n the identified arterial segment. Projects that
provide routine maintegfance, (€7g., responding to citizen complaints about malfunctioning signal
equipment) are not eligible 16 receive TFCA funds. Incident management projects on arterials are
eligible to receivedf F@A funds. Transitprovement projects include, but are not limited to, bus
rapid transit and transit priority p#Ojects. Signal timing projects are eligible to receive TFCA funds.
Each arterial'segment must meetsthe cost-effectiveness requirement in Policy #2.

Smart GraWth/Traffie Calming:
PhySical itnproveshentsithat support development projects and/or calm traffic, resulting in motor

vehigle emissjiompéductions, are eligible for TFCA funds, subject to the following conditions:

an, e development project and the physical improvements must be identified in an
approved area-specific plan, redevelopment plan, general plan, bicycle plan, pedestrian
plan, traffic-calming plan, or other similar plan.

b. The project must implement one or more transportation control measures (TCMs) in the
most recently adopted Air District plan for State and national ambient air quality
standards. Pedestrian projects are eligible to receive TFCA funds.
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Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020

c. The project must have a completed and approved environmental plan. If a project is
exempt from preparing an environmental plan as determined by the public agency or
lead agency, then that project has met this requirement.

Traffic calming projects are limited to physical improvements that reduce vehicular speed by
designing and improving safety conditions for pedestrians, bicyclists or transit riders in residential
retail, and employment areas.
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Agenda #5 — Attachment B:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020
(redlined version of Board-approved TFCA CPM Fund Policies for FYE 2019)

The following Policies apply to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (Air District)
Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) County Program Manager Fund for fiscal year ending (FYE)
202048,

BAsIC ELIGIBILITY

1.

Reduction of Emissions: Only projects that result in the reduction of motor vehicle emissions within
the Air District’s jurisdiction are eligible.

Projects must conform to the provisions of the California Health and Safety Code /HS£) SeCtions
44220 et seq. and these Air District Board of Directors adopted TFCA County Pgbgrédm Manager Fund
Policies-ferFY¥E2019.

Projects must achieve surplus emission reductions, i.e., reductions that@are bayond what is required
through regulations, ordinances, contracts, and other legally binding Ghligations at the time of the
execution of a grant agreement between the County Program Mafagenand the grantee. Projects
must also achieve surplus emission reductions at the time of an athefdment to a grant agreement if
the amendment modifies the project scope or extends the prafesticompletitn deadline.

TFCA Cost-Effectiveness: Projects must not exceed the aximum cost{ffectiveness (C-E) limit
noted-specified in Table 1. Cost-effectiveness ($/wejghtedten) is baSad-omthe ratio of TFCA funds
awarded divided-byto the sum of surplus emissions reduced, dugimga.prbject’s operational period,
of reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen oxides (NOx), and wéightedPM10 (particulate matter 10
microns in diameter and smaller)-everapreiec¥é uséfullifel” AIINTFCA-generated funds (e.g.,
reprogrammed TFCA funds) that are awarfled oy applied=te & prbject must be included in the
evaluation. For projects that involve pfOhe theh one iRdependent component (e.g., more than one
vehicle purchased, more than one shuitfe rGute), @ath, component must achieve this cost-
effectiveness requirement.

County Program Manager agministrative cgsts are/€xcluded from the calculation of a project’s TFCA
cost-effectiveness.

Table 1: Maximum £ost-Efféctiveness-for FYE2019

Policy Project Category Maximum C-E
No. (S/weighted ton)
22 Altérmative Fuel Light-Duty Vehicles 250,000
23 Reserved Reserved
24 Altérnative Fuel Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Buses 250,000
25 @n-Road Goods Movement Truck and Bus 90,000
Replacements
26 Alternative Fuel Infrastructure 250,000
500,000*
27 Ridesharing Projects - Existing 150,000
28.a.-h. Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service — Existing 200,000;
250,000 for services in CARE
Areas or PDAs
29.a. Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service - Pilot Year 1 - 250,000
29 Year 2 - see Policy #28.a.-h.
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(redlined version of Board-approved TFCA CPM Fund Policies for FYE 2019)

Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service — Pilot in CARE Areas or Years 1 & 2 - 500,000
PDAs Year 3 - see Policy #28.a.-h.
29.b. Pilot Trip Reduction 250,000
30 Bicycle Projects 250,000
31 Bike Share 500,000
32 Arterial Management 175,00Q
33 Smart Growth/Traffic Calming 195,000

*This higher C-E limit is for projects that install electric vehicle charging sta#tons at multi-dwelling
units, transit stations, and park-and-ride lot facilities.

3. Eligible Projects and Case-by-Case Approval: Eligible projects are thosaéxthat conform to the
provisions of the HSC section 44241, Air District Board-adopted polities) ahd Air District guidance.
On a case-by-case basis, County Program Managers must receive\d@gproval by the Air District for
projects that are authorized by the HSC section 44241 and achigve\Board-gddpted TFCA cost-
effectiveness but do not fully meet other Board-adopted/Policles:

4. Consistent with Existing Plans and Programs: All prajects must confpljzwitii the Transportation
Control and Mobile Source Control Mmeasures included.in the AifDIstrict's most recently approved
strategies for achieving and maintaining State #ndsnational ozone standards, those plans and
programs established pursuant to HSC sectiens%0233, 40747 -and 40919; and, when specified,
other adopted federal, State, regional, and local plans afithprograms.

5. Eligible Recipients: Grant recipients fausthe responsible fof the implementation of the project,
have the authority and capability tosgriplete the farojéct, and be an applicant in good standing with
the Air District (Policies #8-10).

a. Public agencies @re eligible te’apply for all project categories.

b. Non-public'enfities are ofilyeligible to apply for new alternative-fuel (light, medium,
and heaty-duty) vehicle @nd inifrastructure projects, and advanced technology
demdnstrations thatmare permitted pursuant to HSC section 44241(b)(7).

6. Readiness: Rrojectsimust comMmenge by the end of calendar year 26492020. For purposes of this
policy, “cofamence” mediisatangible preparatory action taken in connection with the project’s
operatiomor ifnplemgntation, for which the grantee can provide documentation of the
comimengement ddte'and action performed. “Commence” ean-meanincludes, but is not limited to,
tig,issuahce of 4 purchase order to secure project vehicles and equipment, commencement of
shuttle/feed€r bus afid ridesharing service, or the delivery of the award letter for a construction
centract.

7. Maxirgum\Two Years Operating Costs for Service-Based Projects: Unless otherwise specified in
policies #22 through #332, TFCA County Program Manager Funds may be used to support up to two
years of operating costs for service-based projects (e.g., ridesharing, shuttle and feeder bus service).
Grant applicants that seek TFCA funds for additional years must reapply for funding in the
subsequent funding cycles.

APPLICANT IN GOOD STANDING
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(redlined version of Board-approved TFCA CPM Fund Policies for FYE 2019)
8. Independent Air District Audit Findings and Determinations: Grantees who have failed either the
fiscal audit or the performance audit for a prior TFCA-funded project awarded by either County
Program Managers or the Air District are excluded from receiving an award of any TFCA funds for
three (3) years from the date of the Air District’s final audit determination in accordance with HSC
section 44242 or for a duration determined by the Air District Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO).
Existing TFCA funds already awarded to the project sponsor will not be released until all audit
recommendations and remedies have been satisfactorily implemented. A failed fiscal audit means a
final audit report that includes an uncorrected audit finding that confirms an ineligible’expenditure
of TFCA funds. A failed performance audit means that the program or project wasg#iotimpiemented
in accordance with the applicable Funding Agreement or grant agreement.

A failed fiscal or performance audit of the County Program Manager or its grantée may subject the
County Program Manager to a reduction of future revenue in an amount/eqgual to the amount which
was inappropriately expended pursuant to the provisions of HSC sectian #4242(c)(3).

9. Authorization for County Program Manager to Proceed: Only a fully &xecuted Funding Agreement
(i.e., signed by both the Air District and the County Program Manager) constitutes the Air District’s
award of County Program Manager Funds. County Program=iMapagers mal isleur costs (i.e.,
contractually obligate itself to allocate County Program Nanager Fundshonlyafter the Funding
Agreement with the Air District has been executed.

10. Maintain Appropriate Insurance: Both the County Progrdm Maiiager ard each grantee must obtain
and maintain general liability insurance, workérs gompensatiorinsyfance, and additional insurance
as appropriate for specific projects, with requiretlgoveragé,arfiunts provided in Air District
guidance and final amounts specified in_the respective graht agfeements.

INELIGIBLE PROJECTS

11. Duplication: Buplicative-projectsiare-noteligibledProj€cts that_ have previously received TFCA
Regional or County PrograméManager funds and d@ not propose to expand-and-achieve additional

emission reductions ef-eystitgpfojects-dge ot eligible{e-g-shuttle-service-orroute-expansion;
previously-funded-proje the thaser mp: ke HisProjectUseful-Life).
12. Planning Activities: The costs of prepawifig or conducting feasibility studies are not eligible.

Planning activities dke ot eligible Asranteemay-rotuse-anyTFCAfundsforplanningrelated

activities unlessithey are directiy refated to the implementation of a project or program that result
in emissigfyeductions.

13. Reserved. e

1l4Cost of Developiiig Proposals: Grantees-may-hotuseanyFFCAfundsto-covertThe costs to
Prepareefaeyeloping grant applications_ are not eligible.

UsEe oF TFGA.FUNDs
15. Combined Funds: Yrless-etherwise-specifiedinpohcies#22-threugh#332-TFCA County Program

Manager Funds may not be combined with TFCA Regional Funds to fund a County Program Manager
Fund project. Projects that are funded by the TFCA County Program Manager Fund are not eligible
for additional funding from other funding sources that claim emissions reduction credits. Fer
exampleHowever, County Program Manager-funded projects may be combined with Cengestion
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Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020
(redlined version of Board-approved TFCA CPM Fund Policies for FYE 2019)

Mitigationand-Air-Quality-{EMAQ)}-funds beecause-EMAQ-deesthat do not require emissions

reductions for funding eligibility.

16. Administrative Costs: The County Program Manager may not expend more than 6.25 percent of its
County Program Manager Funds for its administrative costs. The County Program Manager’s costs
to prepare and execute its Funding Agreement with the Air District are eligible administrative costs.
Interest earned on County Program Manager Funds shall not be included in the calculation of the
administrative costs. To be eligible for reimbursement, administrative costs must be clearly
identified in the expenditure plan application and in the Funding Agreement, and mu§t b€ reported
to the Air District.

17. Expend Funds within Two Years: County Program Manager Funds must be eyfended/within two (2)
years of receipt of the first transfer of funds from the Air District to the Conty Pregram Manager in
the applicable fiscal year, unless a County Program Manager has made the détermination based on
an application for funding that the eligible project will take longer thatintweg,years to implement.
Additionally, a County Program Manager may, if it finds that signifi€ant\orogress has been made on a
project, approve no more than two one-year schedule extension§for'a project. Any subsequent
schedule extensions for projects can only be given on a case-by*ease basis#iT$he Air District finds
that significant progress has been made on a project, and/the §ufiding Agre€ment is amended to
reflect the revised schedule.

18. Unallocated Funds: Pursuant to HSC 44241(f), any Caunty Program Mapager Funds that are not
allocated to a project within six months of the Air District Board of Dipectors approval of the County
Program Manager’s Expenditure Plan may be,alibcated to gfigible projects by the Air District. The
Air District shall make reasonable effort td.awand these fands tg eligible projects in the Air District
within the same county from which th€ funds*triginated.

19. Reserved.
20. Reserved.
21. Reserved.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT CATEGORIES

22. Alternative Fuel Lightt-Duty Vehitles:

These projeats are intendeditoaccelerate the deployment of qualifying alternative fuel vehicles that
operate Withinthe Air Disfrietsjurisdiction. All of the following conditions must be met for a project
to begligifile for TFCA fuinds®

3" VehiCles must be new (model year 2019 or newer), and Vehiclespurchased-and/or
letasaf-have a gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of 14,000 Ibs. or lighter.

b, Yehifles must beVehicles-are2018-modelyearornewer:

i. hybrid-electric, electric, or fuel celland-CNG/LNG vehicles that are certified
approved by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for on-road use-as

rrectingesmblishedcuporulinlavremissionvehidle SR 0 artialzore

ii. eleetrie-neighborhood electric vehicles (NEV) as defined in the California Vehicle
Code.
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Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020
(redlined version of Board-approved TFCA CPM Fund Policies for FYE 2019)

c. Vehicles must be maintained and operated within the Air District’s jurisdiction.

d. The amount of TFCA funds awarded may not exceed 90% of the projectvehicle’s cost
after all other grants and applicable manufacturer and local/state/federal rebates and
discounts are applied.

the-cost-ofthepreject-Vehicles that are solely powered by gasoline, erdiesel, or nat%@s, and

retrofit projects are not eligible. g

Grantees may request authorization of up to 58100% of the TFCA Funds awapded ach vehicle to
be used to pay for costs directly related to the purchase and installation of@lternative fueling
infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new vehicle. \

Reserved.

Alternative Fuel Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Buses:

ifying al%ve fuel vehicles that
% d buses with light-

conditions must be met

These projects are intended to accelerate the deployment
operate within the Air District’s jurisdiction. If replacing
duty vehicles, light-duty vehicles must meet Policy #
for a project to be eligible for TFCA Funds:

a. Vehicles I'vear 2019 or newer), and either
have a GVWR greater than 14000 |bs or arg”Classified as urban buses.

b. Vehicles s redelyea WL ¥hybrid-electric, electric, ENGANG;
orand hydrogen fuel ce i [

the CARB.
c. Vehicles must b intaified and op d within the Air District’s jurisdiction.
d. The amount nds a ed may not exceed 90% of the projectvehiele’s cost
after all oth rants and/pplicable manufacturer and local/state/federal rebates and
discoupts are dpplied. @

Gran request authorization of up to 10056% of the TFCA Funds awarded for each vehicle to
be use ay for costs directly related to the purchase and installation of alternative fueling
infrastructure and/or equipment used to power the new vehicle.

Projects that seek to replace a vehicle in the same weight-class as the proposed new vehicle, may
qualify for additional TFCA funding. Costs related to the scrapping and/or dismantling of the existing
vehicle are not eligible for reimbursement with TFCA funds.

Page 5



25.

26.

27.

28.

Agenda #5 — Attachment B:
Proposed TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies for FYE 2020
(redlined version of Board-approved TFCA CPM Fund Policies for FYE 2019)
On-Road Goods Movement Truck and Bus Replacements: The project will replace Class 6, Class 7,
ander Class 8 diesel-powered trucks and buses that have a gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of
19,501 lbs. or greater (per vehicle weight classification definition used by Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) with new or used trucks and buses that have an engine certified to the 2010
CARB emissions standards or cleaner. Eligible vehicles are those that are used for goods movement
as defined by CARB. The existing truck(s) or bus(es) to be replaced must be registered with the
California Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) to an address within the Air District’s jurisdiction,
and must be scrapped after replacement.

Alternative Fuel Infrastructure:

Eligibility: Eligible refueling infrastructure projects include new dispensing andchargifg facilities, or
additional equipment or upgrades and improvements that expand access 0 existing alternative fuel
fueling/charging sites (i.e.g-, electric vehicle, ENG-hydrogen). This inclddes upgrading or modifying
private fueling/charging sites or stations to allow public and/or shared\fleebaccess. TFCA funds may
be used to cover the cost of equipment and installation. TFCA fypds fray also be used to upgrade
infrastructure projects previously funded with TFCA funds as long\asthe equipment was maintained
and has exceeded the duration of its useful life after beingsplaced into serlices

; ie—Equipment
and infrastructure must be designed, installed, and maintained ase@gquined by the existing
recognized codes and standards and as approvgd by the local/state authority.

TFCA funds may not be used to pay for fuel, electsiCity, opéexation} and maintenance costs. Projects
that include installation of weuld-installehtreing statiohs gt nfllti-dwelling units, transit stations,
and park-and-ride lot facilities qualiffaforfending at=a higher cost-effectiveness limit (see Policy #2).

Existing Ridesharing Services Projectst Eligible/FideshefingprejectsThe project will provide carpool,
vanpool, or other rideshare gerviges. Projests thatprovide a direct or indirect financial transit or
rideshare subsidy are alsg=eligible"under €his/ategory._Projects that provide a direct or indirect
financial transit or rideshar€ Subsidy gXChusiwely to employees of the grantee are not eligible.

Existing Shuttle/E€eder Bus Service:

These projects,are inténded td reduke single-occupancy vehicle trips by providing short-distance
connections.VAllNgfthe following=€onditions must be met for a project to be eligible for TFCA funds:

3N The servi€e must provide direct connections between a mass transit hub (e.g., a rail or
Bus RapidWransit (BRT) station, ferry or bus terminal, or airport) and a distinct
conimegrcial or employment location.

b. {Thé setvice’s schedule, which is not limited to commute hours, must be coordinated to
havé a timely connection with corresponding mass transit service.

C.™3The service must be available for use by all members of the public.

d. TFCA funds may be used to fund only shuttle services to locations that are under-served
and lack other comparable service. For the purposes of this policy, “comparable service”
means that there exists, either currently or within the last three years, a direct, timed,
and publicly accessible service that brings passengers to within one-third (1/3) mile of
the proposed commercial or employment location from a mass transit hub. A proposed
service will not be deemed “comparable” to an existing service if the passengers’
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proposed travel time will be at least 15 minutes shorter and at least 33% shorter than
the existing service’s travel time to the proposed destination.

e. Reserved.

f. Grantees must be either: 1) a public transit agency or transit district that directly
operates the shuttle/feeder bus service; or (2) a city, county, or any other public agency.

g. Applicants must submit a letter of concurrence from theall transit districts @r transit
agenciesy that provides service in the area of the proposed route, certifyingthat the
service does not conflict with existing service.

h. Each route must meet the cost-effectiveness requirement in Poligfi#2. "RsOjects that
would operate in Highly Impacted Communities or Episodic Argas as @efined in the Air
District Community Air Risk Evaluation (CARE) Program, or in Priggity Development
Areas (PDAs), may qualify for funding at a higher cost-efféativeness limit (see Policy #2).

29. Pilot Projects:

a. Pilot Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service Projects:

—
These projects are new shuttle/feeder bfis service routés thatare at least 70% unique
and where no other service was providedwithin thefpaststhree years. In addition to
meeting the conditions listed in Palicy#28.a.-h. forshuttié/feeder bus service, project

applicants must also comply wjttr the fdllowing application criteria and agree to comply
with the project implementation refuirements:

i. Provide data andietiemevidenge,demonstrating the public’s need for the
service, including\a demand assessinent survey and letters of support from
potential users, Project appligants must agree to conduct a passenger survey
for eachlyearbf operation.

ii. Profiderwritten deewm@ntation of plans for financing the service in the future;

iii. /Provide a letter fhomthe local transit agency denying service to the project’s
proposed g€fvice area, which includes the basis for denial of service to the
proposed@reas: The applicant must demonstrate that the project applicant has
attemptedito coordinate service with the local service provider and has
provided the results of the demand assessment survey to the local transit
agency: The applicant must provide the transit service provider’s evaluation of
the'weed for the shuttle service to the proposed area.

ivinPilot projects located in Highly Impacted Communities as defined in the Air
District CARE Program and/or a Planned or Potential PDA may receive a
maximum of three years of TFCA Funds under the Pilot designation. For these
projects, the project applicants understand and must agree that such projects
will be evaluated every year, and continued funding will be contingent upon the
projects meeting the following requirements:

1. During the first year and by the end of the second year of operation,
projects must not exceed a cost-effectiveness of $500,000/ton, and
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2. By the end of the third year of operation, projects must meet all of the
requirements, including cost-effectiveness limit, of Policy #28.a.-h.
(existing shuttles).

v. Projects located outside of CARE areas and PDAs may receive a maximum of two
years of TFCA Funds under this designation. For these projects, the project
applicants understand and must agree that such projects will be evaluated every
year, and continued funding will be contingent upon the projects meeting the
following requirements:

1. By the end of the first year of operation, projects s e cost-
effectiveness of $250,000/ton, and

2. By the end of the second year of operation, jects shall meet all of the
requirements, including cost-effectivene Nt, Policy #28.a.-h.
(existing shuttles).

b. Pilot Trip Reduction Project:

The project will reduce single-occupancy compa

designed to provide the necessar
pilot project so that by the end

t be available for use by all members of the public;

ii. Ap mustﬁ)& written plan documenting steps that would be taken
o ensfife that tWect will be financially self-sustaining or require minimal
ubtic fun maintain its operation by the end of the third year;

iv. it provider is not a partner, the applicant must demonstrate
\ that ve attempted to have the service provided by the local transit
e\‘ NThe transit provider must have been given the first right of refusal and

O erhined that the proposed project does not conflict with existing service;
&/App icants must provide data and any other evidence demonstrating the
i

ublic’s need for the service, including a demand assessment survey and letters

Q
&

of support from potential users;
vi. Pilot trip reduction projects that propose to provide ridesharing service projects
must comply with all applicable requirements in policy #27.

29:30. Bicycle Projects:

New bicycle facility projects or upgrades to an existing bicycle facility that are included in an
adopted countywide bicycle plan, Congestion Management Program (CMP), countywide
transportation plan (CTP), city plan, or the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC)
Regional Bicycle Plan are eligible to receive TFCA funds. Projects that are included in an adopted city
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general plan or area-specific plan must specify that the purpose of the bicycle facility is to reduce
motor vehicle emissions or traffic congestion. i

Eligible projects are limited to the following types of bicycle facilities for public use that result in
motor vehicle emission reductions:

a. New-Class -1 Bikeway (bikeeyele path), new or upgrade improvement ﬁc@m
Class Il bikeways;

b. New Class |I-2 Bikeway (bikeeyele lanes);

c. New Class |l Bikeway-3 (bikeeyete route)s; &

d. New-Class IV-4 Bikeway (eyele-tracks-erseparated bikewa or upgrade
improvement from Class Il or Class lll bikeways;

’

fe. Bicycle racks, including bicycle racks on trans‘ tramis\h, vehicles, and ferry
vessels;

gf. Electronic bicycle lockers;
h-g. Capital costs for attended bicycle ge faciliti \
&h. Purchase of two-wheeled ort ree-wheele e self-propelled or electric), plus

mounted equipment req @ e |ntx rvice and helmets.

All bicycle facility projects m applica con5|stent with design standards published in
the California Highway De5| ual, orgonfornito the provisions of the Protected Bikeway Act of
2014,

30-31. Bike Share:
Projects that make higfcles avail to individuals for shared use for completing first- and last-mile
trips in conj M/ith re ansit and stand-alone short distance trips are eligible for TFCA
funds, s t aII of ing conditions:

rOJe st |ther increase the fleet size of existing service areas or expand existing
ser cesareas to include new Bay Area communities.

must have a completed and approved environmental plan and a suitability
emonstratmg the viability of bicycle sharing.

Projects must have shared membership and/or be interoperable with the Bay Area Bike
Share (BABS) project when they are placed into service, in order to streamline transit for
end users by reducing the number of separate operators that would comprise bike trips.
Projects that meet one or more of the following conditions are exempt from this
requirement:

i. Projects that do not require membership or any fees for use, or
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ii. Projects that were provided funding under MTC’s Bike Share Capital Program to
start a new or expand an existing bike share program; or.

iii. Projects that attempted to coordinate with, but were refused by, the current
BABS operator to have shared membership or be interoperable with BABS.
Applicants must provide documentation showing proof of refusal.

Projects may be awarded FYE 202043 TFCA funds to pay for up to five years of operations.
34.32. Arterial Management:

Arterial management grant applications must identify a specific arterial segment apd define what
improvement(s) will be made to affect traffic flow on the identified arterial séghent¥ Projects that
provide routine maintenance (e.g., responding to citizen complaints aboutfgalfunctioning signal
equipment) are not eligible to receive TFCA funds. Incident managemen¥ projects on arterials are
eligible to receive TFCA funds. Transit improvement projects include, RU§ are not limited to, bus
rapid transit and transit priority projects. Signal timing projects @ce"gligible to receive TFCA funds.
Each arterial segment must meet the cost-effectiveness requigement in Policy #2.

32.33. Smart Growth/Traffic Calming:

Physical improvements that support development pfojects and/or ¢alm\iraftfic, resulting in motor
vehicle emission reductions, are eligible for TFCA fund$ysubjectfo thes6llowing conditions:

a. The development project and the pliysi€al impfoyaments must be identified in an
approved area-specific plan, redevélopmen#Plan, general plan, bicycle plan, pedestrian
plan, traffic-calming plan46r pthef similariplan.

b. The project must implermerigone or mare transportation control measures (TCMs) in the
most recently adopted Aig District plan fOF State and national ambient air quality
standards. Pedéstriah projectsrare eligible to receive TFCA funds.

c. The projectfmusthave a compléted and approved environmental plan. If a project is
exempt from prgparing @n environmental plan as determined by the public agency or
lead agepcy, then that profe€t has met this requirement.

Traffic calming projectsare linditeg®o physical improvements that reduce vehicular speed by
designing arfd imprdving safetytearditions for pedestrians, bicyclists or transit riders in residential
retail, apd empleyment, areds:
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:

Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Commenter and
Organization

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs)
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Air District Staif’s Responses

Jacki Taylor,
Alameda County
Transportation
Commission

Policy 2. TFCA Cost-Effectiveness

Staff requests the Air District to consider increasing
the cost-effective (C-E) limitation for all project
types that are located within or serve a CARE Area
and/or a Priority Development Areas (PDA), to help
incentivize the use of TFCA funding for projects in
these areas. This is consistent with the higher C-E
limit established for shuttles serving PDAs/CARE
areas, which is $500K TFCA/ton of reduced
emissions for the first year of new, pilot shuttles and
S$250K TFCA/ton for existing shuttles.

Noted. Staff will'work with CPNs to evaluate this proposal.

Policy 12. Planning Activities

Staff does not support the proposed reqirement
that project-specific planning activities must directly
result in emissions reductions. Oply the completi@n
of a project or program can direef result in
emissions reductions, so this prop@Sed change
seems unnecessary.

Ndéted. This proposed language has been removed.

Policy 27. Rideshasing

Staff requestsselafification oghow,to determine
whether pr@posefl ride matches are eligible and not
“...alreadylacteded in MIT@’s regional rideshare
prograi‘s

Noted. Staff has removed this proposed language, discussed this removal with
the CPMs, and will be including additional clarification in the FYE 2020
Guidance for Policy 11. Duplication.
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:

Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Commenter and
Organization

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs)
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Air District Staff’s/Responses

Policy 29.b. Pilot Trip Reduction:

Staff requests the Air District to provide sample
project types for the new category created under
Policy 29.b, Pilot Trip Reduction projects and
guidance for how to evaluate for TFCA cost-
effectiveness.

Noted. Staff will workiWwitinthe CPMs to include this information in the FYE
2020 Guidance.

Policy 30. Bicycle Projects

Staff continues to oppose including a requirement
for bike facility projects to have a completed and
approved environmental plan ahead of the award 6t
TFCA funds. The current TFCA CPM Policies allow fer
project-specific studies, including environmefital;sto
be funded (Policy 12) and also allow for additional
time to be granted, beyond the standard®-year
expenditure period, either at the tinde of
programming or through subseguentitime
extensions (Policy 17). Adding restriclions onfvhen
TFCA funds can be programfned td"bike projégts is
unnecessary. It could makedt difficult te*fund
smaller bike projects that aré’not typically initiated
until funding is programméd and.further
complicates the€{(FE€AYproject ewalbation/selection
process.

Ensuring thét funds‘are only awarded to projects that can be completed within
the legistatively/required two-year timeframe has been a longstanding issue
affectiog both TFCA CPM and Regional Fund projects. For this reason, beginning
withthe\Fiscal Year Ending 2011 Policies, staff worked with CPMs to include a
requirement for Smart Growth projects that only projects with a completed and
appproved environmental plan may be awarded TFCA funds. Over time, staff has
realized that this issue affects all types of projects, which is why we support this
type of requirement.

Staff has removed the proposed requirement from this year’s version and will
continue evaluating this issue with the CPMs in order to develop a solution over
this next year.

Per a secent €PM dis€ussionsdn early August on the
draft FYEN20 policies, Air District staff indicated that
they may be amehablé’to removing the restriction
disallowing 3rdhextensions for bike projects, which

As discussed above, the requirement to implement projects within the two-
year timeframe is a legislative requirement intended to ensure that TFCA funds
are awarded to projects that expedite emission reductions.
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:

Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Commenter and
Organization

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs)
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Air District Staff’s/Responses

was added to the Guidance document a few years
ago, but never formerly adopted into the CPM
Policies. Bike projects that are in regional and/or
countywide bike plans should have the ability to
receive third extensions, on a case-by case basis,
consistent with the consideration given to other
TFCA project types. Staff supports the removal of
this restriction from the FYE20 guidance document.

The restriction in the guidagice was included several years ago as a compromise
to having the restriction if the policies. As mentioned above, over this next
year, staff will be workingawwith the CPMs to explore options for resolving this
issue.

A final overall comment on the amount of time
provided for the comment period this year, in past
years | believe more time has been provided to
effectively solicit and compile comments from_ aur
local agencies. Most agencies do not schedul@ puislic
meetings in August. Subsequently, it’s a timéofyear
when many agency staff take vacations, s
requested that the Air District considler prioviding 2
review period of at least 60 days¢

Noted\This/ear’s draft policies were issued on July 27" and comments were
due by\September 4,

Peter Engel,
Contra Costa
Transportation
Authority

Policy 2: TFCA Cost-Effectiveness and
Policy 26: Alternativesfuel Infrastructure

While | concur a higheRCE'is goo@i=fer.fertain
locations to ensukg better opportunity for trip
reduction. The pplicy should'also require
appropridte eharging te€hnelogy for the
application, ¥ a vehi€le 1§pafked at a parking lot all
day as irha park-andyrideor transit station — a level
one charger is apprepifate. Enforcing rotation of

Noted. Current policies do not restrict charging type by parking duration. To
allow flexibility, each CPM may choose to include additional requirements, such
as what was suggested, in their county’s program.

Staff will be updating the FYE 2020 Guidance to include information to help
determine which charging type is best for which scenario.
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:
Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Commenter and
Organization

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs)
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Air District Staff’s/Responses

vehicles in long term parking situations will be
expensive.

Policy 11: Duplication

This revision could have very negative effects on
ongoing programs that annually provide incentives
for continued ridesharing. There is sufficient
evidence that people need continuous rewards to
continue good behavior. | think duplicative projects
is very different than projects that have previously
received TFCA funding.

To clarify, anpually*funded(selvice projects (e.g., ridesharing), which have a
one-year(projett life anghare'different from vehicle or facility or infrastructure
projefts, dewproposersurplus’emission reductions, and therefore are not
dupligativg and waeuld nat be prevented from receiving funds.

Policy 27: Ridesharing

The revisions suggest that MTC’s regional
ridesharing program is the most effe€tive,pregram
in the region. People who may nat find it effectiye
will look to other programs for fepvi®es. Alsowhg i
going to determine if a person is inMITC's program?

Staff,removed this proposed language, discussed this removal with the CPMs,
and will be providing language in the FYE 2020 Guidance to clarify Policy 11.
Duplication.

Policy 28c: Shuttle/Féeder Bis Service and
Policy 29bii: Pilo#Pyojects

Does the terpfi™qpep’to all Miembeys of the public”
include children, 2lderly #hd disabled persons? To
be eligible\far TFCA fundlisig ape vehicles need to be
lift or ragiplequippéd?.

“Open to all members of the public” is meant to convey that the service may
not be limited to a certain group (e.g., only employees or students serviced by
the sponsor). Note that all projects must comply with all applicable federal,
State, regional, and local requirements, including ADA (Policy 4).
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:
Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Commenter and
Organization

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs)
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Air District Staff’s/Responses

Mike Pickford,
San Francisco
County
Transportation
Authority

Policy 2. TFCA Cost-Effectiveness

We are very supportive of the proposed increase in
the cost-effectiveness limit (from $250,000

to $500,000) for charging stations in multi-dwelling
unit buildings, transit stations, and park-and-ride
facilities. Having the flexibility to award a larger
amount of TFCA funds to a project will likely be
helpful in incentivizing projects at complex sites.

Noted.

Policy 12. Planning Activities

We oppose the proposed change to require
planning activities to directly contribute to the
project's emissions reductions. Planning workss
often necessary to support the ultimate suecesgtul
implementation of a TFCA project, but requiring
planning to directly contribute to emisSigns
reductions doesn't make sense, because planningfis,
by definition, pre-implementatidn.Fhis propased
change is also unnecessary, as planping activities,
such as working with comfnusity members to
choose the preferred location6f bike fhapéstations,
already must be diregtinreldted to ingpleméntation
of the project undep.cutsent TFCADOleY and the
cost of a givep.préject’is alreddy eoristrained by the
cost-effectivienesy limit forthag project type,
regardlessiefthe€ breakdown in cost by project
phase’

Staff removed this proposed language.
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:
Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs) Air District Staff’'s/iResponses
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Commenter and
Organization

Policy 24. Alternative Fuel Heavy-Duty Vehicles and
Buses

We are very supportive of the proposal to codify
projects that would replace heavy-duty vehicles with
light-duty vehicles. Please account for this type of
project in the cost-effectiveness worksheet guidance
and calculations, as necessary.

Noted. Staff will pravide additional clarification in the FYE 2020 Guidance.

Policy 26. Alternative Fuel Infrastructure

Please clarify any restrictions on fleet types that
infrastructure funded under this policy can serve.
Please include any necessary cost-effectiveness
calculation guidance and default assumptiong€ fo
alternative fuel infrastructure for electric scogtegs
and motorcycles.

Theye are gérrently no restrictions on fleet types that would be served by the

thargingrstations. Staff will work with CPMs to provide additional clarification
on cost-effiectiveness calculations and default assumptions for alternative fuel
inffaSricture for electric scooters and motorcycles.

Policy 29b. Pilot Shuttle/Feedey’Bus, Sefvice
Projects Historically, “shared transportation” implied shared rides and these projects
were intended to reduce single-occupancy vehicle trips by encouraging mode-

Please clarify any restrictigns’on,the "fgsms of . . .
yany shift to other forms of public transportation.

shared transportationd. DoeSBAAQMD cdngider
"shared" to encompadss Both projectsibased around
a vehicle with mg@ltiple Gccupantsie.gan
autonomousstttie)) as wellas vehitles/devices
that are used by multiplespeople at different times
(e.g. dockless €lectric sGogters)? Would this policy
encompassitechnolégies thét replace vehicle trips
with othet servicém@defs (e.g. sidewalk delivery
robots)?

However, we recognize that with technology changing that new types of
project options will emerge, and that opportunities to reduce emissions will
evolve over time.

Staff will continue to work with the CPMs to evaluate new types of projects and
to develop methodologies for evaluating their cost-effectiveness at reducing
emissions.
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:
Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Commenter and
Organization

Comments received from County Program
Managers (CPMs)
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Air District Staff’s/Responses

Policy 30. Bicycle Projects

We oppose the proposal to require bicycle projects
to have a completed and approved environmental
plan. We have consistently opposed the
introduction of this requirement since it was
originally proposed for the FYE 2016 policies
because it is unnecessary and restrictive. CPMs are
already required to evaluate project readiness per
Policy 6, making the proposed changes to Policy 30
redundant. The added requirement would preclude
projects from applying that are otherwise eligible
and could be completed within the required time
period. From a practical perspective, in San
Francisco it would be unusual to devote resotrcésto
advance a small bicycle project, of the size likelyxto
be funded with our CPM TFCA funds, through
environmental approval without haying sécured
design and construction fundingfso_thisChange
would reduce the number of small projects likelyto
be delivered.

As diseussed abag¥e) staff has removed the proposed requirement from this

year’s version dnd will continue evaluating this issue with the CPMs in order to

develop a olytion over this next year.

Cory Peterson,
Solano
Transportation
Authority

Policy 2: TFCA Cost-Effectiveness

Thank you for eftesitding the CENimit for both EV
infrastructup€ attragfsit stasions/MUDs, as well as
Pilot TripReguction. Thisfis a welcome change that
will help moke projects hg’eligible for funding.

Noted.
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Agenda Item 5 — Attachment C:
Comments Received and Staff’s Responses to the Draft Proposed FYE 2020 TFCA County Program Manager Fund Policies

Comments received from County Program

Managers (CPMs) Air District Staff’'s/iResponses
between July 27 — September 4, 2018

Commenter and
Organization

Policy 29b: Pilot Projects Starting with projects fung@d undér FYE 2020, if the projects are funded under

Will current trip reduction programs be required to the new category Pilot Tsip Réduction (Policy 29.b.), project sponsors will be
make the program financially self-sustaining moving | required to be financially sélf-sustaining or require minimal public funds.
forward? Looking at Policy 29b, subset iii. Projects funded priaf+a@yFYE 2020 are not subject to these requirements.

Policy 30: Bicycle Projects
As dig€Ussedsdbove, staff has’removed the proposed requirement from this
year'§ vergion angwill cantinue evaluating this issue with the CPMs. The
festriction in the'guidance was included several years ago as a compromise to
Wavisg the péstrigtion in the policies. Over this next year, staff will be working
with the &PMs th explore options for resolving this issue.

Does requiring environmental clearance for bike
projects remove the previous 2 year requirement?
Will CPMs be allowed to grant extensions to such
projects, provided that they meet the new
requirement to have ENV complete?
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AGENDA 10C - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 6
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members

of the Mobile Source Committee Members

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 19, 2018

Re: Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

In 1991, the California State Legislature authorized theBay AregrAinQuality Management District
(Air District) to impose a $4 surcharge on mator yehicles registefed within the nine-county Bay
Area to fund projects that reduce on-road metortyeticle eghissions. This fund, the Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA), supports prdjectd that in€iwde_ridesharing, clean air vehicles and
infrastructure, bicycle infrastructure, ad the Spare the\Air Pfogram to encourage residents to take
action to improve air quality.

Each year, the Air District’s BgarthofDirectors (Bbard) allocates funding and adopts policies and
evaluation criteria that goyveriythe expenditure of TFCA funding. On May 2, 2018, the Board
authorized funding allocatiorSyfor FYE"2Q19, cost-effectiveness limits for Air District-sponsored
FYE 2019 programs,,and authiorized the Executive Officer/APCO to execute Grant Agreements
and amendments fol, J&FCA-reveaue funded projects with individual grant award amounts up to
$100,000. On Jupe 6, 2018, thé Béard adopted policies and evaluation criteria for the FYE 2019
TFCA RegiopalNzUng progrant:

This reparizprevides gsummary of two TFCA-sponsored programs, Charge! and Clean Fleets,
which ake administered bythe Technology Implementation Office. The goal of these programs is
to reauee air pallusion from transportation and also accelerate the adoption of Electric Vehicles
(EVs)in the BayArea by supporting infrastructure and vehicle fleets.



DISCUSSION
Charge! Program:

Projections of EV charging station in the Bay Area indicate a severe gap in needed EV charging
stations to support EV adoption goals. The Air District created the Charge! Program in 2016 to
rapidly expand and support the installation of electric vehicle (EV) charging stations in the Bay
Area. The most recent round of the Charge! Program was open from July 1, 201¢, t6 March 9,
2018. Over $6.5 million in TFCA funding was awarded which supported the ipétallatign of over
2,000 electric vehicle (EV) charging stations in the Bay Area at locations that4nelide’workplaces,
destinations such as parks, multi-dwelling units (MDU), transit parkifighand" transportation
corridors. The proposed EV charging stations will reduce over 9,400 topS\af CO2 per year.

On May 2, 2018 the Board authorized increased cost-effectiveness liiits for EV charging station
projects at MDU facilities. Staff have incorporated the new costsefieCtiveness funding options for
MDU into the Program Guidance and will reopen the FYE 2819 ‘Charge! Program on October 25,
2018. Applicants will be eligible for approximately $3,000ex, Level 2 €harger and $18,000 per
DC Fast Charger. Additional plus-up funding options arg avallable for'projects that include solar
generation, multi-port chargers, DC Fast chargers that"are acCessibl¢ 24{7 and installed along major
transportation corridors and for projects located in MDU facititieswldp to $5 million in TFCA
funding is available for FYE 20109.

Staff are conducting targeted outreach activities whiclf” ihcluge webinars, ride-and-drive events,
sponsoring events and working with agSogiation groups. Vi/ien the Clean Cars For All Program is
launched in December 2018, outreath Vuill be codrdingted between the two programs to support
expansion of EV infrastructure arithadoption to/across-the entire Bay Area and all income groups.

Clean Fleets Program:

The Clean Fleets Progrfam op€ned on August 15, 2018. The Clean Fleets Program provides funding
to purchase or lease ngiv Light-duty zero-emission vehicles including motorcycles, passenger cars,
pick-up trucks, and smail vans @nd shuttles. Eligible vehicles include battery electric vehicles or
fuel cell vehigles, Edigible.projects must include a minimum of 10 vehicle purchases and are
eligible for§1,000 per vehicte,in grant funding. Up to $5 million in TFCA funding is available for
FYE 2049.

Staff witl contipue™0 outreach to fleet operators, such as police departments and county/city fleet
services. Staffywill also continue to meet with transportation network companies (TNC) and
affiliated organizations such as ride-hail, car-share and rental car companies to transition these
fleets towaldsizero-emissions, which also allow opportunities for members of the public to see and
drive EVs.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None. Administrative funding for both Charge! and Clean Fleets is included in the Fiscal Year
Ending 2019 Budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO \
Prepared by: Mark Tang @

Reviewed by: Ranyee Chiang @




AGENDA 10D - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 7
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members

of the Mobile Source Committee Members
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 19, 2018
Re: Update on Proposed Safe Affordable Fuel-Efficient VehiclesASAFE]) Rule

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

The United States Environmental Protection Agency?s (EPA) ang the/National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration’s (NHTSA) have jointly sproposed &, newsnationwide rule: The Safer
Affordable Fuel-Efficient Vehicles Rule for=Médel Yearg 202%-2026 Passenger Cars and Light
Trucks (proposed rule) identified by Dockét IDINo. ERAYHQ-+OAR-2018-0283; NHTSA-2018-
0067 (SAFE Rule). This proposed rule’seeksTo lock i plage significantly reduced fuel economy
standards, replacing the Obama era 5Q-+\niles per daller\corporate average fuel economy (CAFE)
requirements for 2021 through 2026 (which wefe preposed to be withdrawn by the EPA/NHTSA
in August 2018). Additionally; the proposed SAFErule seeks to withdraw the waiver granted to
the State of California to set«itSowsi greenfiouse gas and zero emissions requirements for vehicles.

DISCUSSION

The Bay Area Aig Quakity Manggement District (Air District) strongly opposes the promulgation
of the proposed“ulesés it would 1ot only worsen the effects of climate change, it would impede
the Air Di€trjctis "progress\in addressing air pollutants; endanger public health; and take a
significafitwihven theBan Francisco Bay Area’s economy. In addition, the proposed withdrawal
of the greenhouse gas and zero emission vehicle requirements adopted by California under the
waivex granted to gy the federal government, would be an unprecedented and shortsighted action
by the*EPA 4hat” is "not supported by law. It is beyond doubt that California experiences
extraordinaryNnipacts from the air pollution and greenhouse gases created by the vehicles covered
under théfireposed rule and that these impacts would only be exacerbated if the California waiver
is withdraw.

As part of this agenda item, staff will present information to the Committee on the SAFE Rule; its
impacts relative to increasing emissions; its impacts on the Air District’s current Clean Air Plan;
steps taken by staff to date in opposition to the proposed rule and next steps.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Laura Cackette and Misha Nishiki
Reviewed by: Victor Douglas

Jack P. Broadbent /é




AGENDA: 11

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 30, 2018

Re: Report of the Advisory Council Meeting of October 29, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Advisory Council (Council) received only informational items and has no recommendations
of approval by the Board of Directors (Board).

BACKGROUND

The Council met on Monday, October 29, 2018, and received the following reports:
A) Update on Air District Implementation of Assembly Bill 617 (AB 617);
B) Air Sensor International Conference Update;
C) Strategic Targets for Assembly Bill (AB 617) Implementation; and
D) Discussion on Election of Officers.
Board Liaison Rod Sinks will provide an oral report of the Council meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

A) None;
B) None;
C) None; and

D) None.



Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 11A: 10/29/2018 — Advisory Council Meeting Agenda #4
Attachment 11B: 10/29/2018 — Advisory Council Meeting Agenda #5
Attachment 11C: 10/29/2018 — Advisory Council Meeting Agenda #6
Attachment 11D: 10/29/2018 — Advisory Council Meeting Agenda #7



AGENDA 11A - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 4
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Stan Hayes and Members

of the Advisory Council
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 18, 2018
Re: Update on Air District Implementation of Assembly Bill 617 (AB 617)

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.
DISCUSSION

On September 27, 2018, the California Air Resources Bgard (CARB) @pproved the Bay Area Air
Management District’s (Air District) recommented communities, fop'development of a community
monitoring plan and a community emissioh teddction planytor the state’s Community Air
Protection Program. The Community Air%Protection Pragram was established by the state to
implement Assembly Bill 617 (AB 617).

West Oakland was approved forén gmission rgduction plan and the Richmond area was selected
for a monitoring plan in year<epe,of the statels/program. The West Oakland Environmental
Indicators Project (WOEIP) \will be our £0-lead in the West Oakland effort. WOEIP has a long
history of community plénping and adyogacy to reduce residents’ exposure to diesel particulate
matter and toxic air cqramindnts. IngRichmond, we have an opportunity to leverage many historic
and current monitaring, studies. Aherésare a complex mix of emission sources in the Richmond
area. Our primagygoalof the Richmond monitoring effort will be to better characterize the area’s
mix of sources and tO moredulby understand the associated air quality and pollution impacts before
initiating an‘emissions reduction plan for that community.

The Air District inclutled i its recommendations to CARB a list of communities for years 2-5 of
the state’s program, “¥hese communities included East Oakland/San Leandro, Eastern San
Francisco, the Pittsburg-Bay Point area, San Jose, the Tri-Valley area, and Vallejo. Like Richmond
and West Oakland, current data shows that these communities have higher levels of environmental
exposures and more significant health burdens compared to the rest of the Bay Area. These health
burdens increase vulnerability to environmental exposures. The recommended list of high priority
communities for monitoring and/or emission reduction plans will be revisited and re-submitted to
CARB every year. The CARB board makes the final decision about which communities will be
selected for community plans for that year.



BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared By: Christianne Riviere
Reviewed By: Greg Nudd and Jeff McKay




AGENDA 11B - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 5
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum
To: Chairperson Stan Hayes and Members
of the Advisory Council

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 18, 2018

Re: Air Sensor International Conference Update

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

The Air District sponsored the Air Sensor Interpatiopal’Conferénée hosted by the University of
California at Davis that occurred on September(12, 2018 to September 14, 2018 in Oakland, CA.

DISCUSSION

This conference gathered sensor anddi, quality exgerts from government, academia, industry
advocacy groups and the general piblic wheye preséntations and discussions ranged from the
potential uses and further devgiogment of senso¥s.te aid in the identification and quantification of
air quality impacts, exposuretand lhealth, £itizen science and data sharing and communication.

Staff will present a sumwmanyOf thisewveds, attendance, and outcomes.

BUDGET CONSIRERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted;

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Eric Stevenson
Reviewed by: Wayne Kino and Jeff McKay




AGENDA 11C - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 6
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Stan Hayes and Members

of the Advisory Council
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 18, 2018
Re: Strategic Targets for Assembly Bill 617 (AB 617) Implementation

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

As the Air District proceeds with initial implementatign of AB 617 jit isapparent that longer range
planning for strategic targets is appropriate. The mandate associated with the legislation is broad
and doesn’t provide much guidance on “epd po#ats” in addressing air pollution or appropriate
levels that constitute healthy air for comymunities. In‘"addition, recent science indicates that
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) standards for fine/particulate matter are not sufficiently
health protective. This leaves the Air District with“asieed to set strategic targets for its programs
with limited state or federal guidgnce.

DISCUSSION

While the Air District ®xpests to have.tactical, readily verifiable goals for its initial plans, long
term goals for AB 617 imptementatignare needed. Therefore, the Air District seeks advisory input
on strategic, longenteriri targets Tor implementation.

At the most fupdamentalievel the Air District should have targets for “local attainment” in local
communities.§, This requifessdealing with the difficult questions of “what is clean enough” and
“what is equity in air guality?”

To answer these questions, other questions arise such as “what measurements of air quality are to
be used,” “how pollutants are apportioned to sources,” and “what tools are to be used to improve
air quality and health outcomes?” Community groups have expressed an interest in using health
outcomes and health-related metrics to measure the success of the AB 617 program. However,
attributing changes in health outcomes to specific interventions and mitigations poses challenges.
The Air District seeks advisory input on exploring such challenges.

Staff will discuss current and anticipated monitoring and modeling methods. Staff will also
provide a description of ongoing work to develop source by source apportionment in local
communities.



Discussion will include consideration of tracking health outcomes and health metrics. Staff will
discuss the timing of the ongoing AB 617 implementation work and when such goals are needed.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent \\/ N
Executive Officer/APCO <: Q
Prepared By: Phil Martien and Judith Cutino %

Reviewed By: Greg Nudd and Jeff McKay 0




AGENDA 11D - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 7
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson Stan Hayes and Members

of the Advisory Council
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 18, 2018
Re: Discussion on Election of Officers
RECOMMENDED ACTION Q)

None; receive and file. C)\ Q
O

DISCUSSION
Per Health and Safety Code Section 40267, the ¢ il shall s ﬁl/cblrman and vice chairman
and such other officers as it deems necessary. Q

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT N

None.

Respectfully submitted, OQ O

o
4\2\\%
Executive PC%

Prepared by: Justine
Reviewed by: Je a

lor



AGENDA: 12

BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Report of the Nominating Committee Meeting of November 7, 2018

RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Nominating Committee (Committee) may recommend Board of Directors’ (Board) approval
of Board Officers for:

e Chairperson;
¢ Vice Chairperson; and
e Secretary.

BACKGROUND

The Committee will meet on Wednesday, November 7, 2018 and consider the slate of Board
Officers for the 2019 Term of Office.

Chairperson David Hudson will give an oral report of the meeting.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by: Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by: Vanessa Johnson

Attachment: 12A: 11/07/18 — Nominating Committee Meeting Agenda #4



AGENDA 12A - ATTACHMENT

AGENDA: 4
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members

of the Nominating Committee
From: Jack P. Broadbent

Executive Officer/APCO
Date: October 29, 2018
Re: Consideration and Nomination of Board Officers for,the’ Ferm of Office

Commencing 2019

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Consider recommending Board of Directors’ approval of Board\Officers for:

e  Chairperson;

e  Vice Chairperson; and

e  Secretary.
DISCUSSION
Air District Counsel, Brian Bunger has provided a memorandum addressed to Chairperson
David Hudson that is attached\fot~discussion=*The memorandum includes pertinent provisions
from the Air District’s Administrative{Coedg and the Board of Directors’ Operating Policies and

Procedures. The memgrandum also discuSses the role of the Nominating Committee.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/APCO

Prepared by: ~ Aloha de Guzman
Reviewed by:  Vanessa Johnson

Attachment 1: Criteria for Recommendation of Officers of the Board of Directors
Attachment 2: Administrative Code — Selected Provisions Section 2 Board of Directors,
Officers - Duties
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BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
OFFICE OF DISTRICT COUNSEL
MEMORANDUM
DATE: October 29, 2018

TO: Dave Hudson, Chairperson
and Members of the Nominating Committee of the Board of Directors

FROM: Brian C. Bunger
District Counsel

SUBJECT: Criteria for Recommendation of Officers of the Board of Directors

The function of the Nominating Committee is “to recomitachd to the'Board the officers for each
calendar year.” Bay Area Air Quality Management Bistrict Administrative Code (“Admin.
Code”), Division I, Section 6.8. In order to assist with this funétion, this Memorandum discusses
the criteria to be applied by the Nominatings/Commiittee sim, making its recommendations for
officers to the Board.

The Administrative Code contains certainigriteria thattheNominating Committee must follow in
making its recommendation for officéts-efithe Board.

First, “the Committee shall not be bound by)a’ recommendation of a previous Nominating
Committee.” Admin. Code, Divi'E § 6.8,

Second, “[t]he Committee ‘need not follew a strict rule of rotation between supervisor and city
members but may take\into accounts, théir proportionate membership on the Board of Directors.”
Admin Code, Div=, §,6.8.

Third, Sectipn.G:8 furthér réguires that “the Committee shall take into account the provisions of
Section 1-2.7."% AdminN€ode, Div. I, § 6.8.

Section 2.7 of Division I of the Administrative Code sets forth a policy of the Board to rotate the
positions of the Chairperson, Vice Chairperson and Board Secretary among the members of the
Board “in a manner to assure participation in the affairs of the District from a wide
representation of the membership.” Admin. Code, Div. I § 2.7. In this regard, Section 2.7
provides that “[I]n making its recommendations, the Nominating Committee shall take into
account such factors as representation by those members appointed by Boards of Supervisors,
those members appointed by City selection committees, those members from large counties, and
those from small counties.” Admin. Code, Div. 1§ 2.7.
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Thus, the Board has expressed a policy of rotating officer positions in order to ensure broad
participation by all Board members in the affairs of the District. However, the Nominating
Committee is not required to follow a strict rule of rotation between supervisor and city
members. Nor is the Committee to be bound by the actions of any prior Nominating Committee.
Finally, the Nominating Committee must take into account such factors as representation of
supervisor and city members on the Board and the representation of members from large and
small counties.

For your convenience, attached are copies of the pertinent sections of the District’s
Administrative Code.
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ADMINISTRATIVE CODE — SELECTED PROVISIONS

SECTION 2 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, OFFICERS - DUTIES

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

OFFICERS OF THE BOARD. (Revised 1/21/04)

The presiding officer of the Board is the Chairperson of the Board of Directors. The
Chairperson, Vice Chairperson and Secretary shall, no later than the first meeting in
December of each year, be elected by the Board of Directors and assume office January 1,
(effective January 1, 2005). The Chairperson shall preserve order and decorum at regular and
special meetings of the Board. The Chairperson shall state each question, shall announce the
decision, shall decide all questions of order subject to an appeal to the Board. The
Chairperson shall vote on all questions, last in order of the roll, afid shall sign all ordinances
and resolutions adopted by the District Board while the Chaigpersonptesides. (see Section
11-4.3)

In the event that the Chairperson is unable, for whatever reasen, to fulfill his or her one-year
term of office, the Vice-Chairperson shall succeed the“€hairpersommand the Secretary shall
succeed the Vice-Chairperson. Section 2.3 below ghall determine the filling of the Secretary
vacancy. In any event, no Board Officer shall setve, more than“hre€ (3) years in any one
Board office (Chairperson, Vice-Chairperson.fer Secretary).

CHAIRPERSON. (Revised 1/14/09)

The Chairperson shall take the chair at the hougappointed for the meeting and call the District
Board to order. In the absence of thes€hairperson, thé Vice-Chairperson shall call the Board
to order and serve as tempofary/Chairperson. "Wpon arrival of the Chairperson, the Vice-
Chairperson shall relinquishitheChair upon, the €onclusion of the business then pending before
the Board. In the absenee,.01 self-determined inability to act, of the Chairperson, or the Vice-
Chairperson when the\Chairpersonfis absent, the Board Secretary shall call the Board to order
and serve as temposary €hairperSon. \Upon arrival of the Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson,
the Secretary ghall relinquish the Chair upon the conclusion of the business then pending
before the Board. Tn the absence; or self-determined inability to act, of the Chairperson, Vice
Chairperson ot Secretary, ni€mbers of the Board of Directors shall, by an order on the
Minufes, Select one ofitheisrembers to act as temporary Chairperson. Upon the arrival or
resungption of ability te=dct, the Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson shall resume the Chair,
upOnsthe concldsion Of the business then pending before the Board. It shall be the duty of the
Chairpersop‘to attend all meetings of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Advisory/Council.

VICE CHATRPERSON.

If, fOxany reason, the Chairperson ceases to be a member of the Board, the Vice-Chairperson
shiatllautomatically assume the office of Chairperson and the Board Secretary shall
automatically assume the office of Vice-Chairperson. If, for any reason, the Vice-
Chairperson ceases to be a member of the Board, the Board Secretary shall automatically
assume the office of Vice-Chairperson. In either eventuality, the Board Nominating
Committee shall, upon the request of the Chairperson, make a recommendation at the Board
meeting following such request to fill the office of Board Secretary. An election will then
immediately be held for that purpose.

BOARD SECRETARY.

The Board Secretary shall be official custodian of the Seal of the District and of the official

records of the District and shall perform such secretarial duties as may require execution by
the Board of Directors. The Board Secretary may delegate any of these duties to the APCO,
or to the Clerk of the Boards.



2.5

2.6

2.7
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MEETING ROLL CALL.

Before proceeding with the business of the Board, the Clerk of the Boards shall call the roll of
the members, and the names of those present shall be entered in the Minutes. The names of
members who arrive after the initial roll call shall be noted in the Minutes at that stage of the
Minutes.

QUORUM.

A majority of the members of the Board constitutes a quorum for the transaction of business,
and may act for the Board.

OFFICER ROTATION.

It is intended that the positions of Chairperson, Vice Chairperson, and Board Secretary be
rotated among the members in a manner to assure participation in the affairs of the District
from a wide representation of the membership. In making its re€ommenidations, the
Nominating Committee shall take into account such factors as representation by those
members appointed by Boards of Supervisors, those members appointed by City selection
committees, those members from large counties, and thése from small counties.

SECTION 6 BOARD OF DIRECTORS, COMMITTEES

6.8

NOMINATING COMMITTEE. (Revised'10/4/95)

The Nominating Committee will consistofthe Chairpetson of the Board, the past Chairperson
of the Board and three (3) appointees of the ChaitperSon of the Board, or in the event the past
Chairperson of the Board is no longérserving on\the"Board, four (4) appointees of the
Chairperson of the Board. The/Nominating Comutittee shall be appointed no later than the
second Board Meeting in\Nowemiber of eaeh year and shall serve until the appointment of a
new Committee. It is fliesfunction of the Nominating Committee to recommend to the Board
the officers for eagh calendar year§ln/making its recommendation, the Committee shall not
be bound by a recommendation”of'a previous Nominating Committee. The Committee need
not follow a strict rul€ of rotatign between supervisor and city members but may take into
account their pgoportionate membership on the Board of Directors. Additionally, the
Committeesshall take into aCcount the provisions of Section 1-2.7.
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BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Memorandum

To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
of the Board of Directors

From: Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Date: October 25, 2018

Re: Anniversary of the 2017 Northern California Wildfires and Update on Wildfire
Program Development

RECOMMENDED ACTION

None; receive and file.

BACKGROUND

In October of 2017, the Bay Area was impacted by smoke when fires broke out in Napa, Lake,
Sonoma, Mendocino, Butte, and Solano counties during a severe windstorm on Sunday and
Monday, October 8and 9, 2017. The Atlas, Nuns, Pocket, Redwood Valley Complex, Sulfur and
Tubbs fires, burned more than 8,000 structures, destroying whole neighborhoods in Mendocino,
Napa and Sonoma counties. Strong northerly winds sent heavy smoke from these wildfires into
the 9-county region and caused unhealthy air quality throughout the Bay Area. By Monday,
October 9, 2017 over 20 fires were burning. As a result, the impact of smoke from the wildfires
in Northern California in conjunction with hot weather and winds, caused the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (Air District) to issue multiple Health Advisories and Spare the Air
Alerts from, October 9, 2017, through October 19, 2017. Homes, cars, businesses, outbuildings
and barns burned in the fires. Governor Brown declared a State of Emergency in the following
counties: Napa, Sonoma, Solano, Yuba, Butte, Lake, Mendocino, Nevada and Orange. Air
District staff communicated the daily air quality data and weather forecast to first responders,
health officials, school districts, college athletic departments and the public. Air quality reached
“very unhealthy” and hazardous levels on Friday, October 13, 2018, prompting many schools to
cancel outdoor activities.

In June of this year, the County Fire broke out in Yolo County which burned for more than a
week and sent smoke high into the atmosphere over the Bay Area. July, August and September
were marked by additional wildfires throughout Northern California, Oregon, Washington and
Canada that impacted air quality on many days throughout the summer months. Shifting winds,
high- and low-pressure systems caused smoke impacts at varying levels throughout the Bay Area
this summer and caused the Air District to issue Air Quality Alerts on 27 days this summer.



DISCUSSION

Staff will update the Board of Directors on steps being taken to improve Air District response to
wildland fire air quality impacts. Staff will also highlight the steps being taken on multiple
fronts to improve forecasting, monitoring, communication and support with first responders,
county public health officials, and the public. Information will include coordination with the
California Air Resources Board, Department of Forestry, County Public Health Officials, other
responding agencies as they develop their response plans and actions the Air District can take to
support state and federal plans and address future issues related to the smoke from numerous
fires impacting the region.

BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

None.

Respectfully submitted,

Jack P. Broadbent
Executive Officer/ APCO

Prepared by:  Jeffrey Gove
Reviewed by:  Wayne Kino
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	Meeting Procedures
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	MONCAL
	BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
	375 Beale Street, San Francisco, California  94105
	FOR QUESTIONS PLEASE CALL (415) 749-4941
	EXECUTIVE OFFICE:
	MONTHLY Calendar of AIR District Meetings
	UNOVEMBER 2018
	ROOM
	TIME
	DATE
	DAY
	TYPE OF MEETING
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	2
	Friday
	Board of Directors Executive Committee(At the Call of the Chair) – CANCELED AND RESCHEDULED TO MONDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 2018 AT 9:00 A.M.
	9:00 a.m.
	1st Floor, Claremont Room 

	7
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Nominating Committee(At the Call of the Chair)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	7
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Regular Meeting
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	15
	Thursday
	Board of Directors Climate Protection Committee (Meets on the 3rd Thursday of every other Month) - CANCELLED
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	19
	Monday
	Board of Directors Stationary Source Committee (Meets on the 3rd Monday of every other Month) - CANCELLED
	9:00 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	19
	Monday
	Board of Directors Nominating Committee(At the Call of the Chair) – CANCELLED AND RESCHEDULED TO WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 2018
	9:00 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	19
	Monday
	Board of Directors Executive Committee(At the Call of the Chair)
	10:00 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	19
	Monday
	Board of Directors Special Meeting
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	21
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Regular Meeting
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)- CANCELLED
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	22
	Thursday
	Board of Directors Mobile Source Committee (Meets on the 4th Thursday of each Month)- CANCELLED
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor, Yerba Buena
	Room #109

	28
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Budget & Finance Committee (Meets on the 4th Wednesday of each Month)
	UDECEMBER 2018
	ROOM
	TIME
	DATE
	DAY
	TYPE OF MEETING
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	5
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Regular Meeting
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	17
	Monday
	Board of Directors Mobile Source Committee (Meets on the 4th Thursday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	19
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Regular Meeting
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor, Yerba Buena
	Room #109

	26
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Budget & Finance Committee (Meets on the 4th Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	27
	Thursday
	Board of Directors Mobile Source Committee (Meets on the 4th Thursday of each Month)
	UJANUARY 2019
	ROOM
	TIME
	DATE
	DAY
	TYPE OF MEETING
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	2
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Regular Meeting
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	TBD 

	16
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Special Meeting/Retreat
	(Meets on the 1st & 3rd Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room 

	17
	Thursday
	Board of Directors Climate Protection Committee (Meets on the 3rd Thursday of every other Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	21
	Monday
	Board of Directors Stationary Source Committee (Meets on the 3rd Monday of every other Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor, Yerba Buena
	Room #109

	23
	Wednesday
	Board of Directors Budget & Finance Committee (Meets on the 4th Wednesday of each Month)
	9:30 a.m.
	1st Floor Board Room

	24
	Thursday
	Board of Directors Mobile Source Committee (Meets on the 4th Thursday of each Month)
	MV – 10/31/18 –10:00 a.m.                             G/Board/Executive Office/Moncal
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	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
	of the Board of Directors
	From: Jack P. Broadbent
	Executive Officer/APCO
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	Board of Directors Regular Meeting
	Wednesday, October 17, 2018
	DRAFT MINUTES
	Note: Audio recordings of the meeting are available on the website of the
	Bay Area Air Quality Management District at
	31TUwww.baaqmd.gov/bodagendasU31T
	CALL TO ORDER
	Absent:  Directors Pauline Russo Cutter, Carole Groom, Tyrone Jue, Nate Miley, Pete Sanchez, and Shirlee Zane.
	Marcy Hiratzka

	Agenda_4_Communications
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson David Hudson and Members
	of the Board of Directors
	From: Jack P. Broadbent
	Executive Officer/APCO



	Agenda_5_Trace VOC authorization
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	DISCUSSION
	BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

	Agenda_6_Air District Wall History Display
	Agenda_7_Legislative Memo
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	DISCUSSION
	BUDGET CONSIDERATION/FINANCIAL IMPACT

	Agenda_8_PECCMtRpt_10192018
	URECOMMENDED ACTION

	Agenda_8_PECBackUp_10192018
	Agenda_4_WSTA Campaign-101918
	Agenda_5_HistoryDisplay_101918

	Agenda_9_TIOCMtRpt_10222018
	URECOMMENDED ACTION

	Agenda_9_TIOBackUp_10222018
	Agenda_4_ Staff Intro and Steering Committee
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members
	of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Background
	DISCUSSION

	Agenda_4_Attachment 1
	Agenda_5_Tech Assessment and Outreach
	Memorandum
	To:  Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members
	of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Background
	DISCUSSION

	Agenda_5_ Attachment 1
	Agenda_6_Loan Program Agreement
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members
	of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Background
	DISCUSSION

	Agenda_7_Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Cindy Chavez and Members
	of the Technology Implementation Office Steering Committee
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Background
	DISCUSSION


	Agenda_10_MSCCMtRpt_12518
	URECOMMENDED ACTION

	Agenda_10_MSCBackUp_10252018
	Agenda_4 _Grant Awards Over 100k
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members
	of the Mobile Source Committee

	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	BACKGROUND

	Agenda_4_Attachment 1 - Projects with grant awards greater than 100k
	Agenda_4_Attachment 2 - All CMP projects
	Agenda_4_Attachment 3 - TFCA approved and eligible projects
	Agenda_4_Attachment 4 - Status of Funding and Awards by County and Category
	Agenda_5 _FYE2020 TFCA CPM Policies
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members
	of the Mobile Source Committee

	RECOMMENDED ACTIONS
	Background
	DISCUSSION
	BUDGET CONSIDERATION / FINANCIAL IMPACT

	Agenda_5_Attachment A Proposed Policies
	Agenda_5_Attachment B Proposed Policies redlined
	Agenda_5_Attachment C Comments Received
	Agenda_6_Electric Vehicle Infrastructure and Fleet Incentive Programs
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members of the Mobile Source Committee Members
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Background
	DISCUSSION

	Agenda_7_SAFE
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Scott Haggerty and Members of the Mobile Source Committee Members
	RECOMMENDED ACTION
	Background
	DISCUSSION


	Agenda_11_ADVCMtRpt_10292018
	URECOMMENDED ACTION

	Agenda_11_ADVBackUp_10292018
	Agenda_4_Update on Air District Implementation of AB 617_cr-gn
	Agenda_5_Air Sensor International Conference
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Stan Hayes and Members  of the Advisory Council
	From: Jack P. Broadbent
	Executive Officer/APCO



	Agenda_6_Strategic Targets for AB 617 Implementation JAC_PM 2-gn
	Agenda_7_Advisory Council Election of Officers
	Memorandum
	To: Chairperson Stan Hayes and Members
	of the Advisory Council
	From: Jack P. Broadbent
	Executive Officer/APCO
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