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CHAPTER FOUR

THE ADOPTED PLAN AND IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE FOR
THE MAG 2012 FIVE PERCENT PLAN FOR PM-10

The new MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 contains a wide variety of existing control
measures and projects that have been implemented to reduce PM-10 and a new measure
designed to reduce PM-10 during high risk conditions, including high winds. While the
2007 Five Percent Plan was withdrawn, a wide range of control measures in that plan
continue to be implemented to reduce PM-10 and are being resubmitted. Table 4-1
includes the Arizona Statutes, Maricopa County Rules, a Maricopa County Ordinance, and
Appendices for the resubmitted measures and a new high risk measure to be approved into
the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for the Maricopa County Nonattainment Area.
The Arizona Revised Statutes listed in Table 4-1 are included in Appendix C, Exhibit 1.
The 2012 Five Percent Plan also includes contingency measures that were implemented
early such as PM-10 certified street sweeping on freeways and arterials, as well as the
projects completed in 2008-2011 that paved and stabilized unpaved roads, alleys and
shoulders; reduced speed limits; and overlaid highways with rubberized asphalt.

As described in Table 4-1, the Arizona Statutes, Maricopa County Rules, and Maricopa
County Ordinance include requirements to reduce PM-10 emissions from a broad range
of sources. The requirements apply to unpaved roads and shoulders, leaf blowers,
unpaved parking lots, vacant lots, sweeping streets with certified sweepers, off-road vehicle
use, open and recreational burning, residential woodburning, covered vehicle loads, dust
generating operations, nonmetallic mineral processing, and other unpermitted sources.

It is also important to note that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has approved
Maricopa County Rules 310 and 310.01 in 2010 and Rule 316 in 2009, as part of the State
Implementation Plan. Compliance with these rules has increased every year since 2007.
These Maricopa County rules reduce emissions from a wide variety of sources and apply
to the Maricopa County area. Maricopa County Rule 310 (Fugitive Dust from Dust-
Generating Operations) regulates fugitive dust emissions from sources and activities such
as: land clearing, earthmoving, weed abatement, excavating, construction, demolition, bulk
material handling, storage and transporting operations, outdoor equipment, motorized
machinery, staging areas, parking areas, material storage areas, haul roads, disturbed
surface areas, initial landscapes and trackout onto paved surfaces from these sources.

Maricopa County Rule 310.01 (Fugitive Dust from Non-Traditional Sources of Fugitive
Dust) regulates fugitive dust emissions from sources and activities such as: vehicle use in
open areas and vacant lots, open areas, vacant lots, unpaved parking lots, unpaved
roadways (including alleyways), easements, rights-of-way, access roads and trackout onto
paved surfaces from these activities.



Table 4-1

Arizona Statutes, Maricopa County Rules, Maricopa County Ordinance,

and Appendices to be Approved into the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10

for the Maricopa County Nonattainment Area

Arizona Revised Effective
Statutes (A.R.S.) Description Dates

A.R.S. § 9-500.04. |Air quality control; definitions [city and town requirements |9/19/07

Only A.3., A5, in Area A regarding targeting unpaved roads and

A.B., A.7., A.8., A.9. | shoulders; leaf blower restrictions; restrictions related to

and H. parking, maneuvering, ingress and egress areas and
vacant lots; requirement for certified street sweepers]

A.R.S. § 9-500.27. {Off-road vehicle ordinance; applicability; violation; |9/19/07
classification

AR.S. § 11-871. Emissions control; no burn; exemptions; penalty [no burn |9/19/07

Only A., B. and D.4. | restriction for any HPA day, increased civil penalty]

A.R.S. § 11-877. Air quality control measures [county leaf blower |[9/19/07
restrictions]

A.R.S. § 28-1098. | Vehicle loads; restrictions; civil penalties [for safety or air |9/19/07

Only A. and C.1. pollution prevention purpose]

A.R.S. § 49-424, Duties of department [develop and disseminate air quality | 7/20/11

Only 11. dust forecasts for the Maricopa County PM-10
nonattainment area]

A.R.S. § 49-457.01. | Leaf blower use restrictions and training; leaf blower |9/19/07
equipment sellers; informational material, outreach;
applicability

A.R.S. § 49-457.03. | Off-road vehicles; pollution advisory days; applicability; |9/19/07
penalties

A.R.S. § 49-457.04. | Off-highway vehicle and all-terrain vehicle dealers; |9/19/07
informational material; outreach; applicability

A.R.S. § 49-457.05. | Dust action general permit; best management practices; |7/20/11

Only A., B.,, C., D. |applicability; definitions

and I.

A.R.S. § 49-474.01. | Additional board duties in vehicle emissions control areas; {9/19/07

Only A4, A5, definitions [county requirements for stabilization of

AB6.,A7, A8, targeted unpaved roads, alleys and shoulders; restrictions

A.11., B. and H. related to parking, maneuvering, ingress and egress areas
and vacant lots; requirement for certified street sweepers]

A.R.S. § 49-474.05. | Dust control; training; site coordinators 9/19/07

A.R.S. § 49-474.06. | Dust control; subcontractor registration; fee 9/19/07

AR.S. § 49-501. Unlawful open burning; exceptions; civil penalty; definitions |9/19/07

Only A.2.,B.1.,C., [[ban on outdoor fires from May 1 to September 30;

F.and G. deletion of recreational purpose exemption; no burn day
restrictions; penalty provision]

A.R.S. § 49-541. Definitions [Area A] 8/9/01

Only 1.




Table 4-1 Continued

Maricopa County

Air Quality Effective
Department Rules Description Dates
310 Fugitive Dust from Dust-Generating Operations EPA approved
Adopted 1/27/10 and submitted to EPA 4/12/10 [Notice of |effective
Final Rulemaking 75 FR 78167; 12/15/10] 1/14/11
310.01 Fugitive Dust From Non-Traditional Sources of Fugitive |EPA approved
Dust effective
Adopted 1/27/10 and submitted to EPA 4/12/10 [Notice of |1/14/11
Final Rulemaking 75 FR 78167; 12/15/10]
314 Open Outdoor Fires and Indoor Fireplaces at Commercial |EPA approved
and Institutional Establishments effective
Adopted 3/12/08 and submitted to EPA 7/10/08 [Notice of [1/8/10
Final Rulemaking 74 FR 57612; 11/9/09]
316 Nonmetallic Mineral Processing EPA approved
Adopted 3/12/08 and submitted to EPA 7/10/08 [Notice of |effective
Final Rulemaking 74 FR 58553, 11/13/09] 1/8/10
Appendix C Fugitive Dust Test Methods EPA approved
Adopted 3/26/08 and submitted to EPA 7/10/08 [Notice of |effective
Final Rulemaking 75 FR 78167; 12/15/10] 1/14/11
Maricopa County Effective
Ordinance Description Dates
P-26 Residential Woodburning Restriction EPA approved
Adopted 3/26/08 and submitted to EPA 7/10/08; [Notice |effective
of Final Rulemaking 74 FR 57612; 11/9/09] 1/8/10
Effective
Appendices Description Dates
Appendix C, Arizona Revised Statutes Listed in Table 4-1
Exhibit 1
Appendix C, Maricopa County Resolution to Evaluate Measures in the |11/16/11
Exhibit 2 MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for the Maricopa
County Nonattainment Area
Appendix C, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Dust Action [12/30/11
Exhibit 3 General Permit
Appendix C, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Commitment
Exhibit 4 to Revise the MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for

the Maricopa County Nonattainment Area if Necessary for
the Emerging and Voluntary Measure







APPENDIX L, Exhibit 2:

MAG 2012 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for the Maricopa
County Nonattainment Area, Chapter Six: Table 6-22. 2008-
2012 PM-10 Reductions to Meet Contingency Requirements.







Table 6-22

2008-2012 PM-10 Reductions to Meet Contingency Requirements

2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012

Completed Projects implementing Entities (tons/year)
Sweep streets with PM-10 certified sweepers
Contracted sweeping of freeways, ramps and frontage ADOT 0 0 294 342] 344
roads - 100% compliant, effective 2/20/10
25 PM-10 certified sweepers purchased with CMAQ Cities, towns 59 116 153 154 155
funds: 1/1/07-12/31/09
Total for Street Sweeping 59 116 447 495| 499
Pave or stabilize existing public dirt roads and
alleys Cities, towns, Maricopa and Pinal County,
Paving/stabilization projects completed in 2008-2011 and Gila River Indian Community 461| 1,352| 2,124| 2,662| 2,625
Total for Road/Alley
Paving/Stabilization 461 1,352| 2,124} 2,662| 2,625
Lower speed limits on dirt roads and alleys
Speed limits lowered in 2008-2011 Cities, towns, Maricopa County 78 161 161 161
Total for Lower Speed Limits 78 161 161 161
Pave or stabilize unpaved shoulders
Paving/stabilization projects completed in 2008-2011 Cities, towns, Maricopa County 173 242 265 293 150
Total for Shoulder Paving/Stabilizing 173  242] 265 293| 150
Repave or overlay paved roads with rubberized
asphalt ADOT 0 3 3 3 3
Rubberized asphait overlays completed in 2008-2011
Total for Overlays 0 3 3 3 3
Total for Completed Projects 697 1,790 2,999| 3.,614| 3,439







APPENDIX M

REVISED MAG 1999 SERIOUS AREA PARTICULATE
PLAN FOR PM-10 EXCERPTS REGARDING CONTROL
MEASURE COMMITMENTS AND SCHEDULES

List of Exhibits:

Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for
PM-10 for the Maricopa County Nonattainment Area,
Chapter Seven: The Adopted Plan and Implementation
Schedule for the Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area
Particulate Plan for PM-10.

Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for
PM-10 for the Maricopa County Nonattainment Area,
Chapter V of Technical Support Document (TSD):
Evaluation of Committed Control Measures.







APPENDIX M, Exhibit 1:

Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10
for the Maricopa County Nonattainment Area, Chapter Seven:
The Adopted Plan and Implementation Schedule for the
Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM.







CHAPTER SEVEN

THE ADOPTED PLAN AND IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE FOR
THE REVISED MAG 1999 SERIOUS AREA PARTICULATE PLAN FOR PM-10

This Chapter discusses the Adopt Plan, Implementation Schedule and is part of the
process used to determine Best Available Control Measures. During the process of
developing this plan, the State and local governments reviewed the measures from the
Suggested List which were under their respective authorities. The Suggested List included
both particulate and carbon monoxide control measures since Serious Area plans for both
pollutants were being prepared in close proximity. In addition, several of the measures
impact both pollutants. Each entity then determined which measures were technologically
and economically feasible for implementation by that entity.

Formal resolutions with commitments to implement particulate and carbon monoxide
pollution control measures were received from the local governments, Maricopa County,
Arizona Department of Transportation, and Regional Public Transportation Authority. The
resolutions noted that Best Available Control Measures are required to be included in the
Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10.

These resolutions were reviewed in order to determine which measures received firm
commitments for inclusion in the MAG 1999 Particulate Plan for PM-10. According to the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), the criteria for a firm commitment
include: measures with the implementation, funding, and time frame specified; ongoing
programs; commitments to implement measures without a specific funding source
identified; commitments to draft documents; and commitments to conduct feasibility
studies. Jurisdictional support for a measure is not a firm commitment unless the
jurisdiction also agrees to enforce the measure. Measures were also analyzed by MAG
to determine which measures could be used for numeric credit towards attainment (see
Chapter Eight, Demonstration of Attainment Status). '

At the state level, the Arizona Legislature passed legislation for several air quality
measures in 1996, 1997 and 1998. Since legislation constitutes a firm commitment, these
measures were also included in the adopted plan. The primary pieces of legislation
included Senate Bill 1002 passed in a 1996 Special Session; House Bills 2237 and 2307
passed during the 1997 Regular Session; Senate Bills 1427 and 1269 and House Bill 2347
passed during the 1998 Regular Session; House Bill 2001 passed in a December 1998
Special Session, and House Bill 2254 passed during the 1999 Regular Session.

Collectively, a broad range of commitments were received from the State and local
governments for the measures in the adopted plan. These extensive commitments
demonstrate the level of effort that is being made to improve air quality. Many of these
measures impact all three pollutants: particulates, carbon monoxide, and ozone. In the
determination of attainment status, specific emissions reduction credits were not taken
where the basis for estimating air quality benefits was limited. However, in many cases
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these commitments will produce emission reductions above and beyond what has been
quantified in the evaluation of attainment status. These measures represent additional
efforts by the State and local jurisdictions to reduce emissions and improve air quality. It
is anticipated that as additional experience is gained in the implementation of these
measures over time, a more detailed assessment of their air quality benefits can be
developed and reported.

The resolutions from the respective entities and the State legislation are included in
Chapter Twelve and the corresponding commitment documents which accompany this
plan.

The effective implementation of the measures in the adopted plan is an important element
in expeditious air quality improvement. Based upon the Clean Air Act, the PM-10
attainment date for Serious Areas is December 31, 2001. If an extension of the attainment
date is granted, the attainment date would be no later than December 31, 2006. Effective
and expeditious implementation enhances the achievement of the standard by the
attainment date and the continued maintenance of that standard.

COMMITTED MEASURES AND IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULES

Based upon the commitments made by the State and local jurisdictions, the following
describes the measures in the adopted plan and their schedule for implementation. The
commitments involve the implementation of New Measures; Existing Measures Which Are
Being Strengthened; and Additional Commitments for Measures Not on the Suggested List
(see Table 7-1). The year in which the commitment was made is reflected in the left
margin.

PART 1: NEW MEASURES

1. Phased -In Emission Test Cutpoints

1997 H Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2237 in 1997 which contains an
appropriation of $120,000 from the State General Fund to the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality to develop and implement an
alternative test protocol to reduce the false failure rates associated with the
more stringent pass-fail standards for the Vehicle Emissions Testing
Program (Section 19 of H.B. 2237).
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TABLE 7-1

SERIOUS AREA PARTICULATE PLAN FOR PM-10
COMMITTED MEASURES

PART 1: NEW MEASURES

CoOoNORWN=

13.
14.
15.

16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.
22.
23.

24,
25.
26.
27.

Phased -In Emission Test Cutpoints . ......... ... .. ... ... ... ......
Enhanced Emission Testing of Constant Four-Wheel Drive Vehicles .......
One-Time Waiver from Vehicle Emissions Test .. ......................
Increased Waiver Repair Limit Options ............ ... .. ..
Gross Polluter Option for I/M Program Waivers .. ......................
Catalytic Converter Replacement Program ...........................
Vehicle Repair Grant Program . . ... .. ... e
Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program .. ......................
Tougher Enforcement of Vehicle Registration and Emissions

TestCompliance . . ... ...
Random Roadside Testing of Diesel Vehicles .........................
Snap Acceleration Test for Heavy-Duty Diesel ... ................ ... ...
Require Pre-1988 Heavy-Duty Diesel Commercial Vehicles

Registered in the Nonattainment Area to Meet 1988 Federal

Emissions Standards; Provide Incentives to Encourage

Voluntary Accelerated Vehicle Replacement By the Year 2004 ..........
Short-Term Reformulation: June 1, 1998 - September 30,1998 ........ ...
Long - Term Fuel Reformulation: From and After May 1, 1999 ............
Winter Fuel Reformulation:. California Phase 2 Reformulated

Gasoline with 3.5 Percent Oxygen Content November 1 through

March 31 . ..
Limit Sulfur Content of Diesel Fuel OQilto 500 ppm . .....................
Diesel Fuel Samplingand Reporting ....... ... ... . . . . . ..
Alternative Fuel Vehicles for Local Governments, School Districts and

Federal Government/Low Emission Vehicle Requirements .............
Alternative Fuel Vehicles for State Government/Low Emission

Vehicle Requirements .. ....... .. ... . i
Alternative Fuel Vehicle and Equipment Tax Incentives/Low

Emission Vehicle Requirements .. .......... ...,
Public Awareness Program for Alternative Fuels . ......................
National Low Emission Vehicle Program . ............. ... .. ... ......
Voluntary Gasoline Vehicle Retirement Program/Maricopa County

Travel Reduction Program .............. .. ... ... .. .. . i
Oxidation Catalyst for Heavy Duty Diesel Vehicles .....................
Mass Transit Alternatives .. ... ... . i
Develop Intelligent Transportation Systems ........... ... ... ... ......
Special Event Controls-Required Implementation from List of

Approved Strategies . ... . e



TABLE 7-1

SERIOUS AREA PARTICULATE PLAN FOR PM-10
COMMITTED MEASURES(Continued)

28. Voluntary Lawn Mower Emissions Reduction Program .. ...............
29. Off-Road Vehicle and Engine Standards . ........................ ...
30. Encourage the Use of Temporary Electrical Power Lines Rather

than Portable Generators at Construction Sites . ....................
31. Defer Emissions Associated With Governmental Activities . .............
32. Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinances . ........... ... .. i,
33. Public Information Program on Wood Stoves and Wood Heat ...........
34. Encourage Limitations on Vehicle Idling . ... .......... ... .. ... ... ...
35. Expansionof Area ABoundaries ............ ... i i
36. Voluntary No-Drive Days . ........ ...
37. Analysis of Intersource Credit Trading and Banking Program ............
38. PM-10 Best Available Control Technology (BACT) Determinations

for Stationary Sources ........ .. . .
39. Strengthening and Better Enforcement of Fugitive Dust Control Rules . . ...
40. Reduce Particulate Emissions from Unpaved Roads and Alleys ..........
41. Reduce Particulate Emissions from Unpaved Shoulders on

Targeted Arterials . ...
42. Low Speed LimitforUnpavedRoads .......................... e
43. Use of Petroleum Products for Public Road and Street Maintenance ... ...
44, Crack Seal Equipment . ... ... ... . . . .
45. Reduce Particulate Emissions from Unpaved Parking Lots ..............
46. Reduce Particulate Emissions from Vacant Disturbed Lots . .......... ...
47. Dust Control Plans for Construction/Land Clearing and Industrial

Sites (Including Active Landfills), With Elements Addressing

Trackout Prevention, Site and Material Maintenance, Construction

Staging, and High Wind Operating Restrictions . ....................
48. Dust Abatement and Management Plan for State Lands ................
49. Agricultural Best Management Practices ................. ... .. .....
50. PM-10 Efficient Street Sweepers . ...,
51. Research in Areas with High Particulate Emissions .. ..................
52. Restaurant CharbroilerControls .......... .. ... .. .. .. ...
53. PM-10 Episode Thresholds . ......... ... . . ...

PART 2: EXISTING MEASURES WHICH ARE BEING STRENGTHENED

54. RemoteSensing ................... .. ....... e
55. Expansion of Public Transportation Programs ........................
56. Employer Rideshare Program Incentives . .................. .. .......
57. Preferential Parking for Carpools and Vanpools . . .....................
58. Coordinate Traffic Signal Systems . ....... ... ... ... . i
59. Reduce Traffic Congestion at Major Intersections .. ...................

7-4



TABLE 7-1

SERIOUS AREA PARTICULATE PLAN FOR PM-10
COMMITTED MEASURES(Continued)

60. Site-Specific Transportation Control Measures . ...................... 7-213
61. Encouragement of Bicycle Travel .. ...... ... ... . ... 7-218
62. Development of Bicycle Travel Facilites ............................ 7-226
63. Alternative Work Schedules . ..................... e 7-232
64. Land Use/Development Alternatives . ........... .. .. ... ... .. ..... 7-238
65. Encouragement of Pedestrian Travel .. ............ ... ... .. ... 7-245
66. Restrictions on the Use of Gasoline-Powered Blowers for Landscaping
Maintenance . ... .. . e 7-253
67. Alternative FuelsforFleets . ...... ... .. .. . . .. 7-256
68. Areawide Public Awareness Programs . . ........ ... i 7-256

69. Paving, Vegetating and Chemically Stabilizing Unpaved Access Points
Onto Paved Roads (Especially Adjacent to Construction/Industrial Sites) . .. 7-257
70. Curbing, Paving or Stabilizing Shoulders on Paved Roads (Includes
Painting Stripe on Outside of TravelLane) .. ........ ... ... ... ..... 7-265
71. Frequent Routine Sweeping or Cleaning of Paved Roads ............... 7-271

PART 3: ADDITIONAL COMMITMENTS FOR MEASURES NOT ON THE SUGGESTED
LIST

72. Encouragementof Vanpooling ....... ... ... .. . .. . 7-278
73. Trip Reduction Program . .. ... .. e 7-278
74, Parkand Ride Lots . ..., ... . 7-279
75. Encouragement of Telecommuting, Teleworking and Teleconferencing . ... 7-279
76. Promotion of High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes and By-Pass Ramps . . ... ... 7-281
77. Additional Dust Confrol Measures .............. . iiiiiiiann., 7-281



1998

1998

In 1998, the Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 which requires that
vehicles in Area A and B be emissions tested. The vehicles subject to the
Vehicle Emissions Inspection Program that have been included within the
new boundaries of Area A are required to comply beginning from and after
December 31, 1998. The newest five model year vehicles are exempted
from the Vehicle Emissions Inspection Program on a rolling basis. Owners
of these vehicles are required to pay an in lieu fee equivalent to the price of
the test unless they choose to take and pay for an emissions test. The in
lieu fees will be deposited into the Arizona Clean Air Fund. S.B. 1427 also
allows the Vehicle Emissions Inspection contract to be extended for three
additional years (A.R.S. 49-542, 49-543, 49-545 and Section 41 of S.B.
1427).

In addition, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality will be
implementing Interim Test Cutpoints for the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program until issues are resolved with the final test cutpoints for the I/M 240
Program. The Interim Cutpoints were selected in an attempt to achieve the
following failure rates in all three vehicle class categories (Light Duty
Gasoline Vehicles, Light Duty Gasoline Trucks 1, and Light Duty Gasoline
Trucks 2: 50 percent for Model Years 1981-85; 25 percent for 1986 to 1989
model years, and 10 percent for Model Years 1990-93).

The Arizona Legislature, in a December 1998 Special Session, passed H.B.
2001 which extended the duration of the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program from January 1, 1999 to December 31, 2001. The bill included a
statement of intent that the Legislature intends to ensure a cost-effective
Vehicles Emissions Inspection Program which meets the objectives of
ensuring clean air while not unduly burdening vehicle owners.
Accomplishing the air quality goals will include implementation of the final
cutpoints for the transient loaded emissions test (Section 1 and Section 7 of
H.B. 2001 and Section 5. Laws 1989, Chapter 225, Section 10, as amended
by Laws 1991, Chapter 8, Section 11 as amended with Section 10. Delayed
Repeal).

- To improve the effectiveness of the program, H.B. 2001 also established a

Vehicle Emissions Inspection Legislative Study Committee composed of five
members of the Arizona House of Representatives and five members of the
Arizona Senate. The role of the Committee is to review and make
recommendations regarding the following issues on or before December 15,
1999:

1. The amount of pollution that is above the allowable standard
and that is emitted by vehicles that receive waivers.
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1999

10.

11.
12,

13.

14.

The actual net reduction of pollution by vehicles that fail the
Vehicle Emissions Inspection and then subsequently pass the
Vehicle Emissions Inspection.

Assistance to owners of motor vehicles that receive a one- tlme
waiver and that subsequently cannot be registered. '
The decentralization of the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program.

The fostering of a competitive market for the Vehicle
Emissions Inspection Program.

The requirement that a motor vehicle pass an emissions
inspection test before it is registered.

The cost benefit relationship of the Vehicle Emissions
Inspection Program.

A comparison of low Vehicle Emissions Inspection Program
are operated in other jurisdictions and in this state.

The cost benefit relationship of all programs funded by the

~ Vehicle Emissions Inspection Testing and Administrative Fee.

The use of vehicle emissions inspection stations throughout
Maricopa County and Pima County by day, week and month
and methods to even-out demand at vehicle emissions
inspection stations to continue reasonable wait times.

The need for additional vehicle emissions inspection stations.
The funding requirements of the Vehicle Inspection Program
through December 31, 2001.

The effectiveness of the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program in reducing air pollution.

Any other issues related to the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program that the Committee deems appropriate (Section 6 of
H.B. 2001).

In 1999, the Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2254 which changes the
statutory repeal of the Vehicle Emissions Inspection Program to a sunset
provision. According to A.R.S. 41-3009.01, the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program terminates on January 1, 2009 and Title 49, Chapter 3, Article 5 is
repealed on July 1, 2009 (A.R.S. 41-3009.01).

Regarding the emissions inspection agreement with an independent
contractot, the following applies for any contract that takes effect beginning
on or after January 1, 2002:

1.

The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality is required
to report at the end of each calendar quarter to the Joint
Legislative Budget Committee on the status of the contract
process, discussions, development of the request for proposal,
contract negotiations, and any other information as may be
requested.
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2. The contract terms are subject to prior review by the Joint
Legislative Budget Committee before placement of any
advertisement relating to requests for proposal.

3. Any proposed modification or amendment to the contract is
subject to prior review by the Joint Legislative Budget
Committee (A.R.S. 49-545 H.).

H.B. 2254 also requires each vehicle that is owned by the United States
government and that is domiciled in this state for more than ninety
consecutive days and each vehicle owned by a state or political subdivision
of this state to comply with A.R.S. 49-542. On compliance, the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality will issue a government entity
compliance sticker for the vehicle. The government entity compliance sticker
will be placed on the vehicle as prescribed by rules adopted by the
Department (A.R.S. 49-557).

If the vehicle does not have a current government entity compliance sticker,
a law enforcement officer will issue a citation to the vehicle operator for a

'violation. On receipt of the abstract of conviction for a violation, the Arizona

Department of Transportation will immediately suspend the privilege to
operate the vehicle on the highways of the state until the vehicle complies
with A.R.S. 49-542. . '

Collectively, the provisions in H.B. 2254 that apply to the Phased-In Emission
Test Cutpoints include A.R.S. 41-3009.01, 49-545 H., 49-557, and Section
7 of H.B. 2254,

2. Enhanced Emission Testing of Constant Four-Wheel Drive Vehicles

1998 H

1999

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires motor vehicles,
including constant four-wheel drive vehicles, manufactured in or after Model
Year 1981, with a gross vehicle weight rating of 8,500 pounds or less, other
than diesel powered vehicles, to take and pass a transient load emissions
test (I/M 240). Previously, constant four-wheel drive vehicles were required
to pass a curb idle emissions test (A.R.S. 49-542).

In 1999, the Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2254 which requires the
Director of the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality to administer
a biennial emissions inspection program that requires the inspection of
constant four-wheel drive vehicles manufactured in or after Model Year 1981
with a gross vehicle weight rating of 8,500 pounds or less, other than diesel
vehicles. These vehicles will be required to take and pass a transient loaded
emissions test. The Director will adopt minimum emissions standards and
rules for the program (A.R.S. 49-541.01 A.).
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These provisions of A.R.S. 49-541.01 A. apply to vehicles owned by a
person who is subject to A.R.S. 15-1444 or A.R.S. 15-1627 and for those
vehicles registered outside of the area defined in A.R.S. 49-541.01 C. but
used to commute to the driver's principal place of employment located within
the area defined in A.R.S. 49-541.01 C.

The program will be effective in the following areas (A.R.S. 49-541.01 C):

1. In Maricopa County:

Township 8 North, Range 2 East And Range 3 East
Township 7 North, Range 2 West Through Range 5 East
Township 6 North, Range 2 West Through Range 6 East
Township 5 North, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East
Township 4 North, Range 2 West Through Range 8 East
Township 3 North, Range 2 West Through Range 8 East
Township 2 North, Range 2 West Through Range 8 East
Township 1 North, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East
Township 1 South, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East
Township 2 South, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East

2. In Pinal County: ,

Township 1 North, Range 8 East And Range 9 East
Township 1 South, Range 8 East And Range 9 East -
Township 2 South, Range 8 East And Range 9 East
Township 3 South, Range 7 East Through Range 9 East

3. In Yavapai County:
Township 7 North, Range 1 East And Range 1 West Through Range 2 West

The biennial emissions inspection program for constant four-wheel drive
vehicles is conditionally effective from and after January 1, 2002 if legislation
is enacted to continue a Vehicle Emissions Inspection Program in a
nonattainment area or maintenance area as defined in A.R.S. 49-401.01.
This provision is in Section 8 of H.B. 2254, In addition, the program ends on
July 1, 2009 pursuant to A.R.S. 41-3102.

H.B. 2254 specifies that a person who violates this article (Article 5. Vehicle
Emissions Inspection Program) or any rule of the Director adopted under this
article is guilty of a Class 2 misdemeanor. A person who makes or issues
any imitation or counterfeit of any official certificate or cettifications of
inspection or waiver is guilty of a Class 5 felony. A person who knowingly
demands or collects a fee for the inspection of a vehicle other than the fee
fixed by the Director for the inspection of vehicles of the same class is guilty
of a Class 2 misdemeanor.

7-9



A person who violates A.R.S. 49-541.01 B. is subject to a civil penalty of 100
dollars for a first violation. For a second violation of Subsection B within a
one year period, a court will impose a civil penalty of 300 dollars. A court will
impose a civil penalty of 25 dollars for a first time violation of Subsection B
if the owner presents evidence that the vehicle is in compliance with this
article (A.R.S. 49-541.01 D. and E.).

Collectively, the provisions in H.B. 2254 that apply to the Enhanced
Emissions Testing of Constant Four-Wheel Drive Vehicles include A.R.S. 49-
541.01 A, B, C, D, E, and F, and Section 8 of H.B. 2254.

3. One-Time Waiver from Vehicle Emissions Test

1996 H Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1002 in 1996 which limits the issuance of

a waiver for failure to comply with the emission testing requirements to one-
time only beginning January 1, 1997 (A.R.S. 49-542 D.).

1997 Also, the Arizona Legislature passed House Bill 2237 in 1997 which requires
the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality to submit a report on one-
time vehicle waivers to the Governor, President of the Senate, and Speaker
of the House of Representatives by September 30,1997. The report is
required to include: a description of the air quality benefits from the measure;
recommendations on making the provision more effective, considering the
impact on motorists; and recommendations on improving motorists access
to the repair grant program (Section 25 of H.B. 2237).

4, Increased Waiver Repair Limit Options

1998 H Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which increases the amount
a person must spend to repair a failing 1967-1974 vehicle in Area A to qualify
for a waiver. The increased amount is $200 rather than the previous $100
(A.R.S. 49-542).

5. Gross Polluter Option for I/M Program Waivers

1998 ®  Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires that in order
to obtain a waiver from compliance with the Vehicle Emissions Inspection
Program, the owner of a vehicle emitting more than twice the emission
standard has to repair the vehicle sufficiently to reduce the emission levels
to less than twice the standard (A.R.S. 49-542).
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6. Catalyvtic Converter Replacement Program

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires a person

. whose vehicle fails the Vehicles Emissions Inspection Test due to a faulty

catalytic converter to replace it in Area A. These vehicles are not eligible for
a waiver. The catalytic converter replacements are exempt from the existing
repair cost limits for qualification for a waiver. Also, $275,000 was
appropriated from the State General Fund to the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality for fiscal year 1998-1999 to the utilization of the
Vehicle Repair Grant Program and to implement the Catalytic Converter
Replacement Program (A.R.S. 49-542 and Section 39 of S.B. 1427).

7. Vehicle Repair Grant Program

1998 H

1998

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which appropriates $275,000
from the State General Fund to the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality for fiscal year 1998-1999 to improve the utilization of the Vehicle
Repair Grant Program and to implement the Catalytic Converter
Replacement Program. The Vehicle Repair Grant Program also applies to
Area A (Section 39 of S.B. 1427).

The Arizona Legislature, in a December 1998 Special Session, passed H.B.
2001 which further enhanced the utilization of the Vehicle Repair Grant
Program. For a vehicle that is issued a certificate of waiver after January 1,
1997, the vehicle’s owner is eligible for a single grant from the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality without regard to participation in or
eligibility for the food stamp program (A.R.S. 49-542 S. 1.)

8. Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires Maricopa
County to establish and coordinate a Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit
Program in Area A. The County is required to-coordinate the program with
the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and Arizona Department
of Transportation. The program is required to begin by January 1, 1999 and
provide for quantifiable emissions reductions based on actual emissions
testing performed on the vehicle before repair and retrofit.

A vehicle owner may patticipate in the program if all of the following criteria
are met: 1. The owner is willing to participate in the program. 2. The vehicle
is functionally operational. 3. The vehicle has been titled in this state and
registered in Area A for at least twenty-four months. 4. The vehicle is at least
twelve years older than the current model year passenger car or light duty
truck. 5. The vehicle fails the emissions test. It is important to note that
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vehicles that are not required to take the emissions inspection test are not
eligible to participate in the program.

The County is required to develop a Pilot Emissions Control Repair and
Retrofit Program in cooperation with the ADEQ that has the following
provisions:

1. Vehicle owners who qualify for the repair and retrofit program will pay
the first $100 as a co-payment.

2. Vehicle owners that require more than $500 in repair costs or $650 in
retrofit parts and labor costs are not eligible unless the vehicle owner
chooses to pay additional costs.

Diesel powered motor vehicles with a gross vehicle rating of more than 8,500
pounds that are registered in Area A which fail any random roadside vehicle
test conducted by the State are eligible for up to $1,000 in repair or retrofit
costs from the program. Qualified vehicle owners will be responsible for one-
half of the costs of the qualified repairs and the other one-half of the costs
will be funded from the program up to $1,000. No more than 20 percent of
the program funds in any year may be used for these purposes.

S.B. 1427 also establishes a Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program
Fund consisting of monies appropriated by the Legislature and political
subdivisions and gifts, grants, and donations. S.B. 1427 includes an
appropriation of $800,000 from the State General Fund in fiscal year 1998~
1999 for the Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program Fund.

The County Board of Supervisors is required to appoint an advisory
committee composed of representatives from the Arizona Department of
Transportation, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, and the
parties affected by the Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program,
including automobile hobbyists and the automotive after-market products
industry. The role of the committee is to advise and make recommendations
on the development and implementation of the program.

By December 1 of each year, the County is required to prepare a report on
the Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program that includes the nhumber
of vehicles repaired or retrofitted by model year, the cost effectiveness of the
program in terms of dollars spent per ton of vehicle emissions reductions,
any recommendations for improving the effectiveness of the program, and
the administrative costs of the program. The report is required to be
submitted to the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Arizona
Department of Transportation, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
President of the Senate, Governor, Secretary of State, and Director of the
Arizona Department of Library, Archives, and Public Records (A.R.S. 49-
474.03 and Section 34 and 36 of S.B. 1427).
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o. . Tougher Enforcement of Vehicle Registration and Emissions Test Compliance

1997 H

1998 H

1999

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that this measure would use
additional methods to increase the registration compliance of residents.
According to the December 1996 Report of the Governor's Air Quality
Strategies Task Force, the Motor Vehicle Division (MVD) of the Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) has instituted a comprehensive
enforcement program. Three key elements of the new program are a
Registration Enforcement Team, a Registration Enforcement Tracking
System, and a New Resident Tracking Program. Through public
participation, consistent policy and procedure application, and new tracking
methods, MVD will enforce the Arizona registration laws to ensure vehicles
in question are registered properly. This will be an ongoing effort.

Another phase of the Program is an initiative to coordinate ADOT efforts with
other law enforcement agencies to assist MVD personnel in enforcing
registration compliance. Other initiatives include a system user agreement
between MVD and the City Courts to utilize information in conjunction with
registration compliance and discussions with U.S. West for obtaining
information relating to new connect customers.

The Registration Compliance Program began in January 1994 with one full
time employee responding only to complaints. In April of 1996, this program
was enhanced with five MVD officers periodically conducting a statewide
effort locating and issuing warning notices on vehicles suspected of being in
violation of Arizona registration laws. This effort resulted in a substantial
increase in Vehicle Licenses Tax (VLT) for 1996. As the program continues,
there will be an enhanced focus on the local vehicles not in compliance.

Administration of the program began with a required staff time equivalent to
one full time employee. Currently, the required staff time is equivalent to
eight full time employees. Additional staff requirements for the initial phase
of the Registration Compliance Program will require a total of 12 full time
(active) employees and one supervisor. The funding allocated for
implementation of the Registration Compliance Program is included as part
of the overall MVD budget.

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires school districts
and special districts in Area A to prohibit parking in employee parking lots by
employees who have not complied with emissions testing requirements.
Cities, towns, and counties in Area A and Area B are currently subject to this
provision (A.R.S. 49-552).

In 1999, the Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2254 which requires each
vehicle that is owned by the United States government and that is domiciled
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in this state for more than ninety consecutive days and each vehicle that is
owned by a state or political subdivision of this state to comply with A.R.S.
49-542. On compliance, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
will issue a government entity compliance sticker for the vehicle. The
government entity compliance sticker will be placed on the vehicle as
prescribed by rules adopted by the Department.

If the vehicle does not have a current government entity compliance sticker,
a law enforcement officer will issue a citation to the vehicle operator for a
violation. On receipt of the abstract of conviction for a violation, the Arizona
Department of Transportation will immediately suspend the privilege to
operate the vehicle on the highways of the state until the vehicle complies
with A.R.S. 49-542 (A.R.S. 49-557).

H.B. 2254 specifies that a person who violates this article (Article 5. Vehicle
Emissions Inspection Program) or any rule of the Director adopted under this
article is guilty of Class 2 misdemeanor. A person who makes or issues any
imitation or counterfeit of an official certificate or cettificates of inspection or
waiver is guilty of a Class 5 felony. A person who knowingly demands or
collects a fee for the inspection of a vehicle other than the fee fixed by the
Director for the inspection of vehicles of the same class is guilty of a Class
2 misdemeanor.

A person who violates A.R.S. 49-541.01 B. is subject to a civil penalty of 100
dollars for a first violation. For a second violation of Subsection B within a
one year period, a court will impose a civil penalty of 300 dollars. A court will
impose a civil penalty of 25 dollars for a first time violation of Subsection B
if the owner presents evidence that the vehicle is in compliance with this
article (A.R.S. 49-541.01 D. and E.).

Collectively, the provisions in H.B. 2254 that apply to Tougher Enforcement
of Vehicle Registration and Emissions Test Compliance include A.R.S. 49-
557 and 49-541.01 D. and E.

10. Random Roadside Testing of Diesel Vehicles

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality to implement a pilot random roadside
emissions testing program for diesel vehicles over 8,500 pounds using the
snap acceleration test developed by the Society of Automotive Engineers
(J 1167). This program will not be implemented unless the Directors of the
Arizona Department of Transportation and Arizona Department of Public
Safety agree that the program can be conducted safely and in compliance
with federal regulations relating to interstate travel and safety.
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If the program is implemented by November 15, 1999, the ADEQ Director will
report on the results of the pilot program, including pass and fail rates, the
nature of the registration of the failing vehicles, the extent of noncompliance
of the failing vehicles, and recommendations for implementation of a
permanent program. The report will be transmitted to the Governor, Speaker
of the House of Representatives, and President of the Senate (Section 35
of S.B. 1427).

11.  Snap Acceleration Test for Heavy-Duty Diesel

1996 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1002 in 1996 which requires that beginning
on March 1, 1997, a diesel powered motor vehicle applying for registration
or reregistration in Area A more than 33 months after the date of initial
registration shall be required to take and pass an annual emissions test
conducted at an official emissions inspection station or a fleet emissions
inspection station as follows: ’

B a loaded, transient or any other form of test as provided for in rules
adopted by the Director for vehicles with a gross vehicle weight rating
of 8,500 pounds or less.

L a test that conforms with the Society of Automotive Engineers
Standard J1667 for vehicles with a gross vehicle weight rating of more
than 8,500 pounds (A.R.S. 49-542 F.2.(d).).

12. Require Pre-1988 Heavy-Duty Diesel Commercial Vehicles Registered in the

Nonattainment Area to Meet 1988 Federal Emissions Standards; Provide Incentives

to Encourage Voluntary Accelerated Vehicle Replacement By the Year 2004

1996 H

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1002 in 1996 which requires that beginning
on January 1, 2004, a diesel powered motor vehicle with a gross vehicle
weight of more than 26,000 pounds and for which gross weight fees are paid
pursuant to Section 28-206 in Area A will not be allowed to operate in Area
A unless it was manufactured in or after the 1988 model year or is powered
by an engine that is certified to meet or surpass emissions standards
contained in 40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 86.088-11. This does
not apply to vehicles that are registered pursuant to Title 28, Chapter 2,
Article 1.1. (A.R.S. 49-542 F.7.).

Regarding incentives to encourage accelerated replacement by the year

2004, the Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which provided that
diesel powered motor vehicles with a gross vehicle rating of more than 8,500
pounds that are registered in Area A which fail any random roadside vehicle
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test conducted by the State are eligible for up to $1,000 in repair or retrofit
costs from the Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program. Qualified
vehicle owners will be responsible for one-half of the costs of the qualified
repairs and the other one-half of the costs will be funded from the program

up to $1,000. No more than 20 percent of the program funds in any year-

may be used for these purposes. The Voluntary Vehicle Repair and Retrofit
Program is administered by Maricopa County in coordination with the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality and Arizona Department of
Transportation (A.R.S. 49-474.03 and Sections 34 and 36 of S.B. 1427).

13.  Short-Term Reformulation: June 1, 1998 - September 30, 1998

1997 H

Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2307 in 1997 which contains requirements
for the sale of gasoline for June 1998 - September 30, 1998 in Area A,
subject to an appropriate waiver granted under Section 211 (c)(4) of the
Clean Air Act, that meets the following fuel reformulation options:

u California Phase 2 Reformulated Gasoline, including alternative
formulations allowed by the predictive model, as adopted by the
California Air Resources Board pursuant to the Californian Code of
Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2261 through 2262.7 and 2265, in
effect on January 1, 1997, that meets the maximum 7.0 pound per
square inch (psi) summertime vapor pressure requirements in A.R.S.
Section 41-2083, Subsection F.

= Gasoline that meets the standards for Federal Phase | Reformulated
Gasoline, as provided in 40 CFR Section 80.41, paragraphs (a)
through (h), in effect on January 1, 1997, that meets the maximum 7.0
psi summertime vapor pressure requirement in A.R.S. Section 41-
2083, Subsection F.

14. Long - Term Fuel Reformulation: From and After May 1, 1999

1997 H

Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2307 in 1997 which contains requirements

for the sale of gasoline from and after May 1, 1999 in Area A, subject to an

appropriate waiver granted under Section 211 (c)(4) of the Clean Air Act, that

meets the following fuel reformulation options:

= California Phase 2 Reformulated Gasoline, including alternative
formulations allowed by the predictive model, as adopted by the
California Air Resources Board pursuant to the California Code of
Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2261 through 2262.7 and 2265, in
effect on January 1, 1997, that meets the maximum 7.0 psi
summertime vapor pressure requirements in A.R.S. Section 41-2083,
Subsections D and F.
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Gasoline that meets the standards for Federal Phase Il Reformulated
Gasoline, as provided in 40 CFR Section 80.41, paragraphs (a)
through (h), in effect on January 1, 1997, that meets the maximum 7.0
psi summertime vapor pressure requirement in A.R.S. Section 41-
2083 Subsections D and F. o

From and after November 1 through March 31 of each year, both of
these fuels are required to meet the oxygenated fuel requirements in
A.R.S. 41-21283.

By September 15, 1997, the Director of the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality in consultation with the Director of the Weights and Measures, is required
to adopt rules for the 1998 and 1999 fuel reformulation requirements.

House Bill 2307 also provides that if the Environmental Protection Agency fails to
approve the sale and use of both reformulated gasolines, the Director of the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality will adopt standards by rule for one of the
following fuels:

A gasoline that meets standards for Federal Phase Il Reformulated
Gasoline, as provided in 40 C.F.R. Section 80.41, paragraphs (a)
through (h) in effect on January 1, 1997, that meets the maximum
vapor pressure requirements of A.R.S. Section 41-2083, Subsections
D and F. In addition, the requirements of A.R.S. Section 41-2123
must be met November 1 through March 31 of each year.

California Phase 2 Reformulated Gasoline, including alternative
formulations allowed by the predictive model, as adopted by the
California Air Resources Board pursuant to the California Code of
Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2261 through 2262.7 and 2265, in
effect on January 1, 1997, that meets the maximum vapor pressure
requirements of A.R.S. Section 41-2083, Subsections D and F. In
addition, the requirements of A.R.S. Section 41-2123 must be met
November 1 through March 31 of each year.

15.  Winter Fuel Reformulation: California Phase 2 Reformulated Gasoline with 3.5

Percent Oxygen Content November 1 through March 31

1998 H Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2347 in 1998 which contains requirements
for all gasoline produced and shipped to Maricopa County and sold or
offered for sale for use in motor vehicles in Area A from and after November
1, 2000 through March 31, 2001 and from the period beginning November
1 through March 31 of each subsequent year. The fuel must comply with the
standards for California Phase 2 Reformulated Gasoline, including
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alternative reformulations allowed by the predictive model, as adopted by the
California Air Resources Board, and must meet the maximum vapor pressure
requirements of 9 pounds per square inch in A.R.S. 41-2083, Subsections
D and F. The fuel must also contain a minimum oxygen content by weight
of 3.5 percent as required in A.R.S. 41-2123, Subsection A, Paragraph 2.

From November 1, 2000 through March 31, 2001 and each winter season of
November through March thereafter, the Director of the Arizona Department
of Weights and Measures is required to determine the average levels of the
constituents in the gasoline sold or offered for sale in Area A. The Director
of the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality must analyze the data
and no later than July 1, 2001 and each July thereafter, determine the
average daily carbon monoxide reductions resulting from the use of the
gasoline during the preceding winter season. If the average daily carbon
monoxide reductions resulting from the gasoline are less than 90 percent of
the goal of 32 tons per day in 2001, 31 tons per day in 2003 and 30 tons per
day in 2005, 29 tons per day in 2007, or 28 tons per day in 2009, the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality will immediately notify the Governor,
President of the Senate, and Speaker of the Arizona House of
Representatives.

Also, any registered supplier or oxygenate blender may petition the Director
of the Department of Weights and Measures to authorize the use of other
oxygenates if an ethanol shortage is imminent. A petition must: (a) Identify
specific supply conditions that will result in a shortage of ethanol. (b) Identify
which oxygenate or oxygenates will be blended into gasoline for sale or use
in Area A. (c) Demonstrate that the alternative oxygenate blend comes
closest to meseting a 3.5 percent by weight oxygen content at reasonable
cost. (d) Specify a time period for compliance with any provision of A.R.S.
41-2123, Subsection A, not to exceed 60 days.

The Director of Weights and Measures will either grant or deny the petition
within seven days of its receipt. The decision to grant a waiver will be
_ equally equitable to all registered suppliers or oxygenate blenders. The
petition may be reauthorized for up to 30 days if the shortage conditions
continue. The Director of the Arizona Department of Weights and Measures
is required to consult with the Director of the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality prior to granting, reauthorizing or denying any petition.

The legislation specifies the intent of the Legislature to re-evaluate the
existing authorized measures as well as alternative measures if this winter
gasoline reformulation does not result in the carbon monoxide emission
benefits specified in the bill (A.R.S. 41-2124).
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16. Limit Sulfur Content of Diesel Fuel Oil to 500 ppm

1996 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1002 in 1996 which prohibits the sale of
Diesel fuel (including off-road) in Area A that contains in excess of 500 ppm
sulfur. In addition, federal regulations require that on-road Diesel fuel sold
throughout the contiguous U.S. have a maximum sulfur content of 0.05
percent by weight (500 ppm). These provisions are contained in A.R.S. 41-
2083J.

17. Diesel Fuel Sampling and Reporting

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires that beginning
on January 1, 1999 through July 1, 1999, gasoline refiners and other
suppliers of diesel fuel that is supplied or sold as a final product for the
fueling of diesel vehicles within Area A report to the Director of the Arizona
Department of Weights and Measures on the quantity and quality of diesel
fuel shipped to Maricopa County during the preceding month. The report is
required to include by batch, the sulfur content, aromatic hydrocarbon
content, cetane number, specific gravity, American Petroleum Institute
gravity, and the temperatures at which ten percent, fifty percent, and ninety
percent of the diesel fuel has boiled off during distillation. The report is due
on the fifteen day of each month.

In addition, the report must contain a certification of truthfulness and
accuracy of the data submitted. By October 1, 1999, the Director of the
Arizona Department of Weights and Measures is required to report the
results of the six month sampling and reporting period to the Director of the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Governor, Speaker of the
Arizona House of Representatives and President of the Arizona Senate
(Section 40 of S.B. 1427).

18.  Alternative Fuel Vehicles for Local Governments, School Districts, and Federal

Govemment/Low Emlssmn Vehicle Requirements

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which establishes additional
requirements for vehicles owned by cities and towns, and counties in Area
A. These provisions also apply to bus fleets operated by the cities, towns,
and Regional Public Transportation Authority; school districts with a
membership of more than 3,000 located within or which has bus routes
running within Area A; the issuance of tax credits or subtractions for
alternative fuel vehicles authorized by state law; and the federal government
fleets. At a minimum, the alternative fuel vehicles are required to comply
with any one of the following:
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1999

1. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Standards for Low
Emission Vehicles pursuant to 40 Code of Federal Regulations
Section 88.104-94 or 88.105-94.

2. The vehicle engine is cettified by the engine modifier to meet the
Addendum to Memorandum 1-A of the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, as printed in the Federal Register, Volume 62, Number 207,
October 27, 1997, pages 55635-55637.

3. The vehicle engine is the subject of a waiver for that specific engine
application from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
Addendum to Memorandum 1-A requirements and that waiver is
documented to the reasonable satisfaction of the Department of
Commerce Energy Office.

The cities, counties, and school districts which have been included
within the boundaries of Area A are required to comply with the
provisions of A.R.S. 9-500.04 C. through G., 15-349, and 49-474.01
C. through E. relating to the conversion of fleet vehicles to alternative
fuels according to the following schedule:

At least 18 percent of the total fleet by December 31, 2000.
At least 25 percent of the total fleet by December 31, 2001.
At least 50 percent of the total fleet by December 31, 2003.
At least 75 percent of the total fleet by December 31, 2005.

These provisions do not apply to cities and towns with a population of less
than 7,500 according to the most recent U.S. decennial census and that lie
outside Area A. Also, S.B. 1427 authorizes that monies in Arizona Clean Air
Fund may be used for a public awareness program for alternative fuels. An
accounting of the Arizona Clean Air Fund expenditures are to be included in
the annual report to the Legislature on the fund activities (A.R.S. 9-500.04,
15-349, 41-1516, 49-474.01, 49-573 and Section 42 of S.B. 1427). ‘

In 1999, the Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2254 which requires an
operator of a United States government owned vehicle fleet based primarily
in this state that does not comply with the statutory timetable and percentage
goals for alternative fuel vehicles to file a report with the Arizona Department
of Commerce Energy Office, the House of Representatives Federal
Mandates and States’ Rights and Environment Committees, or their
successor committees, and the Senate Government and Environmental
Stewardship and Commerce, Agriculture and Natural Resources
Committees, or their successor committees. The report will include the total
number of vehicles in the operator’s fleet by class and the percentage that
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is capable of operating on alternative fuel. The operator is required to file the
report on or before October 1, 1999, April 1, 2000 and October 1, 2000.

An operator of a fleet that does not file a report as prescribed will not operate
a vehicle in Area A as defined in A.R.S. 49-541 ninety days after the
reporting date. Once an operator of a fleet files the report, this subsection
will not apply (A.R.S. 49-573 D. and E.).

19. Alternative Fuel Vehicles for State Government/Low Emission Vehicle

Requirements

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1269 in 1998 which requires the Director of
the Arizona Department of Administration (DOA) to appoint a State Motor
Vehicle Fleet Alternative Fuel Coordinator to develop, implement, document,
monitor and modify as necessary a Statewide Alternative Fuels Plan in
consultation with all state agencies and departments that are subject to the
alternative fuel requirements. Specifically, the plan is to include the agencies
currently exempt from the state fleet alternative fuel conversion requirements
(Arizona Department of Public Safety, Arizona Department of Corrections,
Universities and Community Colleges, and Arizona State School for the Deaf
and the Blind). These agencies are to submit their programs for alternative
fuels and fuel economy to the Coordinator.

The Coordinator is required to approve all vehicle acquisitions by the state
and assume several functions of the Director relating to the acquisition of
alternative vehicle fuel (AFVs) refueling facilities, the development of the
vehicle fleet energy conservation plan and the identification of the
appropriate AFVs for each state agency. The legislation requires an
increasing percentage of new state vehicles weighing less than 8,500
pounds purchased for operation in Maricopa and Pima counties, including all
of the agencies exempted from the DOA fleet, to be capable of operating on
alternative fuels. The schedule is as follows:

10 percent of all 1997 model years purchased
15 percent of all 1998 model years purchased
25 percent of all 1999 model years purchased
50 percent of all 2000 model years purchased
75 percent of all 2001 model years purchased

In addition, S.B. 1269 requires an increasing percentage of the AFVs
weighing less than 8,500 pounds purchased for operation in Maricopa
County to comply with the Environmental Protection Agency’s standards for
Low Emission Vehicles (LEVs) starting in model year 2000.
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The schedule is as follows:

40 percent of model year 2000 AFVs
50 percent of model year 2001 AFVs
60 percent of model year 2002 AFVs
70 percent of model year 2003 AFVs

Other provisions in S.B. 1269 include a deadline of December 31, 1999, for
the Arizona Department of Administration to convert 40 percent of the DOA
administered state fleet to alternative fuels. Fire suppression vehicles are
excluded from the alternative fuel conversion requirements for the state fleet.
For state agencies that use alcohol fueled AFVs, it must be demonstrated to
the Director of DOA that the fuel for the vehicle is available within a ten mile
radius of the primary home base for that vehicle.

Regarding reporting requirements, all state agencies, including those
exempted from the state fleet, are required to report annually to the Director
of DOA on vehicle costs, operation, maintenance, mileage and any other
information that the Director deems necessary for the submittal of the annual
report to the Legislature and the Governor. The Director of the DOA is
required to submit an annual report to the Legislature, the Governor and
each of these branches budget offices that provides information about the
state fleet including detailed information regarding the conversion of the fleet
to alternative fuels (A.R.S. 28-5805 and 41-803).

20. Alternative Fuel Vehicle and Equipment Tax Incentives/Low Emission Vehicle

Requirements

1997 &

1998

Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2237 in 1997 which extends the existing
individual and corporate tax credit for the purchase or conversion of an
alternative fuel vehicle or the purchase of an alternative fuel delivery system
through 2001 and expands the tax credit to include minimum three year
leases of an alternative fuel vehicle. It also increases the tax credit to $1,000
from $500 in 1997 and $250 in 1998 (A.R.S. 43-1086).

In 1998, the Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1269 which provides a variety
of tax incentives and financial assistance to encourage the use of alternative
fuel vehicles (AFVs). The definition of alternative fuel is expanded to
included an emulsion of water-phased hydrocarbon fuel that contains at least
20 percent water and that complies with one of three specified EPA
standards and in combination of at least 70 percent alternative fuel and not
more than 30 percent petroleum-based fuel for an engine that meets an
equivalent of the EPA Low Emission Vehicle (LEV) standard.
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The following tax incentives are provided in the bill:

1.

AFV’s and alternative fuel conversion equipment are exempt from the
retail and personal property rental classifications and use taxation.

Corporate and individual income taxpayers are authorized to take
both the AFV and equipment subtraction and credits for AFVs and
equipment, as well as obtain a grant from the Arizona Clean Air Fund.

Individual and corporate income tax credits for tax years 1998 through
2001 are increased from $1,000 to $2,000 for the purchase, lease, or
conversion of a dedicated AFV or purchase of a dedicated alternative
fuel delivery system. The maximum credit for a bi-fueled AFV
remains at $1,000.

Nonrefundable individual and corporate income tax credits for tax
years 1998 through 2001 are authorized for expenses associated with
constructing or operating an alternative fuel fueling station. The
amount of the credit for a public-accessible station or a station
dispensing renewable fuel is 50 percent of the costs incurred, up to
$400,000. For other stations, the credit is the lesser of 25 percent of
the costs incurred or $200,000.

The maximum corporate income tax subtraction for the purchase of
a new AFV is increased from $5,000 to $10,000. This becomes
effective for taxable years after December 31, 1997.

The maximum corporation income tax subtraction for the conversion
to an AFV is increased from $3,000 to $5,000. This becomes
effective for taxable years after December 31, 1997.

Nonrefundable individual and corporate tax credits are authorized for
the purchase or lease (for at least three years) of original equipment
manufactured AFVs. For tax years 1999 through 2011, the amount
of credit ranges from 50 to 90 percent of the incremental cost above
the cost of a conventionally fueled vehicle, based on the emissions
levels of the AFV. For tax years 2012 through 2019, the amount of
credit ranges from 25 to 75 percent of the incremental cost above the
cost of a conventionally fueled vehicle, based on the emissions levels
of the AFV.

Grants from the Arizona Clean Air Fund (ACAF) are made available

for AFVs purchased or leased and the amount of the grant is
increased from $1,000 to $2,000.
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Passed by the Arizona Legislature in 1998, S.B. 1427 tax credits or
subtractions for alternative fuel vehicles authorized by state law will only be
allowed if the vehicle meets one of the following:

1. The vehicle is certified to meet at a minimum the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency Low Emission Vehicle Standard pursuant to 40
Code of Federal Regulations Section 88.104-94 or 88.105-94.

2. The vehicle meets the requirements of the Addendum to
Memorandum 1-A, issued by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, as printed in the Federal Register, Volume 62, Number 207,
October 27, 1997, pages 55635-55637.

3. The vehicle is the subject of a waiver for that specific engine
~ application from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
Memorandum 1-A requirements and that waiver is documented to the
reasonable satisfaction of the Department of Commerce Energy
Office (A.R.S. 1-215, 41-1516, 42-5061, 42-5071, 42-5159, 43-1026,
43-1086, 43-1128.01, and 43-1174).

21. Public Awareness Program for Alternative Fuels

1998 & Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which allows monies from the

State Clean Air Fund to be used to conduct public awareness programs for
alternative fuels (A.R.S. 41-1516).

22. National Low Emission Vehicle Program

1998 Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires the State to
participate in the National Low Emission Vehicle Program adopted in 40
Code of Federal Regulations Part 9, Part 85 and Part 86 effective March 9,
1998, as part of the long term air quality strategy. The State will not bear any
of the administrative costs of the program. Also, the State retains the
authority to adopt any alternative emissions reduction program which
demonstrates air quality benefits for the State (A.R.S. 49-556).

23. Voluntary Gasoline Vehicle Retirement Proqram/Maricopa County Travel Reduction
Program

1997 H Maricopa County indicates that this measure involves implementing a

program to purchase and retire vehicles which produce excessive emissions,
particularly pre-1980 model year light duty automobiles and trucks. Maricopa
County is in the process of revising its Trip Reduction Ordinance to include

7-24



the flexibility provisions authorized under A.R.S. Section 49-588 which
includes voluntary vehicle trade-outs. The proposed revisions will allow
tradeouts that have been completed after October 16, 1996 to be used to
achieve the emission reduction goals established under the ordinance.

May 1997 -- A public workshop has been scheduled on May 22, 1997
to discuss the proposed revisions to the Trip Reduction Ordinance.

June 1997 -- A public hearing and Board consideration of the
proposed revision is scheduled for June 25, 1997.

August 1997 -- Submittal as a SIP revision to ADEQ and EPA.

Personnel and funding will be provided through existing staff and funding.
Additional resources will not be necessary to fulfill the commitment set forth.

Data collection and survey data analysis are consistent as TRP staff process
and analyze all employers’ surveys to prepare summary results which are
then used by the employer to develop a trip reduction plan. When the TRP
plan is submitted, it undergoes an intensive analysis by division staff. The
staff follow a checklist which contains statute requirements, ordinance
requirements, and Task Force guidelines.

After the plan has been approved, but prior to the next annual survey,
division staff contact the transportation coordinator by phone or in person to
monitor the implementation of the plan. They complete a monitoring
checklist. If the plan has not been implemented, the Task Force shall
describe the inadequacies and shall direct modifications in the plan
implementation. If the plan as modified is not approved, the Task Force shall
evaluate all supporting data and determine if enforcement action is
necessary.

24, Oxidation Catalyst for Heavy Duty Diesel Vehicles

19978

Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2237 in 1997 which requires cities, towns,
Maricopa County, school districts, the state and the federal government to
install a technology (oxidation catalyst) on their heavy duty Diesel vehicles
if the entities receive a waiver to opt out of the alternative fuel requirements
for fleets. The heavy duty Diesel vehicles with a gross vehicle weight of
8500 pounds or more manufactured in or before model year 1993 would
have the catalyst installed based upon the following time schedule in A.R.S.
49-555:

a. 25 percent of the Diesel fleet vehicles by December 31, 1998.
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40 percent of the Diesel fleet vehicles by December 31, 1999.
60 percent of the Diesel fleet vehicles by December 31, 2000.
80 percent of the Diesel fleet vehicles by December 31, 2001.
100 percent of the Diesel fleet vehicles by December 31, 2002.

©cooT

The technology is to be effective at reducing particulate emissions by at least
25 percent and be approved by the Environmental Protection Agency.
pursuant to the Urban Bus Engine Retrofit/Rebuilt Program. This measure
applies to Area A which is generally the nonattainment area (A.R.S. 9-
500.04, 15-349, 41-803, 49-474.01, 49-573 and 49-555).

25. Mass Transit Alternatives

1997 H

1997 H

1997 H

Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2237 in 1997 which allows cities and towns
to voluntarily refer an advisory question relating to public transportation to the
voters at a special or general election (A.R.S. 9-500.15).

Town of Gilbert began providing public transit and dial-a-ride service during
1996. A local bus route in Mesa was extended through Gilbert, providing
connections with several regional bus routes. This route provides 370 daily
miles of service in Gilbert, amounting to 94,350 service miles annually, and
is operated Monday through Friday from approximately 5 a.m. until 7 p.m.

An express bus route was extended into downtown Gilbert, providing service
for commuters to downtown Phoenix. The Gilbert portion of this route
accounts for 30 daily and 7,650 annual service miles, and is operated
Monday through Friday from approximately 5 a.m. until 6:30 p.m.

In addition, the Town of Gilbert began providing town-wide dial-a-ride service
by joining the Mesa/Chandler Dial-a-Ride (now the Mesa/Chandler/Gilbert
Dial-a-Ride). This service is also provided Monday through Friday from
about 4 a.m. until 7 p.m.

The Gilbert Town Council approved funding in May 1996. The Town of
Gilbert began providing express bus service in August 1996. The Town of
Gilbert began providing dial-a-ride service in September 1996. The Town of
Gilbert began providing local bus service in March 1997.

Participation in regional and local transit planning is allocated through the

annual budget process. The Gilbert Town Council dedicated $300,000 for
the above described public transit measures during FY 1996-97.

City of Glendale is currently participating in a Major Investment Study (a
regional planning process) to evaluate multi-modal transportation
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technologies and alignment alternatives to reduce traffic congestion and
increase urban mobility. One part of the study is expected to be devoted to
evaluating the feasibility of a regional fixed guideway transit system linking
Glendale to the Greater Phoenix Metropolitan area. The City's
Transportation Department is responsible for this measure. Legal authority
for this action is provided under Section 9-240, “General powers of common
council” of the Arizona Revised Statutes.

Project Initiation/Public Involvement Program: April 1997

Initial Screening of Alternatives: July 1997

Evaluation of Alternatives: November 1997

Conceptual Design/Detailed Evaluation of Alternatives: February 1998

Final Report: April 1998

End of Contract: June 1998

N\

Funding will be determined through the City’s annual budget development
process.

City of Goodyear has participated in the Southwest Valley Transportation
Study to develop a comprehensive transportation plan for the Southwest
Valley. This study is a guide for future multi-modal transportation planning
and programming for the next 25 years. The study contains alternative
transit components and has been adopted by council.

Project initiation/Public involvement program: April 1998

Initial screening of alternatives: July 1998

Evaluations of Alternatives: November 1998

Conceptual Design/Detailed Evaluation of Alternatives: February 1999
Final Report: April 1999

End of Contract: June 1999.

The Transportation Study is completed and it contains a five-year (1996-
2001) transportation improvement program, a ten year (2001-2006) medium
range transportation plan, and a long range plan for 25-years. The five-year
program is based on the current MAG Regional Transportation Improvement
Program for the City. The City of Goodyear and Maricopa County
Department of Transportation Capital Improvement Programs were also
used for the study. The mayors of the Southwest Valley are working
cooperatively to address regional transportation issues.

The City is exploring a local bus service, an express bus service, an inter-city

bus service, and a Dial-a-Ride program. An option the City may have for
mass transit is a commuter rail service. Although it may not be feasible at
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1997

1997

this time, it may require serious consideration in the future. Funding will be
determined through the City’s annual budget process.

City of Mesa is patrticipating in a cooperative effort with the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), the
Regional Public Transit Authority (RPTA) and the cities of Tempe,
Scottsdale, Phoenix and Glendale to conduct feasibility studies to evaluate
the need and general location for high capacity transit corridors throughout
the metropolitan area. This effort will also include a series of Major
Investment Studies which focus on subregions within the metropolitan area.
Studies are also planned to evaluate the feasibility of high-capacity transit
options such as light rail, bus ways, and commuter rail.

These studies are part of a continuing effort to evaluate transportation
options. Related studies include the Arizona Passenger Rail Feasibility
Continuation Study (1994), Downtown Phoenix Rail Trolley Feasibility Study
(1995), Commuter Rail Demonstration Project Feasibility Study (1995), and
Major Investment Studies for the Squaw Peak and Superstition Corridors-
Phase I.

Bus service in Mesa will continue to expand; one new express route has
been added during the last year and during 1998 it is anticipated that
Saturday service will be added to some sections of the system. The City will
continue to explore additional funding sources to further expand the bus
system. Evaluation of the feasibility of transit options is ongoing.
Participation in regional transit planning is allocated through the annual
budget process.

City of Peoria indicates that this measure will require commitment by other
neighboring cities, State, and County jurisdictions. Plans and funding
alternatives require commitment by all, coordinated through RPTA. Existing
Public Works and Engineering Department Engineering Division staff will
continue to attend scheduled meetings by RPTA to discuss and work out
alternatives. -

City of Phoenix is participating in a cooperative effort with the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA),
the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), the Regional Public
Transit Authority (RPTA), and the cities of Tempe, Scottsdale, Mesa, and
Glendale to conduct feasibility studies to evaluate the need and general
location for high capacity transit corridors throughout the metropolitan area.
This effort will also include a series of Major Investment Studies which focus
on subregions within the metropolitan area. Studies are also planned to
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evaluate the feasibility of high-capacity transit options such as light rail,
busways, and commuter rail.

These studies are part of a continuing effort to evaluate transportation
options. Related studies include the Arizona Passenger Rail Feasibility
Continuation Study (1994), Downtown Phoenix Rail Trolley Feasibility Study
(1995), Commuter Rail Demonstration Project Feasibility Study (1995), and
Major Investment Studies for the Squaw Peak and Superstition Corridors-
Phase I.

The City has worked with the RPTA to submit an application for federal
discretionary funds from the 1997 re-authorization of the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) and the FY 1998 U.S. Department of
Transportation Appropriations Bill. The application requests $130 million to
fund the initial 10-mile segment of a high-capacity rail system connecting the
downtown areas of Phoenix and Tempe.

The City has also worked with the RPTA to submit an application for funds
to support the purchase of transit buses from the 1997 re-authorization of the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) and the FY 1998
U.S. Department of Transportation Appropriations Bill. The application
requests $29.2 million in fiscal year 1998 to purchase new buses. Matching
funds will be required from local communities requesting buses.

The Major Investment Study for the Phoenix-Tempe corridor is in progress.
Applications for ISTEA and DOT Appropriation Bills were submitted in
February 1997. Participation in regional transit planning is allocated through
the annual budget process.

City of Scottsdale is participating in a cooperative effort with the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA),
the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), the Regional Public
Transit Authority (RPTA), and the cities of Phoenix, Tempe, Mesa, and
Glendale to conduct feasibility studies to evaluate the need and general
location for high capacity transit corridors throughout the metropolitan area.

One of the City of Scottsdale Transportation Department, Transit Division
program objectives stated in the Biennial Budget for fiscal years 1997-1999
is completion of a Major Investment Study by December 1997, which focuses
on subregions within the Phoenix metropolitan area. Studies are also
planned to evaluate the feasibility of high-capacity transit options such as
light rail, busways, and commuter rail.
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These studies are part of a continuing effort to evaluate transportation
options. Related studies include the update of the Transit Plan which is a
Transportation Department Objective for fiscal years 1997-1999.
Implementation is in progress. Patrticipation in regional transit planning is
allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Tempe indicates that this measure is envisioned as a major change

to the scope and service levels offered by the existing public transportation
system in the region.

The City of Tempe is currently participating in a cooperative effort with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG), the Regional Pubic Transportation Authority (RPTA),
and the cities of Phoenix, Scottsdale, Mesa and Glendale to conduct
feasibility studies to evaluate the need and general location for high capacity
transit corridors throughout the metropolitan area. This effort includes a
series of Major Investment Studies which focus on subregions within the
metropolitan area. The studies will evaluate the feasibility of high-capacity
transit options such as light rail, busways and commuter rail. One
subregional study area is downtown Tempe, Arizona State University, and
Rio Salado. The City would continue these study efforts.

The City is working with the RPTA in an application for federal discretionary
funds from the 1997 reauthorization of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act (ISTEA) and the FY 1998 U.S. Department of Transportation
Appropriations Bill. The application requests $130 million to fund the initial
ten mile segment of a high-capacity rail system connecting the downtown
areas of Tempe and Phoenix.

The City is also working with the RPTA in the application for funds for
purchase of transit buses from the 1997 reauthorization of the ISTEA and the
FY 1998 U.S. Department of Transportation Appropriations Bill. The
application requests $29.2 million in fiscal year 1998 and would require
matching funds from local communities requesting buses.

The Major Investment Study for the Phoenix-Tempe corridor and the
downtown Tempe, ASU, and Rio Salado is in progress. Applications for
ISTEA and DOT Appropriation Bills were submitted in February 1997.
Participation in regional transit planning is provided through the dedicated
sales tax for transit.

Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that this measure involves

implementing the long range transit improvements as described in the
Regional Transit Plan for Maricopa County, Arizona prepared by the RPTA
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Citizen Advisory Committee. This plan expands the days and times when
bus service is available and more than doubles the annual miles of bus
service. Service improvements would include adding new bus routes and
increasing the frequencies on existing routes. By the fifth year, the plan calls
for:

29 million miles of annual bus service

625 buses in services ’

All routes operating 7 days a week

Service 5 a.m. to midnight, Monday-Saturday
Service 6 a.m. to 8 p.m., Sundays and Holidays
Dial-a-Ride service would triple

The plan also calls for conducting a feasibility study to determine the need
for rail transit.

The Regional Transit Plan for Maricopa County, Arizona was adopted by the
Regional Public Transportation Authority Board of Directors on July 9, 1992.
In November, 1994, voters rejected a joint proposal which would have
provided a half-cent tax increase for highways and transit. Since that time,
the RPTA Board has been studying alternative methods to finance the plan.
In 1996, voters in Tempe approved a one-half of one percent sales tax
increase dedicated to public transit improvements. The City of Phoenix will
hold an election on such a measure on September 9, 1997, and the Council
of the City of Scottsdale is considering placing such a measure before its
electorate on the same date. If these two communities follow Tempe's
course, the transit needs of approximately 58 percent of the population of the
MAG region can be addressed by such a dedicated funding source. Such
action may compel other communities in the region to follow suit, as they
may otherwise find it difficult to attract new employers and other
developments with a lower level of infrastructure.

The level of personnel committed to transit operations in Fiscal Year 1997-
1998 is equivalent to 5.5 FTE. This plan has not yet been funded (other than
in Tempe). Implementation will require securing the new funding sources
dedicated to public transportation described above. The RPTA is
responsible for transit planning and program implementation. The projected
RPTA operating budget for fiscal year 1997-1998 is estimated at $17.9
million. Sources of operating revenue include federal and state grants,
RPTA sales tax, farebox revenues, and other income sources including
interest.

26. Develop Intelligent Transportation Systems

1997 B City of Chandler is participating in the AzTech Model Deployment Initiative,
a three-year project to demonstrate application of currently available
technology to improve collection and dissemination of information such as
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road closures, current operating conditions and services available for all
modes of travel. Another goal of the project is to improve interagency
coordination for traffic control and incident management. The City of
Chandler has representatives on the AzTech Executive Committee and
AzTech Technical Oversight Committee. The City will provide information
about City of Chandler operations to support development of a data base,
collection system, and communications network covering the Phoenix
metropolitan area. Responsible agencies include Arizona Department of
Transportation, Maricopa County, and the City of Chandier Public Works
Department, Transportation Division. Implementation will be ongoing.
Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Glendale is participating in a regional effort to demonstrate intelligent
transportation systems to enhance traffic flow and promote safety. A total
of eight transportation corridors in the Phoenix Metropolitan area have been
selected for testing. Three of the corridors are partially located in Glendale
(Bell Road, Glendale Avenue and Grand Avenue). Currently in progress.
The City’s Transportation Department is responsible for implementing this
measure. Funding for the measure will come from Glendale’s share of the
$7.5 million Intelligent Transportation Systems grant awarded to Arizona by
the U.S. Department of Transportation.

City of Goodyear is participating in a regional effort to demonstrate intelligent

transportation systems to enhance traffic flow and promote safety. Many
jurisdictions in the west valley are coordinating with Maricopa County
Department of Transportation to address transportation issues concurrently.
The concept is to promote communication between the communities to
ensure smoother traffic flows. - Currently in progress. The City’s Public
Works Department is responsible for implementing this measure. The City
is working with Arizona Department of Transportation and Maricopa County

Department of Transportation for assistance in applying this measure.

Funding for the measure will come from the City’s annual budget process. .

City of Mesa is working with the Arizona Department of Transportation to
coordinate the synchronization of City traffic signals with ADOT freeway
signals. Synchronization will be achieved by sharing traffic information
through a new communication link between the City’s traffic management
system and the ADOT Freeway Management System (FMS). The
interconnect of the two signal systems will allow both agencies the ability to
share information on a real-time basis and adapt signal timing more
effectively for unusual traffic conditions such as accidents and other
obstructions.
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The City is also working on a model deployment initiative (AzTech) for the
development of intelligent transportation systems to provide feedback to
motorists on unusual conditions. Mesa is participating in a $7.5 million
project to develop this system. The City also works with the ADOT to ensure
that timing for freeway ramp metering is designed to avoid unnecessary local
traffic congestion. Implementation is ongoing. Funding is allocated through
the annual budget process. Of the $7.5 million regional Intelligent
Transportation System funding for implementation, Mesa will be providing in-
kind matches including setvices, staff time, and possibly funding.

Town of Paradise Valley will be working with the Maricopa Department of
Transportation on developing this measure in the form of monitors, signage
and cameras on Lincoln Drive. This may be done with an inter-governmental
agreement as the Arizona Department of Transportation grant money
becomes available to Maricopa County. Town of Paradise Valley
Engineering Department.

The plan will be presented to the Council this fiscal year. The Town
Engineer will spend approximately 200 hours on this project at a cost of
around $7,000. This is funded by the Town’s annual budget. The Maricopa
County Department of Transportation will fund the program with grant funds
from the Arizona Department of Transportation.

City of Peoria participated with Maricopa County and other regional Cities to
determine the existing and planned levels of signal control and coordination.
All agreed that a coordinated, regional approach of traffic management is
needed. Ten arterials were selected for development of regional signal
coordination strategies. Peoria is willing to assist in any way to implement
a signal coordination system. Maricopa County will be the lead agency and
will prepare a schedule. The City will enter into an intergovernmental
agreement.

City of Phoenix will work with the Arizona Department of Transportation

(ADOT) to coordinate the synchronization of City Traffic Signals with ADOT
Freeway signals. Synchronization will be achieved by sharing traffic
information through a new communication link between the City's Advantage
Traffic Management Center and the ADOT Freeway Management System
(FMS). The interconnect of the two signal systems will allow both agencies
the ability to share information on a real-time basis and adapt signal timing
more effectively for unusual traffic conditions such as, accidents and other
obstructions. Phoenix, with its 835 signals and central location, is key to the
effectiveness of the program.
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The City also works with the ADOT to ensure that timing for freeway ramp
metering is designed to avoid unnecessary local traffic congestion.
Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated though the annual
budget process. $1.8 million in funding has been allocated regionally for the
connections of the ADOT FMS to seven Valley cities including Phoenix.

City of Scottsdale will work with the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOQOT) and neighboring cities to coordinate the synchronization of City of
Scottsdale traffic signals. Synchronization will be achieved by sharing traffic
information through communication links.

Three program objectives for the City of Scottsdale Transportation
Department, Traffic Engineering Division, which are reported in the Biennial
Budget for fiscal years 1997-1999 are:

= |nstall preliminary phase of comprehensive traffic detection system
by June 1998.

m |nstall preliminary phase of Traveler Information System by
December 1997.

m  |mprove operation and accident analysis through video and
computer technology enhancement.

The City of Scottsdale has negotiated a long-term agreement with U.S. West
for leased telephone lines to communicate with the City's traffic signals.
Implementation is in progress.

Funding is allocated through the biennial budget process. $1.8 million in
funding has been allocated regionally for the connection of the ADOT FMS
to seven Valley cities including Scottsdale.

City of Tempe indicates that this measure involves the application of new
technology to produce more efficient use of existing transportation corridors.
The City will work with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) to
coordinate the synchronization of City traffic signals with ADOT Freeway
signals. The City will also participate in AzZTech Model Deployment, Traffic
Signal Coordination across city boundaries, and Advanced Public Transit
system.

Implementation in progress. Funding for the Transportation Division is
allocated through the annual budget process. A federal grant of $7.5 million
was awarded to the region in October 1996. The grant requires matching
funds from local public and private sector funds . Funds will be used as
follows:
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$2 million to implement advanced information system, expanded
on existing use of variable message signs and ADOT Internet
page (real-time freeway camera views) and set up kiosks showing
up-to-date information at shopping centers, bus terminals and the
airport.

$1.8 million will be used to standardize and link traffic signal
synchronization systems used by the State, Phoenix, Tempe,
Scottsdale, Glendale, and Mesa.

$1.7 million to install cameras and sensors onto seven of the
busiest streets in the Valley.

$700,000 to be used to install automatic vehicle locators on buses
and $100,000 on public outreach and education.

In addition, a city employee, Jim Decker, has been loaned to the ADOT for

“implementation of the Model Deployment Program.

Maricopa County indicates that the term “Intelligent Transportation Systems”
includes a variety of technological applications intended to produce more
efficient use of existing transportation corridors. The primary application
currently implemented in the Maricopa County area is the Freeway
Management System (FMS) operated by the Arizona Department of
Transportation. The FMS combines the use of in-road sensors, surveillance
cameras, ramp metering controls and variable message signs to detect and
respond to freeway incidents.

Maricopa County is a major participant in the AzTech, public/private
partnership to provide a variety of technological applications to produce more
efficient use of existing transportation systems. As the regional jurisdiction,
Maricopa County is devoting its resources and personnel to coordinating ITS
efforts among smaller jurisdictions.

The AzTech Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Model Deployment
Initiative (MDI) is a seven year project (two year implementation and five year
operation) that will develop an integrated intelligent transportation system for
the Phoenix metropolitan area. When fully implemented in 1998, AzTech will
produce freeway and arterial street networks that are safer and more efficient
for the traveling public, decreasing travel time and enhancing
traveler mobility. Once complete, the system will serve approximately 97
percent of the state's population.

AzTech is being developed through a wide partnership between the 'public
and private sectors. Management of traveler information and client
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development is administered through a cooperative multi-agency and
corporation effort.

Approximately $2.4 million will be used to implement an advance traveler
information system which will expand on the existing use of variable freeway
message signs and the ADOT Internet page (of real-time freeway camera
views and link speeds) and set up kiosks showing up-to-date travel
information at shopping centers, bus terminals, and the airport. It will also
transmit information to pagers, mobile and stationary computers and in
vehicle navigation devices.

Approximately $2.3 million will be used to standardize and link traffic signal
synchronization systems used by the State and seven cities, including
Phoenix, Tempe, Scottsdale, Glendale, and Mesa.

Approximately $1.7 million will install cameras and sensors (as currently
used on freeways) onto eight of the busiest streets in the Valley. This will
help traffic flow especially during special events. Maricopa County has
committed $1.8 million of the total funding of this project from the
Department of Transportation Budget. $6.4 million of the funds are from a
FHWA grant, and $2.8 million is coming from ADOT. Other local jurisdictions
are also participating in the funding.

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that the term "Intelligent
Transportation System" (ITS) includes a variety of technological applications
intended to produce more efficient use of existing transportation corridors.
The primary application currently in the Maricopa County area is the Freeway
Management System (FMS) operated by ADOT. The FMS combines the
use of in-road sensors, surveillance cameras, ramp metering controls, and
variable message signs to detect and respond to freeway incidents. The
system is managed from the ADOT Traffic Operations Center located on
Durango Street just west of Interstate 17. This will be an ongoing effort.

A copy of the ITS Project Outline and Funded Projects as shown in the
ADQT ITS Semi-Annual Report Project Life Cycle Plan is being provided to
MAG for the required implementation schedule information. This report also
contains information on future, and completed projects, and information on
the Freeway Management System projects. The ITS Program has several
user service bundles, or activities. The Freeway Management System
currently utilizes ITS technology such as Incident Management and En-
Route Drive Information. Route Guidance, or in-vehicle navigation system
will soon be available through ITS technology as well as electronic clearance
at the Ports-of-Entry. Longer term projects include those that would require
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automated highway systems for advanced vehicle control and safety
systems. (Attachments)

The current plan contains a total of 17 phases covering an envisioned 240
miles of freeway for the Phoenix area. The first two phases have been
implemented and the third, fourth, and fifth phases are in the process of
being instituted. In addition, a $7.5 million grant was received from the
FHWA to become a model for deployment of ITS. Only four of 23 proposals
were selected for ITS model deployment. This project is referred to as the
AzTech Project.

In October 1996, the U.S. Department of Transportation awarded to Arizona
a $7.5 million grant to provide for ITS technology. The grant requires local
public and private sector funds to match every federal dollar. Administration
of the plan development and program began with required staff time
equivalent to seven full time employees. Other funding sources include local
governments and the private sector.

1997 H Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that a total of 88 buses
will be equipped with automatic vehicle locators by December 1997. There
will be 23 City of Mesa buses, 55 City of Phoenix buses, and ten RPTA
buses. The City of Phoenix and RPTA buses will be operated on routes 0,
and 72, the Red Line and the Blue Line. The purpose of the project is to
provide passengers with real time travel information of buses within the
transit system. Information will be made available through variable message
signs at selected locations throughout the Phoenix metropolitan region.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Phoenix Public Transit
Department, the Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), and the
cities of Mesa, Scottsdale, and Tempe. Implementation of this measure is
one activity made possible by a U.S. Department of Transportation grant for
$7.5 million that was awarded to the State of Arizona to provide intelligent
transportation systems. This measure is expected to be implemented in
December 1997.

Administration of this measure is accomplished by the equivalent of 0.25 full
time employee. The administrator is an employee of the City of Phoenix
Public Transit Department, but officially represents both the City of Phoenix
and the RPTA. The estimated cost of this measure is $700,000, consisting
equally of the “Americas Model Deployment Initiative for Intelligent Transit
Systems” federal grant funds, and local match monies.

27. Special Event Controls-Required Implementation from List of Approved Strategies

1997 H City of Avondale is working with the public and private sector stakeholders
to evaluate options for managing parking and traffic associated with activity
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centers and PIR events. The City is developing a downtown parking
program. Community Development will also work with the City departments,
PIR, cultural and downtown property owners, and other stakeholders to
address parking issues, to identify linkages to alternative modes of travel,
and to consider the availability of public and private transportation services
for these venues.

Expansion of Public Transportation Programs (Measure 97-TC-5) may result
in increased funding for transit and ultimately help provide transit options for

“travel to activity centers. Without expansion of the current public

transportation system, options of encouraging alternative transportation will
be limited. However, Fiscal Year 1997-1998 the City has expanded the
public transportation system to provide service to three new communities.
Also see measure 97-TC-10: Site Specific Transportation Control Measures.
Implementation is ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual budget
process.

City of Chandler indicates that transit service between the downtown area
and remote parking areas (shopping center parking lots along north Arizona
Avenue) was implemented on a trial basis during the last festival in Chandler.
Since this festival attracts more than 200,000 people over a three-day period,
this resulted in a reduction to the number of cars cruising the downtown area
in search of parking spaces and less idling as a result of reduced congestion
in and near downtown parking areas. Beginning 1998, remote parking areas
will be provided for each of the two festivals Chandler holds each year.
Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Glendale indicates that in the event that Maricopa County or the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality develops a rule with
regionwide applicability, the City will consider implementing this measure.
At this time, there is no legal definition of a “special event center’. The City
will explore the implementation of this measure after the legal definition of a
special event center is developed by Maricopa County or the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality. The City Traffic Engineer will be
responsible to explore the feasibility of implementing this measure. Funding
will be determined through the City’s annual budget development process.

City of Goodyear indicates that in the event that Maricopa County or the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality develops a rule with’
regionwide applicability, the City will consider implementing this measure.
At this time, there is no legal definition of a “special event center’. The City
will explore the implementation of this measure after the legal definition of a
special event center is developed by Maricopa County or the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality. The Public Works Department will be
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responsible to explore the feasibility of implementing this measure. Funding
will be determined through the City’s annual budget process.

City of Mesa indicates that at this time there are a minimal number of large

events in the City of Mesa. The City will continue to evaluate parking
management and traffic control improvements for smaller special events.

Development of the ITS system may aid in the implementation of this
measure. Mass Transit Alternatives (Measures 97-TC-1) and Expansion of
Public Transportation Programs (Measure 97-TC-5) may result in increased
funding for transit and ultimately help provide transit options for travei to
activity centers. Without expansion of the current public transportation
system, options of encouraging alternative transportation will be limited. Also
see Measure 97-TC-10: Site Specific Transportation Control Measures.
Coordination will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process.

City of Peoria indicates that this measure involves emission controls from
special events resulting in parking and point source from vehicle and
equipment. The type of controls are dependent upon the duration of the
event and the anticipated number of participants. Events are categorized as
either City sponsored or non-City sponsored events. Current staffing in the
Community Services Department, Community Development Department,
Police Department, and Public Services Department are utilized to
implement the controls. Controls include dust preventative measures in
paved and non-paved parking areas, and traffic control for large, short
duration City sponsored events. The Community Services Department
enforces the controls for the City sponsored events through coordination with
other City departments. Non-City sponsored events are controlied through
the Use Permit process administered by the Community Development
Department by a series of conditions which stipulate dust and traffic control.

City of Phoenix is working with the public and private sector stakeholders to
evaluate options for managing parking and traffic associated with activity
centers and special events in the downtown area. The City has established
a position for a temporary staff person with primary responsibility for
developing a downtown parking program for City-owned parking facilities.
The Coordinator will also work with City departments, the Downtown Phoenix
Partnership. Cultural and sport venue management, downtown property
owners, parking managers, and other stakeholders to address parking
issues, to identify linkages to alternative modes of travel, and to consider the
availability of public and private transportation services for these venues.
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Mass Transit Alternatives (Measures 97-TC-1) and Expansion of Public
Transportation Programs (Measure 97-TC-5) may result in increased funding
for transit and ultimately help provide transit options for travel to activity
centers. Without expansion of the current public transportation system,
options of encouraging alternative transportation will be limited. Also see
Measure 97-TC-10: Site Specific Transportation Control Measures.

Job responsibilities are currently assigned to an existing staff person.
Recruitment for the Parking Management Coordinator is expected to be
completed by July 1, 1997. Funding is allocated through the annual budget
process. Temporary Parking Management Coordinator position (Estimated
$85,000).

Town of Queen Creek does not have a large number of special events
throughout the year. The Town, however, will include in the current special
events application a requirement to obtain a Maricopa County dust permit.
The Town estimates that ten (10) events would be affected by this measure
with attendance which varies from 50 to 5,000.

It is expected that this measure will be implemented no later than
January 1, 1998. Implementation would involve adding the requirement of
a Maricopa County dust permit to the existing special events application. To
implement the measure, the current Building Department staff would be
adequate to check completed special event applications for a Maricopa
County dust permit. Funding to implement this measure would be budgeted
from the Town’s General Fund.

City of Scottsdale evaluated traffic patterns before and during Super Bowl
XXX, and programmed the signal computer to alleviate and avoid traffic
predicaments.

The City of Scottsdale completed construction of two bridges associated with
the Greenway/Hayden CAP crossing prior to the 1997 Phoenix Open to
alleviate traffic congestion. The Phoenix Open is an annual event.

The City of Scottsdale Transportation Department’s objective for 1997-1999
is to implement a traffic management program.

The City works with the Chamber of Commerce, public and private sector
stakeholders to evaluate options for managing parking and traffic associated
with activity centers and special events throughout Scottsdale.

Mass Transit Alternatives (Measure 97-TC-1) and Expansion of Public
Transportation Programs (Measure 97-TC-5) may result in increased funding
for transit and uitimately help provide transit options for travel to activity
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centers. Without expansion of the current public transportation system,
options of encouraging alternative transportation will be limited. Also see
Measure 97-TC-10: Site Specific Transportation Control Measures.

Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated through the biennial
budget process.

City of Tempe indicates that this measure would require new and existing
owners/operators of special event centers to reduce mobile source
emissions generated by their events. A list of available strategies would be
available that reduce mobile source emissions. The definition of “special
event center” would be developed through the rule process.

The expanded transit system, as referenced in Measure 97-TC-5, will assist
special event promoters in providing alternative transportation to special
events. In addition, the City is continuing to study a special event traffic
management system. '

The Events Task Force, comprised of representatives from various city
departments, currently reviews special event applications. The Task Force
serves as the means to address event issues such as traffic and safety. This
measure can be implemented upon definition of special event center and
development of available strategies. Funding is provided through the annual
budget process.

28. Voluntary Lawn Mower Emissions Reduction Program

1997 H

Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2237 in 1997 which requires Maricopa and
Pima Counties to establish a Voluntary Lawn Mower Emissions Reduction
Program to begin no later than July 1, 1998. A lawn mower owner may
participate in the program if the lawn mower starts and is used for
commercial or residential purposes. The voucher for retired commercial
lawn mowers is $200 and must be used for the purchase of a lawn mower
that generates lower emissions. The voucher for retired residential lawn
mowers is $100 and must be used for the purchase of an electric lawn
mower. Retired lawn mowers are prohibited from use in Arizona.

In order to fund this program, H.B. 2237 establishes the Voluntary Lawn
Mower Emissions Reduction Fund consisting of monies appropriated by the
Legislative and political subdivisions along with gifts, grants and donations.
The Counties are required to prepare and submit a progress report on
December 1 of each year which describes the number of lawn mowers
retired by brand and year of manufacture; cost effectiveness of the program
in terms of dollars spent per ton of emissions reductions; recommendations
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for improving the effectiveness of the program; and administrative costs of
the program (A.R.S. 49-474.02).

The bill also contains a $1,000,000 appropriation for the State General Fund
for fiscal year 1997-1998 for deposit into the Voluntary Lawn Mower
Emission Reduction Fund (Section 21 of H.B. 2237).

1998 In 1998, the Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 which expanded the
program to include garden equipment as well as lawn mowers. The bill
specifies that a voucher will be issued in the amount of $50 to the owner of
a gasoline powered lawn or garden device that is retired. The voucher must
be used for the purchase of a lawn or garden device that generates lower
emissions. Retired equipment is prohibited in the state. In addition to lawn
mowers, the progress report due from the counties on December 1 of each
year must include garden equipment. The bill also contains an appropriation
of $500,000 in FY 1998-1999 and $500,000 in FY 1999-2000 (A.R.S. 49-
474.02 and Section 36 of S.B. 1427).

1997 H Maricopa County indicates that this measure involves implementing a
voluntary program to purchase and retire commercial and residential lawn
mowers which produce excessive emissions. This measure will be
implemented by the Maricopa County Environmental Services Department,
Community Service Division. Legal Authority for this action is provided under
Section 49-474.02 of the Arizona Revised Statutes.

The Maricopa County Community Services Division is currently in the
developmental stages of program implementation.

July 1997, Define program parameters

July 1997, Develop RFP for Vendors

August 1997, Issue RFP for Vendors

October 1997, Select Vendor

October 1997, Finalize paperwork

November 1997, Program implementation

Personnel will be provide through existing staff. The sum of $1,000,000 has
been appropriated from the state general fund to be split among counties
with a population of more than 500,000 persons.

29. Off-Road Vehicle and Engine Standards

1997 H Arizona Legislature passed H.B. 2237 in 1997 which requires the Arizona

Department of Environmental Quality to adopt rules for air pollution emission
standards for off-road vehicles and engines marketed in the State beginning
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with the 1999 model year. The standards may include the following
categories:

f. Heavy duty Diesel vehicles rated at 175-750 horsepower.

g. Small utility and lawn and garden equipment engines rated at less
than 25 horsepower.

h. Recreational vehicles rated at less than 25 horsepower.

i. Specialty engines and go-carts rated at greater than 25 horsepower.

j Off-road motorcycles and all terrain vehicles.

The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality is also required to adopt
air pollution emission standards for golf cart engines in Maricopa County
(A.R.S. 49-542.04).

" 30. Encourage the Use of Temporary Electrical Power Lines Rather than Portable

Generators at Construction Sites

1997 B

1997 A

1997 H

City of Avondale would participate in program with the electrical utility
companies and the Homebuilders Association to encourage the use of
temporary construction power devices (meter socket receptacles) for
construction sites. The receptacles connect to the power pole and eliminate
the need for petroleum-powered generators. The reusable equipment is
available through Arizona Public Service Company and Salt River Project
Agricultural Improvement and Power District.

The City will assist with the creation and distribution of informational
materials as appropriate. Public Works and Community Development
Services Department staff will be familiar with the program and will
encourage participation by developers and contractors. Implementation is
in progress. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

Town of Buckeye will encourage the use of temporary power by working with

-Arizona Public Service and contractors to consider the use of temporary

power lines instead of portable generators. The Town’s Building Safety
Division is responsible for this measure. Legal Authority is provided by the
adopted Uniform Electrical Code, adopted by the Town Council. This
measure is already being implemented. Funding is provided through the
Town’s General Fund for Building Safety personnel.

Town of Carefree is a semi-rural community with approximately 2300

residents located on the north edge of the Phoenix metropolitan area. The
average annual new residential construction is approximately 60 dwelling
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units. The Town of Carefree, in conjunction with the Arizona Public Service
Company, encourages the use of temporary power for new construction.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Carefree. Legal authority
for this action is provided under Section 9-270-A (14) of the Arizona Revised
Statutes. The approval and encouragement of temporary electrical power
for new construction is continual. The annual operating cost of the Town of
Carefree Building and Safety Department is approximately $110,000.
However, there is no additional cost to the Town in implementing this
measure.

Town of Cave Creek will adopt requirements for all new construction to install
Temporary Metered Power Outlet prior to pre-slab inspection. However, due
to the remoteness of certain areas and the current backlog of the power
company to hook up even primary services, this measure would not be
attainable at all phases of construction but would be obtainable by 50
percent stage of construction. When primary power becomes available,
Temporary Metered Power will be required by the Building Official.

City of El Mirage will work with other entities to encourage building
contractors and developers to consider the use of temporary electrical power
rather than portable generators, where appropriate. The City will work with
other key partners, i.e., electrical utility companies, developer/builder
associations and state and local governmental agencies to develop and/or
distribute appropriate materials to encourage building contractors and
developers to consider the use of temporary electrical power instead of
portable generators. The City’s Building Department is responsible for the
implementation of this measure.  Funding will be determined through the
City’s annual budget development process.

Town of Fountain Hills agrees to implement a program which encourages the
use of Salt River Project (“SRP”) temporary power devices at new
construction sites. This measure is jointly implemented by the Town of
Fountain Hills Building and Safety Department and SRP. Legal authority for
this is provided under Arizona Revised Statutes Section 9-240-"General
Powers of Council”.

The Town of Fountain Hills Building and Safety Department currently
encourages the use of “temporary power devices”, however, the actual hook-
up and monitoring is controlled and managed by SRP. The program began
on January 1, 1997. There are no funds allocated for this measure from the
Town of Fountain Hills budget. This measures does not represent an
ordinance, regulation, or rule requiring enforcement. SRP manages and
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enforces this “temporary power” program. All temporary power devices are
installed and inspected by SRP personnel at the construction site.

Town of Gilbert indicates that homebuilders can choose to use SRP’s
Temporary Metered Power Outlet at subdivisions. The receptacles connect
to the power pole and eliminate the need for petroleum-powered generators.
The Town will assist with the creation and distribution of informational
materials as appropriate. Building and Code Enforcement Department staff
is familiar with the program and available to answer questions by developers
and contractors. Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process.

City of Glendale will work with other entities to encourage building
contractors and developers to consider the use temporary electrical power
rather than portable generators, where appropriate. The City will work with
other key partners, e.g., electrical utility companies, developet/builder
associations, and state and local governmental agencies to develop and/or
distribute appropriate materials to encourage building contractors and
developers to consider the use of temporary electrical power instead of
portable generators. The City’s Community Development Group is
responsible for the implementation of this measure. Funding will be
determined through the City’s annual budget development process.

City of Goodyear will work with other entities to encourage building
contractors and developers to consider the use of temporary electrical power
rather than portable generators, where appropriate. The City will work with
other key partners, e.g., electrical utility companies, developer/builder
associations, and state and local governmental agencies to develop and/or
distribute appropriate materials to encourage building contractors and
developers to consider the use of temporary electrical power instead of
petroleum powered generators. The City's Community Development
Department is responsible for the implementation of this measure. Funding
will be determined through the City’s annual budget process.

City of Mesa has a program to facilitate installation of temporary power at
any site within the City. The City will monitor the progress of a pilot program
between electrical utility companies and the Homebuilders Association to
encourage the use of temporary construction power pole and eliminate the
need for petroleum-powered generators. The reusable equipment is
available through the Salt River project Agricultural Improvement and Power
District.
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The City will assist with a regional effort to create and distribute informational
materials as appropriate. The Building Inspection Department and the
Environmental Division will be familiar with the program and will encourage
participation by developers and contractors. Coordination and public
education will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual budget
process.

Town of Paradise Valley indicates that the Town plans to include in it's
requirements, the use of temporary electrical power during the construction
process. This will be accomplished by the passing of Ordinance Number
445, prohibiting the use of gas generators at building sites unless temporary
power is unavailable. Town of Paradise Valley Building Inspection
Department. Implementation will be within the next calendar year. Funding
is allocated through the Town’s annual budget.

City of Peoria indicates that the use of temporary electrical power sources
is a standard practice for commercial developers within the City of Peoria.
Developers routinely connect to electrical source power rather than use
portable generators and other portable equipment. Existing Off-Site and
Building inspectors will be utilized.

City of Phoenix is participating in a pilot program with the electrical utility
companies and the Homebuilders Association to encourage the use of
temporary construction power devices (meter socket receptacles) for
construction sites. The receptacles connect to the power pole and eliminate
the need for petroleum-powered generators. The reusable equipment is
available through Arizona Public Service Company and Slat River Project
Agricultural Improvement and Power District.

The City will assist with the creation and distribution of informational
materials as appropriate. Development Services Department staff will be
familiar with the program and will encourage participation by developers and
contractors. Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated through the
annual budget process.

Town of Queen Creek will encourage homebuilders to arrange for installation
of temporary power at construction sites by the local utility company. The
number of housing units affected by this measure would be approximately
six (6) per month. Commercial developments affected would be
approximately one (1) per year.

It is expected that this measure will be implemented no later than
January 1, 1998. Implementation would involve the addition of the SRP
temporary power information packet to the existing materials that the
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Building Department provides at building permit issuance. To implement the
measure, the current Building Department staff would be adequate to
encourage the use of temporary power. The funding to implement the
measure would be budgeted from the Town’s General Fund.

City of Scottsdale indicates that Arizona Public Service (APS) and Salt River

Project (SRP) both have voluntary temporary construction power programs
for residential construction. (See Attachments for details.)

The City of Scottsdale is cooperating with these voluntary programs in
conjunctions with the electrical utility companies and the Homebuilders
Association to encourage the use of temporary construction power devices
(meter socket receptacles) for residential construction sites. The receptacles
connect to the power pole and eliminate the need for petroleum-powered
generators. The reusable equipment is available through Arizona Public
Service Company (APS) and Salt River Project (SRP). Implementation is in
progress. Staffing funding for inspection services is through the biennial
budget process.

City of Tempe is implementing this measure by a change in the City’s current
Electric Code. When the change is completed, the City will work with the
electrical utility companies, contractors, owners, and builders to encourage
the use of temporary metered power outlets for construction sites. The
temporary metered power outlets are connected to the building’s electrical
service pole and eliminate the need for petroleum-powered generators. The
power outlets are available through Salt River Project and Arizona Public
Service.

The City will assist with the creation and distribution of informational
materials as appropriate. The Development Services Department staff will
be familiar with the program and will encourage participation by developers
and contractors. Implementation is in progress. Funding for Development
Services is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Tolleson Mayor and Council will adopt an ordinance requiring
contractors to use temporary power lines only in those areas where it is
fiscally and geographically possible. Developments not in close proximity to
a permanent electrical power source will not be required to adhere to this
measure. The Ordinance will be adopted by July, 1997. City of Tolleson
Building Department Staff will fulfill the duties required for the proper
implementation of this measure. Cost of $200 will be incurred for publication
of said ordinance.
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Maricopa County indicates that the emissions from the production of
electrical power used in new home construction could be reduced
substantially by the use of temporary electrical power rather than generators.
Electrical service can usually be established within 30 days of the request.
This voluntary measure would reduce noise as well as air pollution. Pursuant
to A.R.S. Section 11-251 (General Powers of Board of Supervisors),
Maricopa County will hand out brochures, when issuing building or
earthmoving permits, advising contractors of the availability of the program
and appropriate contacts. Departments will obtain or design a handout in
June 1997 and begin handing out the information to all permittee after July 1,
1997. Departments’ permitting programs are ongoing and funded in the
existing budget.

31. Defer Emissions Associated With Governmental Activities

1997 B

1997 B

1997 H

1997 ®

City of Avondale indicates that the City uses 4-stroke lawnmowers and limits
the use of 2-stroke lawn-care equipment wherever feasible. The City will
consider options for a pilot program to evaluate electrical-powered lawn-care
equipment as the battery technology becomes more feasible for large scale
operations.

Town of Buckeye will evaluate ways to defer emissions associated with Town
governmental activities during high pollution periods. The Town will evaluate
new low or no emission lawn maintenance and other equipment when they
become available for commercial use. The Town will look into establishing
procurement standards which require bidders to provide information on
substitute products with low or no-content reactive organic compounds in
applicable procurement solicitations. Various Town Departments will be
responsible for this measure. Legal authority for this action is provided under
ARS 9-240, “General Powers of the Common Council”. The Town’s staff will
periodically evaluate low or no emission lawn maintenance and other
equipment as they become available for commercial use. Funding will be
determined through the Town’s annual budget process.

Town of Cave Creek indicates that wherever and whenever possible, the

Town will schedule road construction and maintenance projects outside of
the critical air pollution periods. Factors that would affect the Town'’s ability
to re-schedule projects include the efficient use of equipment and manpower.

City of Chandler indicates that the City’s Park Division has reduced the use

of gas-powered blowers by limiting the number of days they can be used in
the downtown colonnade area from five days per week to only one day per
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week and by sweeping walks in lieu of using blowers in neighborhood parks
when feasible. As contracts for maintenance of city-owned property are re-
bid, the City will work with contractors to use cleaner-burning equipment;
specifically, motors that comply with either “CARB 95" or “EPA Phase I”
standards. The City’s Public Works Department will replace worn-out two-
cycle, gas-powered trimmers, chain saws, blowers, and lawn mowers with
four-cycle equipment whenever possible. Implementation will be ongoing.
Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of El Mirage will evaluate ways to defer emissions associated with City
governmental activities during high pollution periods. The City will evaluate
new low or no emission lawn and garden equipment when they become
available for commercial use or when feasible. The City will look into
establishing procurement standards which requires bidders to provide
information on substitute products with low or no-content of reactive organic
compounds in all applicable procurement solicitations.

The City’s Parks Maintenance and Streets Department will periodically
evaluate low or no emission lawn and garden equipment as they become
available for commercial use. Funding will be determined through the City’s
annual budget development process.

Town of Gilbert, wherever feasible, will reduce activities in the Nonattainment
Area that may contribute to seasonal air quality problems. Outside painting
activities will be avoided during the summer months. The Town uses 4-
stroke lawnmowers and limits the use of 2-stroke lawn-care equipment
wherever feasible. The Town will consider options for a pilot program to
evaluate electrical-powered lawn-care equipment as the battery technology
becomes more feasible for large scale operations. The Town will continue
to use employee newsletters or other communication tools to encourage
employees to limit engine idling, reduce driving, and to avoid activities which
may contribute to air pollution or to schedule activities in a manner to avoid
peak pollution periods. Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process.

City of Glendale will evaluate ways to defer emissions associated with City
governmental activities during high pollution periods. The City will evaluate
new low or no emission lawn and garden equipment when they become
available for commercial use or when feasible. The City will explore the
possibility of modifying its landscape maintenance contracts to encourage
the use of low or no emissions lawn and garden equipment when existing
contracts expire. The City has established procurement standards which
requires bidders to provide information on substitute products with low or no-
content of reactive organic compounds in all applicable procurement
solicitations.
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The City’'s Park Maintenance Division and Right of Way Division will
periodically evaluate low or no emission lawn and garden equipment as they
become available for commercial use and explore the possibility of modifying
landscape service contracts when existing contracts expire. City landscape
maintenance crews currently do not use two-cycle engine lawnmowers. The
City is currently requesting substitute products with low or no-content of
reactive organic compounds in all applicable procurement solicitations.
Funding will be determined through the City’s annual budget development
process.

City of Goodyear will evaluate ways to defer emissions associated with City
governmental activities during high pollution periods. The City will evaluate
new low or no emission lawn and garden equipment when they become
available for commercial use or when feasible. The City will explore the
possibility of modifying its landscape maintenance contracts to encourage
the use of low or no emissions lawn and garden equipment when contracted
work is required. The City will establish procurement standards which will
require bidders to provide information on substitute projects with low or no
content or reactive organic compounds in all applicable procurement
solicitations. :

The City’'s Park Maintenance Division and Right-of-Way Division will
periodically evaluate low or no emission lawn and garden equipment as they
become available for commercial use and explore the possibility of modifying
landscape service contracts when existing contracts expire. Funding will be
determined through the City’s annual budget development process.

City of Mesa has been working with lawncare contractors to utilize cleaner
burning equipment; specifically, motors that comply with either “CARB 95"
or “EPA Phase I” standards. The City has developed a pilot program to
require the use of equipment that meets either the CARB or EPA standards.
As part of this program, two lawncare contractors have committed to using
only the cleaner burning equipment for City projects after August 1997.
Based on the results of the pilot program, the City will determine if the
program can be expanded to all contractors beginning January 1, 1998.

The City is continuing to evaluate the feasibility of restricting the use of or
limiting the hours of usage for lawncare and other gasoline powered
equipment on City property. Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is
allocated through the annual budget process.

Town of Paradise Valley will use the Trip Reduction Program’s
communication to encourage employees to limit engine idling, reduce driving,
and to avoid activities which may contribute to air pollution or to schedule
activities in a manner to avoid peak pollution periods. This measure will be
included in the annual Trip Reduction Program to be revised and submitted
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to the Maricopa County Trip Reduction Agency in November of 1997. A
full-time exempt employee volunteers their services on off hours, at a cost
of zero. The annual budget for this measure is from the Town's General
Fund. Development and administration of the Trip Reduction Program
Reduction Plan requires staff time equivalent to 0.20. Fa

- City of Phoenix, in 1997, established standard text to be included in City

contracts which requires vendors to provide information on the amount of
reactive organic compounds in their products and information on substitute
products which contain either non-reactive or low-reactive organic
compounds. Outside painting activity will be avoided during the summer
months whenever feasible.

The City uses 4-stroke lawnmowers and limits the use of 2-stroke lawncare
equipment wherever feasible. The City will consider options for a pilot
program to evaluate electrical-powered lawncare equipment as the battery
technology become more feasible for large scale operations.

The City will continue to use employee newsletters or other communication
tools to encourage employees to limit engine idling, reduce driving, and to
avoid activities which may contribute to air pollution or to schedule activities
in a manner to avoid peak pollution periods.

City of Scottsdale Procurement Guidelines restrict purchase of certain
chemicals, including some VOC products. City operational units defer
certain painting and street striping operations whenever feasible. The City
of Scottsdale Community Maintenance and Recreation Department no longer
uses gas-powered leaf blowers to maintain landscaping in the Civic Center
Mall. Various options including vacuum-brooming and use of electric
powered equipment have been piloted.

City contracts with landscape maintenance companies for the Civic Center:
Mall prohibit use of gas-powered leaf blowers. City contract for cleaning and
maintenance of Scottsdale Stadium prohibit use of gas-powered leaf blowers
(except for six (6) select dates during the year). The City now purchases 4-
stroke lawnmowers to replace older mowers. The City will consider options
for a pilot program to evaluate alternatively powered lawncare equipment,
including hydrogen powered and electric powered equipment.

The City will continue to use employee newsletters or other communication
tools to encourage employees to limit engine idling, reduce driving, and to
avoid activities which may contribute to air pollution or to schedule activities
in a manner to avoid peak pollution periods. Implementation is in progress.
Funding is allocated through the biennial budget process.
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City of Surprise indicates that this measure involves limiting use or idling of
Public Works vehicles or utility equipment and minimizing the use of two-
cycle gasoline-powered lawn and garden maintenance equipment after 2:00
p.m. during the winter carbon monoxide season (October 1 through March
31). This measure will be implemented by the City of Surprise Public Works
Department. Commitment to begin during the 1998 winter carbon monoxide
season.

City of Tempe indicates that this measure involves shifting or postponing
certain emission activities during critical air pollution periods.

n During the summer ozone season, the City will: prioritize and
reschedule painting, metal coating, refinishing, and other VOC
(Volatile Organic Compounds) emitting activities; restrict the use of 2-
cycle gasoline-powered lawn and garden equipment, with no use
allowed after 4:00 p.m; encourage the use of hand and electric
equipment; stagger the time of day for refueling to avoid heavy
emissions all at once, and; include in all procurement solicitations for
VOC-containing products a request for a substitute product with a
lower or no VOC content.

= During the winter CO (Carbon Monoxide) season, City personnel are
asked: to minimize the use of 2-cycle gasoline-powered lawn and
garden equipment after 2:00 p.m.; avoid idling vehicles or utility
equipment; and schedule street construction and maintenance
projects that disrupt traffic flow during the summer months, when
feasible. In the downtown area, the City has committed to clean
sidewalks four times a week. To use manpower efficiently, gas
blowers are used in the early morning hours, 3:30 a.m. to 6:00 a.m.

Implementation is in progréss. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process.

Town of Wickenburg indicates that this measure involves limiting the use of
idling of Public Works vehicles or utility equipment and minimizing the use
of 2-cycle gasoline-powered lawn and garden maintenance equipment after
2:00 p.m. during the winter carbon monoxide season (October 1 through
March 31%). An attempt will be made to operate this program during the
winter months between October 1° and March 31%,

Town of Youngtown indicates that the Youngtown Police Department has

implemented a four day, ten hour work week. This practice would stagger
personnel schedules; thus decreasing Town vehicle usage. This program

7-52



1997 B

1997

is currently in operation. No additional personnel or funding is required by
the implementation.

Maricopa County indicates that this measure is aimed at reducing activities -
where feasible and appropriate, by State agencies and local governments in

~ the Nonattainment Area that may contribute to seasonal air quality problems.

This measure would involve a shift in the timing of activities or postponement
altogether, until after critical air pollution periods.

Pursuant to A.R.S. Section 11-251 (General Powers of Board of Supetrvisors)
and the contracting authority set forth in A.R.S. Section 11-201(A), Maricopa
County commits to insert a provision into the bid specifications for landscape
maintenance to encourage the use of new lawnmower equipment meeting
the EPA Phase | specifications, require the use of 4-cycle engines on
gasoline powered lawnmower equipment, or restrict the use of 2-cycle
equipment after 2:00 p.m. during the winter carbon monoxide season. The
provision also states that should smaller 4-cycle engines become available
on hand held lawn equipment (weed eaters, vacuums/blowers, etc.)
contractors will be required to utilize such equipment.

Maricopa County is in the process of selecting a contractor to perform
landscaping services.

May 1997 Finalize bid specifications
June 1997 Call for bids
August 1997 Award contract

Ongoing program funded through existing County budget.

Arizona Department of Transportation indicated that this measure is directed
at reducing some activities by State Agencies and local governments where
feasible and appropriate in the Nonattainment Area that may contribute to
carbon monoxide air quality problems. This measure will require an internal
policy and will be an ongoing effort.

A formal policy will be developed by the ADOT General Operations Group
to limit the use or idling of utility equipment and to minimize the use of 2-
cycle gasoline-powered lawn and garden maintenance after 2:00 p.m. during
the carbon monoxide season. No additional funding or employees would be
required to implement this measure. Associated costs are covered by the
ADOT administrative budget.
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32. Clean

Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that the RPTA will reduce

activities where feasible and appropriate that may contribute to seasonal air

quality problems. This would involve a shift in the timing of activities or

postponement altogether, until after critical air pollution periods. RPTA will:

" encourage and ask contractors, employees, and over 1,250
employer-clients to reschedule painting and refinishing and other
VOC emitting activities to occur outside of the summer months
whenever feasible; '

= include in procurement solicitations for VOC-containing commodities
a request for substitute products with lower or no VOC content;

m limit use of idling of vehicles during the winter carbon monoxide
season;

= encourage contractors and over 1,250 employer clients to minimize

use of 2-cycle gas powered lawn equipment, go electric or use
manual equipment, and to limit use after 2 p.m. in the winter. RPTA
will work with the ADEQ and MAG, who are co-sponsors of the Clean
Air Campaign, in dissemination of information on the above activities.

Summers/ongoing: seasonal activities to reduce emissions will be
disseminated via HPA advisories, atticles, fact sheets, internal E-mail,
letters, etc.

Winters/ongoing: seasonal activities to reduce emissions will be
disseminated via HPA advisories, articles, fact sheets, internal E-mail,
letters to contractors, etc.

No additional funding or personnel is required to disseminate this
information.

Burning Fireplace Ordinances

1998 R

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires cities, towns,
and counties in Area A to adopt, implement and enforce an ordinance that
complies with the clean burning fireplace standards adopted by the
Metropolitan Planning Organization that is responsible for air quality planning
in Area A by December 31, 1998. The ordinance must prohibit the
installation or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is one of the
following:

1. A fireplace that has a permanently installed gas or electric log insent.

2. A fireplace, a wood stove or any other solid fuel burning appliance
that is any of the following:
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(a)  Certified by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency as in
compliance with 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60,
Subpart AAA in effect on July 1, 1990.

“(b) A wood stove tested and listed by a nationally recognized
testing agency to meet performance standards equivalent to
those in 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60, Subpart AAA
in effect on July 1, 1990.

(c)  Determined by the County Air Quality Control Officer to meet
performance standards equivalent to those in 40 Code of
Federal Regulations Part 60, Subpart AAA in effect on July 1,
1990.

3. A fireplace that has a permanently installed wood stove insert that
complies with paragraph 2, subdivision (a), (b) or (c) of this section.

The ordinance: is required to prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration
of a permitted fireplace or wood stove to a nonpermitted use. The ordinance
may provide for exemptions from regulation for heating or industrial
equipment, cooking devices and outdoor fireplaces. The state income tax
subtraction of $500 dollars for the purchase and installation of a qualified
wood stove, wood fireplace or gas fired fireplace and non-optional equipment
is removed. The subtraction of $500 dollars for the conversion of an existing
wood fireplace to a qualified fireplace is retained.

A county that contains any portion of Area A that has a population of less
than 1,200,000 according to the most recent U.S. decennial census shall
adopt, implement, and enforce the ordinance only in those portions of the
county which are located in Area A (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875).

City of Avondale indicates that this measure involves the use of clean
burning fireplaces based on the MAG Regional Council Clean Burning
Fireplace Standards for new construction and Senate Bill 1427. The City of
Avondale will adopt the Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance prior to July 30,
1999 so that the effective date of the ordinance is July 30, 1999. The
ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood
stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance will also prohibit the
subsequent conversion or alteration of a permanent fireplace or wood stove
to a nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875).

This measure will be implemented by the City of Avondale Community

Development Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under
Senate Bill 1427 and a new City ordinance. The schedule for implementing
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this measure will be that prior to July 30, 1999, an ordinance that meets the
MAG Regional Council approved Clean Burning Fireplace Standard for new
construction with an effective date of July 30, 1999 or earlier will be adopted.
There will be no increase in staff necessary for the implementation of this
ordinance. The City administration will oversee the implementation of this
measure. ' '

Town of Carefree, on September 1, 1998, adopted an ordinance prohibiting
the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean
burning. The ordinance includes the requirements listed in Arizona Senate
Bill 1427 (1998) and the MAG Clean Burning Fireplace Standard, dated
October 23, 1997. The Town of Carefree Ordinance No. 98-14 becomes law
thirty days after adoption. Ordinance No. 98-14 will be enforced by the
Building Department staff. Legal authority is provided by Town ordinances
and State statutes.

City of Chandler commits to adopt an ordinance designed to ensure that as
new fireplaces are built, they will not be contributing to increased air pollution
problems. The ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction of a
fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance will also
prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace or
wood stove to a nonpermitted use. This ordinance will include the state
requirements listed in the S.B. 1427, Laws 1998, Chapter 217 and the MAG
Clean Burning Fireplace Standard, dated October 23, 1997. City of
Chandler, Planning and Development Department, Development Services
Division will be responsible for implementation. Legal authority for this action
is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council and
A.R.S. 9-500.16, Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance. Implementation will
begin upon the effective date of the ordinance, January 1, 1999, and will be
ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of El Mirage commits to adopt an ordinance designed to ensure that as
new fireplaces are built, they will not be contributing to increased air pollution
problems. The ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction of a
fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance will also
prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace or
wood stove to a nonpermitted use. This ordinance will include the state
requirements listed in the Arizona Senate Bill 1427 (1998) and the MAG
Clean Burning Fireplace Standard, dated October 23, 1997. The City of El
Mirage has approximately 100 existing fireplaces and anticipates 10 built per
year in future construction. The ordinance will be implemented by the City
of El Mirage. Legal authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-
240, General Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.16, Clean Burning
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Fireplace Ordinance, as created under Senate Bill 1427. In accordance with
A.R.S. 9-500.16, the ordinance must be developed, adopted, and
implementation by December 31, 1998. Legal authority for this action will be
provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Council, and A.R.S. 9-
500.16, Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance, as created under Senate Bill
1427.

Town of Fountain Hills commits to adopt an ordinance designed to ensure
that as new fireplaces are built, they will not be contributing to increased air
pollution problems. The ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction
of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance will
also prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace
or wood stove to a nonpermitted use. This ordinance will include the state
requirements listed in the Arizona Senate Bill 1427 (1998) and the MAG
Clean Burning Fireplace Standard, dated October 23, 1997.

The ordinance will be implemented by the Town of Fountain Hills. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers
of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.16, Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance, as
created under Senate Bill 1427. In accordance with A.R.S. 9-500.16, the
ordinance must be developed, adopted, and implemented by December 31,
1998.

Town of Gilbert indicates that State law adopted in the 1998 legislative
session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa County
Nonattainment Area to adopt, implement, and enforce an ordinance that
complies with the Metropolitan Organization’s clean burning fireplace
standards by December 31, 1998, (A.R.S., Section 9-500.16). In December
of 1997, the Town of Gilbert adopted Town Ordinance 1066, which prohibits:
(1) the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is
clean burning; and (2) the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted
fireplace or wood stove to a nonpermitted use.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Gilbert Code Enforcement
Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S., Section
9-240 General Powers of Common Council. The effective date for the
Town's clean-buming fireplace ordinance is January 1, 1999. This measure
will be implemented by existing personnel and funding will be allocated
through the annual budget process. The ordinance will be enforced by the
Town’s Code Enforcement Department.

City of Glendale indicates that State law adopted in the 1998 legislative
session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa County
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Nonattainment Area to adopt, implement, and enforce an ordinance that
complies with the clean burning fireplace standards by December 31, 1998.
The ordinance prohibits the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood
stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance also prohibits the subsequent
conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace or wood stove to a
nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875).

The City of Glendale’s Building Safety Department is responsible for
recommending changes to the City ordinances relating to new fireplace
construction. Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S. 9-
240, General Powers of Common Council and the Glendale Charter. The
City of Glendale will adopt a clean burning fireplace ordinance by December
31, 1998. The City of Glendale will implement and enforce the ordinance
starting in 1999. The City of Glendale’s Building Safety Department is
adequately staffed to implement and enforce this measure. The City of
Glendale’s Building Safety Department will enforce this measure through its
construction permit process.

City of Goodyear indicates that this measure involves the use of clean
burning fireplaces based on the MAG Regional Council Clean Burning
Fireplace Standards for new construction and Senate Bill 1427. The City of
Goodyear will adopt the Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance prior to

- December 31, 1998 so that the effective date of the ordinance is December

31, 1998. The ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction of a
fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The Ordinance will also
prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permanent fireplace or
wood stove to a nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875).

This measure will be implemented by the City of Goodyear Community
Development Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under
Senate Bill 1427 and a new City ordinance. The schedule for implementing
this measure will be that prior to December 31, 1998, an ordinance meets
the MAG Regional Council approved Clean Burning Fireplace Standard for
new construction with an effective data of December 31, 1998 or earlier will
be adopted. There will be no increase in staff necessary for the
implementation of this ordinance. City administration will oversee the
implementation of this measure. ‘

City of Mesa indicates that the City passed the Clean Burning Fireplace
Ordinance (No. 3434) on February 2, 1998 that meets the requirements of
S.B. 1427 (1998) for clean burning fireplaces. The ordinances prohibits the
installation or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it meets the
clean burning requirements, and it prohibits the conversion or alteration of
a permitted fireplace or wood stove to a nonpermitted use. The ordinance
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includes a penalty provision of fines not to exceed $2,500.00 and six months
imprisonment for persons, and fines not to exceed $20,000.00 for firms or
corporations.

The Building Inspections Division (BID) is responsible for issuing building
permits for all new construction. Permits will not be issued after December
31, 1998 to any facility where the building plans indicate the installation of a
nonclean burning fireplace. The BID is also responsible for inspecting new
construction prior to approving it for occupancy. Certificates of Occupancy
will not be issued to a facility where a nonclean burning fireplace has been
installed in violation of Ordinance 3434. Implementation authority is found
in: A.R.S., Section 9-240 General Powers of Councils; Mesa City Charter,
Article I: Powers of the City; Mesa City Code, Section 4-1-2: Fireplace
Restrictions; Mesa City Code, Section 4-9-1: Uniform Administrative Code.

The Ordinance has been adopted and will prohibit the installation of non-
approved fireplaces on or after December 31, 1998. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process to fund staff positions in BID. The
Building Inspections Division will enforce the clean burning fireplace
requirements beginning December 31, 1998.

Town of Paradise Valley indicates that this measure involves an ordinance
that requires all new fireplaces to conform to MAG standards. This measure
is being implemented by the Town of Paradise Valley Community
Development Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under
A.R.S. 9-240 General Powers of Common Council. The ordinance was
adopted on December 18, 1997. The Town of Paradise Valley will use its
two full time building inspectors and one assistant planner to ensure
compliance. The Town Administration will oversee the implementation of this
measure. ‘

City of Peoria indicates that this measure involves the use of clean burning
fireplaces based on the MAG Regional Council Clean Burning Fireplace
Standards for new construction and Senate Bill 1427. The City of Peoria will
adopt the Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance prior to December 31, 1998 so
that the effective date of the ordinance is December 31, 1998. The
ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood
stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance will also prohibit the
subsequent conversion or alteration of a permanent fireplace or wood stove
to a nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875).

This measure will be implemented by the City of Peoria Building Safety
Division. Legal authority for this action is provided under Senate Bill 1427
and a new City ordinance. The schedule for implementing this measure will
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be that prior to December 31, 1998, an ordinance that meets the MAG
Regional Council approved Clean Burning Fireplace Standard for New
Construction with an effective date of December 31, 1998 or earlier will be
adopted. There will be no increase in staff necessary for the implementation
of this ordinance. The City administration will oversee the implementation
of this measure.

City of Phoenix indicates that in December 1997, the City of Phoenix
adopted Ordinance G-4062, which amends the City Code to prohibit the
installation or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless the appliance
is “clean burning”. This ordinance allows permanently installed electric or
natural gas fireplace inserts, EPA-approved appliances, or other appliances
which have been determined to be “as-clean-as” the EPA approved
appliances, or other appliances (as determined by the Maricopa County Air
Pollution Control Officer). The ordinance also prohibits the removal of a gas
or electric log insert or wood stove insert from a fireplace for the purpose of
converting the fireplace to directly burn wood or other solid fuel.

City of Phoenix, Development Services Department is responsible for
enforcing the Ordinance through building permits.  Authority for
implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of Councils;
Arizona Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Charter and Code of Phoenix AZ,
Chapter I, General Powers, Rights, and Liabilities; Phoenix Charter, Chapter
4, Section 2: Powers Enumerated; Ordinance G-4062 which creates Phoenix
City Code, Chapter 40, Environmental Protection; and Atticle I: Fireplace
Restrictions.

The Ordinance is effective on December 31, 1998. Funding for
implementation of the City’s Building Code enforcement program is allocated
through the annual budget process. The Ordinance will be enforced through
the City’s Building Permit process.

Town of Queen Creek indicates that this measure involves the adoption of
an ordinance to prohibit the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood
stove unless it is clean burning. It also must prohibit the subsequent
conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace or wood stove to a
nonpermitted use. Senate Bill 1427 mandates this measure.

The Town of Queen Creek Building Department will implement this measure.
Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Common Council. As required by S.B. 1427, the Clean Burning
Fireplace Ordinance will be adopted, implemented and enforced by
December 31, 1998. The current Engineering and Building Department staff
would be adequate to implement this measure. Funding to implement this
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measure would be budgeted from the Town’s General Fund. The
enforcement of this measure would be the responsibility of the Building
Department. During the plan review phase of the building permit process,
the plan reviewer will check for compliance with the Clean Burning Fireplace
Ordinance.

City of Scottsdale indicates that this measure is intended to prohibit
installation and/or construction of residential wood burning fireplaces unless
they are clean burning. The City of Scottsdale participated in the process,
which led to the development of a regional model fireplace ordinance. On
December 1, 1997, the Scottsdale City Council passed Ordinance No. 3095
Clean Burning Fireplaces. The ordinance takes effect January 1, 1999. This
ordinance is regarded as a Best Available Control Measure (BACM) for
fireplace particulate emissions.

Subsequently, State law adopted May 29, 1998 in the 1998 legislative
session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa County
Nonattainment Area to adopt, implement, and enforce an ordinance that
complies with the Clean Burning Fireplace Standards by December 31,
1998. The ordinance prohibits the installation or construction of a fireplace
or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance also prohibits the
subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace or wood stove
to a nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875). The previously passed
Scottsdale ordinance meets these requirements.

The City of Scottsdale Community Development Department is responsible
for implementing the City ordinances relating to new fireplace construction.
Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S. Section 9-240,
General Powers of Common Council. The City of Scottsdale Ordinance No.
3095 Clean Burning Fireplaces takes effect on January 1, 1999. The City of
Scottsdale Community Development Department is adequately staffed to
implement and enforce this measure. The City of Scottsdale Community
Development Department will enforce this measure through its building
permit process.

City of Surprise commits to review adoption of an ordinance designed to
ensure that as new fireplaces are built, they will not be contributing to
increased air pollution problems. The ordinance will prohibit the installation
or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. This
ordinance will also prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration of a
permitted fireplace or wood stove to a nonpermitted use. This ordinance will
include the state requirements listed in Arizona Senate Bill 1427 (1998) and
the MAG Clean Burning Fireplace Standard, dated October 23, 1997.
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The ordinance will be implemented by the City of Surprise. Legal authority
for this action will be provided under A.R.S. Sections 9-240, 9-276, and 9-
500.16. In accordance with A.R.S. 9-500.16, the ordinance must be
developed, adopted, and implemented by December 31, 1998. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. Sections 9-240, 9-276,
and 9-500.16.

City of Tempe indicates that State law adopted in the 1998 legislative
session requires each city and town located in the Maricopa County
Nonattainment Area to adopt, implement, and enforce an ordinance that
complies with the Clean Burning Fireplace Standards by December 31,
1998. The ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction of a fire
place or wood stove unless it is clean burning. This ordinance also prohibits
the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace or wood
stove to a nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 9-500.16 and 11-875).

City of Tempe Ordinance No. 97-67 pertaining to clean burning fireplaces
was adopted on December 11, 1997. The implementing City Department is
the Development Services Department. Authority for implementation
includes A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of Council; Code of Tempe,
Arizona. Implementation will begin January 1, 1999. Funding is provided
through the annual budget process.

City of Tolleson commits to adopt a clean burning fireplace ordinance that
complies with the standards set forth in Senate Bill 1427. The ordinance will
prohibit the installation or construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it
is clean burning. The ordinance will also prohibit the subsequent conversion
or alteration of a permitted fireplace or wood stove to a nonpermitted use.

The City of Tolleson Safety Services Department will implement and monitor
this measure. Authority to enforce this ordinance will be granted by the
Tolleson City Council via A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Council. The
future ordinance addressing this measure will be adopted and implemented
no later than December 31, 1998. Three full-time Safety Services
Department employees are assigned to enforce any and all ordinances
pertaining to housing development. Funding for implementation is strictly
based on the salaries of these employees as well as the cost for
administrative support. ‘

Enforcement of the future ordinance will begin at all initial meetings with
housing developers. At these meetings, developers will be made aware of
the requirements of this ordinance. Furthermore, no site plan shall be
approved before total compliance with all City of Tolleson ordinances,
including the Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance, is made evident within
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such plans. Intermittent spot inspections will be made, before, during and
after construction to ensure compliance with said ordinance. Any violation
of this future ordinance will result in the issuance of a citation by code
enforcement officials. Safety Services Building Inspectors will perform
inspections at will to ensure compliance and report any violations, as well as
any action taken against violators, to the Zoning Administrator (City
Manager).

Town of Youngtown commits to adopt an ordinance designed to ensure that
as new fireplaces are built, they will not be contributing to increased air
pollution problems. The ordinance will prohibit the installation or construction
of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The ordinance will
also prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration of a permitted fireplace
or wood stove to a nonpermitted use. This ordinance will include the state
requirements listed in the Arizona Senate Bill 1427 (1998) and the MAG
Clean Burning Fireplace Standard, dated October 23, 1997. The Town of
Youngtown has approximately ten existing fireplaces and anticipates two
built per year in future construction.

The ordinance will be implemented by the Town of Youngtown. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers
of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.16, Clean Burning Fireplace Ordinance, as
created under Senate Bill 1427. In accordance with A.R.S. 9-500.16, the
ordinance must be developed, adopted, and implemented by December 31,
1998. Legal authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240,
General Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.16, Clean Burning Fireplace
Ordinance, as created under Senate Bill 1427. The Town of Youngtown
Building Safety Department will track the progress made with the
implementation of this measure.

Maricopa County, in 1999, indicates that this measure involves amending
Section 3102 of the Uniform Building Code to include the MAG Model Clean
Burning Fireplace Standard. S.B. 1427 passed by the Arizona Legislature
requires cities, towns and counties in Area A to adopt, implement, and
enforce an ordinance that complies with the clean burning fireplace
standards adopted by the Metropolitan Planning Organization in Area A by
December 31, 1998. The ordinance must prohibit the installation or
construction of a fireplace or wood stove unless it is clean burning. The
ordinance is also required to prohibit the subsequent conversion or alteration
of a permitted fireplace or wood stove to a nonpermitted use (A.R.S. 11-
875).

Maricopa County under A.R.S. 11-875 is mandated to adopt, implement, and
enforce an ordinance that complies with the clean burning fireplace
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standards and additionally from its authority to adopt and enforce code
provisions under A.R.S. 11-861 and 11-863. A new code provision was
adopted by the Board on December 16, 1998.

Funding is provided by existing Planning and Development through the code
amendment process and with normal plan review/building inspection staffing
enforcement of the Building Code following adoption of the amendment. The
Planning and Development Department will enforce the program through its
authority to issue building permits. No permits will be issued unless the
device(s) proposed for installation meets the requirements of the Clean
Burning Fireplace building code amendment. The Building and Safety
Division will not grant a clearance for final inspection sign-off until the
fireplace meets the requirements of the Clean Burning Fireplace building
code amendment.

33. Public Information Program on Wood Stoves and Wood Heat

1997 H

Maricopa County indicates that this measure involves establishing a public
information and education program to inform and educate citizens about
relevant State, local and EPA regulations; general health risks of wood
smoke; proper woodburning operations and maintenance; heating fuels and
practices; new technology stoves; and alternatives to wood heating. The
program is supported by two hotlines; fax natifications of high air pollution
advisories to media, agencies and major employers; prepared information
sheets for handouts, mailers and bill stuffers; and local newspaper articles
(32 published during the 1996-1997 winter season).

Pursuant to A.R.S. Section 11-871, Maricopa County developed and
implemented a residential woodburning restriction ordinance in October
1994. The Board of Supervisors authorized the Environmental Services
Department to carry out the necessary investigations, inspections, and
enforcement for County Air Pollution Control pursuant to A.R.S. Section 49-
473. To support the residential woodburning restriction ordinance, the
Department has developed a Public Information Program to inform and
educate the public pursuant to the County’s authorities under A.R.S. Section
11-201, 11-202 and 11-251.

To enhance the program, Maricopa County is completing the following
actions:

1. In February 1997 published a Woodburning Booklet as part of
Maricopa County Pollution Prevention Program. The Woodburning
booklet is being distributed to the public and to the media and is
available on the Department’s Home Page.
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2. In Winter 1996 completed an educational brochure to inform new
home buyers about High Air Poliution advisories and to promote
clean-burning fireplaces working with the Air Quality Committee of the
Phoenix Environmental Quality Commission, the Homebuilders
Association and the Hearth Products Association. The brochure is
being distributed in model homes and by realtors and home builders
throughout Maricopa County.

3. Beginning the winter season 1996-1997, Maricopa County in
conjunction with RPTA designed a uniform symbol for high air
pollution advisory days which is displayed during the weather reports
on all except one of the major network affiliate stations. In addition,
the local public television station also began running a “crawl” which
appears at the bottom of the television screen announcing high air
pollution advisories.

4. By August 1997, high air pollution advisories will appear on Maricopa
County Environmental Services Home Page, ADOT’s Home Page and
RPTA’s Home Page which is also linked to the Environmental Section
of the Arizona Republic’'s Home Page. The National Weather Setrvice
agreed to include tips with its broadcast wire service air quality report
on high air pollution advisory days beginning with the 1996 winter CO
season.

The Department designates approximately $30,000 of its Federal 105 grant
for the woodburning program including both public information and
enforcement. The public involvement coordinator spends one quarter of her
time from October to March on this program.

Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that the RPTA provides
information to the public regarding wood stoves and the no burn ordinance
to reduce wintertime emissions of carbon monoxide. Information is
disseminated through High Pollution Advisories to over 700 Valley employers
via facsimile during both winter and summer high pollution seasons.
Periodically, articles are written in employer newsletters and/or employee
newsletters (made available in camera ready form to employers for
duplication) on the importance of oxygenated fuels. RPTA provides
information materials to the over 1,250 employers affected by the TRP that
represent about 585,000 employees and students. Maricopa County is
responsible for educating the public about the No Burn Day ordinance and
wood stoves. RPTA works with the County to provide information to
employers and residents.
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= Fax to over 700 employers on High Pollution Advisory Days, on

No Burn.

= Distribute fact sheets when made available by Maricopa
County kits to 1,250 employers - Fall, 1997.

= Ongoing-disseminate information as requested by Maricopa
County. :

No additional funding or personnel is necessary to provide periodic
information to residents.

34. Encourage Limitations on Vehicle Idling

1997 W

Regional Public Transportation Authority updated its engine idling policy in
June 1996. The updated policy provides that vehicle operators shall follow
the accompanying guidelines on engine idling at layovers, unless actively
loading or unloading wheelchair passengers (certain exceptions may apply).

1. Below 90 degrees and over 3 minutes layover, turn engine off.
2. Below 90 degrees and within 100 yards of any single- or multi-family
residence, regardless of layover time, turn engine off.
3. Any time the temperature is between 90 and 99 degrees, allow engine
-to run at low idle.
4, Any time temperature is 100 degrees or higher, allow engine to run at
high idle.

The Regional Public Transportation Authority working in cooperation with its
member jurisdictions. The RPTA will continue to work with member
jurisdictions to promote environmentally sensitive transit operations practices
and policies. Promoting vehicle idling limitations and other environmentally
sensitive transit operations practices and policies are included within the
ongoing annual budgets of the RPTA and its member jurisdictions.

35. Expansion of Area A Boundaries

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which expands the boundaries
of Area A. Previously, the Area A boundaries followed the boundaries of the
carbon monoxide and ozone nonattainment area. Area A was expanded to
include additional portions of Maricopa County, portions of Pinal County, and
portions of Yavapai County. The Area A boundaries are delineated as
follows:

(@)  In Maricopa County:

Township 8 North, Range 2 East and Range 3 East

Township 7 North, Range 2 West Through Range 5 East

Township 6 North, Range 2 West Through Range 6 East

Township 5 North, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East
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Township 4 North, Range 2 West Through Range 8 East
Township 3 North, Range 2 West Through Range 8 East
Township 2 North, Range 2 West Through Range 8 East
Township 1 North, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East
Township 1 South, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East
Township 2 South, Range 2 West Through Range 7 East

(b)  In Pinal County:
Township 1 North, Range 8 East And Range 9 East
Township 1 South, Range 8 East And Range 9 East
Township 2 South, Range 8 East And Range 9 East
Township 3 South, Range 7 East Through Range 9 East

(C) InYavapai County:
Township 7 North, Range 1 East And Range 1 West Through Range 2 West

The Area A map is provided in Figure 7-1. The Area A expanded boundaries
are also depicted with the PM-10 nonattainment area boundaries in Figure
7-2.

All of the air quality measures and programs added or modified by S.B. 1427
for Area A will be effective from and after December 31, 2000 in the portion
of Area A which includes Pinal County. This does not apply to the
conversions of fleet vehicles to alternative fuels by cities, counties, and
school districts. Also, the vehicles subject to the Vehicle Emissions
Inspection Program that have been included within the new boundaries of
Area A are required to comply beginning from and after December 31, 1998.
Collectively, the air quality measures which apply specifically to Area A are:
Traffic Synchronization; Plans to Stabilize Targeted Unpaved Roads, Alleys,
and Stabilize Unpaved Shoulders on Targeted Arerials; Crack Seal
Equipment; Alternative Fuel Vehicles Requirements for Local Governments
and School Districts; Adjusted Work Hours; Clean Burning Fireplace
Ordinances; Use of Petroleum Products for Road Maintenance; Winter Fuel
Reformulation: California Phase 2 Reformulated Gasoline with 3.5 Percent
Oxygen Content by Weight; Stage | and Il Vapor Recovery; Voluntary
Vehicle Repair and Retrofit Program; Vehicle Emissions Testing Program
Requirements (including Catalyst Replacement Program and Vehicle Repair
Grant Program); Tougher Enforcement of Vehicle Registration and
Emissions Test Compliance; Remote Sensing, and Travel Reduction
Program (A.R.S. 49-541 and Section 41 and 42 of S.B. 1427).
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36. Voluntary No-Drive Days

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which changes the Voluntary
No Drive Days Program from a winter-time program to a year round program.
Maricopa and Pima Counties are required to implement the program (A.R.S.
49-506).

37. Analysis of Intersource Credit Trading and Banking Program

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which appropriated $75,000
from the State General Fund to the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality for fiscal year 1998-1999 for the analysis of the environmental and
economic feasibility of an intersource credit trading and banking program in
Arizona for emission sources within the same nonattainment area,
maintenance area, or modeling domain. In order to demonstrate
environmental feasibility within a nonattainment area, maintenance area, or
modeling domain, all emissions trading actions must result in overall
reductions in total emissions within the same nonattainment area,
maintenance area, or modeling domain. The general fund appropriation .
must be matched by an equal expenditure of monies from gifts, grants, or
donations or the general fund monies revert to the State General Fund by
the end of the fiscal year (Section 39 of S.B. 1427).

38. PM-10 Best Available Control Technology (BACT) Determinations for Stationary

Sources

1997 H

Maricopa County indicates that this measure involves an industry-by-industry

study of the major point sources that could be made to determine the best
types of control technologies that are available to yield emission reductions.

The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors is authorized by A.R.S. Section
49-479 to adopt rules for air pollution control and by A.R.S. Section 49-480
to establish, administer, and enforce a program for air quality permits. The
Board adopted rules establishing an air quality permit program and pursuant
to A.R.S. Section 49-473, designated the Environmental Services
Department to issue permits and administer and enforce the permit program.
By operation of A.R.S. Section 49-471, the executive head of the department
designated under A.R.S. Section 49-473 serves as the Air Pollution Control
Officer. The'Air Pollution Control Officer is specifically authorized to take the
enforcement actions set forth in A.R.S. Sections 49-502, 49-511, 49-512 and
49-513.

Most stationary sources already have BACT controls. In énalyzing the
sources, incremental benefits may be obtained from revising Rule 316--
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Nonmetallic Mineral Mining and Processing. Several provisions need to be
clarified to improve its effectiveness.

The Department also considered requiring baghouses in place of cyclones
on woodworking operations. However, some facilities already use
baghouses. None of the woodworking facilities are major sources for PM-10.
With countywide emissions estimated to be 0.24 tons per day of PM-10, this
source category would not be considered a significant source category. This
measure would result in emission reductions of approximately 0.20 tons of
PM-10 per day from woodworking operations. In conclusion, the
administrative burden of developing a rule is not justified at this time for such
a minimal emission reduction.

May--August Research and draft revision
September--October 1997  Workshop draft revision
November--December 1997 Consideration by Board of Supervisors

Maricopa County Environmental Services Department has 16 inspectors,
supervisors and technical staff to inspect and determine compliance at
stationary sources. The department’s annual revenue for the air quality
program is approximately $2.6 million.

39. Strengthening and Better Enforcement of Fugitive Dust Control Rules

1999 H

Maricopa County, revised 1999 commitment, indicates that this measure
involves achieving improved compliance with existing air pollution rules
through the provision of additional inspection and enforcement personnel.
In addition, it involves evaluating the effectiveness of rules and improving
clarity.

The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors is authorized by A.R.S. Section
49-479 to adopt rules for air pollution control and by A.R.S. Section 49-480
to establish, administer and enforce a program for air quality permits. The
Board adopted rules establishing an air quality permit program and pursuant
to A.R.S. Section 49-473, designated the Environmental Services
Department to issue permits and administer and enforce the permit program.
By operation of A.R.S. Section 49-471, the executive head of the department
designated under A.R.S. Section 49-473 serves as the Air Pollution Control
Officer. The Air Pollution Control Officer is specifically authorized to take the
enforcement actions set forth in A.R.S. Sections 49-502, 49-511, 49-512 and
49-513.

Implementation Schedule: Implementation of an enhanced fugitive dust
program includes public outreach/education, rule development, staffing,
inspection frequency, policy development, enforcement plan development
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and performance measures. Specific commitments are described below:
staffing under the caption, “Level of Personnel and Funding”, the
enforcement plan commitments are described under the caption,
“Enforcement Program”, and performance measures are described under the
caption, “Monitoring Program”.

Public Outreach/Education:

August 1998

January 1, 1999

January - September 1999

December 1999 - January 2000

February 2000

January - March 2000

March 2000

November 2000
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Began offering Dust Control Training
Course at Paradise Valley Community
College

Earth Moving Permit Application Forms,
Dust Control Plan Forms and “Pollution
Prevention Guide for Construction”
available on Web page

Coordinated with EPA on notifications to
vacant lot owners, unpaved parking lot
owners, and cities and towns

Train inspection staff on case development

Compilete staff training manual containing
checklists for documentation of important
observations for citations. The checklists
will include records review and describe
appropriate actions regarding
recordkeeping. '

Complete draft manual for government
construction oversight - Initial project
due from ASU sponsored by the
partnership between MCESD, ADOT,
MCDOT, ASU and private industry.

Complete staff training on revised rule
test methods.

Meet with city staff and train city staff to
prepare inspection reports and notices of
violations based on MCESD staff training
manual.



Increase Inspection Frequency Part I--Sources Not Requiring a Permit;

June 1999

April 2000

January 2000

Annually thereafter

Board adopted Rule 310.01 that
addressed vacant lots, unpaved parking
lots and public unpaved roads.

Develop inspection priorities for vacant lot
and unpaved parking lot inspections
considering lot size and number of
sources. Larger lots will be inspected first
and smaller lots in succeeding years.
Department resources will be directed
initially to areas that lack municipal
programs.

Department obtains copies of local
government plans developed pursuant to
A.R.S. Section 9-500.04 or 49-474.01 to
stabilize targeted unpaved roads, alleys
and stabilize unpaved shoulders on
targeted arterials.

Review reports filed on those plans

Inspection Frequency Part lI--Sources Requiring Permits:

June 1997

July 1999

January 2000

March 2000

Marph 2000
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Scheduled weekend inspections
randomly at least once a month.
Proactively inspect sites larger than 10
acres 3 to 6 times per year. Proactively
inspect sites less than 10 acres once
within 30 days of project start date listed
on the permit application form.

Develop inspection priorities for permitted
sources

Revise Standard Operating Procedure
and checklists for fugitive dust inspections
to be consistent with revised rules.

Provide a shortened complaint response
time with a goal of 8 hours for high priority
complaints. Maintain the current goal of
24 hours for all others.



September 2000

September - January 2001

March 2001

Evaluate and Revise Rule 310:

December 1999 - February 2000

December 1999 - July 2001

January 2000 - July 2001

June 2000 - June 2001
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Conduct mid-year review of program to
evaluate its progress and future needs.

Draft Fugitive Dust Operating Plan to
track progress and identify future needs.

Review program to evaluate its
effectiveness and potential future needs.

Revise earth moving application forms
and dust control plans to be consistent
with the revised rule and to improve
program effectiveness.

Research and develop a standard(s) and
test method(s) for earth moving sources,
considering field research sponsored by
EPA, designed to be enforceable and
meet BACM requirements as to
stringency and the number of sources
that it applies to. If research reveals
problems with the existing opacity
standard’s enforceability, feasibility or
stringency for some or all earthmoving
operations, revise rule by June-
September 2001 to modify the existing
opacity test method to address the
problems as warranted and adopt a new
standard(s) and test method(s) to deal
with any problems that cannot be
addressed by modifying the opacity test
method.

Research, develop and incorporate
additional  requirement  for  dust
suppression practices/equipment into
dust control plans and/or Rule 310 by
June - September 2001.

Revise the sample daily recordkeeping
logs for new and renewed Rule 310
permits to be consistent with rule
revisions and to provide sufficient detalil
documenting the implementation of dust



control measures required by Rule 310
and contained in the dust control plan.
Distribute sample log sheets with issued
permits and conduct outreach to sources

by June 2000.

January - February 2001 Draft rule revisions, if necessary

March - Méy 2001 Workshop draft rule, if rule revisions are
necessary

June - September 2001 Board consideration of rule revision, if
necessary

Level of Personnel and Funding:

Manpower: In 1998, the Department moved three additional inspectors and an
enforcement officer from other positions to work proactively and directly on the
earth-moving program. As a result of a fee increase adopted by the Board on
August 19, 1998, these positions will be permanently funded. In addition, the
increase allowed the Department to add another inspector spring 1999 and three
additional inspectors, a coordinator, an aide and an enforcement officer during the
current fiscal year. By the end of January 2000, these additions will increase
personnel working directly and proactively on the program to eight inspectors, one
coordinator, one supervisor, an aide and two enforcement officers.

The Department is seeking approval to hire an additional attorney in the County
Attorney’s Office to expedite civil litigation and to assist with prosecuting Class One
Misdemeanor cases by April 2000. Upon approval of this item, the funding will be
available to initiate the hiring process through the County Attorney’s Office. The
Department will also provide an additional FTE to the Small Business Environmental
Assistance Program to assist smaller builders and construction companies, and to
help develop and implement additional education programs for this industry group.
The Department also has 19 inspectors, aides, engineers, and supervisors who are
available to monitor compliance at previously permitted facilities, perform field
observations and respond to complaints as needed.

Funding: Maricopa County Environmental Service Department’s annual revenue
for the air quality program is anticipated to be approximately $3.85 million. The
annual earth moving permit fee revenue is anticipated to be approximately
$1,123,000. This represents an increase of $772,000 over existing program
revenue.

Enforcement Program: These requirements are administered through a visual
inspection program and/or a permit program which includes review of permit,
inspection of facilities, performance of compliance test methods and review of
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40.

1998

records and activities. The Department’s enforcement options include orders of
abatement, civil actions for injunctive relief or civil penalties, and filing a class 1
misdemeanor citation. The actual process is further described in the Department’s

Air Enforcement Policy.

February 2000 Draft revised enforcement policy that
includes:
® guidelines for initiating various

enforcement actions

guidelines for reinspection

defines the timely and appropriate
action by laying out guidelines for
which type of violation is appropriate
for specific enforcement actions and
for the timeframes for escalating
enforcement actions when appropriate
identify high priority violations
guidelines for when to seek penalties
reflecting the economic benefit of non-

compliance, if feasible

guidelines  for  seeking and
determining higher penalties, when
appropriate, for repeat violations of
the same nature

guidelines for inspectors to handle
predetermined  citation  category
violations from observance of a
violation to citation delivery to justice
court

February 2000 Draft checklists for training manual for
field staff to ensure that observations are
documented that are important to make
the citation program successful.

April 2000 Finalize revised enforcement policy

Monitoring Program: The Department will track the number of inspections,
number and type of enforcement actions, amount of penalties assessed, amount
of penalties collected, compliance with the 24-hour and annual PM-10 standard
and number of educational opportunities provided. In 2003-2004, the
Department will perform a rule effectiveness study to evaluate this program.

Reduce Particulate Emissions from Unpaved Roads and Alleys

B Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires cities,
towns, and counties in Area A to develop and implement plans to
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1998

1998

stabilize targeted unpaved roads, alleys and stabilize unpaved shoulders
on targeted arterials beginning January 1, 2000. The plans are required
to address performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, alleys and
shoulders, a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

City of Avondale will participate in a regional program to assist in the
reduction of particulate pollution. The City intends to by
September 30, 1999, provide dust proof treatments to any public street
within a nonattainment area which is unpaved or for which the Public
Works Director has not approved alternate dust control or graveling
measures. These roads will be subject to paving or other stabilizing
treatment for that portion of the streets which is a benefit to the owner of
the adjacent property.

The City will also develop a plan and identify all unpaved public roads for
stabilizing or paving. The plan will include performance goals, criteria for
identifying those roads, alleys, and shoulders, and present a schedule for
implementation including funding options and if necessary, or when
necessary report the plan to the Maricopa Association of Governments.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Avondale Public Works
Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under Section 9-
240 “General Powers of Common Council” of the Arizona Revised
Statutes. The City of Avondale Public Works Department will prepare the
necessary plans and financial options as mentioned above. The Public
Works Department will be responsible for exploring the feasibility of
implementing this measure. Funding will be determined through the
City’s annual budget process. The City administration will oversee the
implementation of this measure.

Town of Carefree has three miles of unpaved roads. The roads are
graveled and receive less than an average daily trip volume of 150
vehicles. All road shoulders within the Town of Carefree are paved or
graveled. The Town of Carefree Subdivision Ordinance requires new
roads and shoulders within the Town of Carefree to be paved with
asphalt, concrete, or the equivalent including gravel. The town Street
Department staff will maintain the roads and funds are budgeted in the
Street Department maintenance budget. The Town of Carefree will
oversee the maintenance of its roads and enforcement of its ordinances.

Town of Cave Creek will participate in a regional program to assist in the
reduction of particulate emissions. The Town began dustproof treatment
of public streets in 1996 and by 1998 has accepted all unpaved public
streets into a dust control program. By the end of 1998, over ten miles
of unimproved dirt roads have been improved to include application of
recycled asphalt or gravel (ABC) mixed and bound with lignosulfonate, a
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dust palliative. All remaining dirt roads receive the dust palliative during
regularly scheduled grading cycles.

This measure has been implemented by the Town of Cave Creek
Engineering/Public Works Department and approved by the Common
Council of the Town of Cave Creek through the budgeting process. The
Town of Cave Creek Engineering/Public Works Department will continue
to improve and dustproof all public roads within the limitations of available
funding and budget. The Public Works Department, exclusive of
Engineering, consists of one Public Works Foreman and four workers.
All personnel are involved in dust proofing and road improvements.
Future funding will be determined through the Town’s annual budget
process. The Town administration will oversee the implementation
program. The Town administration will track the progress made with the
implementation of this measure.

City of Chandler currently has four sections of city-owned unpaved public
roadway within its corporate boundaries totaling approximately 1.25
miles. Travel on all but one to these sections is below a 250 average
daily trip (ADT) level. There are also four sections of county-operated,
unpaved public roadway within the corporate boundaries for which the
City has no jurisdictional authority. Additionally, there are approximately
five miles of unpaved privately-owned roads which allow public access.
All of these privately-owned roads are believed to be under the 250 ADT
level.

There are approximately 130 miles of city-owned alleys. Over the past
four years the City has applied asphalt milling to 31 miles of city-owned
alleys. The City commits to apply asphalt millings to another five to
seven miles in the next 12 months, based on the availability of the milling
material. Also, over the past four years, the City has reconstructed 7.5
miles of alleys, using six inches of ABC gravel for the base and surface
material.

The City usually requires street improvements to be made when
development or redevelopment occurs. Although the data generated by
the microscale study demonstrates that the primary source of PM-10
emissions is agricultural activity over which the City has no control, and
that unpaved roads are a very small contributor to exceedances of the
24-hour standard in Chandler, the City will commit to paving all city-
owned public roads identified above by June 10, 2000 regardless of
whether or not there is development activity along those sections of road
or of the level of travel on these roadways. Additionally, the City will
continue its program of dustproofing city-owned alleys.

The City will also commit to developing and implementing a plan by

January 1, 2000 to stabilize unpaved roads and alleys that have not
already been addressed. The plans will address performance goals,
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1998

criteria for targeting the streets and alleys, a schedule for implementation,
funding options and reporting requirements.

These commitments do not apply to unpaved roads and alleys located on
an industrial facility, or construction or earth-moving activity on sites that
have an approved permit issued by Maricopa County.

City of Chandler, Public Works Department, Streets Division will be
responsible for implementation. Legal authority for this action is provided
under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council and A.R.S. 9-
500.04, Air Quality Control; Definition; Chandler City Code 24A-3, Street
financing policy; and Chandler City Code 24A-4, Scalloped Street
Assessments. Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process.

City of El Mirage indicates that the following represents the City plan for
reducing particulate emissions from unpaved roads. In Fiscal Year 1997-
98, the City of El Mirage plans to pave one-half mile of currently unpaved
roadways. The project is proposed to be funded through the ESP Grant
Program of the Arizona Department of Commerce. The City is currently
responsible for the maintenance of approximately six miles of unpaved
roadways within a large lot rural subdivision. The City will propose to the
property owners within this subdivision, that they consent to the formation
of a City sponsored improvement district to pave all roadways within this
subdivision. The currently unpaved one-quarter mile long roadway to the
City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant will be paved in 1999, as part of the
project to expand the plant.

The above plan addresses 95 percent of all unpaved City roadways. The
above plan by the City meets or exceeds the suggested measures for
particulate emission controls suggested by MAG in the letter dated
September 9, 1997. No further action is proposed. This plan will be
implemented by the City of EI Mirage Public Works Department. Legal
authority of this action is provided under Section 9-240 of the Arizona
Revised Statutes. Enforcement of this measure will be provided by the
City Engineer.

Town of Fountain Hills commits to developing and implementing a plan
that requires unpaved roads and alleys to be stabilized to reduce
particulate emissions from vehicles traveling over an unpaved surface.
Owners/operators of existing public unpaved roads with average daily trip
volumes of 250 vehicles or greater within the boundaries of Fountain Hills
will be required to pave, chemically stabilize, or apply gravel to the
unpaved road. Requirements for the plan are included in A.R.S. 9-
500.4(A)(3) as created by Arizona Senate Bill 1427 (1998).
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1998

Approximately 2.4 + miles of unpaved roads and alleys (.15 mile-roads,
2.25 miles-alleys) will be evaluated and begin to be treated by January
1, 2000, continuing as needed, using dust proofing techniques approved
by EPA and/or MAG.

The plan will be implemented by the Town of Fountain Hills. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3), as created under Senate
Bill 1427. Plans to stabilize targeted unpaved roads and alleys having
greater than 250 vehicles per day need to be developed and begin to be
implemented by January 1, 2000. The short span of public road (.15
mile) is scheduled to be asphalt paved per Town standards during Fiscal
Year 1998-1999 (ending June 30, 1999). The Town of Fountain Hills, per
the subdivision ordinance, requires developers to provide new paved
streets with concrete curbs within all subdivisions and including perimeter
streets.  (Reference: Subdivision Ordinance, Article IV — Public
Improvements Requirements 404(A), Adopted by Town Council October
3, 1996). No additional personnel is expected to be required. Funding
is approved within the Fiscal Year 1998-1999 budget for paving the
unpaved road segment; however, funding for stabilizing the unpaved
alleys is undetermined. The Town of Fountain Hills Engineering and
Street Maintenance Departments will be responsible for enforcing this
measure.

Town of Gilbert, in 1997, indicates that all existing Town arterial and
collector streets in the public street system are paved. There is
approximately 1.25 miles of local single-lane streets that are unpaved,
but stabilized with milled asphalt, which is regraded and watered on a
monthly basis. Average daily traffic does not exceed 120 cars. This
measure will be implemented by the Town of Gilbert, Public Works Street
Section. Authority for implementation is A.R.S. Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils and Gilbert Town Code. Implementation will be
ongoing. The Street Section maintains the approximately 1.25 miles on
a monthly basis. The Town commits $500 in maintenance costs per mile
on a monthly basis. Funding for this measure comes from the Town of
Gilbert’s Highway User Revenue Fund and is allocated through the
annual budget process.

Town of Gilber, in 1998, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session requires cities, towns, and counties located in the
Maricopa County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans to
stabilize targeted roads and alleys beginning January 1, 2000. The plans
must address performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, and
alleys, a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S., Section 9-500.04 and 49-474.01). In addition, the
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proposed Environmental Protection Agency’s Moderate Area PM-10
Federal Implementation Plan includes requirements for public unpaved
roads.

All existing Town arterial and collector streets in the public street system
are paved. Approximately 1.25 miles of local single-lane streets are
unpaved and stabilized with milled asphalt. The average daily traffic on
these roads does not exceed 120 cars. Approximately 1.25 miles of
unpaved alleys existing under the Town’s jurisdiction are also stabilized
with milled asphalt. The Town’s unpaved roads and alleys are watered
and regraded on a quarterly basis.

The Town of Gilbert will prepare and implement a formal plan for the
stabilization of its unpaved public roads and alleys to adhere to the State
law. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S., Section 9-
240: General Powers of Common Council. The Town of Gilbert will
continue to stabilize the 1.25 miles of unpaved public roads and 1.25
miles of unpaved public alleys within its jurisdiction. The plan mandated
by State legislation will be developed and implemented by January 1,
2000. The Town’s Streets Section is responsible for the repair and
maintenance of Town streets and alleys. The Town commits $500 in
maintenance costs per mile on a monthly basis. Funding for this
measure comes from the Towns’s Highway User Revenue Fund and is
allocated through the annual budget process. The Town’s Public Works
Department will ensure that a plan is developed and the stabilization of
Town unpaved roads and alleys is continued.

City of Glendale, in 1997, indicates that all existing City arterial and
collector streets currently in the public street system are already paved.
There exists approximately 3/4 mile of local single-lane streets serving
approximately six residences that are unpaved, but stabilized with gravel.
In the event that the City gains possession of existing unpaved arterial
streets, the City will have those streets paved in a timely manner. The
City has a general nuisance ordinance (Chapter 25, Nuisances, Section
2) that could be used to control activities on private property that causes
dust problems to the prejudice, danger or annoyance of others.

The City's Engineering Department is responsible for the projects
constructed within the city, including the design and construction of city
streets and for the implementation of the City's public street improvement
program. The City’s Streets Division is responsible for the repair and
maintenance of the City's streets and paved surfaces. The City’s Code
Compliance Division is responsible for the enforcement of the City Code.
Legal authority for this section is provided under Section 9-240, General
Powers of Common Council of the Arizona Revised Statutes. Funding
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will be determined through the City’'s annual budget development
process. The City’'s Code Compliance Division will enforce City Code 25-
2 on a complaint basis.

City of Glendale, in 1998, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa
County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans to stabilize
targeted unpaved roads, alleys and stabilize unpaved shoulders on
targeted arterial streets beginning January 1, 2000. The plans must
address performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, alleys and
shoulders, a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

The City will prepare and implement a plan to adhere to State law and the
Clean Air Act. Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S.,
Section 9-240, General Powers of Common Council and the Glendale
Charter. The City will prepare a plan to reduce patticulate emissions
from public unpaved roads. The City will start to implement this Best
Available Control Measure before January 1, 2000. The City’'s Streets
Division is responsible for the repair and maintenance of city streets and
alleys. The Streets Division is adequately staffed and funded to
implement this measure. The City’s Deputy City Manger of Public Works
will ensure that the City implements this measure.

City of Goodyear will participate in a regional program to assist in the
reduction of particulate pollution. The City intends to by April 30, 1999,
provide dust proof treatments to any public street within a nonattainment
area which is unpaved or for which the Public Works Director has not
approved alternate dust control or graveling measures. These roads will
be subject to paving or other stabilizing treatment for that portion of the
street which is a benefit to the owner of the adjacent property. The City
will also be required to post 15 mph speed limit signs on all private
access ways as determined by the Public Works Director. The Public
Works Department will post all unpaved roads for 15 mph, private or
public. The City will also develop a plan and identify all unpaved public
roads for stabilizing or paving. The plan will include performance goals,
criteria for identifying those roads, alleys, and shoulders, and present a
schedule for implementation including funding options and if necessary,
or when necessary report the plan to the Maricopa Association of
Governments.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Goodyear Public Works
Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under Section 9-
240, General Powers of Common Council of Arizona Revised Statutes.
The City of Goodyear Public Works Department will prepare the
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necessary plans and financial options as mentioned above. The Public
Works Department will be responsible for exploring the feasibility of
implementing this measure. Funding will be determined through the
City’'s annual budget process. City administration will oversee the
implementation of this measure. .

City of Mesa, in 1997, indicates that the City began a dustproofing
program using recycled asphalt with a surface sealer on unpaved public
streets within the City in 1994. Since then 9.5 miles of unpaved streets
with an average dalily traffic volume of 120 vehicles or greater have been
dustproofed. One additional mile is scheduled for 1997-1998 at an
estimated cost of approximately $300,000.

At the current time, there is only 0.5 mile of unpaved street with an ADT
of 120 which is located in the Lehi area of the City. There is an additional
approximately 1.5 miles of unpaved streets in this area with an ADT of
less than 120 vehicles. The dirt streets located in the Lehi area are
subject to flooding and standing water due to poor drainage in the entire
area. The installation of a storm drainage system is cost prohibitive due
to the small area that it would serve. Without a properly designed and
constructed drainage system, it is not reasonable to dustproof the dirt
streets in this area as it would exacerbate the flooding and standing water
problem.

The remaining 5.5 miles of unpaved City streets have estimated average
daily traffic volumes less than 120 vehicles. The City will monitor the dust
generating potential of these streets if there is additional development
resulting in increased average daily traffic and will prioritize dustproofing
needs for the remaining unpaved areas. City staff will include
approximately one additional mile of dustproofing per year in the annual
budget for Council consideration.

As new residential, commercial or industrial areas are developed paving
and cutrbing is required under City Code 9-6-4 and 9-8-3. The City of
Mesa will continue working with citizens to form special improvement
districts to pave unpaved traffic surfaces. The City will also work with and
encourage other governmental agencies within Maricopa County to have
the State law revised to allow the governing body to reject Improvement
District protests when the proposed Improvement District is related to air
quality. .

The City will evaluate the legality and feasibility of installing 15 mph traffic

signs on unpaved roads. Generally, the State reserves the right to
establish speed limits under A.R.S., Section 28-626 Uniform Application
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of Laws. Throughout the State and A.R.S. Title 28, Article 6: Speed
Restriction.

The Engineering Division will continue to develop plans for special
improvement districts as they are identified. The Transportation
Department is responsible for paving city streets. The Code Compliance
Division is responsible for responding to complaints and enforcing City
Code provisions. The Environmental Programs Division will be taking a
proactive approach to working with private and commercial facility owners
and operators to reduce fugitive dust emissions.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General
Powers of Councils; Maricopa County Rule 310, Open Fugitive Dust;
Mesa City Charter, Article | - Powers of the City; and Mesa City Code,
Section 9-6-4, and Section 9-8-3.

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. Approximately $300,000 is budgeted for one mile of
dustproofing in the 1997-1998 budget. Approximately $300,000 will be
included in future proposed budgets for Council consideration until the
remaining unpaved streets with ADT of 120 vehicles have been dust-
proofed.

The Mesa City Code provides enforcement authority for violation of City
Code requirements. Inspectors from the Environmental Programs
Division will be conducting inspections throughout the City to strengthen
dust control practices and procedures. An important component of this
program will be public education on dust control methods and the health
hazards associated with particulate pollution.

City of Mesa, in 1999, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session (Senate Bill 1427) requires cities and towns located in
the Maricopa County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans
to stabilize targeted unpaved roads, alleys and stabilize unpaved
shoulders on targeted arterials beginning January 1, 2000. The plans
must address performance goals; criteria for targeting the roads, alleys
and shoulders; a schedule for implementation, funding options and
reporting requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04). The plan will include the
elimination or privatization of alleys whenever possible. The City of Mesa
has previously committed to a program to reduce emissions from
unpaved roads (Measure 97-DC-7) submitted to MAG in December
1997). The City will prepare and implement the additional plan required
under State law.

The City of Mesa Transportation Division is responsible for paving and
dustproofing City streets and alleys and evaluating effective dust
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suppressants. The Environmental Programs Division will work with the
Transportation Division to develop an inventory and prioritization of
unpaved roads and alleys and to develop a plan in compliance with the
requirements of A.R.S. 9-500.04.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils; Mesa City Charter, Article | - Powers of the City; and
Mesa City Code, Section 9-6-4 and Section 9-8-3.

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. The City has previously committed to including
approximately $300,000 in future proposed budgets for Council
consideration until any unpaved streets with average daily trips (ADT) of
120 vehicles have been dustproofed.

Town of Paradise Valley indicates that this measure involves the
continued implementation of the current ordinance which requires all
public streets to be paved. This measure will be implemented by the
Town of Paradise Valley Public Works Department. Legal authority for
this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240 General Powers of Common
Council. There are presently no unpaved public streets or alleys in the
Town of Paradise Valley with ADT in excess of 150. At least one of these
streets will be paved not later than June 10, 2000. The Town of Paradise
Valley Public Works Department has 14 employees and an annual
budget of $1,015,000. The Town Administration will oversee the
implementation of this measure. ‘

City of Peoria, in 1997, indicates that the City will proceed with a good
faith effort to implement all or part of the measure to reduce particulate
emissions from unpaved roads. The measure options include: Option 1:
Applying dustproofing measures to existing unpaved roads above a
specified average daily traffic. Dustproofing measures include paving,
stabilizers and application of gravel. Option 2: Signage limiting vehicle
speed to 15 mph on existing unpaved roads. ‘

City of Peoria, in 1998, indicates that the City of Peoria Code, Section 23-
81, specifies that on or after March 31, 2000 any public street within a
nonattainment area which is unpaved or for which the Public Works
Director has not approved alternate dust control or graveling measures,
will be subject to paving or other stabilizing treatment for that portion of
the street which is a specific benefit to the owner of the adjacent propenty.

City Ordinance 98-20, after March 31, 2000 will also require the posting

of 15 mph speed limit signs on all private access ways as determined by
the Public Works Director. The City will amend the ordinance to allow the
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Public Works Director to post all unpaved roads for 15 mph, private or
public.

By January 1, 1999, the City will develop a plan and identify all unpaved
public roads for stabilizing or paving. The plan will include performance
goals, criteria for identifying those roads, alleys, and shoulders and
present a schedule for implementation including funding options and if
necessary, or when necessary, report the plan to Maricopa Association
of Governments.

The City has identified 8.4 centerline miles of unpaved public roads and
3.3 miles of quasi-public roads (where the City has partial right-of-way
and provide courtesy grading). '

This measure will be implemented by the City of Peoria Public Works
Department. Legal authority is Peoria Code Section 23-81 and Senate
Bill 1427. The City of Peoria Public Works Department will prepare the
necessary plans and financial options as mentioned above by January 1,
1999. There will be no increase in staff necessary for the
implementation. The cost to provide dust control (3 inch ABC) is
$760,000, or $65,000 per centerline mile. The City administration will

~ oversee the implementation of this measure.

City of Phoenix, in 1997, indicates the measures which the City of
Phoenix intends to implement to address particulate emissions from
unpaved roads are defined in Resolution #18949 as approved by the
Phoenix City Council on July 2, 1997. The measures summarized below
were defined in the Resolution under Measures 97-DC-4 and 97-DC-99.

Installation of pavement and curbs for existing unpaved roads are |,
accomplished through Improvement Districts. The maximum single
family residential property owner’s assessment for the high PM-10 area
of the City was lowered from a $40/front foot to $20 in 1992. In 1997, the
City Council allocated $500,000 of existing highway user revenues for a
pilot project to lower the assessment to $10 per front foot as a further
incentive to pave streets. This program is targeted for the areas where
PM-10 concentrations are the highest.

The 1997-1998 Budget includes $300,000 for paving or stabilization of
other unpaved roads and shoulders.

The City Code requires that all new' roads serving multi-family,
commercial and industrial development include paving, curbs and
driveways consistent with municipal standards. Paving with curb and
gutter is required for new roads.
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The State reserves the right to establish speed limits under A.R.S.
Section 28-626 Uniform Application of Laws Throughout the State and
A.R.S. Title 28, Article 6: Speed Restrictions. City speed limits are
consistent with those prescribed under this State law.

City of Phoenix, Street Transportation Department is the implementing
City Department. Authority for implementation includes: Arizona
Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Section
2: Council Powers Enumerated; A.R.S., Section 28-626: Uniform
Application of Laws Throughout State; A.R.S., Section 28-627: Powers
of Local Authorities; A.R.S., Section 28-703: Alteration of Speed Limits
by Local Authorities; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 2, General Powers,
Rights, and Liabilities; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 36, Atticle 1], Section
36-42; Speed Limits; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 32, Article Il, Section
32-33: Street and Utility Improvement Requirements.

1997-1998 road paving and stabilization projects are scheduled to begin
this fiscal year. Resolution #18949, Measure 97-DC-99 includes the
personnel and funding for these measures: the 1997-1998 budget
includes $500,000 for the Improvement District pilot project; $300,000 for
paving roads and shoulders. |

City of Phoenix, in 1998, has funded a project to pave all unpaved public
roads by June 10, 2000. Under this program, approximately 80 miles of
unpaved roads will be paved. This project will not include curb and
gutter. In addition, the City will pave approximately 3.2 miles of unpaved
streets which will include curb and gutter through the Improvement
District Program during FY 1998-1999.

As defined in Resolution No. 18949 (Measure 97-DC-4), the City Zoning
Ordinance requires that new roads serving multi-family, commercial and
industrial development include paving, curbs, gutters and driveways
consistent with municipal standards. Paving is required on all new roads
serving subdivisions except in areas with very low density and traffic
volumes.

In compliance with A.R.S., Title 9, Section 500.04, the City of Phoenix
Street Transportation Department will develop and implement plans to
stabilize unpaved streets, unpaved alleys, and unpaved arterial shoulders
in targeted areas. The plan will address performance goals, criteria for
targeting streets, alleys and shoulders, a schedule of implementation,
funding options and reporting procedures. The major elements for the
first phase of the plan will include:

Paving of approximately 80 miles of unpaved streets in 1998/1999-
1999/2000. Curb and gutter will-not be included.
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Paving of approximately 3.2 miles of unpaved street with curb and
gutter through the Improvement District Program (1998-1999).

Construction of 8.95 miles of curb and gutter on arterial streets with
unpaved shoulders, through the 5-Year Arterial Street and Storm
Drain.

The Street Transportation Department is the responsible City
Department. Authority of implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240,
General Powers of Councils; Arizona Constitution, Article 13, Section 2;
Charter and Code of Phoenix AZ, Chapter Il, General Powers, Rights,
and Liabilities; Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Section 2: Powers
Enumerated; A.R.S., Sections 9-500.04 and 49-474.01; City Code Atticle
lll, Section 32-41 and 32-49: Road Standards; OR Atticle I, Section 32-

'33: Street and Utility Improvements Requirement; City of Phoenix

Ordinance No. S-25438: Approving Citywide Paving and Soil Stabilization
Projects.

All unpaved City streets are scheduled to be paved during fiscal years
1998-1999 and 1999-2000. The Improvement District paving of unpaved
streets is scheduled for fiscal year 1998-1999. These projects include
curb and gutter construction. The 1998-1999 curb and gutter projects in
the 5-Year Arterial Street and Storm Drain Program are scheduled for
fiscal year 1998-1999. Enforcement of the City Code for Road Standards
is in progress. The street paving program constitutes the first phase of
the plan for paving unpaved roads, shoulders, and alleys in target areas
as required in A.R.S. 9-500.04. This phase is scheduled for completion
during fiscal year 1999-2000. The final plan and the schedule for
additional phases will be defined in the plan and in future City budgets.

$6.0 million has been budgeted for paving all unpaved roads. (City
Ordinance S-25438). $3.1 million has been budgeted for 3.2 miles of the
Improvement District paving and curb and gutter programs. $20.8 million
has been budgeted for this year's curb and gutter projects, on arterial
streets in the 5-Year Arterial Street and Storm Drain Program.

Town of Queen Creek indicates that the Town has only two unpaved
roads within its town limits. The Town, however, has included in its Fiscal
Year 1997-1998 Budget the paving of one of the roads and the chip
sealing of the second unpaved road. The Town of Queen Creek’s
Engineering/Public Works Department would be responsible for
implementing the measure. The legal authority empowering this

department to implement the measure is contained in A.R.S. Section 9-

240, General Powers of Council.
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It is expected that this measure will be implemented no later than July 1,
1998. The current budget has been approved and it would involve
completing the engineering design, bidding the project and construction.
To implement the measure, the current Engineering and Public Works
Department staff would be adequate implement the measure. Funding
to implement this measure would be budgeted from the Town’s General
Fund which has already been approved by the Town Council. The
enforcement of this measure would be by the Engineering and Public
Works Department through the completion of the projects.

Town of Queen Creek, in 1998, indicates that the Town of Queen Creek
has already undertaken the task of identifying all public unpaved roads
and alleys within its incorporated limits for the MAG 1997 Serious Area
Particulate Plan for PM-10. Under Resolution 145-97, the Town
committed to pave 1/2 mile and chip seal 1/4 mile of existing roadway.
The Town of Queen Creek Engineering and Public Works Department
will implement this measure. Legal authority for this action is provided
under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council.

It is expected that this measure will be implemented by November 1,
1998. The current budget has been approved and the engineering
design is complete. The Town is currently preparing the bid
specifications for the project and construction will follow. The current
Engineering and Public Works Department staff would be adequate to
implement the measure. Funding to implement this measure was include
in the Fiscal Year 1998-1999 Budget. The enforcement of this measure
would be by the Engineering and Public Works Department through the
completion of the identified road projects.

City of Scottsdale, in 1997, indicates that since 1972, Scottsdale City
Code, Section 47-24 has required that all streets and alleys be
constructed to meet public improvements standards for subdivision
streets (Section 47-36; Section 48-137). Street improvement standards
typically require asphaltic concrete surfacing, aggregate base, portland

‘cement concrete, and curb and gutter (Section 47-16;, 47-24; & 48-137).

Therefore, the City of Scottsdale has proactively avoided creating
unpaved roads, shoulders and access points for the past 25 years.

Existing unpaved roads in Scottsdale are systematically paved as
development/growth occurs using one of two processes. Developers of
master planned communities are required to pave any existing unpaved
roads according to these standards. Alternatively, improvement districts
are used to improve unpaved existing roads to these standards.
Currently, approximately five miles of unpaved existing roads are paved
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will continue. The City does not budget for paving these streets.

A pilot program for dustproofing unpaved roads is underway in

"~ 'Scottsdale. The inventory of unpaved roads in Scottsdale changes

constantly Currently, there are approximately 65 miles of unpaved roads
in Scottsdale. Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) has been applied to
approximately five miles of this inventory as a pilot program. As asphalt-
becomes available for RAP, Field Services may expand the number of
miles that are dustproofing using this product.

Development standards are currently being revised. The City of
Scottsdale will consider a requirement in these revised standards that
individual lot owner development applicants must dustproof private
access roads to the improvements on their property. [f this standard is
adopted, additional miles of unpaved road could be dustproofed annually.

Authority for implementation includes: Scottsdale City Code 1972; City of
Scottsdale Ordinance #2958, October 14, 1996; City of Scottsdale
Revised Code, Chapter 47; City of Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 48;
City of Scottsdale Community Development; and City of Scottsdale
Municipal Services. Implementation is in progress. Funding and
personnel levels for implementation is allocated within the approved
Biennial Budget for FY 1997-1999. City of Scottsdale Community
Development Department, Project Review and Municipal Services,
Capital Project Management review and approve development;
redevelopment and improvement projects to meet applicable City
standards. City of Scottsdale Community Development, Inspection
Services inspects projects under construction for compliance with City
standards.

The City of Scottsdale, in 1997, also indicates that Scottsdale City
Ordinance No. 2328, enacted February 4, 1991 authorizes the general
manager of the Transportation Department to alter speed limits
established by state law on city streets. Maximum speed limits are as
established by state law, with a few exceptions. The speed limit on all
dedicated alleys in Scottsdale has accordingly been set at 15 mph.

The speed limits are not differentiated between paved and unpaved
streets. Signage limiting vehicle speed must be posted on road
segments with speed limit exceptions according to state law (A.R.S. 28
Section 703 C). The City of Scottsdale will monitor regional efforts to
clarify the benefits of this measure.

Authority for implementation includes: Scottsdale Revised Code, Section
17-1001; City of Scottsdale Transportation Department. Implementation
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is in progress. Funding and personnel levels for implementation is
allocated within the approved Biennial Budget for FY 1997-1999. City of
Scottsdale, Transportation Department establishes speed limits and
erects signs; Police Department issues speeding citations.

City of Scottsdale, in 1998, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa
County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans to stabilize
targeted unpaved roads, alleys and stabilize unpaved shoulders on
targeted arterials beginning January 1, 2000. The plans must address
performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, alleys, and shoulders,
a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

The Moderate Area Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Particulates
(PM-10) Pollution requires reducing particulate emissions on roads with
more than 250 average daily trips (ADT). Reducing Particulate emission
options include paving, gravel, chemical stabilization, or organic
stabilization. Those measures are regarded as Reasonably Available
Control Measures (RACM).

EPA has indicated that measures for this Serious Area Plan for
Particulates (PM-10) will be regarded as Best Available Control Measures
(BACM). The City of Scottsdale commitments outlined in this measure
are regarded as Best Available Control Measure (BACM) for particulate
emissions.

The City of Scottsdale reported an inventory of approximately 65 miles
of unpaved roads to EPA in 1996-1997.. The City of Scottsdale has
recently paved approximately 19 of those miles, and commits to paving
additional miles of unpaved roads bring the total to approximately half of
the reported 65 miles. The request for budget allocation in the upcoming
biennial budget process for this measure will include possible
enhancement of the existing program for reducing particulate emissions
from alleys, and a proactive citizen communication plan.

The City will prepare and implement a plan to adhere to state law, comply
with RACM requirements in the Moderate Area FIP, and satisfy BACM
requirements in the Serious Area Particulate Plan. Legal authority for this
measures is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common
Council. The City will prepare a plan to reduce particulate emission from
public unpaved roads. The City will start to implement this measure on
or before January 1, 2000. The City’s Transportation Department and
Municipal Services Department are responsible for the planning,
construction, repair and maintenance of city streets and alleys. These
departments are adequately staffed to implement this measure. A
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Capital Improvement Program (CIP) will be proposed in the upcoming
biennial budget process for the City of Scottsdale. The request for
funding to implement this measure will not exceed $2.75 million. The
City’s Transportation Department General Manager and Municipal
Services Department General Manager will ensure that the City
implements this measure.

City of Surprise, in 1997, indicates that in Fiscal Year 1996-1997, the City
of Surprise chip sealed four miles of unpaved roads. In Fiscal Year 1997-
1998, an additional three and one half miles of unpaved roads were chip
sealed. This equates to approximately 95 percent of City-owned unpaved
roads that have been recently chip sealed. This action by the City meets
or exceeds the suggested measures for particulate emission controls
suggested by MAG in the letter dated September 9, 1997. No further
action is proposed. This measure was implemented by the City of
Surprise Pubic Works Department. Legal authority for this action is
provided under Section 9-240 of the Arizona Revised Statutes.
Commitment completed. This measure does not represent an ordinance,
regulation or rule requiring enforcement. Enforcement of this measure
was provided by the Public Works Director.

City of Surprise, in 1998, reiterates this commitment.

City of Tempe, in 1997, indicates that all public roads in Tempe have
been dustproofed in one form or another, with approximately 98 percent
of that total number being surfaced with asphalt. Only two miles of road
remain that have not been permanently surfaced. There is an ongoing
Capital Improvement Program, Improvement District Program, and
Scalloped Street Program to permanently surface those few remaining
miles of roads as funding is made available or when adjacent property
development occurs.

Chapter 30 of the Tempe City Code requires that all new roads serving
residential, multi-family, commercial, and industrial development include
paving, curb and gutter, and driveways consistent with Tempe Standards.

Regarding vehicle speed limits of 15 miles per hour on unpaved roads,
the City will continue to work with ADEQ to consider the impact of this
method of dust control on the two miles of remaining unpaved roads
within the city limits. These roads exist within residential areas with low
average daily travel (ADT).

The Public Works Department is the implementing City Department. The
authority for implementation include: A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
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Powers of Council; Code of Tempe, Arizona. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is provided through the annual budget process.

City of Tempe, in 1998, indicates that all public roads in Tempe have
been dustproofed in one form or another, with approximately 98 percent
of that total number being surfaced with asphalt. Only two miles of low
average daily travel (ADT) roads remain that have not been permanently
surfaced. There is an ongoing Capital Improvement Program,
Improvement District Program, and Scalloped Street Program to
permanently surface those few remaining miles as funding is made
available or when adjacent property development occurs.

The City Code requires that all new roads serving residential, multi-family,
commercial, and industrial development include paving, curb and gutter,
and driveways consistent with Tempe Standards.

Regarding dustproofing existing unpaved public alleys, all public alleys
in Tempe have been dustproofed, either through application of an
aggregate base course (ABC) or asphalt. These alleys are maintained
as required to suppress the generation of dust. The City Code requires
that all new alleys serving residential, multi-family, commercial, and
industrial development be surfaced with an aggregate base course or
asphalt consistent with Tempe Standards.

The Public Works Department is the implementing City Department. The
authority for implementation includes the A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
Powers of Council; Code of Tempe, Arizona. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is provided through the annual budget process.

City of Tolleson, in 1997, indicates in Resolution No. 794 that the City will
proceed with a good faith effort to implement measures to reduce
particulate emissions for unpaved roads. The measure options include:
Option 1: Applying dustproofing measures to existing unpaved roads
above a specified average daily traffic. Dustproofing measures include
paving, stabilizers and application of gravel. Option 2: Signage limiting
vehicle speed to 15 mph on existing unpaved roads.

City Tolleson, in 1998, indicates that the City commits to paving its half-
mile of public unpaved road. All public alleys are currently treated with
gravel (ABC). The Tolleson Public Works Department will administer the
construction of paved roads. All public unpaved roads will be paved no
later than June 10, 2000. The level of personnel necessary will be
determined by the contractor hired to execute construction. General fund
monies will serve as the primary funding source for this project. The
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Safety Services and Public Works Departments will oversee the
construction of Tolleson’s public paved roads.

- Town of Youngtown commits to developing and implementing a plan that

requires unpaved roads and alleys to be stabilized to reduce particulate
emissions from vehicles  traveling over an unpaved surface.
Owners/operators of existing public unpaved roads with average daily trip
volumes of 250 vehicles or greater within the boundaries of Youngtown
will be required to pave, chemically stabilize, or apply gravel to the
unpaved road. Requirements for the plan are included in A.R.S. 9-
500.04(A)(3), as created by Arizona Senate Bill 1427 (1998). Seven
miles of unpaved roads and alleys will be treated by January 1, 2000,
continuing as needed, using dustproofing technique of asphalt millings.
The plan will be implemented by the Town of Youngtown. Legal authority
for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240: General Powers of
Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3), as created by Arizona Senate Bill
1427. Plans to stabilize targeted unpaved roads and alleys need to be
developed -and implemented beginning January 1, 2000.
Owners/operators must have the existing unpaved roads paved,
chemically stabilized, or graveled by June 10, 2000. No additional
personnel is expected to be required. The Town of Youngtown Building
and Safety Department will be responsible for enforcing this measure by
denying building permits for noncompliance. The Town of Youngtown
Public Works Department will track the progress made with the
implementation of this measure.

Maricopa County, revised 1999 commitment, indicates that for
dustproofing or paving existing public roads, Maricopa County in the past
eight years has paved or stabilized over 390 miles of unpaved roads, an
excess of 190 miles over and above the existing commitment. The
County will focus on reducing unpaved County roads within the
nonattainment area, with a goal of stabilizing at least 20 percent of the
unpaved County roads with ADT greater than 150 ADT in the
nonattainment area per year. All County unpaved roads within the
nonattainment area with ADT greater than 250 will be stabilized by June
10, 2000. All County unpaved roads within the nonattainment area with
ADT greater than 150 will be stabilized by June 2004. The County
roadway design standard requires that all new subdivision roads and
County built roads be paved. A total of 10 miles of unpaved roads will be
stabilized under this goal. The County will pave at least 60 miles of
existing County “courtesy grade” roads with greater than 150 ADT within
the non-attainment area that meet criteria to become public highways by
September 2003.
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Regarding vehicle speed limits of 15 mph on unpaved roads, the County
will evaluate the legal issues associated with establishing speed limits on
unpaved roads. Currently, the County has a uniform policy for not
posting a speed limit on any unpaved roadway. MCDOT has concluded
from past experiences that the constant changing conditions of an
unpaved surface, such as: heavy rains/flooded roadway, infrequent
maintenance/road grading makes a proper and realistic speed limit
posting nearly impossible. This follows the basic practices of the Arizona
Department of Transportation, which also will not install speed limit
sighage for the same reason. The County Attorney has given the opinion
that posting of speed limits on dirt roads is unwise and should not be
done. This conclusion is further reinforced by the absence of
enforcement officers that would be needed to assure compliance with
posted speed limits.

The State law sets basic speed limits, and the basic standard of
reasonable and prudent speed. With over 2,800 miles of roadway under
County jurisdiction, an unreasonable speed limit for dirt roads would be
totally unenforceable and would foster disregard for existing speed limits
on paved roads. The County will continue to work with the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality to consider the relative impact of
speed controls or other measures to reduce unpaved road emissions
throughout the nonattainment area as well as in specific areas where
particulate levels have been recorded above the NAAQS.

Implementation authority includes: A.R.S. 11-251, General Powers of
Board of Supervisors; A.R.S. 28-6705, Maintenance of County Roads
(replaces A.R.S. 18-207); A.R.S. 28-6708 Roads and Streets in
Unincorporated Towns (replaces A.R.S. 18-209). The program has been
in progress for the last ten years. Funding is allocated through the
annual budget process. No change in funding is anticipated. However,
an additional $7.5 of CMAQ money will be programmed when it becomes
available next fiscal year. MCDOT will oversee the implementation of this
measure. In addition, A.R.S. 49-406 J. provides an approach for
assurances that State and local committed measures will be adequately
implemented. MCDOT will submit annual progress reports to the
Maricopa County Environmental Services Department as requested.

Maricopa Association of Governments Regional Council approved an
amendment to the FY 2000-2004 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program on December 8, 1999. This amendment included the following
Maricopa County paving dirt road projects: Phases 1 & 2, FY 2001,
$1,700,000; Phases 3 & 4, FY 2002, $3,070,000; and Phases 5 & 6, FY
2003, $3,077,500. Collectively, this included approximately $7.85 million
for paving projects to reduce fugitive dust from unpaved roads, including
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private unpaved roads that are publicly maintained, under the jurisdiction
of Maricopa County.

Reduce Particulate Emissi_ons from Unpaved Shoulders on Targeted Arterials

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires cities,
towns, and counties in Area A to develop and implement plans to
stabilize targeted unpaved roads, alleys and stabilize unpaved shoulders
on targeted arterials beginning January 1, 2000. The plans are required
to address performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, alleys and
shoulders, a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

City of Avondale will by September 30, 1999, develop and implement a
plan to stabilize unpaved shoulders on targeted arterials. The plan will
address performance goals, criteria for targeting the shoulders, and a
schedule of implementation, funding options, and reporting requirements.
This measure will be implemented by the City of Avondale Public Works
Department. Legal authority is provided under A.R.S. 9-240 “General
Powers of Common Council”’, as well as Senate Bill 1427.

The schedule for implementing this measure is as described in the
description that the City will develop a plan by September 30, 1999. The
plan will address the number of centerline miles the City will treat on an
annual basis until all the arterials meet minimal standards. All new roads
will be required, through the development process, to provide paving with
curb and gutter or to provide a suitable dust suppressant. Funding will be
determined through the City’s annual budget process. The City
administration will oversee the implementation of this measure.

Town of Carefree has three miles of unpaved roads. The roads are
graveled and receive less than an average daily trip volume of 150
vehicles. All road shoulders within the Town of Carefree are paved or
graveled. The Town of Carefree Subdivision Ordinance requires new
roads and shoulders within the Town of Carefree to be paved with
asphalt, concrete, or the equivalent including gravel. The Town Street
Department staff will maintain the roads and funds are budgeted in the
Street Department maintenance budget. The Town of Carefree will
oversee the maintenance of its roads and enforcement of its ordinances.

City of Chandler indicates that the data from the microscale plan
demonstrate that agricultural activity is the primary source of PM-10
emissions. However, in an effort to reduce emissions from unpaved
shoulders, the City will allow natural vegetation to grow on all unpaved
shoulders. The City will also conduct its routine maintenance on these
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shoulders by mowing rather than disking and grading unless the City has
an approved permit issued by Maricopa County. Curb and gutter will
continue to be required as development occurs and streets are upgraded
from rural to urban street designs.

The City will also commit to developing and implementing a plan by
January 1, 2000 to stabilize any unpaved shoulders on targeted arterials
that have not already been addressed. The plans will address
performance goals, criteria for targeting the shoulders, a schedule for
implementation , funding options and reporting requirements.

City of Chandler, Public Works Department, Streets Division will be
responsible for implementation. Legal authority for this action is provided
under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council; A.R.S. 9-
500.04, Air Quality Control; Definition; Chandler City Code 24A-3, Street
Financing Policy; and Chandler City Code 24A-4, Scalloped Street
Assessments. Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process.

Town of Fountain Hills commits to developing and implementing a plan
that requires unpaved shoulders of paved roads to be stabilized to reduce
particulate emissions from vehicles traveling over such surfaces.
Owners/operators of existing public unpaved roads with average daily trip
volume of 250 vehicles or greater within the boundaries of Fountain Hills
will be required to pave, chemically stabilize, or apply gravel to the
unpaved shoulder portion of the road. Requirements for the plan are
included in A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3) as created by Arizona Senate Bill 1427
(1998).

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Fountain Hills. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3), as created under Senate
Bill 1427. Plans to stabilize targeted unpaved shoulders of arterial paved
roads need to be developed and begun to be implemented beginning
January 1, 2000. Owners/operators must have the existing unpaved
shoulders of arterial paved roads paved, chemically stabilized, or
graveled by June 10, 2000. No additional personnel is expected to be
required. The Town of Fountain Hills Engineering and Street
Maintenance Departments will be responsible for enforcing this measure.

Town of Gilbert, in 1997, indicates that the Town will continue to require
developers to install pavement, curb, gutter, sidewalks, and landscaping
as development occurs. Further, the Town will continue to evaluate
various methods and products available to control dust generation: (1) at
access points where unpaved roads meet paved roads: (2) on unpaved
shoulders on paved roads: and (3) on unpaved roads and alleys. The

7-97



1998

1997

Town will cause to be stabilized with milled asphalt all access points
where unpaved roads meet paved roads; unpaved shoulders on paved
roads: and unpaved roads and alleys. The Town will require paving of
those areas during the land development process.

The Town of Gilbert, Public Works Street Section, will implement the
measure on an ongoing basis. The Town will: (1) Continue to identify all
areas (shoulders of paved roads) requiring curbing, paving or
stabilization, (2) Continue to allow natural vegetation to grow on unpaved
shoulders to stabilize the soil. Funding of this measure will come from
the Town of Gilbert's Highway User Revenue Fund and be allocated
through the annual budget process.

Town of Gilbert, in 1998, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa
County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans to stabilize
unpaved shoulders on targeted arterials beginning January 1, 2000. The
plans must address performance goals, criteria for targeting the
shoulders, a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. Sections 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

In Resolution No. 1864, dated November 25, 1997, the Town of Gilbert
stated its commitment to continue to reduce particulate emissions from
unpaved shoulders. The Town also requires developers to install
pavement, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and landscaping when development
occurs, per the Town’s Land Development Code. In addition, the Town
will stabilize all access points where unpaved roads meet paved roads
with milled asphalt.

The Town will prepare and implement a plan to adhere to State law.
Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S. Section 9-240,
General Powers of Common Council. The Town will continue to identify
all shoulders of paved roads that require curbing, paving or stabilization.
The plan mandated by State legislation will be developed and
implemented by January 1, 2000. The Town’s Streets Section is
responsible for the stabilization of all Town unpaved shoulders on
targeted arterials. Funding for this measure will come from the Town’s
Highway User Revenue Fund and is allocated through the annual budget
process. The Town'’s Public Works Department will ensure that a plan is
developed and the stabilization of existing unpaved shoulders is
continued.

City of Glendale, in 1997, indicates that currently, the City has two street
improvement programs designed to improve sections of existing streets
that remain unimproved after substantial urban development has
occurred in the area. The City’s Scallop Street Improvement Program
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and Street Capital Improvement Program are used in cases where
sections of streets remain unimproved and safety or congestion concerns
arise. Street improvements include the installation of pavement, curbs,
gutters, sidewalks and landscaping.

Existing unpaved driveway aprons in the public right-of-way of arterial
streets are paved as development occurs to cause streets to be built,
widened or improved. The City’'s current Engineering Guidelines on
Design Standards for Infrastructure Construction for Site Development
and Infrastructure has a standard for the paving of driveway aprons.

The City currently controls particulate emissions by allowing natural
vegetation to grow to stabilize existing unpaved shoulders, where
appropriate. The City also paints an edgeline on the outside travel lane
of existing arterial streets that do not have curb and gutter.

The City has a general nuisance ordinance (Chapter 25, Nuisances,
Section 2) that could be used to control activities on private property that
cause dust problems to the prejudice, danger or annoyance of others.

The City’s Engineering Department is responsible for the projects
constructed within the city, including the establishment of street design
and construction standards. The Engineering Department is also
responsible for managing the Scallop Street Improvement and Street
Capital Improvement Programs. The City’s Streets Division is
responsible for the repair and maintenance of the City’s streets and
paved surfaces, including the management of unpaved shoulders. The
City’s Code Compliance Division is responsible for the enforcement of the
City Code. Legal authority for this section is provided under Section 9-
240, General Powers of Common Council of the Arizona Revised
Statutes. ’

Formal budget approvals are done annually. The City has budgeted four
projects totaling $1.2 million in its Street Capital Improvement Program
for FY 1997-1998. The City has also budgeted $150,000 for the
Scalloped Street Improvement Program. The City’s Code Compliance
Division will enforce City Code 25-2 on a complaint basis.

City of Glendale, in 1998, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa
County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans to stabilize
targeted unpaved roads and alleys and stabilize unpaved shoulders on
targeted arterial streets beginning January 1, 2000. The plans must
address performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, alleys, and
shoulders, a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).
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The City will prepare and implement a plan to adhere to State law and the
Clean Air Act. Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S.
Section 9-240, General Powers of Common Council and the Glendale
Charter. The City will prepare a plan to reduce particulate emissions
from unpaved shoulders on arterial streets. The City will start to
implement this Best Available Control Measure before January 1, 2000.
The City's Streets Division is responsible for the repair and maintenance
of city streets. The Streets Division is adequately staffed and funded to
implement this measure. The City’s Deputy City Manager of Public
Works will ensure that the City implements this measure.

The City of Goodyear will by April 30, 1999, develop and implement a
plan to stabilize unpaved shoulders on targeted arterials. The plan will
address performance goals, criteria for targeting the shoulders, and a
schedule of implementation, funding options, and reporting requirements.
This measure will be implemented by the City of Goodyear Public Works
Department. Legal authority is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Common Council, as well as Arizona Senate Bill 1427.

The schedule for implementing this measure is as described in the
description that the City will develop a plan by April 30, 1999. The plan
will address the number of centerline miles the City will treat on an annual
basis until all of the arterials meet minimal standards. All new roads will
be required, through the development process, to provide paving with
curb and gutter or to provide a suitable dust suppressant. Funding will be
determined through the City’s annual budget process. City administration
will oversee the implementation of this measure. '

City of Mesa, in 1997, indicates that it is the City’s practice to provide
paved shoulders as an arterial street is repaved. Over the last three
years, the City has paved 14.7 miles of shoulders in conjunction with
overlay projects. It is estimated that there are currently 55 miles of
unpaved shoulders remaining in the City of Mesa on arterial and collector
streets. As these streets are developed or repaved, the unpaved
shoulders will be improved with curb and gutter, paved, or dustproofed.
Unpaved shoulders in high traffic areas will be evaluated by City staff for
priority dustproofing. The estimated cost to dustproof shoulders with
slurry seal or other. cost effective dust suppressant materials is
approximately $12,000 per mile.

City staff will begin to develop an inventory of unpaved shoulders and
access points. The sites will be prioritized based on the dust generating
potential. Feasible dust suppressant methods and materials will be
evaluated to determine the cost/benefit of the most effective
suppressants. Approximately $120,000 for an estimated ten miles of
shouldet/access point stabilization will be included in the annual
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proposed budget for Council consideration until all high priority unpaved
shoulders and access points have been stabilized. Additionally, unpaved
alleys will be evaluated for abandonment when possible to eliminate city
vehicle traffic and reduce public access. Alleys with high traffic volume
will be evaluated as necessary and prioritized for abandonment or dust
control.

The City of Mesa’s commitment to the installation of curb and gutters is
explained above. The City of Mesa Transportation Division is responsible
for paving and dustproofing City streets and evaluating effective dust
suppressants. The Environmental Programs Division will work with the
Transportation Division to develop an inventory and prioritization of
unpaved shoulders and access points.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils; Mesa City Charter, Atrticle | - Powers of the City; and
Mesa City Code, Section 9-6-4, and Section 9-8-3.

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. Approximately $420,000 will be included in the
proposed annual budget for Council consideration until the top priority
unpaved roads, shoulders and access points have been stabilized.

City of Mesa, in 1999, indicates that the City submitted detailed Best
Available Control Measure commitments for reducing particulate
emissions from unpaved shoulders to MAG in December 1998 (97-DC-
10). In addition to the measures previously submitted by the City of
Mesa, State law adopted in the 1998 legislative session requires cities
and towns located in the Maricopa County nonattainment area to develop
and implement plans to stabilize targeted unpaved roads and alleys and
stabilize unpaved shoulders on targeted arterials beginning January 1,
2000. The plans must address performance goals, criteria for targeting
the roads, alleys, and shoulders, a schedule for implementation, funding
options and reporting requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04).

The City of Mesa Transportation Division is responsible for paving and
dust- proofing City streets and evaluating effective dust suppressants.
The Environmental Programs Division will work with the Transportation
Division to develop an inventory and prioritization of unpaved shoulders
and access points.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils; Mesa City Charter, Atticle | - Powers of the City and
Mesa City Code Section 9-6-4 and Section 9-8-3.

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding for personnel and resources is
allocated through the annual budget process. As previously committed
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in December 1997 under measure 97-DC-8, approximately $120,000 for
an estimated ten miles of shoulder/access point stabilization will be
included in the annual proposed budget for Council consideration until all
high priotity unpaved shoulders and access points have been stabilized.

The Mesa City Code provides enforcement authority for violation of City
Code requirements. Inspectors from the Environmental Programs
Division will be conducting inspections throughout the City to strengthen
dust control practices and procedures. An important component of this
program will be public education on dust control methods and the health
hazards associated with particulate pollution.

Town of Paradise Valley indicates that the Town has no arterial streets
with unpaved shoulders, and no streets expected to become arterial
streets that have unpaved shoulders. Implementation is complete.

City of Peoria, in 1997, indicates that the City will proceed with a good
faith effort to implement all or part of the measure to reduce particulate
emissions from unpaved shoulders and unpaved access points on paved
roads. The options include: Option 1: Applying dustproofing measures
to unpaved shoulders and unpaved access points on existing paved
roads. Dustproofing measures include paving, stabilizers and application
of gravel. Option 2: Installation of curb and gutter on existing paved
roads.

City of Peoria, in 1998, indicates that the City will by January 1, 1999,
develop and implement a plan to stabilize unpaved shoulders on target
arterials which will be implemented on or before January 1, 2000. The
plan will address performance goals, criteria for targeting the shoulders,
a schedule of implementation, funding options, and reporting
requirements. The City has identified 34.8 edge miles of arterials that
have unpaved shoulders.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Peoria Public Works
Department. Legal authority is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Common Council, as well as Senate Bill 1427. The schedule
for implementing this measure is as described in the description that the
city will develop a plan by January 1, 1999. The City has 34.8 edge miles
of arterials that have unpaved shoulders, or 140 acres. The plan will
address the number of centerline miles the city will treat on an annual
basis until all of the arterials meet minimal standards. All new arterials
(and roads), are required, through the development process, to provide
paving with curb and gutter.

The City will perform this activity using its existing maintenance staff with
a cost of approximately $12,200 per acre ($1,200,000) for gravel and $40
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per regulatory sign which will prohibit parking or other use of the
shoulder. The City administration will oversee the implementation of this
measure.

City of Phoenix, in 1997, indicaté’s‘ that :

Pavement and other treatment of unpaved shoulders are included as part
of the paving projects defined in Measure 97-DC-7b. Treatment of
shoulders is also addressed through the curb and gutter program as
described in 97-DC-8b. The City will continue to work with Maricopa
County and the ADEQ to evaluate the effectiveness and environmental
impacts of chemical dust suppressants for stabilizing unpaved shoulders
and roads.

The City of Phoenix addresses particulate emissions from access points
through ordinances which prohibit parking and driving on unpaved lots:

The Phoenix City Code, Chapter 39, Article Il, Section 39-7, was
amended in July 1997, to prohibit property owners from allowing vehicles
to be parked on unpaved lots or any other surface which is not dust-free
as defined in the City Zoning Code. The City Code also includes
authority of the Neighborhood Services Department to issue citations to
the property owner. (This ordinance is also included in Measure 97-DC-
10d).

The Phoenix City Code, Chapter 36, Article Xl, Section 36-145, was
amended in July 1997, to prohibit vehicle owners from parking on
surfaces which are not dust-free as defined in the City Zoning Code. This

.amendment to the City Code includes the authority for the Police

Department to issue citations to the vehicle owner, and to impound
vehicles in violation of this Code. (This ordinance is also included in
Measure 97-DC-10d).

In July 1997, the City Council approved Resolution #18949 which
included measures to address particulate pollution. Measure 97-DC-4 in
that Resolution includes the City parking lot standards which require
paving for commercial parking lots with three or more spaces and dust-
free parking for parking at duplex or single-family homes. This Code
helps eliminate access points from unpaved parking lots.

The City installs curb and gutter on arterial streets through the 5-Year
Arterial Street and Storm Drain Program. Approximately six miles of curb
and gutter are budgeted for Fiscal Year 1997-1998. Additional projects
in the 5-Year Plan are subject to the annual budget process. These
include only projects to be installed on major streets which currently have
no curb and gutter.
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The estimated six miles assumes that approximately 85 percent of the
following projects currently do not have curb and gutter:

7" Avenue: Union Hills Drive to Pima

40" Street: Bell Road to Union Hills Drive
43" Avenue: Bell Road to Union Hills Drive
56" Street: Bell Road to CAP Canal

Bell Road: Tatum Boulevard to 64" Street

Curb and gutters are also included as part of the pavement projects
conducted through Improvement Districts or other paving projects as
defined in Measure 97-DC-7a.

As defined in Resolution #18949, Measure 97-DC-4, the City Zoning
Ordinance requires that new roads serving multi-family, commercial and
industrial development include paving, curbs, and driveways consistent
with municipal standards. Paving with curb and gutter is required for
streets in new developments.

The implementing City Departments are: City of Phoenix, Street
Transportation Department; City of Phoenix, Development Services
Department; City of Phoenix, Neighborhood Services Department.

Authority of implementation includes: Arizona Constitution, Article 13,
Section 2; Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Section 2: Council Powers
Enumerated; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 2, General Powers, Rights, and
Liabilities; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 39, Aricle 2, Section 39-7:
Neighborhood Preservation; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 36, Article XI,
Division |, Section 36-145: Vehicles and Traffic.

1997-1998 road paving, shoulders, and curb and gutter projects are
scheduled for construction this fiscal year. Enforcement of City Code
regarding vehicle use and parking is in progress. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process. The City of Phoenix 5-Year Arterial
Street Program: 1997-1998 Fiscal Year. Funding for enforcement of City

‘Code is included as part of the base budget for the departments.

City of Phoenix, in 1998, indicates that the City has funded a project to
pave all unpaved public roads by June 10, 2000. Under this program,
approximately 80 miles of unpaved roads will be paved. This project will
not include curb and gutter. In addition, the City will pave approximately
3.2 miles of unpaved streets which will include curb and gutter through
the Improvement District Program during FY 1998-1999.

As defined in Resolution No. 18949 (Measure 97-DC-4), the City Zoning

Ordinance requires that new roads serving multi-family, commercial and
industrial development include paving, curbs, gutters and driveways
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consistent with municipal standards. Paving is required on all new roads
serving subdivisions except in areas with very low density and traffic
volumes.

In compliance with A.R.S., Title 9, Section 500.04, the City of Phoenix
Street Transportation Department will develop and implement plans to
stabilize unpaved streets, unpaved alleys, and unpaved arterial shoulders
in targeted areas. The plan will address performance goals, criteria for
targeting streets, alleys and shoulders, a schedule for implementation,
funding options and reporting procedures. The major elements for the
first phase of the plan will include:

Paving of approximately 80 miles of unpaved streets in 1998/1999-
1999/2000. Curb and gutter will not be included.

Paving of approximately 3.2 miles of unpaved street with curb and gutter
through the Improvement District Program (1998-1999).

Construction of 8.95 miles of curb and gutter on arterial streets with
unpaved shoulder, through the 5-Year Arterial Street and Storm Drain
Program.

The Street Transportation Department is the responsible City
Department. Authority for implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-
240, General Powers of Councils; Arizona Constitution, Article 13,
Section 2; Charter and Code of Phoenix AZ, Chapter I, General Powers,
Rights, and Liabilities; Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Section 2: Powers
Enumerated; A.R.S., Section 9-500.04 and 49-474.01; City Code Atticle
I, Section 32-41 and 32-49: Road Standards of Article II, Section 32-33:
Street and Utility Improvements Requirement; City of Phoenix Ordinance
No. S-25438: Approving Citywide Paving and Soil Stabilization Projects.

All unpaved City streets are scheduled to be paved during Fiscal Years
1998-1999 and 1999-2000. The Improvement District paving of unpaved
streets is scheduled for Fiscal Year 1998-1999. These projects include
curb and gutter construction. The 1998-1999 curb and gutter projects in
the 5-Year Arterial Street and Storm Drain Program are scheduled for
Fiscal Year 1998-1999. Enforcement of the City Code for Road
Standards is in progress.

The street paving program constitutes the first phase of the plan for
paving unpaved roads, shoulders, and alleys in target areas as required
in A.R.S. 9-500.04. This phase is scheduled for completion during Fiscal
Year 1999-2000. The final plan and the schedule for additional phases
will be defined in the plan and in future City budgets.
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$6.0 million has been budgeted for paving all unpaved roads. (City
Ordinance S-25438). $3.1 million has been budgeted for 3.2 miles of the
Improvement District paving and curb and gutter programs. $20.8 million
has been budgeted for this year's curb and gutter projects, on arterial
streets in the 5-Year Arterial Street and Storm Drain Program. ‘

Town of Queen Creek indicates that the Town currently has a limited
number of unpaved shoulders within its corporate limits. The majority of
the public rights-of-way within the corporate limits are under the
jurisdiction of Maricopa County. The Town would have to work with the
Maricopa County Department of Transportation, Public Works, Land and
Right-of-Way Division to identify the right-of-way in the Town’s
jurisdiction.

Town of Queen Creek Engineering and Public Works Department will
implement this measure. Legal authority for this action is provided under
A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council. The schedule for
implementing this measure is as follows:

By December 1998 Identify all unpaved shoulders within the Town of
Queen Creek’s jurisdiction.

By December 1999  Work with Maricopa County Department of
Transportation to determine their success with
the dust stabilizer study along Rittenhouse Road.

By December 1999  Work with Maricopa County Department of
Transportation to determine the feasibility of,
cooperation if the dust stabilization program is
expanded.

By July 1999 Expand the Town’s wildflower program to
vegetate the targeted unpaved shoulders.

- The current Engineering and Public Works Department staff would be

adequate to implement the measure. Funding to expand the Town’s
wildflower program or the entering into an agreement with Maricopa
County to apply dust stabilizers would be budgeted from the Town’s
General Fund. The enforcement of this measure would be by the
Engineering and Public Works Department.

City of Scottsdale, in 1997, indicates that since 1972, Scottsdale City
Code, Section 47-24 has required that all streets and alleys be
constructed to meet public improvements standards for subdivision
streets (Section 47-36; Section 48-137). Street improvement standards
typically require curb and gutter (Section 47-16; 47-24; and 48-137).

7-106



1998

Parking lot standards in Scottsdale were first adopted by Ordinance #455
June 17, 1969. Those standards required paved parking lots only. The
original standards were revised by Ordinance #2736 adopted March 7,
1995 and Ordinance #2887 adopted March 19, 1996 providing for an
alternative standard of dustproofed parking lot surfacing. Therefore, the
City of Scottsdale has proactively avoided creating unpaved shoulders
and access points for the past 25-28 years.

Three primary mechanisms are used to pave and/or dustproof unpaved
shoulders and access points in Scottsdale. Developers of master
planned communities are required to build curb and gutter on any existing
unpaved roads according to these standards. Alternatively, improvement
districts are used to improve unpaved existing roads to these standards.
Any applicant for renovation, expansion or improvement of an existing
commercial property must pave or dustproof the parking lot to current
standards (Section 47-24). Therefore, existing unpaved access points in
Scottsdale have been and will continue to be systematically paved as
development/growth occurs. The City does not budget for paving these
shoulders and access points to paved roads, instead the above
mechanisms are used to. pave shoulders and access points as
development occurs.

Bike lanes act as paved shoulder surfaces on Pima Road and other City
streets. Budget has been approved to add seven more miles of bike lane
along Pima Road. Additional miles of bike lanes are budgeted through
1999. The City’s Transportation Department General Manager and
Municipal Services Department General Manager will ensure that the City
implements this measure.

Authority for implementation includes: Scottsdale City Code 1972; City of
Scottsdale Ordinance #2958, October 14, 1996; City of Scottsdale
Revised Code, Chapter 47; City of Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 48;
City of Scottsdale Community Development; and City of Scottsdale
Municipal Services. Implementation is in progress. Funding and
personnel levels for implementation are allocated within the approved
Biennial Budget for FY 1997-1999. City of Scottsdale, Community
Development, Project Review and Municipal Services, Capital Project
Management review and approve project applications. Municipal Services
and Field Services apply dustproofing. Inspection Services inspects
projects under construction.

City of Scottsdale, in 1998, indicates that State law adopted in the 1998
legislative session requires cities and towns located in the Maricopa
County nonattainment area to develop and implement plans to stabilize
targeted unpaved roads, alleys and stabilize unpaved shoulders on
targeted arterials beginning January 1, 2000. The plans must address
performance goals, criteria for targeting the roads, alleys, and shoulders,
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a schedule for implementation, funding options and reporting
requirements (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

The Moderate Area Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Particulate
(PM-10) Pollution requires reducing particulate emissions from unpaved
shoulders on arterials. Reducing particulate emission options include
paving, gravel, chemical stabilization, or organic stabilization. These
measures are regarded as Reasonably Available Control Measures
(RACM).

EPA has indicated that measures for this Serious Area Nonattainment
Plan for Particulates (PM-10) will be regarded as Best Available Control
Measures (BACM). The City of Scottsdale commitments outlined in this
measure are regarded as Best Available Control Measure (BACM) for
particulate emissions.

The City of Scottsdale commits to reducing particulate pollution from
unpaved shoulders on approximately 35 lane miles of arterials. The City
will develop criteria for choosing the dust reducing option that best fits
each segment of road shoulder, with an emphasis on developing paved
bike paths.

The City will work with MAG to prepare and implement a plan to adhere
to State law and federal requirements. Legal authority for this measure
is provided under A.R.S. Section 9-240, General Powers of Common
Council. »

The City will prepare a plan to reduce particulate emissions from unpaved

shoulders on arterial streets. The City will start to implement this
measure on or before January 1, 2000. The City’s Transportation
Department General Manger and Municipal Services Department General
Manager are responsible for planning, repair and maintenance of city
streets and bike paths. These departments are adequately staffed to
implement this measure. A Capital Improvement Program (CIP) will be
proposed in the upcoming biennial budget process for the City of
Scottsdale. The request for funding to implement this measure will be
approximately $250,000 for Fiscal Years 1999-2001, plus approximately
$50,000 in subsequent years for maintenance.

City of Surprise, in 1997, indicates that a previous commitment by the
City of Surprise already covers this Measure (97-DC-3. Paving,
Vegetating and Chemically Stabilizing Unpaved Access Points Onto
Paved Roads, adopted by Resolution No. 97-29 on June 12, 1997).

City of Surprise, in 1998, reiterates this commitment.

City of Tempe, in 1997, indicates that there are approximately two and a
half miles of remaining paved public roadway in Tempe that do not have

7-108



1998

1997

curb and gutter. Two of those miles will be fully improved within the next
six to nine months as part of the Rio Salado Development. The
remaining paved roads without curb and gutter will be fully improved as
adjacent property develops.

The City will continue to work with Maricopa County and ADEQ to
evaluate the effectiveness and environmental impact of chemical dust
suppressants for stabilizing those remaining miles of Tempe roads
without curb and gutter.

The Public Works Department and the Development Services
Department are the implementing City Departments. The authority for
implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of
Council; Code of Tempe, Arizona. Implementation is in progress.
Funding is provided through the annual budget process.

City of Tempe, in 1998, indicates that there are approximately two and
one half miles of remaining paved public arterial streets in Tempe that do
not have curb and gutter. One mile will be fully improved within the next
six to nine months as part of the Rio Salado Development. The
remaining mile and half of paved roads without curb and gutter will be
fully improved as adjacent property develops.

S.B. 1427 requires cities in the Maricopa nonattainment area and
implement plans to stabilize unpaved shoulders on targeted arterials
beginning January 1, 2000. If the remaining streets sections discussed
above are not fully improved by that date, a plan will be implemented to
stabilize the shoulders following state requirements.

The Public Works Department and Development Services Department
are the implementing City Departments. The authority for implementation
includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of Council; Code of
Tempe, Arizona Implementation is in progress. Funding is provided
through the annual budget process.

City of Tolleson, in 1997, indicates in Resolution No. 794 that the City will
proceed with a good faith effort to implement measures to reduce
particulate emissions from unpaved shoulders and unpaved access
points on paved roads. The measure options include: Option 1: Applying
dustproofing measures to unpaved shoulders and access points on
existing paved roads. Dustproofing measures include paving, stabilizers
and application of gravel. Option 2: Installation of curb and gutter on
existing paved roads.
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City of Tolleson, in 1998, indicates that the City commits to stabilize
approximately four miles of unpaved shoulders on 91% and 99" Avenues
from 1-10 to Buckeye Road using Soil Sement. Soil Sement has been
proven to be 28 percent more effective at mitigating fugitive dust than its
closest competitor. The City of Tolleson Public Works Department will
oversee the application of Soil Sement on unpaved shoulders on public
targeted arterials. Targeted arterial shoulders will be treated with Soil
Sement no later than June 10, 2000 and retreated on an annual basis
thereafter. One to two employees can effectively treat target areas with
Soil Sement. General fund monies will cover all expenses for the
application and annual treatment of existing public shoulders. The City
of Tolleson Public Works Department will oversee the annual treatment
of targeted areas after the initial layer of Soil Sement is applied.

Town of Youngtown commits to developing and implementing a plan that
requires unpaved shoulders of paved roads to be stabilized to reduce
particulate emissions from vehicles traveling over such surfaces.
Owners/operators of existing public unpaved roads with average daily trip
volumes of 250 vehicles or greater within the boundaries of Youngtown
will be required to pave, chemically stabilize, or apply gravel to the
unpaved shoulder pottion of the road. Requirements for the plan are
included in A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3) as created by Arizona Senate Bill 1427
(1998).0ne half mile of existing centerline miles that will be treated by
covering with the dustproofing techniques of crushed granite by June
1999.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Youngtown. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3), as created under Senate
Bill 1427. Plans to stabilize targeted unpaved shoulders of paved roads
need to be developed and implemented beginning January 1, 2000.
Owners/operators must have the existing unpaved shoulders of paved
roads, chemically stabilized, or graveled by June 10, 2000. No additional
personnel is expected to be required. The Town of Youngtown Building
and Safety Department will be responsible for enforcing this measure by
denying building permits for noncompliance. The Town of Youngtown
Public Works Department will track the progress made with the
implementation of this measure.

Maricopa County, revised 1999 commitment, indicates that the Maricopa
County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) has a test program
underway that will measure the effectiveness of different dust palliatives
on unpaved shoulders. This program treated ten miles of shoulders this
year. MCDOT has two capital improvement projects to pave a total of 12
miles of unpaved shoulders to create new bicycle lanes within the next
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year., MCDOT will treat an additional 100 miles of shoulders on existing
paved arterial and collector roadways with high volume truck traffic by
2003. MCDOT currently requires all new access points to County paved
roads be paved to the edge of the right-of-way. MCDOT will pave
existing access points when the roadway is reconstructed or widened.
MCDOT currently installs curb and gutter when widening the roadway the
anticipated ultimate roadway width for all roads classified as urban. Curb
and gutter are installed on all road paving projects designed as urban
roadways.

Authority for implementation includes: A.R.S. Section 11-252, General
Powers of Board of Supervisors; A.R.S., Section 28-6705, Maintenance
of County Roads (replaces A.R.S., Section 18-207); A.R.S., Section 28-
6708 Roads and Streets in Unincorporated Towns, (replaces A.R.S,,
Section 18-209). The program has been in progress for the last ten
years. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process. No
change in funding is anticipated.

Low Speed Limit for Unpaved Roads

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which allows local
authorities to decrease the speed limit to not less than 15 miles per hour
on an unpaved street or road within any district in its jurisdiction if the
local authority determines that the limit is necessary to achieve or
maintain the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (A.R.S. 28-703).

Use of Petroleum Products for Public Road and Street Maintenance

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which allows the use of
petroleum based or nonpetroleum based products in the maintenance
and repair of unpaved roads, alleys and shoulders identified pursuant to
A.R.S. 9-500.04 or 49-474.01. This would apply to cities, towns, and
counties (A.R.S. 28-6705).

Crack Seal Equipment

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which requires cities,
towns, and counties in Area A to acquire or utilize vacuum systems or
other dust removal technology to reduce the particulates attributable to
conventional crack sealing operations as existing equipment is retired
beginning January 1, 1999. (A.R.S. 9-500.04 and 49-474.01).

Reduce Particulate Emissions from Unpaved Parking Lots

City of Avondale will participate in a regional program to assist in the
reduction of particulate pollution. The City intends to notify all owners of
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unpaved parking lots that they must pave their parking lot by
September 30, 1999. The Maricopa County Rule 310 will be taken into
consideration. The rule states that a disturbance and the subsequent
dust control plan must be approved by the County. By the end of April
1999, the City will notify all commercial property owners with vacant lots
that they have until September 30, 1999 to pave their parking lots. The
Community Development and the Code Enforcement Division of the Fire
Department will enforce this provision. The City administration will
oversee the implementation of this measure.

Town of Carefree has four unpaved parking lots. The parking lots are all
graveled and only one lot exceeds 5,000 square feet. There are no
disturbed vacant lots in Carefree. The Town of Carefree Zoning
Ordinance requires all new parking lots to be paved with asphal,
concrete, or the equivalent, including gravel. No grading is allowed on
vacant lots until a building permit for a structure has been issued. The
Town Street Department staff will maintain the roads and funds are
budgeted in the Street Department maintenance budget. The Town of
Carefree will oversee the maintenance of its parking lots and
enforcement of its ordinances.

City of Chandler indicates that all City-owned parking areas are currently
dustproofed. The majority of the existing permanent parking lots and
vehicle storage lots located at City facilities are paved and the remaining
City-owned parking areas have been stabilized with stabilizers and/or
gravel.

The City of Chandler has adopted an ordinance which requires all parking
areas to have a paved or dustfree surface. This ordinance applies to all
parking lots regardless of size. In the past, residents were allowed to
continue parking on unimproved surfaces if they proved that they had
continuously used the unpaved surface since 1982. This provision will
not apply to residential parking areas which are used by 10 or fewer
vehicles. The City plans to add two inspectors to the Nelghborhood
Services Division. These inspectors will be able to assist in increasing
the enforcement of the City’s ordinances regarding unpaved parking lots.

These commitments do not apply to unpaved parkmg lots located on an
industrial facility, or construction or earth-moving activity on sites that

have an approved permit issued by Maricopa County.

City of Chandler, Police Department, Neighborhood Services Division will
be responsible for implementation. Legal authority for this action is
provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council;
Chandler City Code Section 1802, General Requirements.
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Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. Two inspectors were added to the Neighborhood
Services Division as part of the 1998-2000 budget.

City of El Mirage has previously paved all existing “high-use” City-owned
parking lots. There are no other existing “high-use” unpaved commercial
parking lots within the City of El Mirage. In addition, the City’s Zoning
Ordinance requires that all new parking lots shall be paved with materials
suitable to control dust. This measure will continue to be implemented
by the City of El Mirage Public Works Department and City Engineer.
Ongoing implementation. This measure is enforced by current ordinance.
The enforcement function is staffed and administered under the Public
Works Department and the City Engineer. The City will not issue a
“Certificate of Occupancy” for any new commercial development if the
parking lot is not paved.

Town of Fountain Hills indicates that unpaved parking lots and driveways
can contribute to increased particulate pollution since the emissions
generated by the unpaved surface can become reentrained on adjacent
paved roads surfaces. Commitments of the Town of Fountain Hills are
as follows:

New Unpaved Parking Areas: The Town of Fountain Hills currently
enforces the Town Zoning Ordihance §7.03-A.2 Design and Location of
Parking Spaces which specifies the type of surface on which a motor
vehicle must be parked. This ordinance states: “...all parking spaces,
driveways and access ways shall be surfaced with asphaltic concrete,
pavement bricks or cement concrete” (single family driveways with less
than five percent slopes may also be surfaced with a stabilized granite)

* and shall be constructed before the Town will issue an occupancy permit.

Existing Town-Owned Unpaved Parking Areas. The Town of Fountain
Hills will pave or stabilize all Town-owned parking lots. All future Town-
owned parking areas will be paved or surfaced with compliant material.

Special Event Parking on Unpaved Areas. The Town of Fountain Hills
utilizes a private land area (+ 40 acres) as a parking lot for special events
during the year. This land is used approximately 10-15 days per calendar
year and is therefore exempted from additional measures because
vehicles are parked on this land less than 35 days per year.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Fountain Hills. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils. The Town of Fountain Hills commits to enforcing the
current ordinances to assure compliance. No additional personnel is
expected to be required. All funding is provided by the private sector
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developers to complete their projects in a compliant manner. The Town
of Fountain Hills Building Safety, Engineering and Planning and Zoning
Departments will be responsible for enforcing this measure through the
existing zoning ordinances and Town Codes.

Town of Gilbert, in 1997, indicates that all existing permanent parking lots
on Town facilities are already paved or dustproofed. The Town Council
will consider adopting an ordinance that will require existing private
unpaved parking lots, serving a commercial or industrial activity that has
more than five spaces, or with a gross area greater than 2,000 square
feet, whichever is less, to be paved or dustproofed. The Town will
commit to a schedule that is in accordance with the June 10, 2000 “fully”
implemented date. Funding for pavement of private parking lots will be
provided by the private sector.

Town of Gilbert, in 1998, indicates that unpaved parking lots were
identified by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a significant
source of PM-10 emissions in the Maricopa County nonattainment area.
The proposed EPA Moderate Area PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan
(FIP) requires that the ownet/operator of unpaved parking lots greater
than 5,000 square feet pave or stabilize the parking lot.

On February 17, 1998, the Town of Gilbert passed Town Ordinance No.
1091, which requires the owner of unpaved parking lots which contain at
least five parking spaces or have a gross area greater than 2,000 square
feet to pave or dustproof the lot. The 2,000 square foot standard in the
ordinance is more stringent than the EPA’s Moderate Area FIP
requirement, and is thus considered a Best Available Control Measure
(BACM).

- This measure will be implemented by the Town’'s Code Enforcement

Department and the Town's Environmental Programs Section.
Stabilization standards pertaining to the ordinance will be finalized in
October 1998 by the Environmental Programs Section. Legal authority
for this action is provided under A.R.S., Section 9-240: General Powers
of Common Council. The effective date of this ordinance is March 1,
1999. Existing personnel will be used to implement this measure.
Funding for actions related to this measure will be provided in the annual
budget process. The Town's Code Enforcement Department is
responsible for the enforcement of this measure.

City of Glendale, in 1997, indicates that all existing permanent parking
lots and vehicle storage lots located on City facilities are already either
paved or dustproofed. The vast majority of the existing parking lots and
vehicle storage lots at city facilities are paved.
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The City has a general nuisance ordinance (Chapter 25, Nuisances,
Section 2) that could be used to control activities on private property that
causes dust problems to the prejudice, danger or annoyance of others.
The City’s Code Compliance Division is responsible for the enforcement
of the City Code. Legal authority for this section .is provided under
Section 9-240, General Powers of Common Council of Arizona Revised
Statutes. Funding will be determined through the City’s annual budget
development process. The City’s Code Compliance Division will enforce
City Code 25-2 on a complaint basis.

City of Glendale, in 1998, indicates that there are several existing
regulations that can be used to mitigate particulate emissions from
parking lots. Maricopa County Rule 310 Open Fugitive Dust Sources
requires ownetr/operators of unpaved parking lots greater than 5,000
square feet to pave or stabilize the parking lot.

In order to prevent new permanent unpaved parking lots, the City of
Glendale requires new parking spaces and driveway areas serving such
parking spaces to be surfaced with concrete, asphalt, or paving blocks
(Glendale Zoning Ordinance, Section 7.402(C). The City Ordinance also
contains a provision to regulate temporary parking for seasonal sales and
special events (Glendale Zoning Ordinance, Section 7.503(A). The City
can require measures, e.g., application of gravel on the disturbed
surfaces to reduce dust emissions so as not to constitute a health or
safety hazard to the public.

The City will keep its residents informed of pertinent City ordinances and
appropriate contacts (i.e., phone numbers of City Departments and/or
outside agencies) that will be able to resolve dust problems/complaints
through citizen newsletters and other appropriate media. The City
considers the dust problem as a quality of life issue and intends to adopt
a City dust nuisance ordinance.

Maricopa County is responsible for implementing Rule 310 Open Fugitive
Dust Sources. The City of Glendale already implements the Zoning
Ordinance, Sections 7.402(C) and 7.503(A). Legal authority for this
measure is provided under A.R.S. Section 9-240, General Powers of
Common Council and the Glendale Charter. City Council will consider
the adoption of a dust nuisance ordinance in the fall/winter of 1998. The
City of Glendale’s Code Compliance Division is adequately staffed and
funded to continue to respond to zoning ordinance issues. The City will
consider personnel and funding options as part of its decision regarding
the adoption and enforcement of a dust nuisance ordinance. The City’s
Community Development Group is adequately staffed and funded to
regulate the construction of new permanent parking lots and
temporary/seasonal parking lots (that are administratively approved
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subject to conditions). The City's Marketing/Communications Department
is adequately staffed and funded to produce newsletters and other
media.

Maricopa County is responsible for enforcing Rule 310. The City of
Glendale’s Code Compliance Division is responsible for enforcing the
City's ordinance. Investigations are generally handled on a complaint
basis. The City’'s Community Development Group is responsible for
construction plan review, permitting and final inspections for new
permanent parking lots. The Community Development Group is also
responsible for reviewing the parking plan for seasonal sales and special
events.

City of Goodyear will participate in a regional program to assist in the
reduction of particulate pollution. The City intends to notify all owners of
unpaved parking lots that they must pave their parking lots by April 1999.
The Maricopa County Rule 310 will be taken into consideration. The rule

states that a disturbance and the subsequent dust control plan must be

approved by the County. This measure will be implemented by the City
of Goodyear Community Development Department, Public Works
Department, and Code Enforcement Division. By the end of December
1998, the City will notify all commercial property owners with vacant lots
that they have until April 1999 to pave their parking lot. Current City staff
including the Public Works Department, Community Development, and
the Code Enforcement Division will enforce with no additional staff
required at this time. City administration will oversee the implementation
of this measure.

City of Mesa, in 1997, indicates that with the exception of Falcon Field,
all of the designated parking lots owned by the City of Mesa have been
paved in the last three years. Paving of approximately 21,500 square
yards at Falcon Field including aprons, adjacent parking and an unpaved
apron road have been budgeted for Fiscal Year 1997-1998 at an
estimated cost of approximately $1,000,000.

City of Mesa Ordinance 3388 (passed August 25, 1997) amended City
Code Title 8 Chapter 6 by adding Section 3T which makes it unlawful to
park or store any vehicle within the front or side yard of a single residence
unless the parking is on an improved, dustproofed parking surface.

The City of Mesa Code Section 11-16-2:(E) 1: requires that parking and
loading spaces, maneuvering areas, and driveways must be paved with
asphalt, concrete, paving stone, or masonry to a sufficient thickness to
withstand repeated vehicular traffic except in Slngle Residence and
Agricultural uses.
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The City’s Planning and Zoning Division and Building Inspection Divisions
are responsible for reviewing and approving new developments within the
City to ensure that they comply with City Code requirements. The Code
Compliance Division is responsible for responding to complaints and
enforcing violations of City Code requirements. The Environmental
Programs Division will be taking a proactive approach to working with
local residential and commercial facilities to encourage and enforce
compliance with dust control requirements.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils; Maricopa County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust;
Mesa City Charter, Atrticle | - Powers of the City; and Mesa City Code
Section 8-6-2T and Section 11-16-2(E)1.

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. Approximately $1,000,000 has been approved for
paving at Falcon Field. The Mesa City Code provides enforcement
authority for violation of City Code requirements. Inspectors from the
Environmental Programs Division will be conducting inspections
throughout the City to strengthen dust control practices and procedures.
An important component of this program will be public education on dust
control methods and the health hazards associated with particulate
pollution.

- City of Mesa, in 1999, indicates that the City submitted detailed Best

Available Control Measure commitments for reducing particulate
emissions from unpaved parking lots to MAG in December 1998 (97-DC-
9). In addition to the measures previously submitted, the City of Mesa
adopted Ordinance No. 3465 amending the City Code by adding Title 8,
Chapter 2, Article 1 Particulate Pollution Sources. The ordinance
requires, in part, that effective fugitive dust control measures must be
implemented on any unpaved parking lot greater than 5,000 square feet.

The Environmental Programs Division will be taking a proactive approach

- to working with local residential and commercial facilities to encourage

and enforce compliance with dust control requirements. Implementation
authority is found in A.R.S., Section 9-240: General Powers of Councils;
Mesa City Charter, Atrticle | - Powers of the City; and Mesa City Code
Section 8-2.

The Particulate Pollution Control Ordinance was adopted by the City
Council on May 4, 1998 and became effective June 4, 1998.
Implementation will be ongoing. Funding for personnel and resources is
allocated through the annual budget process. The Environmental
Programs Division has two full time inspectors who are responsible for
enforcing the Particulate Pollution Control Ordinance. Additionally, there
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is an Environmental Engineer and a Division Director who are authorized
to support the particulate pollution program including conducting
inspection and initiating enforcement actions.

The Mesa City Code provides enforcement authority for violation of City
Code requirements. Inspectors from the Environmental Programs
Division will be conducting inspections throughout the City to strengthen
dust control practices and procedures. An important component of this
program will be public education on dust control methods and the health
hazards associated with particulate pollution.

Town of Paradise Valley indicates that an existing ordinance requires that
all parking lots, other than for single family homes, be paved unless
specifically approved otherwise. An ordinance will be adopted which will
require that unpaved parking lots, if any are approved, must be improved
and maintained to MAG standards.

The measure will be implemented by the Town of Paradise Valley
Community Development Department. Legal authority for this action is
provided under A.R.S. 9-240 General Powers of Common Council. The
ordinance will be adopted not later than June 10, 2000. The Town of
Paradise Valley employs two full time building inspectors. The Town
administration will oversee the implementation of this measure. The
Town administration will track the progress made with the implementation
of this measure.

City of Peoria, in 1997, indicates that the City will proceed with a good
faith effort to implement all or part of the measure to reduce particulate
emissions from unpaved parking lots. The measure options include:
Option 1: Applying dustproofing measures to existing unpaved parking
lots. Dustproofing measures include paving, stabilizers and application
of gravel. Option 2: Applying dustproofing measures to existing
commercial and residential unpaved parking lots. Dustproofing measures
include paving, stabilizers and application of gravel. Option 3: Requiring
paving on existing commercial unpaved parking lots with size or usage
exceeding a specified threshold.

City of Peoria, in 1998, indicates that this measure involves the
notification of all owners of unpaved parking lots that they must pave their
parking lot by April 1999 (this is eight months after September 1998,
approximate EPA final rule date). Peoria City Code 17-53, paragraph b,
which states that the property owner must do the improvement by March
2000, will be amended to meet the EPA final rule. In addition, the
ordinance will be amended to take into consideration Maricopa County
Rule 310, which in addition to vegetation, which the city references, talks
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about any disturbance and the subsequent dust control plan that must be
approved by the County. The City will amend its grading and drainage
ordinance to require that the Rule 310 approval must be submitted and
incorporated with the city’s grading and drainage permit prior to the city
issuing its permit. The City has identified 62 lots which will require
pavement or dust palliative. The City will also require all driveways
including the dirt parking lot to be paved.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Peoria Public Works
Department and Neighborhood Code Enforcement Division after
amendments to the existing ordinance are passed by its Mayor and
Council. By the end of July 1998, the City will notify all commercial
property owners with vacant lots that they have until April 1999 to pave
their parking lot, per Peoria Code Section 23-76 through 23-80. By
November 1998, the City’s Section 23-75, paragraph c, will be amended
to reflect the April 1999 deadline. Current City staff including the Public
Works Department and the Code Enforcement Division will enforce with

‘no additional staff. It is anticipated that 1/2 FTE will be used to

accomplish this task. The City administration will oversee the
implementation of this measure.

City of Phoenix, in 1997, indicates that the City’s program to address
unpaved parking lots is included in Measure 97-DC-9b.

As defined in Resolution #18949, Measure 97-DC-4, the City Zoning
Ordinance requires paved parking for commercial parking lots with three
or more parking spaces, and dust-free parking for single family and
duplex residential parking areas. This standard applies to both hew
development and existing parking lots.

Also, see Measure 97-DC-10d for information on the City's ordinance
adopted on July 2, 1997, which prohibits parking on surfaces which are
not dust-free.

The City’s requirements for commercial parking are included in 97-DC-9b.
The City of Phoenix Neighborhood Services Department is the City
Department responsible for implementation. Authority for implementation
includes: Arizona Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Phoenix Charter,
Chapter 4, Section 2: Council Powers Enumerated; Phoenix City Code,
Chapter 2, General Powers, Rights, and Liabilities; Phoenix Zoning
Ordinance, Chapter 7, Section 702-A.2(e): Dust-Free Parking; Phoenix
Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 2: Definitions.
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Enforcement of City Code regarding dust-free is implemented on an
ongoing basis by the Neighborhood Services Department. Funding is
allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Phoenix, in 1998, indicates that the City will pave all
unpaved/gravel parking lots, approxmately five acres, at City-owned
facilities.

City of Phoenix Resolution No. 19006 (Measure 97-DC-9b), requires
paving of commercial, industrial, and multi-family parking lots with three
or more parking spaces, and gravel or other dust-free parking for single
family and duplex homes with three or more spaces. The standard has
applied to both new developments and existing parking areas.

The Public Works, Water Services, Parks Recreation and Libraries
Departments are responsible for implementing the paving projects at
facilities where the unpaved parking lots are located. Authority for
implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of
Councils; Arizona Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Charter and Code
of Phoenix AZ, Chapter Il, General Powers, nghts and Liabilities;
Phoenix Charter, Chapter4 Section 2: Powers Enumerated; Phoenlx
Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 7, Section 702.A.2 (e): Dust-Free Parking;
Phoenix Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 2: Definitions; City of Phoenix
Ordinance No. S-25438: Approving Citywide Paving and Soil Stabilization
Projects.

The paving of City-owned parking lots is scheduled for Fiscal Year 1998-
1999. City of Phoenix Ordinance No. S-25438 approved $5.8 million for
stabilization of both City-owned vacant lots and the paving of City-owned
parking lots. Approximately $1.2 million of this budget is anticipated to
be used for paving parking lots at City-owned facilities. Neighborhood
Services Department enforces the City Zoning Ordnance parking
standards.

Town of Queen Creek has already undertaken the task of identifying all
unpaved parking lots in its incorporated limits for the MAG 1997 Serious
Area Patrticulate Plan for PM-10. The Town determined that all existing
parking lots in the incorporated limits were either paved, had gravel
applied to the lot, or an approved use permit with the stipulation that a
dust stabilizer was necessary. The current Zoning Ordinance, Article XX
Parking and Loading Regulations, requires that all off-street parking
areas shall be surfaced with permanent pavement.

The Town of Queen Creek Engineering and Planning Departments will
implement this measure. Legal authority for this action is provided under
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A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council. The Zoning
Ordinance is a long-standing document adopted by the Town Council.
The current Engineering and Planning Department staff would be
adequate to implement the measure. The enforcement of this measure
would be by the Engineering and Planning Departments. These
departments would enforce the Zoning Ordinance during the zoning
application phase.

City of Scottsdale indicates that the parking lot standards were first
adopted by Ordinance #455 June 17, 1969. Those standards required
paved parking lots only. The original standards were revised by
Ordinance #2736 adopted March 7, 1995 and Ordinance #2887 adopted
March 19, 1996 providing for an alternative standard of dustproofed
parking lot surfacing. Therefore, the City of Scottsdale has proactively
avoided creating unpaved parking lots for the past 28 years, and required
dustproofing as an alternative for the past two years.

. The provisions of Scottsdale City Code, Chapter 46, Article Il Parking

Lots apply to “All public and private parking lots designed for the parking
of six or more motor vehicles...” Any applicant for renovation, expansion
or improvement of an existing commercial property must pave or
dustproof the parking lot to current standards (Appendix B, Section 9.106
C). Therefore, existing private, unpaved parking lots in Scottsdale have
been and will continue to be systematically paved and/or dustproofed as
development/ growth and redevelopment occur. The City has budgeted
to pave virtually all public, unpaved parking lots in previous years.

Scottsdale City Code, Chapter 46, Article |l authorizes the City to
“prescribe reasonable regulations to ensure adequate dust control...” of
unpaved parking areas. Authority for implementation includes: City of
Scottsdale Ordinance #455, June 17, 1969; City of Scottsdale Ordinance
#2736, March 7, 1995; City of Scottsdale Ordinance #2887, March 19,
1996; City of Scottsdale Revised Code, Appendix B, Atticle IX; City of
Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, Article II; City of Scottsdale
Community Development; City of Scottsdale Municipal Services.
Implementation is in progress. Funding and personnel levels for
implementation are allocated within the approved Biennial Budget for FY
1997-1999. City of Scottsdale, Community Development and Municipal
Services, Capital Project Management review and approve project
applications. Inspection Services inspects projects under construction.

City of Scottsdale, in 1998, indicates that unpaved parking lots can
contribute to increased particulate pollution. This measure would reduce
patrticulate emissions from unpaved parking lots by paving, or applying
gravel, chemical stabilizers, or organic stabilizers. The Moderate Area
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PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) unpaved parking lot
requirements affect parking lots greater than 5,000 square feet. It
exempts unpaved parking lots that are used no more than 35 days per
year.

The City of Scottsdale’s parking lot paving standard applies to public and
private parking lots. The standard is to pave all lots. Parking lots over
two acres have the additional option of “dustproof crushed granite or
some other suitable material’. The City of Scottsdale continues to apply
this standard for public parking lots. There are two possible options for
private parking lot owners who are required to meet the Moderate Area
PM-10 FIP requirements: 1: case-by-case variances that encourage cost
effective implementation of the highest dust control efficiency options
allowed in the Moderate Area PM-10 FIP may be brought before the
Board of Adjustment; and 2: an interim parking lot paving standard could
be developed to reduce landscape, curb, open space, buffer, etc.
requirements. The City will develop and implement a proactive citizen
communication plan designed to assist private parking lot
owner/operators.

The City of Scottsdale commitments outlined in this measure are
regarded as a Best Available Control Measure (BACM) for particulate
emissions. Maricopa County is responsible for implementing Rule 310
Open Fugitive Dust Sources to enforce dust control. The City of
Scottsdale has parking lot paving standards. Legal authority for this
measure is provided under A.R.S. Section 9-240, General Powers of
Common Council. The City is already implementing its ordinance relating
to this measure. Other provisions will meet the deadlines outlined in the
Moderate Area PM-10 FIP for unpaved parking lots. The City of
Scottsdale is adequately staffed and funded to implement the existing
parking lot paving standard. The City’s existing field inspectors
(approximately 41 inspectors from four divisions) will use existing
ordinance authority to respond to dust control complaints and issues.
The City will track and report on the responses to dust control complaints,
dust control issues on construction projects and number of referrals for
enforcement activities to Maricopa County under Rule 310. The City
commits to take forward in the upcoming Biennial Budget process a
funding request of approximately $200,000 over two years. The
proposed budget provides for paving public unpaved parking lots,
assisting private parking lot owners with information, training City
inspection staff on dust control issues, and producing educational
materials. The City of Scottsdale enforces parking lot paving standards.
Maricopa County is responsible for enforcing dust control issues under
Rule 310. The City of Scottsdale responds to nuisance complaints,
including dust complaints, under existing ordinance authority. When
appropriate, referrals are made to Maricopa County.
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City of Surprise, in 1997, indicates that in 1996-1997, the City of Surprise
paved all existing “high-use” City-owned parking lots (e.g., Gaines Park,
Bicentennial Park, City Hall, Community Services, City Court and Public
Works). There are no other existing “high-use” unpaved commercial
parking lots within the City of Surprise. [n addition, the City’s Zoning
Ordinance (Section 17.32.080 (B)(12) requires that all new parking lots
shall be paved with materials suitable to control dust.

This measure will continue to be implemented by the City of Surprise
Community Development and Engineering Departments. Legal authority
for this action is provided under Sections 9-240 and 9-276 of the Arizona
Revised Statutes. Ongoing implementation. This measure is enforced
by current ordinance. The enforcement function is staffed and
administered under the Community Development Department, Planning
and Zoning Division and the Engineering Department, Civil Inspection
Division. The City will not issue a “Certificate of Occupancy” for any new
commercial development if the parking lot is not paved.

City of Surprise, in 1998, reiterates this commitment.

City of Tempe, in 1997, indicates that there are no existing unpaved
public parking lots in Tempe. Improved lots presently in use will continue
to be properly maintained to ensure that dust does not become a
problem. The City Zoning Ordinance requires property owners to apply
dustproofing to residential and commercial parking lots.

A current effort underway in the Development Services Department to
combine the existing Nuisance Ordinance and Neighborhood
Enhancement Ordinance to better facilitate proactive enforcement and
consistent citation powers will provide additional support in meeting the
City’s planned PM-10 commitments dealing with dust-causing activities
on privately owned vacant lots and/or residential parking situations.

Staff has not identified any nondustproofed commercial parking lots
remaining in Tempe.

The Development Services Department and Public Works Department
are the implementing City Departments. The authority forimplementation
includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of Council; Code of
Tempe, Arizona. Implementation is in progress. Funding is provided
through the annual budget process.

City of Tempe, in 1998, reiterates this commitment.

City of Tolleson, in 1997, indicates in Resolution No. 794 that the City will
proceed with a good faith effort to implement measures to reduce
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particulate emissions from unpaved parking lots. The measure options
include: Option 1: Applying dustproofing measures to existing unpaved
parking lots. Dustproofing measures include paving, stabilizers and
application of gravel. Option 2: Applying dustproofing measures to
existing commercial and residential unpaved parking lots. Dustproofing
measures include paving, stabilizers and application of gravel. Option 3:
Requiring paving on existing commercial unpaved parking lots with size
or usage exceeding a specified threshold.

City of Tolleson, in 1998, indicates that Article VIl Section B-4 of the City
of Tolleson Zoning Code states that, “All required off-street parking
spaces shall be paved”. Furthermore, Ordinance No. 364, Section 9-5-1
through 9-5-3 prohibits the parking of any vehicle on any lot or area within
the City which is not dust-free according to the Tolleson City Code. The
proposed EPA Federal Implementation Plan guidelines stated that
unpaved parking lots greater than 5,000 square feet must be paved,
chemically stabilized, or have gravel applied to mitigate dust. Currently,
there are no unpaved parking lots that exceed the 5,000 square foot
standard in Tolleson.

The Ordinance already exists under the legal authority granted to the City
Council outlined in A.R.S. Section 9-240, General Powers of Councils.
Currently two building inspectors, the Deputy Fire Chief, and City
Engineer review and approve site plans contingent upon compliance with
the Zoning Code article addressing parking lots. No site plan is approved
without full compliance of the City of Tolleson Zoning Code, including
Article VIl which articulates parking lot paving standards. Violation of this
code will result in the issuance of a citation by the Safety Service
Department. Safety Services Building Inspectors will perform inspections
at will to ensure compliance and report any violations, as well as any
action taken against violators, to the Zoning Administrator (City Manager).

Town of Youngtown indicates that unpaved parking lots and driveways
can contribute to increased particulate pollution since the emissions
generated by the unpaved surface can become reentrained on adjacent
paved road surfaces. Commitments of the Town of Youngtown are as
follows:

New Unpaved Parking Areas: The Town of Youngtown currently enforces
Town Ordinance 96-05, “Improved “Surface for Parking”, which specifies
the type of surface on which a motor vehicle must be parked. The Town
of Youngtown commits to amending this ordinance to include a provision
that the improved and dust-free parking surface associated with new
construction be completed before the Town will issue an occupancy
permit.
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Existing Unpaved Parking Areas: The Town of Youngtown commits to
adopting an ordinance that will require all existing unpaved parking areas
greater than 5,000 square feet within the boundaries of Youngtown be
dust-free no later than June 10, 2000. Estimated number of seven
existing unpaved parking lots will be treated by January 1, 2000 using the
dustproofing technique of paving the surfaces.

Special -Event Parking on Unpaved Areas: The Town of Youngtown
commits to adopting an ordinance requiring owners/operations to make
dust-free any lot on which vehicles are parked for purposes of special
events prior to, during and subsequent to the special event.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Youngtown. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils. The Town of Youngtown commits to adopt such
new and amended ordinances by September 1998 with implementation
scheduled for January 1, 2000. No additional personnel is expected to
be required. The Town of Youngtown Building Safety and Police/Code
Enforcement Departments will be responsible for enforcing this measure
through its existing zoning code. The Town of Youngtown Public Works
Department will track the progress made with the implementation of this
measure.

Maricopa County, in 1997, indicates that to address existing unpaved
parking lots in the unincorporated areas of the County within the PM-10
nonattainment area, the Maricopa County Board of Supervisors is
directing the Environmental Services Department to develop an
implementation policy with a compliance schedule to proactively apply
existing fugitive dust requirements. The program currently operates on
a complaint response basis countywide. Maricopa County Air Pollution
Control Rule 310 - Open Fugitive Dust Sources, Section 306 (section
number may shift in future revision) requires the implementation of
control measures for unpaved parking lots larger than 5,000 square feet.

In the unincorporated area of the county, unpaved lots access both paved
and unpaved roads. It is impractical to require paving for parking lots
which access unpaved roads. In addition, in a high growth area such as
Maricopa County, the land on which the parking lot sits may be slated for
redevelopment in a relatively short time frame making paving
economically infeasible. This contributes to the conclusion that requiring
paving as the only control is infeasible due to economic and social
considerations.

The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors is authorized b

y A.
Section 49-479 to adopt rules for air pollution control and by A

.S,
S.,
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Section 49-480 to establish, administer and enforce a program for air
quality permits. The Board adopted rules establishing an air quality
permit program and pursuant to A.R.S., Section 49-473, designated the
Environmental Services Department to issue permits and administer and
enforce the permit program. By operation of A.R.S., Section 49-471, the
executive head of the department designated under A.R.S., Section 49-
473 serves as the Air Pollution Control Officer. The Air Pollution Control
Officer is specifically authorized to take the enforcement actions set forth
in A.R.S., Section 49-502, 49-511, 49-512 and 49-513. The
implementation schedule is:

November-December 1997 Develop implementation policy

January 1998 Workshop draft policy

February 1998 Board consideration of
policy

Spring 1998 Sponsor expo on

particulate pollution for
~ public outreach
September-November 1998 Conduct survey to identify sites
December 1998 Initiate notification
~ process and establish a
compliance schedule

An additional two field FTE and one support FTE will identify affected
sites, provide notice, establish a compliance schedule and follow-up
milestones. In FY 1998, sponsoring and coordinating expos for public
outreach will be funded by approximately $5,000 from funding allocated
through the department’s annual budget process. Personnel, supplies
and outreach for this program are expected to be funded by
approximately $100,000 in FY 1999. These requirements will be
administered through a field inspection program to identify affected sites
and provide notification. The department’s enforcement options include
orders of abatement, civil actions for injunctive relief or civil penalties, and
filling a class 1 misdemeanor citation.

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that unpaved parking lots
and driveways can contribute to increased patrticulate pollution similar to
unpaved roadways. Unpaved parking areas also contribute to the
particulate pollution problem, since the emissions generated by the
unpaved surface can become reentrained on adjacent paved road
surfaces. In addition, wind erosion of silt from unpaved parking adds to
the total fugitive dust emissions in an area.

There is a new proposed federal requirement which pertains to this
measure. The proposed Federal Implementation Plan (FIP), which
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becomes final in July 1998, requires any owners/operators of unpaved
parking lots greater than 5,000 square feet to pave, chemically stabilize
or apply gravel to the lot within eight months of the rule’s effective date.
For unpaved parking lots that are used no more that 35 days per year,
owners/operators may choose to apply chemical stabilizers within 20
days prior to any day in which over 100 vehicles enter the lot. Since this
is a Moderate Area FIP, EPA considers this to be a Reasonably Available
Control Measure.

This measure would be implemented by the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT). Legal authority for this action would be A.R.S.
49-406 and A.R.S. 28-332 Department Jurisdiction.

A review of the ADOT construction offices and maintenance shops
located throughout the nonattainment area has shown that the parking
lots at these locations have either been paved, stabilized, or graveled.
A review of the ADOT Motor Vehicle Division’s Driver's License and
Registration Stations has shown that these parking lots are also paved.
The Motor Vehicle Commercial Driver’s License Station testing area had
previously been stabilized, but may need to be redone. This includes a
parking lot for motorcycles and commercial vehicles that is across from
the station and is unpaved. This particular area was to be addressed as
part of two other measures that were identified as part of the Governor’s
Air Quality Strategies Task Force, i.e., addressing hot-spot areas
including 27" Avenue and I-10. Following the implementation of the FIP,
continuing on-site inspections will be made at each site to determine
which ADOT sites may need any further attention as far as stabilization
or additional gravel.

There is currently some language in the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System that relates to the contractor’s vehicle wash-down
areas and is included as part of the contract. Stabilization of parking lots
or staging areas for the contractor’s office or construction areas would
have to be addressed through the development and approval of new
contract language for future projects in the nonattainment area.

For those ADOT office parking lots that are currently stabilized or
graveled and not paved, there are available cost-effective materials that
meet EPA requirements, that can be used by the agency for any future
re-stabilization requirements. ADOT, through the Transportation
Planning Group Senior Transportation/Air Quality Planner, will conduct
further on-site inspections and complete a report on those sites that may
need additional stabilization or gravel. A feasibility study addressing
additional contract language for contractor requirements for reducing PM-
10 emissions will be completed and reported on following the
implementation of the FIP.
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Reduce Particulate Emissions from Vacant Disturbed Lots

City of Avondale will participate in a regional program led by the Maricopa
Association of Governments to foster interagency cooperation to reduce
particulate pollution. The City currently does not have an ordinance in
place concerning dust control. The City has estimated 500 acres of
private, vacant lots. Acreage that has been recorded consists of custom
lots and undeveloped subdivisions within the City’s jurisdiction. Much of
the acreage is presently in its natural state of Sonoran Desert.

By September 30, 1999, letters will be written to property owners of
vacant lots that are being used by vehicular traffic for parking, weed
abatement or other access. The City will continue to work with Maricopa
County to support the Rule 310 Program. The Community Development
and the Fire Department Code Enforcement Division will implement this
provision. The City administration will oversee the implementation of this
measure.

Town of Carefree has four unpaved parking lots. The parking lots are all
graveled and only one lot exceeds 5,000 square feet. There are no
disturbed vacant lots in Carefree. The Town of Carefree Zoning
Ordinance requires all new parking lots to be paved with asphalt,
concrete, or the equivalent, including gravel. No grading is allowed on
vacant lots until a building permit for a structure has been issued. The

- Town Street Department staff will maintain the roads and funds are

budgeted in the Street Department maintenance budget. The Town of
Carefree will oversee the maintenance of its parking lots and
enforcement of its ordinances.

City of Chandler commits to adopt an ordinance that will require
owners/operators of vacant lots of 5,000 square feet or greater that have
been disturbed by motor vehicles to do one of the following:

. Erect signs, fencing, shrubs, trees or other barriers to prevent motor
vehicle trespass or parking; or

*  Apply surface gravel or chemical/organic stabilizers to all disturbed
surface areas.

The City will also adopt an ordinance that will require owners/operators
of vacant lots that remain undeveloped for more than fifteen calendar
days and where more than 0.50 acres of the surface of the lot has been
disturbed to do one of the following:
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e Establish ground cover, apply a dust suppressant, restore to a
natural state; or
e Apply gravel to the disturbed area.

The City will modify its ordinance on weed abatement to require the
following for vacant lots where the weed abatement disturbs more than
0.50 acres or greater:

*  Application of a dust suppressant immediately prior to or during
weed abatement;

e Prevention or elimination of material track-out onto paved surfaces
and assess points adjoining paved surfaces; and

e Application of a dust suppressant or gravel or the use of compaction
or an alternative control measure immediately following weed
abatement.

These ordinances will be effective no later than May 1, 1999.

The City plans to add two inspectors to the Neighborhood Services
Division. These inspectors will be able to assist in increasing the
enforcement of the City’s ordinances regarding vacant lots.

These commitments do not apply to vacant lots located on an industrial
facility, or construction or earth-moving activity on sites that have an
approved permit issued by Maricopa County.

City of Chandler, Police Department, Neighborhood Services Division;
Fire Department, Fire Prevention Division will be responsible for
implementation. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S.
9-240, General Powers of Common Council and Chandler City Code
Sections 10-6(d), Premises; 10-10(f), Creating, Causing or Maintaining
a Nuisance; and 10-7 Vacant Land. Implementation will be ongoing.
Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of El Mirage indicates that the City of El Mirage Municipal Code,
Chapter 13, Vehicles and Traffic, will be amended by the City Council to
include the following language:

Property owners shall be required to install and/or place signs, fencing,
shrubs, trees, barriers, surface gravel, or chemical/organic stabilizer
within eight months of the effective date of the Federal Implementation
Plan (FIP) or sixty calendar days, whichever is later, following the initial
determination of disturbances of substantial vehicle traffic across or on
lots and that traffic causes aitborne dust. This requirement applies to
vacant lots greater than 5,000 square feet in size.
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This measure will be implemented by the City of El Mirage Engineer
and/or Public Works Department. Legal authority for this action will be
provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-
500.04(A)(3), as created under Senate Bill 1427. The control measures
must be implemented within eight months following the effective date of
the FIP or within sixty calendar days following the disturbance, whichever
is later. No additional personnel is expected to be required.

For weed abatement on vacant lots, the City of El Mirage indicates that
the City of El Mirage Municipal Code, Chapter 10, Health and Sanitation,
Section 10-4-10 Weed Abatement will be added by the City Council to
include the following language:

The property owner must apply dust suppressant(s) immediately prior to
or during weed abatement and prevent or eliminate material track-out
onto paved surfaces and access points adjoining paved surfaces and
apply dust suppressant(s), gravel compaction or alternative control
measures immediately following weed abatement. This measure will be
required within eight months of the effective date of the FIP. This
requirement applies to vacant lots with disturbed surfaces of 0.50 acres
or greater.

This weed abatement measure will be implemented by the City of El
Mirage Public Works Department, Street Division. Legal authority for this
action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Councils.
The control measures must be implemented within eight months following
the effective date of the FIP. The measure will be enforced by ordinance.
The enforcement function will be staffed and administered under the
Public Works Department, Code Enforcement Officer and/or the City
Engineer.

For further‘weed abatement on vacant lots, the City of El Mirage
Municipal Code, Chapter 10, Health and Sanitation, Section 10-1-1
(Definitions) will be amended by the City Council to include the following:

“Vegetation Maintenance” means any abatement of plant growth whether
living or dead, including but not limited to grass and weeds, on non-
agricultural property, shall be mowed rather than disked or plowed.

This measure will be implemented by the City of El Mirage Public Works
Department, Street Division. Legal authority for this action is provided
under Section 9-240 of the Arizona Revised Statutes. This measure will
be enforced by ordinance. The enforcement function will be staffed and
administered under the Public Works Department, Code Enforcement
Officer and/or the City Engineer.
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Town of Fountain Hills indicates that the Town has adopted Town Code,
Chapter 12-2 - Traffic Control and §12-2-11 Operation of Vehicles on
Vacant Lots which prohibits vehicular use on or across any portion of a
vacant lot (of any size) other than as an established dustproof driveway,
except during activities authorized by the Town. The Town of Fountain
Hills has approximately 1,900 + acres of currently underdeveloped but
developable platted lots. These lots are located in pristine native desert
environments and Town ordinances and code prohibit any land
disturbance without a development permit.

The Town will approve an ordinance that will require:

e Scraping the ground for weed abatement will require a dust control
plan.

° Disturbed surfaces on new platted vacant lots must be treated within
eight months after the disturbance. Treating can be by establishing
ground cover vegetation, applying a dust suppressant, restoring to
a natural state, or applying gravel.

° Motor vehicle surfaces on new platted vacant lots shall be restricted
to non-use or treated within two months after the disturbance.
Restricting use shall include placing signs, fencing, shrubs, trees,
barriers, surface gravel, or chemical/organic stabilizer.

The following exemptions/unregulated areas will apply to these
requirements:

° Vacant lot disturbed surfaces that are less than 0.50 acres.

° Vacant lots which are occupied, used or developed that are not
inactive for a period of more than 15 days.

° Vacant lots with motor vehicle disturbances that are 5,000 square
feet or less.

e Weed abatement operations that maintain weed stubble three or
more inches above the soil surface for the purpose of controlling a
potential fire hazard or otherwise unhealthy condition.

e Weed abatement operations that are permitted by Maricopa County.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Fountain Hills. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3), as created under Senate
Bill 1427. The control measure has been adopted and currently is
enforceable. No additional personnel is expected to be required. There
is no additional funding required at this time. The Town of Fountain Hills
Marshal's Department will be responsible for enforcing this measure by
enforcing the ordinance and Town Code for noncompliance.
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Town of Gilbert, in 1997, indicates that the Town has an ordinance that
prohibits the operation of a vehicle on or across any portion of an existing
vacant lot other than by the owner of the property, unless written
permission is obtained from the owner. The Town will consider adopting
an ordinance to further prohibit the operation of vehicles on vacant lots
other than by the owner of the property if the lot is not dustproofed.

The Town will continue to work cooperatively with Maricopa County and
other municipalities on regional solutions to increase the effectiveness of
County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust Sources, including the control of
fugitive dust from vacant lands. The Gilbert Town Council adopted
Resolution 1788 on April 15, 1997, stating the Town'’s intent to work
cooperatively with Maricopa County to control fugitive dust pollution. The
implementing Town Department is Environmental Compliance, Code
Enforcement. Authority for implementation is A.R.S. Section 9-240:
General Powers of Councils and Gilbert Town Code. Ongoing
implementation. Code Enforcement responds to calls that they receive
from residents. They write citations where applicable. Personnel and/or
funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

For weed abatement on vacant disturbed lots, the Town of Gilbert, in
1997, indicates that the Town supports the County’s proposed
clarification of a provision in Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust Sources which
will require a County permit prior to blading for weed control in existing
vacant land. The Town will work cooperatively with Maricopa County to
help ensure that dust emissions from the blading of vacant lots for weed
control are under control. Gilbert will report cases to the County where
it witnesses excessive dust being generated from weeding abatement.
The Town will also inform/educate the public through various media that
blading may require a County permit. The Town will commit to a
schedule that is in accordance with the June 10, 2000 “fully” implemented
date. Code Enforcement will be the implementing Department.
Personnel and/or funding will be allocated through the annual budget
process.

Town of Gilbert, in 1998, indicates that disturbed vacant lots were
identified by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a significant
source of PM-10 emissions in the Maricopa County nonattainment area.
The proposed EPA Moderate Area PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan
(FIP) requires the stabilization of all disturbed vacant lots larger than one-
tenth of an acre.

On February 17, 1998, the Town of Gilbert adopted Town Ordinance No.

1090, which amended Section 62-5 of the Town’s Municipal Code to
prohibit the operation of any motor vehicle on or across the property of
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another if that property is not paved or dustproofed in accordance with
the standards adopted by the Department of Public Works. The Town
Ordinance is more stringent than the EPA’s Moderate Area FIP
requirement, and is thus considered a Best Available Control Measure
(BACM).

This measure will be implemented by the Town’s Code Enforcement
Department and the Town’s Environmental Programs Section.
Stabilization standards pertaining to the ordinance will be finalized in
October 1998 by the Environmental Programs Section. Legal authority
for this action is provided under A.R.S., Section 9-240: General Powers
of Common Council. The effective date of this ordinance is March 1,
1999. Existing personnel will be used to implement this measure.
Funding for actions related to this measure will be provided in the annual
budget process. The Town's Code Enforcement Department is
responsible for the enforcement of this measure.

City of Glendale, in 1997, indicates that the.City has an ordinance
provision that prohibits the operation of a vehicle on or across any portion
of an existing vacant lot other than by the owner of the property, unless
the lot is dustfree. The City also has a general nuisance ordinance
(Chapter 25, Nuisances, Section 2) that could be used to control activities
on private property that cause dust problems to the prejudice, danger or
annoyance of others.

The City will continue to work cooperatively with Maricopa County and
other municipalities on regional solutions to increase the effectiveness of
County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust Sources, including the control of
fugitive dust from vacant lands. On March 25, 1997, the Glendale City
Council adopted Resolution. 3109 New Series stating the City’s intent to
work cooperatively with Maricopa County to control the generation of
fugitive dust pollution.

The City's Code Compliance Division is responsible for the enforcement
of the City Code. The City’'s Environmental Resources Division is
responsible for working with Maricopa County and other municipalities on
regional solutions to control particulate matter emissions. Legal authority

. for this section is provide under Section 9-240, General Powers of

Common Council of the Arizona Revised Statutes. Funding will be
determined through the City’s annual budget development process. The
City’s ordinance is enforced through the City’'s Code Compliance Division.

For weed abatement on vacant disturbed lots, the City of Glendale, in

1997, indicates that the City supports the County’s proposed clarification
of a provision in Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust Sources which will require
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a County permit prior to blading for weed control on existing vacant land.
The City will work cooperatively with Maricopa County to help ensure that
dust emissions from the blading of vacant lots for weed control are under
control. Glendale will report cases to the County where it withesses
excessive dust being generated from blading for weed abatement. The
City will also inform/educate the public through various media that blading
for weed control may require a County permit.

The City's Marketing Department is responsible for preparing and
distributing citizen newsletters. The City's Code Compliance Division will
assist the County in informing the public that blading for weed control
may require a County permit. Legal authority for this section is provided
under Section 9-240, General Powers of Common Council of the Arizona
Revised Statutes. Funding will be determined through the City’s annual
budget development process.

City of Glendale, in 1998, indicates that there are several existing
regulations that can be used to mitigate particulate emissions from vacant
disturbed lots. Maricopa County’s Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust
Sources, Section 305 states that no person shall cause, suffer, or allow
a vacant parcel, or an urban or suburban open area to be driven over or
used by motor vehicles without first implementing reasonably available
control measures to effectively prevent or minimize fugitive dust. In
addition, Rule 310, Section 309 states that no person shall cause or allow
any urban or suburban.open area or vacant parcel to remain unoccupied,
unused, vacant or undeveloped for more than 15 days without first
|mplement|ng reasonably available control measures to effectlvely
prevent or minimize fugitive dust.

The City has an ordinance (Chapter 24, Section 173) that prohibits the
operation of a vehicle on or across any portion of an existing vacant lot
other than by the owner of the property, unless the lot is dustfree. The
City will keep its residents informed of pertinent City ordinances and
appropriate contacts (i.e., phone numbers of City Departments and/or
outside agencies) that will be able to resolve dust problems/complaints
through citizen newsletters and other appropriate media. The City
considers the dust problem as a quality of life issue and intends to adopt
a City dust nuisance ordinance.

Maricopa County is responsible for implementing Rule 310 Open Fugitive
Dust Sources. The City of Glendale’s Code Compliance Division is
responsible for implementing the City Codes relating to this measure.
Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S. Section 9-240,
General Powers of Common Council and the Glendale Charter. City
Council will consider the adoption of a dust nuisance ordinance in the
fall/winter of 1998. The City will consider personnel and funding options
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as part of its decision regarding the adoption and enforcement of a dust
nuisance ordinance. The City's Marketing/Communications Department
is adequately staffed and funded to produce newsletters and other
media. Maricopa County is responsible for enforcing Rule 310. The City
of Glendale’s Code Compliance Division will enforce the City’'s motor
vehicle use on vacant property ordinance, on a complaint basis.

City of Goodyear will participate in a regional program led by the
Maricopa Association of Governments to foster interagency cooperation
to reduce particulate pollution. The City currently does not have an
ordinance in place concerning dust control. However, Resolution No. 97-
594 was adopted by the City Council supporting the Maricopa County
Rule 310 Program. The City has estimated 320 acres of private, vacant
lots. Acreage that has been recorded consists of custom lots and
undeveloped subdivisions within the City’s jurisdiction. Much of the

~acreage is presently in its natural state of Sonoran Desert.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Goodyear Community
Development Department, the City’'s Code Enforcement Division, and
Public Works Department. By December 1998, letters will be written to
all property owners of vacant lots that are being used by vehicular traffic
for parking or other access. The City will continue to work with Maricopa
County to support the Rule 310 Program. City of Goodyear currently is
enforcing Rule 310 with current staff. Future positions may be required.
City administration will oversee the implementation of this measure.

City of Mesa, in 1997, indicates that the City of Mesa Code Section 8-6-
3(B) prohibits the deposition of materials on or in anything other that a
building or structure, a screened area or within a trash receptacle.
Section 8-6-3(J) prohibits the displaying of any vehicle or boat for sale on
vacant or undeveloped and unsurfaced property and makes it illegal for
a property owner to allow such displays on vacant, undeveloped or
unsurfaced property. Section 8-6-3(L) makes it unlawful to park, and for
any owner or occupant of land to allow or permit any person to park, a
commercial vehicle on any undeveloped and unsurfaced private property.

Maricopa County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust, Section 306 prohibits
motor and/or off-road vehicles from being driven over vacant parcels of
land that have not been effectively treated to prevent or minimize fugitive
dust emissions. Section 310 requires that vacant parcels must have
effective dust control measures implemented within 15 days of the parcel
becoming vacant. The City Code and County Rule 310 requirements
make it illegal to drive a vehicle on vacant property and to dump on
vacant property which would require driving across some portion of the

property.
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Maricopa County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust, Section 309 requires
dustproofing disturbed surface areas. Section 310 requires that effective
dust control measures must be implemented on any vacant parcel within
15 days (of it becoming unoccupied, unused, vacant or undeveloped) and
that permanent dust control measures must be implemented to achieve
final stabilization within eight months.

Mesa City Code Section 11-15 regulates landscaping on all but single
family residential and agricultural buildings, The purpose of the
landscaping requirements includes control of dust and specifies
appropriate vegetative, organic and inorganic ground cover. The County
Rule 310 provisions of Section 309 and 310 include vegetative cover as
appropriate dust control methods.

The City’s Planning and Zoning Division and Building Inspection Divisions
are responsible for reviewing and approving new developments within the
City to ensure they comply with City Code requirements. The Code
Compliance Division is responsible for responding to complaints and
enforcing violations of City Code requirements. The Environmental
Programs Division will be taking a proactive approach to working with
local residential and commercial facilities to encourage and enforce
compliance with dust control requirements.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils; Maricopa County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust;
Mesa City Charter, Atticle I- Powers of the City; and Mesa City Code,
Section 9-6-4, Section 9-8-3, Section 8-6-3, and Section 11-15.

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. The Mesa City Code provides enforcement authority for
violation of City Code requirements. Inspectors from the Environmental
Programs Division will be conducting inspections throughout the City to
strengthen dust control practices and procedures. An important
component of this program will be public education on dust control
methods and the health hazards associated with particulate pollution.

For weed abatement on vacant distributed lots, the City of Mesa, in 1997,
indicates that Maricopa County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust, Section
316 requires that anyone blading, disking, or plowing under to remove
vegetation from an area that exceeds 0.1 acre must obtain an earth
moving permit and implement effective dust control procedures. The City
Code Compliance Division currently sends out letters requiring abatement
of vegetation to property owners that have overgrown or dead vegetation
that presents either a fire hazard or a nuisance. The City will modify the
standard notification letter to encourage mowing and/or fire breaks in lieu
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of disking or plowing. Mowing or other stabilization will be used when
possible for weed control for activities by or for the City on City property.

The City will work with other local governments and the County to
develop informational materials to inform property owners of the need to
control dust on vacant lots. The material will discourage property owners
from using disking or blading as a measure to control weeds and
encourage landscaping or other stabilization techniques. Examples of
the types of information methods include: articles in city newsletters,
articles in the employee newsletter, notices in utility bills, and information
included in citations sent for weed control.

The Code Compliance Division is responsible for responding to
complaints and enforcing violations of City Code requirements and
sending out notification letters for vegetation abatement. The
Environmental Programs Division will be taking a proactive approach to
working with local residential and commercial facilities to encourage and
enforce compliance with dust control requirements.

Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S.,Section 9-240: General
Powers of Councils; Maricopa County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust;
Mesa City Charter, Article | - Powers of the City; and Mesa City Code,
Section 8-6-3 (nuisance abatement).

Implementation will be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process. The Mesa City Code provides enforcement authority for
violation of City Code requirements. Inspectors from the Environmental
Programs Division will be conducting inspections throughout the City to
strengthen .dust control practices and procedures. An important
component of this program will be public education on dust control
methods and the health hazards associated with particulate pollution.

City of Mesa, in 1999, indicates that detailed Best Available Control
Measure commitments for reducing particulate emissions from vacant
disturbed lots were submitted to MAG in December 1998 (97-DC-10). In
addition to the measures previously submitted, the City of Mesa adopted
Ordinance No. 3465 amending the City Code by adding Title 8, Chapter
2, Atticle 1 Particulate Pollution Sources (Patrticulate Poliution Control
Ordinance). The ordinance includes Sections 8-2-4 (D) and (F) which
require effective dust control and stabilization of vacant disturbed lots.
Property owners of disturbed vacant lots that are identified as generating
fugitive dust will be notified of the City Code requirements by the
Environmental Programs Division. Identification of high priority vacant
lots will be based on proactive inspections and response to complaints.

7-137



1998

1997

The Environmental Programs Division will be taking a proactive approach
to working with local residential and commercial facilities to encourage
and enforce compliance with dust control requirements for disturbed
vacant lots. Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S.,Section 9-240:
General Powers of Councils; Mesa City Charter, Atrticle | - Powers of the
City ; and Mesa City Code Section 8-2.

The Particulate Pollution Control Ordinance was adopted by the City
Council on May 4, 1998 and became effective June 4, 1998.
Implementation will be ongoing. Funding for personnel and resources is
allocated through the annual budget process. The Environmental
Programs Division has two full time inspectors who are responsible for
enforcing the Particulate Pollution Control Ordinance. Additionally there
is an Environmental Engineer and a Division Director who are authorized
to support the particulate pollution program including conducting
inspections and initiating enforcement actions.

The Mesa City Code provides enforcement authority for violation of City
Code requirements. Inspectors from the Environmental Programs
Division will be conducting inspections throughout the City to strengthen
dust control practices and procedures. An important component of this
program will be public education on dust control methods and the health
hazards associated'with particulate pollution.

Town of Paradise Valley indicates that there is an existing grading and
dust control ordinance which prohibits any land disturbance of any size
on a vacant lot. The ordinance also requires a dust control plan if the lot
is disturbed and then left vacant for more than 15 days, and further
requires that any parking area be dustproofed. An additional ordinance
would be adopted which would require the owner of a vacant lot that is
disturbed by vehicle use to control access or dustproof the lot per MAG
standards.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Paradise Valley
Community Development Department. Legal authority for this action is
provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council. The
new ordinance will be adopted no later than June 10, 2000. There are
two building inspectors and one zoning inspector who enforce this
regulation, together with administrative, clerical, and legal support. The
Town administration will oversee the implementation of this measure.

City of Peoria, in 1997, indicates that the City will proceed with a good
faith effort to implement all or part of the measure to reduce particulate
emissions for vacant disturbed lots. The options include: Option 1:
Requiring property owners to install signs and barriers where there is
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evidence of vehicle trespassing on existing vacant lots. Option 2:
Applying dustproofing measures after incidence of disturbance on
existing vacant lots. Dustproofing measures include application of gravel
and barriers (in combination), stabilizers, and application of gravel
(alone). Option 3: Establishing groundcover vegetation on existing
vacant lots which is the purposeful selection of plants to control dust.
Option 4: Restricting vehicle owners from parking on all existing unpaved
surfaces. :

For weed abatement on vacant disturbed lots, the City of Peoria, in 1997,
indicates that the City will proceed to implement all or part of the measure
to reduce particulate emissions on vacant disturbed lots through weed
abatement methods. The options include: Option 1: Requiring mowing
for weed abatement on all existing lots. Option 2: Requiring mowing for
weed abatement on existing lots that can be mowed and requiring fire
breaks and boundaries on existing vacant disturbed areas that cannot be
mowed.

City of Peoria, in 1998, indicates that the Peoria Code Section 17-53,
paragraph b, specifies the owner or person in control must at all times
maintain the premises free of weeds, if one acre or less or if greater that
one acre they must construct fire breaks to protect the adjacent property.
The ordinance must be amended to reflect disturbance and the
subsequent requirement of the approved Maricopa County permit.

The City’s ordinance, in addition, will amend its grading and drainage
ordinance to reflect the requirement of receiving the Maricopa County
permit and incorporate it into the City’s grading and drainage plan for
enforcement. Peoria Code Section 17-53, paragraph c, also refers to the
owner of vacant lots that are being used by vehicular traffic as a roadway
or bypass to eliminate the vehicular access. The City has identified 17
commercial lots plus large tracts of desert that will be targeted for access
and dust control. Other lots (.1 acre or more) will be identified and
targeted for access and dust control, per Maricopa County Rule 310.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Peoria Public Works
Department, Building Safety, and the Neighborhood Code Enforcement
Division. By August 1998, letters will be written to all property owners of
vacant disturbed lots that are being used by vehicular traffic for parking
or other access. The City's ordinance will be amended to reflect the April
1999 date. By January 1, 1999, the City’'s grading and drainage
ordinance will be amended to reflect the requirement to include Maricopa
County Rule 310 permit as a prerequisite and as part of the City’s grading
and drainage permit. The City of Peoria will fund this project with existing
staff. It is estimated that one FTE will be used to accomplish this task;
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an additional position may be necessary. The City administration will
oversee the implementation of this measure.

City of Phoenix, in 1997, indicates that the City’s program to address dust
generated from vehicles on vacant lots is included in Measure 97-DC-
10d.

Maricopa County Rule 310 requires property owners to apply permanent
dustproofing measures after earthmoving activities on vacant lots. The
City will continue to work cooperatively with Mancopa County to promote
compliance with this rule.

Additional programs to address dust generated from disturbed vacant lots
are included in Measure 97-DC-10d.

Maricopa County Rule 310 requires property owners to apply permanent
dustproofing measures after earthmoving activities on vacant lots.
Dustproofing can include vegetation. As noted in Measure 97-DC-10b,
the City will continue to work cooperatively with Maricopa County to
promote compliance with this rule.

The City is working with the Arizona Department of Transportation to help
identify excess properties along freeways and to expedite their sale. This
has helped eliminate vacant parcels and promotes development and
landscaping.

The City’s 1988 Freeway Mitigation Bonds support projects to reduce the
impact of freeways on neighborhoods and adjacent properties. The
primary purpose of the project is to address noise and neighborhood
stabilization. A portion of the bond fund is used to enhance landscaping,
recreational trails, and other projects which can reduce patticulates. In
1997-1998, freeway landscaping upgrades beyond the ADOT standard
on the Outer Loop ($300,000) and Squaw Peak: Phase Il ($412,000) are
planned. In 1997-1998 the Black Canyon/Maricopa Freeway Mitigation

" Plan is being developed to address freeway impacts on property within

1/4 mile of the freeway. It is anticipated that several hundred thousand
dollars will be allocated in the 1998-1999 Capital Improvement Program
(CIP) budget to upgrade freeway landscaping along the Black
Canyon/Maricopa Freeway.

The City is implementing an In-Fill Program which provides incentives to
encourage development of single-family homes on vacant property in the
central part of the City. The program assisted with the construction of
approximately 450 homes during 1996 and 1997. The City also assesses
impact fees on new development in the northern and southern peripheral
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areas of the City. Because these fees are not charged in other areas,
they provide an incentive to locate development of vacant properties in
the central portions of the City. (Resolution 18949, Measure 97-TC-14).

The Phoenix City Code was recently amended to prohibit parking on
areas which are not dustfree. This amendment is included in Measure
97-DC-8a and is repeated below.

The Phoenix City Code, Chapter 39, Article Il, Section 39-7, was
amended in July 1997, to prohibit property owners from allowing vehicles
to be parked on unpaved lots or any other surface which is not dustfree
as defined in the City Zoning Code. The City Code also includes
authority of the Neighborhood Services Department to issue citations to
the property owner.

The Phoenix City Code, Chapter 36, Article XI, Section 36-145, was
amended in July 1997, to prohibit vehicle owners from parking on
surfaces which are not dustfree as defined in the City Zoning Code. This
amendment to the City Code includes the authority for the Police
Department to issue citations to the vehicle owner, and to impound
vehicles in violation of this Code.

City of Phoenix, Neighborhood Services Department is the implementing
City Department. Authority for implementation includes: Arizona
Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Section
2: Council Powers Enumerated; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 2, General
Powers, Rights, and Liabilities; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 39, Atticle 2,
Section 39-7: Neighborhood Preservation; Phoenix City Code, Chapter
36, Atticle XI, Division I, Section 36-145: Vehicles and Traffic: Maricopa
County Rule 310: Open Fugitive Dust Sources.

These projects are underway in 1997-1998 fiscal year. Funding is
allocated through the annual budget process.

For weed abatement, City of Phoenix, in 1997, indicates that City of
Phoenix programs to address weed abatement on existing lots are
included in 11b.

Maricopa County Rule 310 requires property owners to apply permanent
dustproofing measures after earthmoving activities such as blading or
disking to remove weeds from vacant property. The City will continue to
work cooperatively with Maricopa County to promote compliance with this
rule. For example, the City will work with Maricopa County to evaluate
the need for a system to contact the County when the City issues notices
which require weed abatement for vacant property.

The City will work with other local governments to develop/educational
material to inform property owners of the need to control dust on vacant
lots. The materials will also encourage landscaping and other techniques
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to reduce dust from vacant lots. Examples of the types of information
methods include: articles in city newsletters, articles in employee
newsletters, and information included in citations sent for weed control.

The City’s Neighborhood Services Department and the Office of
Environmental Programs will work with City staff and contractors who
provide lot clean-up services and property demolition to increase
awareness of Maricopa County Rule 310. In addition, mowing or other
stabilization will be used for weed control conducted by the City.

Implementing City Departments include: City of Phoenix, Office of
Environmental Programs; City of Phoenix, Neighborhood Services
Department. Authority for implementation includes: Arizona Constitution,
Article 13, Section 2; Phoenix Chanter, Chapter 4, Section 2: Council
Powers Enumerated; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 2, General Powers,
Rights, and Liabilities; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 39, Article 2, Section
39-8(D): Weeds, Bushes, Trees, and Other Vegetation.

Implementation will begin in 1997-1998 fiscal year. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process.

City of Phoenik, in 1998, indicates that for:

City-Owned Lots: The City of Phoenix has funded a program to identify
and stabilize City-owned vacant lots. The program includes an inventory
of City-owned vacant property, a computerized tracking and mapping
system for ongoing maintenance, site inspections, EPA approved testing
of disturbed soils, stabilization products review, and stabilization services.

Private Lots: As noted in City Council Resolution 19006 (Measure 97-DC-
10d), the City amended City Code Chapters 36 and 39 in 1997 to prohibit
parking on any surface which is not dustfree.

The City has also assigned one full-time employee in the Neighborhood
Services Department to work on dust control and enforcement issues for
a minimum of one year. The staff will evaluate options for additional
controls for vacant lots and parking lots. This work will include an
evaluation of options for public education programs, review of current City
ordinances, and review of options for enhanced enforcement programs.

Responsible City Departments include:
City Owned Lots: The Engineering and Architectural Services Department
is responsible for managing the dust control project for stabilizing City-

owned vacant lots. The Office of Environmental Programs will assist with
the program.
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Private Lots: The Neighborhood Services Department is responsible for
enforcement of the parking ordinances and implementing the program to
evaluate options for enhanced dust control from vacant lots and parking
lots.

Authority for implementation includes; A.R.S., Section 9-240, General
Powers of Councils; Arizona Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Charter
and Code of Phoenix AZ, Chapter Il, General Powers, Rights, and
Liabilities; Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Section 2: Powers Enumerated;
Phoenix City Code, Chapter 36, Article XI, Division I, Section 36-145:
Vehicles and Traffic; Phoenix City Code, Chapter 39, Article 2, Section
39-7: Neighborhood Preservation; City of Phoenix Ordinance No. S-
25438: Approving Citywide Paving and Soil Stabilization Projects.

The testing and stabilization of City-owned vacant lots is scheduled for
completion during Fiscal Year 1998-1999. The enforcement of the 1997
City parking standard is in progress. The assignment of a Neighborhood
Services Department inspector to work on dust control issues for a
minimum of one year will begin in Fiscal Year 1998-1999.

City of Phoenix Ordinance No. S-25438 approves $5.8 million for
stabilization of City-owned vacant lots and the paving of City-owned
parking lots. Approximately $4.6 million of this budget is anticipated to
be used for identification, testing, and stabilization of City-owned vacant
lots. Approximately $50,000 has been approved for the NSD inspector
during Fiscal Year 1998-1999. The Neighborhood Services Department
and the Police Department enforce the City’s parking ordinances.

Town of Queen Creek commits to adopt an ordinance to reduce
particulate emissions from vacant disturbed lots by requiring several dust
control measures as follows:

According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Moderate Area
PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan (FIP), all of the following control
measures must be implemented on vacant lots:

Weed Abatement:

- Apply dust suppressant(s) to the total surface area subject to
disturbance prior or during the weed abatement;

- Prevent or eliminate material track-out onto paved surfaces and
access points adjoining paved surfaces; and

—  Apply dust suppressant(s), gravel, compaction or alternative control
measures immediately following weed abatement to the entire
disturbed surface area such that the surface is stabilized.
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- Requirement applies to vacant lots with disturbed surfaces of 0.50
acres or greater.

Disturbed Surfaces:

—  Any owner/operator of a disturbed vacant lot that remains vacant for

more than fifteen days must either establish a ground cover
vegetation on all disturbed surface areas, apply a dust suppressant
to all disturbed surface areas, restore to a natural state, or apply
and maintain surface gravel within 60 days.

— Requirement applies to vacant lots with disturbed surfaces of
greater than 0.50 acres or greater.

Motor Vehicle Disturbances

—  Any owner/operator of a disturbed vacant lot by motor vehicle or off-
road motor vehicle use, or parking must either apply effective
measures to prevent motor vehicle trespassing, or apply surface
gravel or stabilizer to all disturbed surface areas.

—  Requirement applies to vacant lots with disturbed surfaces of
greater than 5,000 square feet.

The Town of Queen Creek Public Works and Code Enforcement
Departments will implement this measure. Legal authority for this action
is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Common Council.
The schedule for implementing this measure is the adoption of an
ordinance by June 10, 2000. The current Public Works and Code
Enforcement Department staff would be adequate to implement the
measure. The Town administration will oversee the implementation of
this measure. In addition, A.R.S. 49-406 I. and J. provide an approach
for assurances that State and local committed measures will be
adequately implemented.

City of Scottsdale, in 1997, indicates that the following Scottsdale
Revised Code Sections permit property owners to install signhs to prevent
vehicle trespass on their vacant lots:

Section 17-111.1 states that “No person shall park or permit to be parked
any motor vehicle for the purpose of sale upon any lot or area within the
City which is unpaved...”

Section 17-123 states that “No person shall park a vehicle in any private
parking area without the express or implied consent of the owner or
person in lawful possession of such property.” (NOTE: This provision
was revised by Ordinance #2242 on May 15, 1989 to specifically include
unimproved parking areas).
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Section 17-123.1 states that property owners have the right to post signs
restricting parking on their property.

Section 17-126 states that “it shall be unlawful to park a motor vehicle in
a city park except in an area specifically designated for parking...”
Section 17-62 prohibits vehicle traffic on equestrian trails or easements.
Section 19-14 prohibits operation of any motor vehicle on private property
or public property which is not specifically designated for vehicle use.
Section 46-20 authorizes the City to require of parking lot owners, the
installation of suitable barriers where required.

For dustproofing after a disturbance, the City of Scottsdale, in 1997,
indicates that Maricopa County Rule 310 requires dust control measures
during and after the disturbance of vacant lots. One provision of Rule
310 requires the implementation of reasonably available control
measures of a permanent nature to stabilize the disturbed surface areas
so as to effectively prevent or minimize fugitive dust within eight months
of the termination of dust generating activities. On March 31, 1997, the
Scottsdale City Council passed Resolution #4752 entitled “Air Pollution
from Earth Moving Activities - Cooperation with Maricopa County” stating
the City’s intent to work cooperatively with Maricopa County to control
fugitive dust. The City of Scottsdale not only works cooperatively with
Maricopa County, but is also required by the County rule to apply
dustproofing on City owned vacant lots in compliance with this rule.

For establishing groundcover vegetation, the City of Scottsdale, in 1997,
indicates that Maricopa County Rule 310 requires dust control measures
after the disturbance of vacant lots, which include the option of
establishing groundcover vegetation as a reasonably available control
measure of a permanent nature to stabilize the disturbed surface areas
so as to effectively prevent or minimize fugitive dust within eight months
of the termination of dust generating activities. On March 31, 1997 the
Scottsdale City Council passed Resolution #4752 entitled “Air Pollution
for Earth Moving Activities - Cooperation with Maricopa County” stating
the City’s intent to work cooperatively with Maricopa County to control
- fugitive dust. The City of Scottsdale not only works cooperatively with
Maricopa County, but is also required by the County rule to establish
groundcover vegetation or other permanent dust control measures on
City owned vacant lots in compliance with this rule.

For weed abatement methods, the City of Scottsdale, in 1997, indicates
that Maricopa County Rule 310 requires dust control measures on vacant
disturbed lots. One option is to establish groundcover vegetation.
However, City ordinances control excessive weed growth on properties,
the Fire Department requires weed abatement where it may present a fire
hazard, and the FAA requires weed abatement in the vicinity of airport
runways. The City will use mowing or other stabilization for weed control
on its own facilities. The City will continue to distribute informational
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materials on mowing for weed abatement provided by Maricopa County
as part of the Rule 310 cooperative agreements.

The City will also cooperate with other local governments on the
development of informational material to inform property owners of the
need to control dust on vacant disturbed lots. The material will
discourage property owners from using disking or blading as a means to
control weeds and encourage landscaping or other stabilization
techniques. Examples of the types of informational methods include:
articles in utility bill inserts, employee newsletters, and information
included in citations sent for weed control. The City will also cooperate
with other local governments with strategies to coordinate with fire
department officials, the FAA and other entities on requirements for weed
abatement which overlap or conflict.

| Authority of implementation includes: City of Scottsdale Code 1972; City

of Scottsdale Ordinance #2242, May 15, 1989; City of Scottsdale
Ordinance #1966, July 6, 1987; City of Scottsdale Ordinance #2330.
December 12, 1990; City of Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 17, Article
V; City of Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, Article Il; City of
Scottsdale Community Development, Code Enforcement; City of
Scottsdale Police Department; Maricopa County Environmental Services
Department; Scottsdale City Council Resolution #4752, March 31, 1997;
Scottsdale City Council Resolution #4864, August 4, 1997; City of
Scottsdale Community Development Department, Inspection Services
Division Rural Metro Fire Department; FAA; and Proposed Cooperative
Project with Other Valley Cities.

Implementation is in progress. Maricopa County Environmental Services
Department enforces Rule 310; City of Scottsdale Community
Development Department, Inspection Services Division distributes
informational material on the County rule, responds to dust control
complaints by citizens, issues orders to comply within City authority on
nuisance complaints, etc. and tracks/reports number of citizen complaints

- responded to by City staff. Rural Metro requires fire breaks or weed

abatement where fire hazards may exist; the FAA regulates airport
operational requirements. Funding and personnel levels of
implementation are allocated within the approved Biennial Budget for FY
1997-1999.

City of Scottsdale, in 1998, indicates that this measure is designed to
reduce particulate emissions from vacant lots with disturbed surface
areas. Maricopa County Rule 310 and the Moderate Area PM-10 Federal
Implementation Plan (FIP) require control measures on vacant lots that
have disturbed surfaces of at least 0.50 acres or motor vehicle caused
disturbance areas greater than 0.10 acres.
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The City of Scottsdale commits to reduce particulate emissions from
publicly owned vacant lots by stabilizing disturbed areas promptly using
the dust control options outlined in the Moderate Area PM-10 FIP relating
to vacant lots. The City will continue to enforce existing ordinance
restrictions on parking vehicles and driving vehicles on vacant lots.
During the period of July 1997 through July 1998, Code Enforcement
inspectors logged approximately 800 cases related to dust from vacant
lots and parking vehicles on unpaved areas. The City will assist owners
of privately owned vacant lots by providing information and cooperation
with Maricopa County on educational communication programs.

The City of Scottsdale commitments outlined in this measure are
regarded as Best Available Control Measures (BACM) for particulate
emissions.

The City of Scottsdale is responsible for implementing existing -
ordinances on vacant lot disturbance. Maricopa County is responsible for
implementing Rule 310 Open Fugitive Dust Sources, which contains
enforcement provisions. Legal authority for this measure is provided
under A.R.S. Section 9-240, General Powers of Common Council. The
City of Scottsdale is already implementing its ordinance relating to this
measure. The City's Code Enforcement Division is adequately staffed
and funded to implement City Code provisions relating to this measure.
Maricopa County is responsible for enforcing Rule 310. The City of
Scottsdale’s Code Enforcement Division will enforce the City’s nuisance
ordinance and motor vehicle use on vacant property ordinance, on a
complaint basis.

City of Surprise, in 1997, indicates that the Surprise Municipal Code will
be amended by the City Council to include the following language:

Property owners shall be required to install signs and batrriers on
vacant lots where there is evidence (complaints) of substantial
vehicle traffic across or on lots and that traffic causes airborne dust.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Surprise Engineering
Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under Sections 9-
240 and 9-276 of Arizona Revised Statutes. This measure will be
enforced by ordinance. The enforcement function will be staffed and
administered under the Public Works Department and/or the Engineering
Department, and by the Code Enforcement Division of the Surprise
Police Department.

For weed abatement on vacant lots, the City of Surprise indicates that the

Surprise Municipal Code will be amended by the City Council to include
the following:
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“Vegetation Maintenance” means any abatement of plant growth
whether living or dead, including but not limited to grass and weeds,
on non-agricultural property, shall be mowed rather than disked or
plowed.

- This measure will be implemented by the City of Surprise Public Works

Department, Streets Division. Legal authority for this action is provided
under Sections 9-240 and 9-276 of the Arizona Revised Statutes. This
measure will be enforced by ordinance. The enforcement function will be
staffed and administered under the Public Works Department and/or the
Engineering Department and by the Code Enforcement Division of the
Surprise Police Department.

City of Surprise, in 1998, reiterates this commitment.

City of Tempe, in 1997, indicates that the existing Nuisance Ordinance
provides for enforcement of this nature as a result of cars for sale or
illegal dumping situations. Maricopa County Rule 310 requires property
owners to apply permanent dustproofing measures after earthmoving
activities on vacant lots. The City will continue to work cooperatively with
the County to promote compliance with this rule.

A current effort underway in the Development Services Department to
combine the existing Nuisance and Neighborhood Enhancement
Ordinances to better facilitate proactive enforcement and consistent
citation powers will provide additional support in meeting the City's
planned PM-10 commitments dealing with dust-causing activities on
privately owned vacant lots and/or residential parking situations. A review
will also be done to determine the necessity of expanding the ordinance
to cover any unpaved lot, whether residential or commercial.

The Development Services Department is the implementing City
Department. The authority for implementation includes: A.R.S., Section
9-240, General Powers of Council; Code of Tempe, Arizona.
Implementation is in progress. Funding is provided through the annual
budget process.

Regarding weed abatement on vacant disturbed lots, the City of Tempe
indicates that Maricopa County Rule 310 requires property owners to
apply permanent dustproofing measures after earthmoving activities on
vacant lots, including activities such as blading or disking when it is used
for weed abatement. The City will continue to work cooperatively with the
County to promote compliance with this Rule. Mowing or other methods
of stabilization will be encouraged by both the County and City in lieu of
disking.
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Staff has not identified any vacant lots in Tempe that could not be mowed
because of rocks or other obstacles. Mowing will be encouraged by both
the County and City whenever possible, such as through information
included in notices for abatement to property owners.

The Development Services Department and Fire Department are the
implementing City Departments. The authority for implementation
includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of Council; Code of
Tempe, Arizona. Implementation is in progress. Funding is provided
through the annual budget process.

City of Tempe, in 1998, indicates that fugitive dust emissions may be
generated by wind erosion of vacant disturbed land and by vehicles
trespassing on vacant lots. Steps to eliminate activity on vacant land and
reducing dust on vacant lots can reduce PM-10 emissions from these
sources.

The City of Tempe commits to adopt a fugitive dust ordinance patterned
after the Maricopa County Rule 310. Some key control measures
planned to be included in this ordinance are as follows:

Any ownet/operator of a disturbed vacant lot that remains vacant for
more than 15 days must stabilize those lot surfaces through the use
of dust palliatives, gravel, or other approved methods for dust
control.

If a vacant lot is disturbed by motor vehicle or off-road motor vehicle
use or by parking, the ownet/operator must either apply effective
measures to prevent motor vehicle trespassing, or apply surface
gravel or stabilizers to all disturbed surfaces.

Weed abatement activities on vacant lots will require the use of dust
suppressants before or during the weed abatement operation, and
stabilization of the lot surfaces will be required once abatement
activities are completed. Mowing instead of disking will be
encouraged.

The Development Services Department, Public Works Department and
Police Department are the implementing City Departments. The authority
for implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General Powers of
Council; Code of Tempe, Arizona. Implementation is in progress.
Funding is provided through the annual budget process.

City of Tolleson , in 1997, indicates in Resolution No. 794 that the City
will proceed with a good faith effort to implement measures to reduce
particulate emissions from vacant disturbed lots. The measure options
include: Option 1: Requiring property owners to install signs and barriers
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where there is evidence of vehicle trespassing on existing vacant lots.
Option 2: Applying dustproofing measures after incidence of disturbance
on existing vacant lots. Dustproofing measures include application of
gravel and barriers (in combination), stabilizers, and application of gravel
(alone). Option 3: Establishing groundcover vegetation on existing
vacant lots which is the purposeful selection of plants to control dust.
Option 4: Restricting vehlcle owners from parking on all existing unpaved
surfaces.

For weed abatement on vacant disturbed lots, the City of Tolleson, in
1997, indicates in Resolution No. 794 that the City will proceed with a
good faith effort to implement measures to reduce particulate emissions.
The measure options include: Option 1: Requiting mowing for weed
abatement on all existing lots. Option 2: Requiring mowing for weed
abatement on existing lots that can be mowed and requiring fire breaks
and boundaries on existing vacant disturbed areas that cannot be
mowed.

‘City of Tolleson, in 1998, indicates that Ordinance No. 364, Section 9-3-4

Weeds, Bushes, Trees and Other Vegetation in the Tolleson City Code
will be amended to include the requirements within the EPA Proposed
Moderate Area PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan listed in the
Description of Local Government PM-10 Measures. Amendments to this
ordinance will be implemented no later than June 10, 2000. Currently,
the majority of the vacant lots in Tolleson are being farmed, are bounded
or are about to undergo development.

The City of Tolleson Public Works and Safety Services Departments will
oversee compliance to this proposed amendment under the authority
given by the Tolleson City Council, A.R.S. Section 9-240, General
Powers of Councils. Adoption and implementation of this proposed
amendment to City Code Ordinance No. 364 Section 9-3-4 will take place
no later than December 31, 1998. The Safety Services Department will
enforce this amendment. General fund monies will cover publication
expenses, legal fees, and the salaries of enforcement officials. Once this
amendment is in place, Safety Services Building Inspectors will perform
inspections at will to ensure compliance and repott any violations, as well
as any action taken against violators, to the Zoning Administrator (City
Manager).

Town of Youngtown commits to adopt either of the following three
ordinance alternatives to reduce particulate emissions from vacant
disturbed lots addressing vehicular disturbance and weed abatement
measures.

Vehicular Disturbance - Alternative #1: The Town of Youngtown commits
to adopt an ordinance prohibiting vehicular use on a vacant lot of 5,000
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square feet or greater, unless authorized by the owner of the vacant lot.
If authorization is granted by the owner of the vacant lot, a temporary
parking permit will be required from the Town of Youngtown, provided the
permit is conditioned to require that the parking surface be dustproofed
within three months. If a vacant lot is disturbed by motor vehicle or off-
road motor vehicle use or parking, the owner/operator must either apply
effective measures to prevent motor vehicle trespassing, or apply surface
gravel or stabilizer to all disturbed surface areas within sixty days. This
Vehicular Disturbance-Alternative #1 effectively prohibits property owners
from allowing vehicles to be parked on unpaved lots that are not dust-
free. The Police Department and Code Enforcement are responsible for
enforcement and issuing citations to the property owner. Further, the
Police Department/Code Enforcement may remove and impound any
vehicle parked or stored in violation of this section. The authority for
removing these vehicles is provided in the Youngtown Town Code.

Vehicular Disturbance - Alternative #2: The Town of Youngtown commits
to adopt an ordinance prohibiting vehicular use on any vacant lot of 5,000
square feet or greater, unless it is dustfree. Vehicular Disturbance-
Alternative #2 to be enforced by the Police Department, effectively
prohibits vehicle owners from parking on surfaces that are not dustfree.
Violation of this section constitutes a civil traffic violation. Civil sanctions
may be issued.

Weed Abatement: This measure also involves reducing particulate
emissions from vacant disturbed lots by adopting an ordinance requiring
several dust control measures as follows:

According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Moderate Area
PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) (August 3, 1998), all of the
following control measures must be implemented for weed abatement
activities on vacant lots:

—  Apply dust suppressant(s) to the total surface area subject to
disturbance prior to or during the weed abatement;

—  Prevent or eliminate material track-out onto paved surfaces; and

~  Apply dust suppressant(s), gravel, compaction or alternative control
measure immediately following weed abatement to the entire
disturbed surface area such that the surface is stabilized.

In addition, any owner/operator of a disturbed vacant lot that remains
vacant for more than fifteen days must either establish a ground cover
vegetation on all disturbed surface areas, apply a dust suppressant to all
disturbed surface areas, restore to a natural state, or apply and maintain
surface gravel to stabilize all disturbed surfaces.
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The Town of Youngtown has twenty-eight estimated number of acres of
existing vacant disturbed lots that will be treated by January 1, 2000
using each of the dustproofing techniques (i.e., signhs and barriers, gravel
and barriers, stabilizers, gravel, vegetation, restricted parking).

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Youngtown. Legal
authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Councils, and A.R.S. 9-500.04(A)(3), as created under Senate
Bill 1427. The control measures must be implemented within eight
months following the effective date of the FIP or within sixty days
following the disturbance, whichever is later. No additional personnel is
expected to be required. The Town of Youngtown Police/Code
Enforcement Department will be responsible for enforcing this measure
by enforcing the ordinance for noncompliance. The Town of Youngtown
Public Works Department will track the progress made with the
implementation of this measure.

Maricopa County, in 1997, indicates that to address existing vacant
disturbed lots in the unincorporated areas of the county within the PM-10
nonattainment area, the Maricopa County Board of Supervisors is
directing the Environmental Services Department to develop an
implementation policy with a compliance schedule to proactively apply
existing fugitive dust requirements to vacant lots 10 acres or greater in
size. The program currently operates on a complaint response basis
countywide. Maricopa County Air Pollution Control Rule 310 - Open
Fugitive Dust Sources, Section 305 (section number may shift in future
revision) requires owners of vacant lots or urban or suburban open areas
to implement control measures to prevent or mitigate dust if motor
vehicles drive on or use the lot. Sign and barriers are among the control
measures listed in the rule owners may choose to implement.

The applicable sections of Rule 310 are Section 308 which requires the
implementation of control measures when disturbing soil and Section 309
which requires the owners of vacant lots which remain unused and
developed to implement control measures (section numbers may shift in
future revisions). Gravel and barriers, stabilizers, and gravel alone are
among the control measures listed in the rule owners may choose to
implement. Groundcover is also among the control measures listed in
the rule owners may choose to implement.

The Maricopa County Sheriff's Office responds to complaints by property
owners and may issue a citation after a reasonable request to leave is
provided to the vehicle driver trespassing on the property. The Maricopa
County Board of Supervisors is authorized by A.R.S., Section 49-479 to
adopt rules for air pollution control and by A.R.S., Section 49-480 to
establish, administer and enforce a program for air quality permits. The
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Board adopted rules establishing an air quality permit program and
pursuant to A.R.S., Section 49-473, designated the Environmental
Services Department to issue permits and administer and enforce the
permit program. By operation of A.R.S., Section 49-471, the executive
head of the department designated under A.R.S., Section 49-473 serves
as the Air Pollution Control Officer. The Air Pollution Control Officer is
specifically authorized to take the enforcement actions set forth in A.R.S.,
Sections 49-502, 49-511, 49-512 and 49-513. The Maricopa County
Sheriff's Office enforces A.R.S., Section 13-1502 regarding criminal
trespass in the State’s criminal code.

The schedule for implementation is:

November-December 1997 Develop implementation policy

January 1998 Workshop draft policy

February 1998 Board consideration of
policy

September -November 1998 Conduct survey to identify sites

December 1998 Initiate notification

process and establish a
compliance schedule

An additional two field FTE and one suppott FTE will identify affected
sites, provide notice, establish a compliance schedule and follow-up
milestones. Personnel, supplies and outreach for this program are
expected to be funded by approximately $100,000 in FY 1999. Criminal
code enforcement is an ongoing program funded through the existing
budget for the Sheriff's Office. The Rule 310 requirements will be
administered through a field inspection program to identify affected sites
and provide notification. The Department’s enforcement options include
orders of abatement, civil actions for injunctive relief or civil penalties, and
filing a class 1 misdemeanor citation. Criminal trespass in the third
degree is classified as a class 3 misdemeanor.

For weed abatement on vacant disturbed lots, Maricopa County, in 1997,
indicates that most weed abatement methods disturb soils. Maricopa
County Air Pollution Control Rule 310-Open Fugitive Dust Sources,
Section 308 (section number may shift in future revision) requires a
person disturbing soils to implement control measures to prevent or
minimize dust. Based on recommendations from the Joint Regional
Program Committee, as an incentive, Maricopa County is revising Rule
310 to specifically exempt mowing and cutting for weed abatement which
leaves the stubble in place to minimize windblown dust. Other methods
such as disking or balding which disturb the surface will remain subject
to Rule 310. Mowing, cutting, hand removal or other stabilization will be
used for weed control conducted by Maricopa County.
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Maricopa County is in the process of developing a hazardous weed
abatement ordinance. Once in place, Planning and Development
Department staff will include information encouraging mowing and
providing information on Rule 310 with the written notice requiring weed
abatement to the owner/operator. In addition, staff will notify the
Environmental Services Department when notices are issued which
require weed abatement.

The statutory authority to adopt and enforce Rule 310 is the same as
described in Measures 19 and 20. A.R.S., Section 11-251, General
Powers of Board of Supetvisors, for weed control conducted by Maricopa
County; A.R.S., Section 11-268, (Removal of rubbish, trash, weeds, filth,
debris and dilapidated buildings), to adopt and enforce a hazardous weed
abatement ordinance. The schedule for implementation is:

Rule 310:  May - August 1997 Research and draft revisions
September - November 1997 Workshop draft revisions
January - February 1997 Board consideration  of
" revisions.
Hazardous Weed Abatement Ordinance: The hazardous weed

abatement ordinance is
scheduled for consideration
by the Board of Supervisors
in 1997.

The Maricopa County Environmental Services Department has 16,
inspectors, supetrvisors and technical staff to inspect and determine
compliance at stationary sources. Funding is provided by the existing
Environmental Services Department budget. Funding is provided by the
existing Planning and Development Department budget through the
Hazardous Weed Abatement Ordinance Process.

Rule 310 requirements are administered through a permit program which
includes a review of permits, inspection of facilities, source test of equipment
and review of records and activities. The Control Officer's enforcement
options include orders of abatement, civil actions for injunctive relief or civil
penalties, and filing a class 1 misdemeanor citation. Hazardous Weed
Abatement Ordinance requirements will be administered through a field
inspection program and written notices. The Planning and Development
Department Director's enforcement options filing a class 1 misdemeanor
citation and assessment of all costs for the removal of the weeds and
dilapidated buildings. ‘
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Arizona Department of Transportation indicates dust emissions may be
generated by wind erosion of vacant disturbed land and by vehicles
trespassing on vacant lots. Steps to eliminate activity on vacant land and

- reduce dust on vacant lots can reduce PM-10 emissions from this source.

There is a new proposed federal requirement which pertains to this measure.
The proposed PM-10 Federal Implementation Plan (FIP), that will be
finalized in July 1998, contains three main requirements for vacant lots: 1: A
Dust Control Plan is required for weed abatement operations on vacant lots
that disturb .10 acres or more of soil by blading, disking, plowing under or
other means (excluding mowing, cutting or similar processes in which sail is
not disturbed), unless such operations receive an approved permit from the
Maricopa County Environmental Services Department. 2: Any owners/
operators of an urban or suburban open area vacant lot with .10 acres or
more of disturbed surface which is unused or undeveloped for more than 15
days are required to establish vegetation, apply dust suppressants, restore
to a natural state, or apply gravel to all disturbed surfaces within eight
months following the final rule or within eight months following the initial 15
day period of inactivity, whichever is later. 3: Any ownet/operators of an
urban or suburban open area vacant lot which has a disturbed surface due
to motor vehicles (including off-road vehicles) are required to place signs,
fencing, shrubs, trees, or cement barriers to prohibit entry along the access
perimeter. Since this is a Moderate Area FIP, the Environmental Protection
Agency EPA considers this to be a Reasonably Available Control Measure.
The final FIP will contain modifications to the EPA criteria for vacant lots as
shown in the proposed FIP, i.e., .10 acres will be increased to 0.50 acres.

This measure would be implemented by the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT). Legal authority of this action would be A.R.S., 49-
406 and A.R.S. 28-7095. A review of land owned by ADOT has shown a
wide range of circumstances that govern the existing and end use of those
lands. Based on the definitions of Urban and Suburban Open Areas and
Vacant Lots as shown in the April 1, 1998 Federal Register Proposed Rule,
ADOT will develop a deliberate action plan and complete a site inventory of

‘the lands to clarify each site’s characteristics. Following the completion of
‘the site inventory, ADOT will review available options for identified sites for

compliance, if any, and will evaluate the economic and resource feasibility
for any further actions. A report will be completed for ADOT Management
for review and staging action.

Based on availability, existing ADOT personnel would conduct the on-site
inventories and prepare a report for ADOT Management review and staging
action. Existing federal and state laws, competing priorities for limited
resources, staff time, and the limited data base represent barriers to the
completion of the on-site inventory. ADOT, through the Transportation
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Planning Group Senior Transportation/Air Quality Planner, will develop a
deliberate action plan that includes conducting an on-site inventory of land
owned by ADOT in the Maricopa County PM-10 nonattainment area. A
report will be completed on those sites for ADOT Management review and
staging action.

47. Dust Control Plans for Construction/Land Clearing and Industrial Sites (Including
Active Landfills), With Elements Addressing Trackout Prevention, Site and Material
Maintenance, Construction Staging, and High Wind Operating Restrictions

1997 H Maricopa County indicates that this measure involves requiring dust control
plans for construction, demolition, land clearing, and industrial projects. Dust
control plans are an element of Maricopa County’s fugitive dust program
described in the measure, Strengthening and Better Enforcement of Fugitive
Dust Control Rulers 97-DC-1. Credit for the fugitive dust program including
dust control plans will be taken under Measure 22, Strengthening and Better
Enforcement of Fugitive Dust Control Rules.

48. Dust Abatement and Management Plan for State Lands

1998 H Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which appropriated $200,000
from the State General Fund to the State Land Department for implementing
a Dust Abatement and Management Plan to include measures to control
particulate pollution on State Trust Lands in Area A. The plan may include
measures to close areas to illegal use by off-highway vehicles, closing roads
that are unused or illegal, and increasing the enforcement of no trespassing
areas (Section 36 of S.B. 1427).

49.  Agricultural Best Management Practices

1998 H Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which includes Best
Management Practices for Agriculture to reduce particulate emissions. The
legislation established a Best Management Practices Committee for
Regulated Agricultural Activities appointed by the Governor. The Committee
is composed of: the Director of the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality; Director of the Arizona Department of Agriculture; Dean of the
College of Agriculture of the University of Arizona; State Director of the
United States Natural Resources Conservation Service; five people actively
engaged in the production of citrus, vegetables, cotton, alfalfa, and grain;
and one soil taxonomist from the University of Arizona College of Agriculture.
The term of membership is six years and members may be reappointed.

By June 10, 2000, the Best Management Practices Committee will adopt by

rule an agricultural general permit specifying best management practices for
regulated agricultural activities to reduce PM-10 particulate emissions. The
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ADEQ Director will then submit the rule to'the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency as a revision to the State Implementation Plan within sixty days of
adoption. As defined by state law, an agricultural general permit means best
management practices that reduce PM-10 particulate emissions from tillage
practices and from harvesting on a commercial farm; from those areas of a
commercial farm that are not normally in crop production; and from those
areas of a commercial farm that are normally in crop production including
prior to plant emergence and when the land is not in crop production. Best
management practices are defined as techniques verified by scientific
research, that on a case-by-case basis are practical, economically feasible
and effective in reducing PM-10 particulate emissions from a regulated
agricultural activity.

The Best Management Practices Committee will also adopt by rule a list of
best management practices, at least one of which will be used to
demonstrate compliance with the agricultural general permit no later than
December 31, 2001. The legislation acknowledges that the best
management practices may vary within the Maricopa PM-10 particulate
nonattainment area according to regional or geographical conditions or
cropping patterns.

A person engaged in a regulated agricultural activity on the effective date of
this act (August 21, 1998) is required to comply with the agricultural general
permit by December 31, 2001. A person who begins a regulated agricultural
activity after December 31, 2000 is required to comply with the general
permit within eighteen months of beginning the activity.

If the ADEQ Director determines that a person engaged in a regulated
activity is not in compliance and has not previously been subject to a
compliance order, the Director may serve an order requiring compliance with
the general permit and notifying the person of the opportunity for a hearing.
The order will specify the nature of the noncompliance and that the person
has a period that the Director determines is reasonable, but is not less than
six months, to submit a plan that specifies best management practices from
among those adopted by rule for the general permit to the Supervisors of the
Natural Resources Conservation District (NRCD) in which the person
engages in the regulated activity.

However, if the ADEQ Director determines that a person engaged in a
regulated activity is not in compliance with the general permit and has
previously submitted a plan to the NRCD, the Director may serve an order
requiring compliance with the general permit and notifying the person of the
opportunity for a hearing. The order will specify the nature of noncompliance
and that the person has a period that the Director determines is reasonable,
but not less than six months, to submit a plan to the Arizona Department of

7-157



Environmental Quality that specifies the best management practices from
among those adopted for the general permit.

If a person fails to comply with the plan submitted to the Arizona Department
of Quality, the ADEQ Director may revoke the agricultural general permit and
require that the person obtain an individual permit under 49-426. A
revokation becomes effective after the Director has provided the person with
notice and an opportunity for a hearing.

Periodically, the Committee may reexamine, evaluate, and modify best
management practices. Approved modifications will be submitted to the
Environmental Protection Agency. The Committee will also develop and
begin an education program by June 10, 2000.

50. | PM-10 Efficient Street Sweepers

1999 H

City of Avondale indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
cettification are not yet available.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been cetified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentrated areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The City of Avondale will review the results of MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test. If the City determined that the PM-10 efficient street
sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible, the City will
purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace
older equipment, as they are retired. Presently, the City owns one street
sweeper and contracts for other sweepers when necessary. ’

This measure will be implemented by the City of Avondale Public Works

Department and Equipment Management Department. Legal authority for
this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240 “General Powers of Common
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Council’. The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon
the development of the certification standard and certifications of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test, and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary time line is provided.

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards
and Certification of Equipment by CARB,
SAE, and South Coast Air Quality
Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping
Test.
By December 2002 Determination of economic and

technological feasibility. If feasible, begin
to procure PM-10 efficient street
sweepers so to replace older equipment,
as they are retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for a PM-
10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Avondale is willing to provide
one employee to participate in the MAG street sweeping test. The City
administration will oversee the implementation of this measure.

Town of Carefree indicates that this measure involves consideration by the
Town to utilize PM-10 efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate
emissions from paved roads. The Town of Carefree will review the results
of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test to determine if it is
economically and technologically feasible to utilize a PM-10 efficient
sweeper. Currently, the Town of Carefree contracts to have one mile of
streets swept bi-weekly. The Town Street Department staff will review
sweeping test results. The Town of Carefree will oversee the implementation
of this measure.

City of Chandler indicates that this measure involves the potential use of PM-
10 efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions. Presently, the
South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with the California
Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) to
develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient street sweepers in
response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of cettification are not
yet available.
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Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient street sweepers to specific
conditions in 'the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may
include, but will not be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters
such as production rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and
available literature on PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test will be conducted
in high PM-10 concentration areas where a significant source of emissions
is vehicle reentrainment.

The City of Chandler Public Works Department will review the results of the
MAG PM-10 efficient street sweeping test and make a recommendation to
the Chandler City Council for a determination as to the feasibility of using
PM-10 efficient street sweepers in the City. If the City determines that the
PM-10 efficient street sweeping units are economically and technologically
feasible, the City will purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-10
efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the City
owns five street sweepers.

Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240, General
Powers of Common Council and A.R.S. 9-500.04, Air Quality Control;
Definition. The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon:
(1) the development of the certification standard and certification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District; (2) the results of the MAG PM-10 efficient
street sweeping test; and (3) the City’s evaluation of the certification
standards developed and the results of the MAG test. It is anticipated that
the City will make its determination of economic and technological feasibility
on or before December 2002. If implementation is determined to be feasible,
the City will begin to procure PM-10 efficient street sweepers to replace older
equipment, as it is retired.

MAG has allocated $70,000 for the PM-10 efficient street sweeping test in
the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget. The
City of Chandler will provide adequate personnel to participate in, and
evaluate the results of, the MAG street sweeping test. Funding for
acquisition of street sweepers is allocated through the annual budget
process. In the event that the City of Chandler determines that the purchase
of PM-10 efficient street sweepers is feasible, the City of Chandler Public
Works Department will oversee the implementation of this measure. In
addition, A.R.S. 49-406 |. and J. grants Maricopa County and the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) the authority to enforce
measures defined in the Nonattainment Area Plans.
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City of El Mirage indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the cettified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment.area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The City of El Mirage will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the City of El Mirage determines that the PM-10
efficient street sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible,
the City of El Mirage will purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-10
efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the City
of El Mirage contracts with a private vendor to sweep 9.5 miles of streets
each year.

This measure will be implemented by the City of El Mirage Public Works
Department. Legal authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S.
Section 9-240. The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent
upon the development of the certification standard and cettification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided as
follows:

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological

feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweeper or contract with another
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municipality or vendor which would employ a PM-10
efficient unit.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of El Mirage will provide one
full-time equivalent employee to patticipate in the MAG street sweeping test.

Town of Fountain Hills indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage (if applicable), transpott speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The Town of Fountain Hills will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the Town of Fountain Hills determines that the PM-
10 efficient street sweeping units are economically and technologically
feasible, the Town of Fountain Hills will purchase, lease, or contract to
procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired.
Presently, the Town of Fountain Hills owns one street sweeper which will be
replaced by December 1998.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Fountain Hills Street
Maintenance Department. Legal authority for this action will be provided
under A.R.S. 9-240, General Powers of Councils.

The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon the
development of the certification standard and cettification of PM-10 efficient
street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality
Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
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- Sweeping Test by the Town. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided

as follows:

By December 1999  Development of Certification Standards and
" Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test

By December 2002  Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweeper to replace older equipment,
as it is retired, or contract with another municipality
or vendor which would employ a PM-10 efficient
unit.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The Town of Fountain Hills will provide
one employee to participate in the MAG street sweeping test.

Town of Gilbert indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
cettification are not yet available.

Once CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient street
sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of Governments
(MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the applicability of the
certified PM-10 efficient street sweepers to specific conditions in the
Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not be
limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production rate,
noise level, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available
literature on PM-10 efficient street sweepers. The test would be conducted
in high PM-10 concentration areas where a significant source of emissions
is vehicle reentrainment.

The Town of Gilbert will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test. If the Town of Gilbert determines the PM-10 efficient street
sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible, the Town of
Gilbert will purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-10 efficient units
to replace older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the Town owns three
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street sweepers. This measure will be implemented by the Town of Gilbert
Public Works Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under
A.R.S., Section 9-240: General Powers of Common Council.

The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon the
development of the certification standards and certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality

‘Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street

Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the Town. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided:

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Cettification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and the
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired. '

MAG has allocated $70,000 for the PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in
the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget. The
Town of Gilbert will participate in the development of operational parameters
and the evaluation of the test results. The Town’s Public Works Department
will oversee the implementation of this measure.

City of Glendale indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from public paved
roads. Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is
working with the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of
Automotive Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of
PM-10 efficient street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB
standards of certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been cettified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to an evaluation of operational parameters such as production -
rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
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concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The City of Glendale will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the City of Glendale determines that the PM-10
efficient street sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible
on public streets, the City of Glendale will purchase, lease, or contract to
procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace older street sweeping equipment,
as it is retired. Presently, the City owns eight street sweepers that are used
for maintaining City streets. This measure will be implemented by the City
of Glendale’s Streets Division. Legal authority for this measure are provided
under A.R.S. 9-240 General Powers of Common Council and the Glendale
Charter.

The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon the
development of the cettification standard and certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality
Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided.

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Glendale will participate in
the MAG street sweeping test. The Deputy City Manger of Public Works will
oversee the implementation of this measure.

City of Goodyear indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for cettification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.
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Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production rate,
water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on PM-
10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentrated areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The City of Goodyear will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the City determines that the PM-10 efficient street
sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible, the City will
purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace
older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the City owns one street sweeper
and contracts for other sweepers when necessary.

This measure will be implemented by the City of Goodyear Public Works
Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240
General Powers of Common Council. The schedule for implementing this
measure is dependent upon the development of the cettification standard
and certification of PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB,
SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality Management District; the results of the
MAG Pm-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test, and the evaluation of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is provided.

By December 1999  Development of Cettification Standards and
' Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Goodyear is willing to
provide one employee to patticipate in the MAG street sweeping test. City
administration will oversee the implementation of this measure.
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City of Mesa indicates that PM-10 efficient street sweepers have been
proposed as a measure to reduce PM-10 sources on paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186 (that requires the use of
PM-10 efficient street sweepers in some situations). The CARB and SAE
standards have not yet been finalized.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been cerified, the Maricopa Association of.
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage, (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature
on PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is from vehicles
driving over particulates on the street (vehicle reentrainment).

1. The City of Mesa will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test.

2. if the City of Mesa determines that the PM-10 efficient street
sweeping units are economically and technological feasible, the City
of Mesa will purchase, lease or contract to procure the PM-10 efficient
units to replace older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the City
owns five street sweepers that are used on residential streets.
Sweeping of arterial streets is conducted under contract.

3. If the City of Mesa determines that the PM-10 efficient street
sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible, the City
of Mesa will consider requiring that only PM-10 efficient contract street
sweepers be utilized upon the expiration of existing contracts when
the City enters into new service contracts to sweep City streets.

4. If the City of Mesa determines that the PM-10 efficient street
sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible, the City
of Mesa will consider an ordinance requiting the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers used by private parties on private propenty.

The City of Mesa Public Works Department will implement this measure.
Implementation authority is found in: A.R.S., Section 9-240 General Powers
of Councils. The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon
the development of the certification standard and certification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air
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Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided.

By December 1999  Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 City of Mesa determination of economic and
technological feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure
PM-10 efficient street sweepers to replace older
equipment, as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Mesa will provide technical
staff support to participate in the MAG street sweeping test. Possible
procurement of PM-10 efficient street sweepers in the future will be
considered through the annual budget process. The Public Works
Department will oversee the implementation of this measure.

The Town of Paradise Valley indicates that this measure involves the use of
PM-10 efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved
roads. Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is
working with the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of
Automotive Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of
PM-10 efficient street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB
standards of certification are not yet available.

One the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The Town of Paradise Valley will review the results of the MAG PM-10

Efficient Street Sweeping Test. If the Town of Paradise Valley determines
that the PM-10 efficient street sweeping units are economically and
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technologically feasible, the Town of Paradise Valley will purchase, lease, or
contract to procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace older equipment, as
it is retired. Presently, the Town of Paradise Valley owns three street
sweepers, leases zero, and contracts for zero.

The Town of Paradise Valley Public Works Department will implement this
measure. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240
General Powers of Common Council. The schedule for implementing this
measure is dependent upon the development of the certification standard
and certification of PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB,
SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality Management District; the results of the
MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is provided.

By December 1999  Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
work Program and Annual Budget. The Town administration will oversee the
implementation of this measure. In addition, A.R.S. 49-406 |. and J. provide
an approach for assurances that State and local committed measures will be
adequately implemented.

City of Peoria indicates that this measure involves the use PM-10 efficient
street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
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in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production rate,
water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on PM-
10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentrated areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment. The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent
upon the development of the certification standard and certification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided.

By December 1999  Development of Cettification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Peoria will provide one
employee to participate in the MAG street sweeping test. The City
Administration will oversee the implementation of this measure. In addition,
A.R.S. 49-406 I. and J. provide an approach for assurance that State and
local committed measures will be adequately implemented.

City of Phoenix will assign staff to participate in the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) Feasibility Study for PM-10 Efficient Street Sweepers.
The study will be conducted after the sweepers are certified by the South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and the California Air
Resources Board (CARB(. The City staff will attend meetings, assist in the
design of the study, and provide assistance in reviewing draft reports. City
staff will review the results of the study, and will prepare a report to Council
regarding the recommendations as to whether the equipment is considered
to be economically and technically feasible for any portion of the City’s street
sweeping program. The City currently operates approximately 21 street:
sweepers and sweeps approximately 7,100 curb miles of city streets.

Staff from the Street Transportation Department and the Office of
Environmental Programs will participate in the MAG study and will work
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together to prepare the report and recommendations to the Council.
Authority for implementation includes: A.R.S., Section 9-240, General
Powers of Councils; Arizona Constitution, Article 13, Section 2; Charter and
Code of Phoenix AZ, Chapter Il, General Powers, Rights, and Llab|||t|es

- Phoenix Charter, Chapter 4, Sectlon 2: Powers Enumerated.

The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon the
development of the certification standard and the certification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by SCAQMD and CARB and the results
of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test. The City staff
recommendation to Council is expected to be completed within six months
of the MAG Feasibility Study final report.

The measure will be implemented with existing staff in the Street
Transportation Department and the Office of Environmental Programs. The
MAG has allocated $70,000 for the PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in
the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget. The
City of Phoenix staff will participate in the MAG street sweeping test.

Town of Queen Creek indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited too, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The Town of Queen Creek will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the Town of Queen Creek determines that the PM-
10 efficient sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible, the
Town of Queen Creek will purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-10
efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the Town
of Queen Creek owns zero street sweepers, leases zero, and is in the
process of selecting a contractor for street sweeping.
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This measure will be implemented by the Town of Queen Creek Public
Works Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S.
9-240: General Powers of Common Council. The schedule for implementing
this measure is dependent upon the development of the certification
standard for PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and
the South Coast Air Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-
10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10
Efficient Street Sweeping Test by the Town. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is provided.

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. |f feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The Town administration will oversee
the implementation of this measure.

City of Scottsdale indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from public paved
roads with curbs. Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management
District is working with the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and
Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for
certification of PM-10 efficient street sweepers in response to CARB Rule
1186. The CARB standards of cettification are not yet available.

Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been cettified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but is not
limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production rate,
water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on PM-
10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.
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The City of Scottsdale will review the resuits of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the City of Scottsdale determines that the PM-10
efficient street sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible
on public streets, the City of Scottsdale will purchase, lease, or contract to
procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired.
This measure is regarded as a Best Available Control Measure (BACM) for
patticulate emissions. Presently, the City owns six street sweepers. Two of
these sweepers are vacuum type units.

The City of Scottsdale Field Services Division will implement this measure.
Legal authority for this measure is provided under A.R.S. 9-240: General
Powers of Common Council. The schedule for implementing this measure
is dependent upon the development of the cettification standard and
cettification of PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE,
and the South Coast Air Quality Management District; the results of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10
Efficient Street Sweeping Test by the City of Scottsdale. Therefore, a
preliminary timeline is provided.

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Scottsdale will participate in
the MAG Street Sweeping Test. The Municipal Services Department will
oversee the implementation of this measure. Funding for replacement of
equipment occurs in the Biennial Budget process.

City of Surprise indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.
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Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such as production
rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on
PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

To assist in this review process, the City of Surprise has purchased one Elgin
“Crosswind” vacuum based street sweeper. This PM-10 efficient unit
replaced an older “brush” type vehicle and currently is the only municipally
owned unit in operation. This unit and its operator currently clean all city
owned streets bi-monthly. Results of the use of this equipment will be
available for review by MAG and EPA and for certification purposes.

This measure has been implemented by the City of Surprise Public Works
Department. Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240
and 9-276. The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon
the development of the cenrification standard and certification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary timeline is provided as
follows:

By December 1999 Development of Cettification Standards and
' Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired, or contract with another municipality
or vendor which would employ a PM-10 efficient
unit.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. No additional cost will be incurred until
after a review of the project has been completed. The City of Surprise Public
Works Department will oversee the implementation of this measure. In
addition, A.R.S. 49-406 |. and J. provide an approach for assurances that
State and local committed measures will be adequately implemented.
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City of Tempe indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10 efficient
street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from public paved roads.
The South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive Engineers
(SAE to develop a test protocol for certification of these sweepers in
response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of cettification are not
yet available.

Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
capabilities of the certified sweepers to specific conditions in the Maricopa
County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not be limited to, an
evaluation of operational parameters such as production rate, water usage
(if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature. The test would be
conducted in high PM-10 concentration areas where a significant source of
emissions is vehicle reentrainment.

The City of Tempe will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test. [|f Tempe determines the PM-10 efficient units are
economically and technologically feasible, it will purchase, lease, or contract
to procure such units to replace older equipment as it is retired. The City
owns seven street sweepers.

Public Works Department is the implementing City Department. The
authority for implementation includes: A.R.S.,Section 9-240, General Powers
of Council; Code of Tempe, Arizona. The schedule for implementing this
measure is dependent upon the development of the certification standard
and certification of PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB,
SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality Management District; the results of the
MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test by Tempe. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is as follows:

By December 1999 Development of Cettification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test
completed.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment
as it is retired.
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The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Tempe will provide one full
time equivalent employee to participate in the MAG street sweeping test.

City of Tolleson, in 1998, commits to increasing the number of miles swept
per year from 300 to 600. Furthermore, once the CARB standards for PM-10
certification are set, the City of Tolleson will review the results of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test. If the City of Tolleson determines that
the PM-10 efficient street sweeping units are economically and
technologically feasible, the City of Tolleson will purchase, lease, or contract
to procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is
retired. Presently, the City of Tolleson owns one street sweeper.

The City of Tolleson Public Works Department will implement this measure.
Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 9-240 General
Powers of Councils. The schedule for implementing this measure is
dependent upon the development of the certification standard and
certification of PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment; results of the
MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test by the City. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is provided.

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweepers to replace older equipment,
as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The City of Tolleson will provide one full
time equivalent employee to participate in the MAG street sweeping test.
The City administration will oversee the implementation of this measure.

Town of Youngtown indicates that this measure involves the use of PM-10
efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads.
Presently, the South Coast Air Quality Management District is working with
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Society of Automotive
Engineers (SAE) to develop a test protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient
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street sweepers in response to CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of
certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient street sweepers to specific
conditions in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may
include, but not be limited to, an evaluation of operational parameters such
as production rate, water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and
available literature on PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test would be
conducted in high PM-10 concentration areas where a significant source of
emissions is vehicle reentrainment.

The Town of Youngtown will review the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient
Street Sweeping Test. If the Town of Youngtown determines that the PM-10
efficient street sweeping units are economically and technologically feasible,
the Town of Youngtown will purchase, lease, or contract to procure the PM-
10 efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired. Presently, the
Town of Youngtown owns one street sweeper which could be replaced with
a PM-10 efficient unit, or, the Town of Youngtown may contract with another
municipality or vendor which would employ a PM-10 efficient unit, to sweep
13.25 miles of streets each year.

This measure will be implemented by the Town of Youngtown'’s Public Works
Department. Legal authority for this action will be provided under A.R.S. 9-
240, General Powers of Councils. The schedule for implementing this
measure is dependent upon the development of the certification standard
and certification of PM-10 efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB,
SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality Management District; the resulits of the
MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test by the Town. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is provided as follows:

By December 1999 Devellopment of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure PM-10
efficient street sweeper to replace older equipment,
as it is retired, or contract with another municipality
or vendor which would employ a PM-10 efficient
unit.
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The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The Town of Youngtown will provide one
full-time equivalent employee to participate in the MAG Street Sweeping
Test. The Town of Youngtown Public Works Department will oversee the
implementation of this measure. In addition, A.R.S. 49-406 I. and J. provide
an approach for assurance that State and local committed measures will be
adequately implemented. The Town of Youngtown Public Works
Department will track the progress made with the implementation of this
measure.

Maricopa County, revised 1999 commitment, indicates that this measure
involves the use of PM-10 efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate
emissions from paved roads. Presently, the South Coast Air Quality
Management District is working with the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) and Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) to develop a test
protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient street sweepers in response to
CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB cettification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operation parameters such as production rate,
water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on PM-
10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) will review the
results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test. If MCDOT
determines that the PM-10 efficient street sweeping units are economically
and technologically feasible, MCDOT will purchase, lease or contract to

" procure the PM-10 efficient units to replace older equipment, as it is retired.

MCDOT independently purchased three interim technology PM-10 efficient
sweepers and deployed in full time use for operational experience and short-
term PM-10 improvements. The purchased sweepers passed the South
Coast Air Quality Management District Cettification Standards and were
certified in 1999. Presently MCDOT owns five mobile street sweepers
including the three PM-10 efficient street sweepers. This measure will be
implemented by MCDOT. Legal authority for this action is provided under
A.R.S. 11-251 General Powers of Board of Supervisors.
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The schedule for implementing this measure is dependent upon the
development of the certification standard and certification of PM-10 efficient
street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air Quality
Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; and the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test by MCDOT. Therefore, a preliminary time line is provided.

By December 1998 Purchase of two interim technology PM-10
efficient sweepers to deploy in full time use for
operational experience and short term PM-10
improvements.

By December 1999 Development of Certification Standards and
Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 © Determination of economic and technological
feasibility. If feasible, begin to procure
additional PM-10 efficient street sweepers to
replace older equipment as it is retired.

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. MCDOT will oversee the implementation
of this measure. In addition, A.R.S. 49-406 J. provides an approach for
assurances that State and local committed measures will be adequately
implemented. MCDOT will track the progress made with the implementation
of this measure. On an annual basis, MCDOT will provide Maricopa County
Environmental Services Depariment with information on the progress made
with implementation. Maricopa County is the entity responsible for reporting
reasonable further progress to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

Maricopa Association of Governments indicates that this measure provides
funds to encourage the purchase and utilization of PM-10 efficient street
sweepers to reduce particulate emissions from paved roads. The objective
of this measure is to accelerate the deployment of PM-10 efficient units to
sweep roads in the Maricopa County nonattainment area which have heavy
silt loadings.

On December 8, 1999, the Maricopa Association of Governments Regional
Council approved an amendment to the FY 2000-2004 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) to allocate approximately $3.8 million in
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) funds to purchase PM-10 certified
street sweepers. On November 23, 1999, the MAG Transportation Review
Committee recommended an additional $1.9 million in CMAQ funds be
allocated to purchase PM-10 certified sweepers in the FY 2001-2005 TIP.
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It is anticipated that the FY 2001-2005 TIP will be approved by the Regional
Council during the Summer of 2000, after completion of the conformity
determination.

For each fiscal year CMAQ funds are allocated for street sweepers, MAG will
solicit requests for funding of PM-10 cettified units from entities in the PM-10
nonattainment area. The funding requests will identify the number of
centerline miles to be swept, expected frequency of sweeping, and average
daily traffic, if available. This data will be collected by facility type (i.e.
freeway, arterial/collector, local) for roads to be swept with the PM-10
certified units. MAG will estimate the emissions reduction for each sweeper
requested and rank the requests in priority order of effectiveness for
consideration in the allocation of CMAQ funds.

In 2000-2001 MAG will also coordinate a test to assess the applicability of
sweepers recently cettified by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District to specific conditions in the Maricopa County nonattainment area.
The test may include, but is not limited to, an evaluation of operational
parameters such as production rate, water usage (if applicable), transport
speeds, and available literature on PM-10 efficient sweepers. The test will
be conducted in high PM-10 concentration areas where a significant source
of emissions is vehicle reentrainment. The test will also be designed to
address the operational concerns of the entities. MAG has allocated
$70,000 for the PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the FY 1999 Unified
Planning Work Program and Annual Budget.

The Maricopa Association of Governments will be responsible for allocating
the CMAQ funds to purchase PM-10 certified street sweepers, based upon
a selection process which includes PM-10 emissions reduction potential.
MAG will also be responsible for conducting the PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeper Test. The Governor of Arizona has desighated MAG as the regional
air quality planning agency and metropolitan planning organization for
transportation in Maricopa County.

MAG will allocate CMAQ funds to purchase PM-10 cetrtified street sweepers
in FY 2001 through FY 2004. If the FY 2001-2005 TIP is approved as
recommended, additional CMAQ funds will also be available for sweepers
in FY 2005. The MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test is scheduled
to be conducted by December 31, 2001. MAG has also allocated $70,000
for the PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the FY 1999 Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget.

The MAG Executive Director will ensure that the Regional Council is
presented with a plan to allocate CMAQ funds to purchase PM-10 cettified
sweepers in each year the funds are available. This plan will include
emission reduction assessment and ranking of project requests. The
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Executive Director will also ensure that the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeper Test is conducted.

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that this measure involves .
the potential use of PM-10 efficient street sweepers to reduce particulate
emissions from paved roads. Presently, the South Coast Air Quality
Management District is working with the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) and Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) to develop a test
protocol for certification of PM-10 efficient street sweepers in response to
CARB Rule 1186. The CARB standards of certification are not yet available.

Once the CARB certification standards are developed and PM-10 efficient
street sweepers have been certified, the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) has agreed to coordinate a test assessing the
applicability of the certified PM-10 efficient sweepers to specific conditions
in the Maricopa County nonattainment area. The test may include, but not
be limited to, an evaluation of operation parameters such as production rate,
water usage (if applicable), transport speeds, and available literature on PM-
10 efficient sweepers. The test would be conducted in high PM-10
concentration areas where a significant source of emissions is vehicle
reentrainment.

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) will review the results of
the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test. If ADOT determines that
the scope of the test was broad enough to fully address the economical and
technological feasibility of the PM-10 efficient street sweeping units, ADOT
will review the feasibility of replacing older equipment, as it is retired, with the
PM-10 efficient street sweeping units. Presently, ADOT owns three street
sweepers and has three other street sweepers on contract.

If, following the development of certification standards and the completion
and review of the MAG PM-10 Street Sweeping Test, the PM-10 street
sweeping units are approved by ADOT Management as being economically
and technologically feasible and are shown to be safe for use on State
roadways, then ADOT would be the entity responsible for implementation.
Legal authority for this action is provided under A.R.S. 28-332 Department
jurisdiction. ‘

The schedule for potential implementation of this measure is dependent
upon the development of the certification standard and certification of PM-10
efficient street sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District; the results of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street
Sweeping Test; the evaluation of the MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping
Test by ADOT; and the evaluation of the safety issues, economics, and
technology as it relates to the responsibilities ADOT has to the public for
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maintaining all state owned transportation systems. Therefore, a preliminary
timeline is provided.

By December 1999  Development of Cettification Standards and
' Certification of Equipment by CARB, SAE, and
South Coast Air Quality Management District.

By December 2001 MAG PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test.

By December 2002 Determination of economic and technological
feasibility and public safety issues by ADOT. ' If
feasible for ADOT, begin to procure PM-10 efficient
street sweepers to replace older equipment, as it is
retired. .

The Maricopa Association of Governments has allocated $70,000 for the
PM-10 Efficient Street Sweeping Test in the MAG FY 1999 Unified Planning
work Program and Annual Budget. As a signatory on the Memorandum of
Agreement, ADOT would, on a time available basis, participate as a member
of the stakeholders committee. ADOT, through the Transportation Planning
Group Senior Transportation/Air Quality Planner, with track the following two
timeline for PM-10 efficient street sweeping:

By December 1999 ADOT will track the development of the certification
standard and certification of PM-10 efficient street
sweeping equipment by CARB, SAE, and the South
Coast Air Quality Management District, and

By December 2001 ADOT will participate, on a time available basis, as
a member of the MAG Street Sweeper Stakeholder
Committee and the MAG street sweeper test.

If the test proves PM-10 street sweepers to be economically and
technologically feasible and ADOT determines that the sweepers are
efficient, operationally sound, and are feasible and safe for use on State
roadways, then ADOT, through the Transportation Planning Group Senior
Transportation/Air Quality Planner, would track the progress made with the
implementation of this measure.

51. ° Research in Areas with High Particulate Emissions

1998 H Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which appropriated $50,000
for the State General Fund to the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality for Fiscal Year 1998-1999 to conduct additional research to identify
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sources and evaluate PM-10 control measures in areas with high particulate
emissions. The research will include chemical mass balance analysis of
filters in the targeted areas to provide additional information about particulate
sources. The expenditure of general fund monies must be matched by an
equal expenditure of monies from gifts, grants or donations or the general
funds revert to the State general fund by the end of the fiscal year (Section
39 of S.B. 1427).

52. Restaurant Charbroiler Controls

1999 B

Maricopa County, revised 1999 commitment, indicates that this measure
involves developing a new rule to require existing chain-driven charbroilers,
typically found in restaurants specializing in grilled meat products, to be
equipped with emission control equipment. All new charbroilers would have
to be similarly equipped prior to commencement of operations. Based on a
preliminary survey, approximately 90 of the County’s 9,000 restaurants would
be affected. However, in the summer of 1999 the South Coast Air Quality
Management District initiated a rule revision process to include under-fired
charbroilers. This proposal will address additional facilities that emit more
than the chain-driven charbroilers. Maricopa County will wait until the South
Coast finalizes its revisions to complete the County’s rule development
process. This timing allows the County to implement a rule for a significantly
larger number of facilities. This will have more pollution reduction benefit,
and is more equitable approach.

The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors is authorized by A.R.S. 49-479
to adopt rules for air pollution control and by A.R.S. 49-480 to establish,
administer and enforce a program for air quality permits. The Board adopted
rules establishing an air quality permit program and pursuant to A.R.S. 49-
473, designated the Environmental Services Department to issue permits
and administer and enforce the permit program. By operation of A.R.S. 49-
471, the executive head of the department designated under A.R.S. 49-473
serves as the Air Pollution Control Officer. The Air Pollution Control Officer
is specifically authorized to take the enforcement actions set forth in A.R.S.
49-502, 49-511, 49-512 and 49-513.

A new rule will be developed for Board consideration under the following
revised schedule:

- July - October 2000 Research and draft new rule.
November - March 2001  Workshop proposed new rule.
March - May 2001 Board consideration of proposed rule.

The Maricopa County Environmental Services Department has 16
inspectors, supervisors and technical staff to inspect and determine
compliance at stationary sources. The Department’s annual revenue for the
air quality program is approximately $3.85 million. Any incremental costs to
the County will be covered by the permit program fee revenue.
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These requirements would be administered through a permit program which
includes review of the permit, inspection of facilities, source test of
equipment and review of records and activities. The Department’s
enforcement options include orders of abatement, civil actions for injunctive
relief or civil penalties, and filing a class 1 misdemeanor citation. The
Department will track the number of notices of violations, other enforcement
options and the amount of penalties for rule violations.

53. PM-10 Episode Thresholds

1999 H

Maricopa County, 1999, indicates that this measure involves the revision of
the Maricopa County Residential Woodburning Restriction Ordinance to
include an action level for declaring a restricted-burn period based on
particulate levels. Under this program, high air pollution advisories are called
whenever the Control Officer determines that meteorological conditions are
conducive to an accumulation of carbon monoxide and/or particulates in
exceedance of the standards or when air quality reaches other limits
established by the Control Officer. The Control Officer currently bases the
decision on carbon monoxide levels. However, the revised ordinance will
provide triggers for basing decisions on particulates as well.

Maricopa County, through authority granted in A.R.S. 11-871, adopted a
Residential Woodburning Restriction Ordinance in 1994. Pursuantto A.R.S.
11-871, the Board designated the Environmental Services Department to
develop, implement and enforce an ordinance relating to residential wood
burning restrictions. Pursuant to A.R.S. 11-871, the County is specifically
authorized to issue warnings or a uniform civil ticket and complaint for
violations of the ordinance.

The Department will revise the Residential Woodburning Restriction
Ordinance for Board consideration. The revised ordinance will include
ambient PM-10 concentration triggers for calling high air pollution advisories
at approximately 110 to 120 ug/m,. The ordinance will also include factors
which influence the decision. Examples of factors include the range of
ambient temperatures to ensure that conditions are cold enough that
residential woodburnmg will occur and the timing or meteorological frontal
systems moving into the area. The ordmance will be revised under the
following schedule:

October - April 1999 Reéearch and draft revised ordinance.
May - June 1999 Workshop proposed revisions.
July - August 1999  Board consideration of proposed revisions.

Existing staff and funding will be provided for this measure. The Department
designates approximately $30,000 of its Federal 105 grant for the
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woodburning program including both public information and enforcement.
Additional resources will not be necessary to fulfill the commitment set forth.

Once a high air pollution advisory is called, Departmental staff on stand-by
are notified and then survey neighborhoods for residences in which burning
takes place. If identified, a resident is issued a warning for the first violation.
Pursuant to A.R.S. 11-871, additional violations are subject to the imposition
of a civil penalty of $50 for the second violation and $100 for a third or any
subsequent violation. The Maricopa County Environmental Services
Department compiles an annual report which includes the number of
advisories and number of enforcement actions.

PART 2: EXISTING MEASURES WHICH ARE BEING STRENGTHENED

54, Remote Sensing

1998 H

Arizona Legislature passed S.B. 1427 in 1998 which removes the mandate
for the deployment of a minimum of six remote sensing van units on the road
by ADEQ in the operation of the remote sensing program. The program
applies to Area A and is required to include data quality assurance and data
quality evaluation.

In addition, the legislation requires that when any vehicle manufactured after
the 1996 Model Year and registered in Area A is identified as exceeding the
emissions standards, a notification letter to the registered vehicle owner will
be sent requiring an emissions test within thirty days. If the owner does not
comply, the vehicle registration will be suspended. Once compliance is
achieved, the vehicle owner may apply for reinstatement on payment of
applicable fees (A.R.S. 49-542.01).

55. Expansion of Public Transportation Programs

1997 W

City of Avondale will continue to seek ways to improve public transportation
through short range transit improvements. During FY 1997-1998 the City
has expanded the Public Transportation System to provide service to three
new communities. Potential service changes may include increasing the
level of service, expanding service to areas currently without service, and
attracting additional ridership through marketing and promotion. The City will
continue to work with RPTA to install bike racks on all buses and to install

bike racks at Park-and-Ride locations.

If voters approve future sales tax earmarked for transportation these funds
would be used for services such as expanded local bus service on weekends
and holidays, incorporate Dial-a-Ride service, and new transit services such
as limited-stop commuter service, neighborhood mini-bus service, and high
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capacity rapid transit. Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated
through the annual budget process.

City of Chandler continues implementation of its program to improve bus
stop facilities for passengers to include bus shelters and benches. Of 201
bus stops citywide, 81 stops currently have passenger amenities, i.e.,
shelters and benches. An additional 19 locations are planned for
improvement in FY 1998.

The City has also completed the implementation of 76,000 annual miles of
bus service on route #156; 11,000 miles on route #72; added 35,000 miles
on route #136; and increased annual service to 44,000 miles on route #81.
A new route, #108, will provide service to Chandler beginning August, 1997,
adding an additional 6,100 miles.

In addition, the Mayor and Council have appointed a Task Force to develop
a plan for additional transit in Chandler. The plan, adopted on
April 27, 1997, calls for a grid bus system with 15 and 30 minute headways,
expanded hours of service for bus and dial-a-ride and an expanded transit
service area to cover the entire city. The plan also calls for planning for
regional commuter/light rail at such time as it should expand to Chandler. A
campaign committee from Chandler Chamber of Commerce is in the process
of developing election strategies and will likely solicit Council to cali for a half-
cent sales tax election in 1998.

Improvements to the bus stop facilities will be completed in FY 1998.
Increases in miles of service on bus routes is ongoing. If approved by the
voters, the implementation of the transit plan is tentatively scheduled to be

. phased in over a five year period. Transit services are currently funded with

approximately $650,000 annually. Two FTEs administer the program. If
approved by the voters, half-cent sales tax generates approximately $8.7
million annually. An additional three FTE would be added over the first four
years of the plan. Participation in the regional transit planning is allocated

- through the annual budget process.

City of El Mirage will work in conjunction with the Regional Planning
Transportation Authority (RPTA) to improve the public transit system. The
City will continue to seek to expand and/or improve its dial-a-ride services,
such as additional routes and providing transit service information to users.
In progress. The City will work with the RPTA to expand and improve its bus
service when it is deemed prudent. One of our Council members is a
member of the RPTA Board of Directors. Funding for new or improved dial-
a-ride service are determined in the City’s annual budget development
process. :
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Town of Fountain Hills agrees to upgrade and expand on the existing transit
service by implementing a van-shuttle/dial-a-ride program this year on a trial
basis. The program begins on September 29, 1997, and is called the
Fountain Hills Shuttle Service. This measure will be jointly implemented by
the Town of Fountain Hills in collaboration with the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (“RPTA”), Maricopa County, and the American Red
Cross. Legal authority for this is provided under ARS Section 9-240-
"General Powers of Council”.

Regarding implementation this service begins on September 29, 1997, and
offers the Town of Fountain Hills’ residents the opportunity now to connect
with the 106 and 94 bus routes at Mayo Clinic (Shea Blvd.) With five
departure times from each location. This service is free. The Town of
Fountain Hills has included $27,000 in the Town budget to cover payment for
the Red Cross personnel used to drive the vans. This measure does not
represent an ordinance, regulation, or rule requiring enforcement.

Town of Gilbert began providing public transit and dial-a-ride service during
1996. A local bus route in Mesa was extended through Gilbert, providing
connections with several regional bus routes. This route provides 370 daily
miles of service in Gilbert, amounting to 94,350 service miles annually, and
is operated Monday through Friday, from approximately 5 a.m. until 7 p.m.

An express bus route was extended into downtown Gilbert, providing service
for commuters to downtown Phoenix. The Gilbert portion of this route
accounts for 30 daily and 7,650 annual service miles, and is operated
Monday through Friday from approximately 5 a.m. until 6:30 p.m.

In addition, the Town of Gilbert began providing town-wide dial-a-ride service
by joining the Mesa/Chandler Dial-a-Ride (now the Mesa/Chandler/Gilbert
Dial-a-Ride). This service is also provided Monday through Friday from
about 4 a.m. until 7 p.m.

The Gilbert Town Council approved funding in May 1996. The Town of

- Gilbert began providing express bus service in August 1996. The Town of

Gilbert began providing dial-a-ride service in September 1996. The Town of
Gilbert began providing local bus service in March 1997. Participation in
regional and local transit planning is allocated through the annual budget
process. The Gilbert Town Council dedicated $300,000 for the above
described public transit measures during FY 1996-97.

City of Glendale will work in conjunction with the Regional Planning
Transportation Authority (RPTA) to improve the public transit system. The
City will continue to seek to expand and/or improve its bus and dial-a-ride

7-187



1997 H -

1997 H

1997 H

services, such as additional routes, providing transit service information to
users and placing bicycle racks on transit buses. In progress. The City will
work with the RPTA to expand and improve its bus service when it is deemed
prudent. Glendale's Mayor is a member of the RPTA Board of Directors.
Funding for new or improved bus and dial-a-ride service are determined in
the City's annual budget development process.

City of Goodyear will work in conjunction with the Regional Planning
Transportation Authority (RPTA) and neighboring cities to improve the public
transit system. The City will seek to initiate a bus route and investigate the
addition of a Dial-a-Ride service. In progress. The City will work with the
RPTA to add a bus route when it is deemed prudent. Funding for a new bus
service and a dial-a-ride program will be determined in the City’s annual
budget development process. :

City of Mesa is patrticipating in cooperative effort with the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), the
Regional Public Transit Authority (RPTA), and the cities of Tempe,
Scottsdale, Phoenix, and Glendale to conduct feasibility studies to evaluate
the need and general location for high capacity transit corridors throughout
the metropolitan area. This effort will also include a series of Major
Investment Studies which focus on subregions within the metropolitan area.
Studies are also planned to evaluate the feasibility of high-capacity transit
options such as light rail, busways, and commuter rail.

These studies are part of a continuing effort to evaluate transportation
options. Related studies include the Arizona Passenger Rail Feasibility
Continuation Study (1994), Downtown Phoenix Rail Trolley Feasibility Study
(1995), Commuter Rail Demonstration Project Feasibility Study (1995), and
Major Investment Studies for the Squaw Peak and Superstition Corridors -
Phase I.

Bus service in Mesa will continue to expand; one express route has been
added during the last year and during 1998, it is anticipated that Saturday
service will be added to some sections of the system. The City will continue
to explore additional funding sources to further expand the bus system.
Evaluation of the feasibility of transit options is ongoing. Participation in
regional transit planning is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Peoria indicates that the City’s existing Dial-a-Ride program was not
approved for expansion FY 1997-1998. Uncertainties of future Federal,
State, County, and local support can make service expansions financially
difficult. Currently in operation. The current program funding is $613,220.
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City of Phoenix will continue to seek ways to improve public transportation
through short range transit improvements. Potential service changes may
include increasing the level of service, expanding service to areas currently
without service, and attracting additional ridership through marketing and
promotion. The City will continue to work with RPTA to install bike racks on
all buses and to install bike racks at Park-and-Ride locations.

In April 1997, the City Council approved recommendations of the Ad Hoc
Transit Steering Committee to include a proposition on the September
general election ballot asking voters to approve a half-cent sales tax which
would be used to support expansion of public transportation in the City of
Phoenix. This measure commits to the election, which will seek voter
approval of funding to support services. If voters approve the tax, the funds
may be used for services such as expanded local bus service hours,
increased frequency of service on current high-demand routes, expanded
service on weekends and holidays, expanded Dial-a-Ride service days and
hours, and new transit services such as limited-stop commuter service,
neighborhood mini-bus service, and high capacity rapid transit.

The City Council action to approve the item for the ballot was completed on
April 29, 1997.

The City general election is scheduled for September 9, 1997.

The schedule for expanded transit and transportation service is contingent
upon the results of the election.

Funding is allocated through the annual budget process. Additional funding
will be available if voters approve the half-cent sales tax.

City of Scottsdale has extended Route 72 (Scottsdale Road) from Tempe
north to Fashion Square during evenings and weekends, and has extended
the former Scottsdale Connection Route 81 (Hayden Road) south to Ray
Road in Chandler (Route 82) through an agreement with the RPTA.

The City of Scottsdale completed construction and opened the Loloma
Transit Station, Scottsdale’s downtown transit center in May 1997 to facilitate
transferring between four major routes.

Two transit routes are scheduled for expansion in the next two years Route
94 will be expanded to provide transportation to “Scottsdale Town Center”,
a major shopping mall at the S.E. corner of Pima and Frank Lioyd Wright
Blvd. Route 76 will provide transit service counter clockwise to this route.

The City will continue to seek ways to improve public transportation through
short range transit improvements. Potential service changes may include
increasing the level of service, expanding service to areas currently without
service, and attracting additional ridership through marketing and promotion.
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See attachments for details of the Transit Plan Guidelines which are part of
the Circulation Element of the General Plan. The schedule for expanded
transit and transportation service is contingent upon the results of the
election. Funding is allocated through the biennial budget process.
Additional funding will be available if voters approve the half-cent sales tax.

City of Tempe indicates that this measure focuses on expanding and
enhancing existing public transit services. With the passage of the transit
funding election. Tempe has expanded hours and days and improved the -
frequency on existing public transit routes. In the next four years, the City
will continue to make improvements including the implementation of new
routes, improved frequency, and expanded hours. Implementation is in
progress over the next four years. Funding is provided through the dedicated
sales tax for transit.

City of Tolleson Mayor and Council will adopt a resolution addressing the
extension of public transportation programs in Tolleson contingent upon the
City of Tolleson and the City of Phoenix entering into an Intergovernmental
Agreement of the purpose of extending Bus Route 560 - from 67" Avenue
and Van Buren to 91 Avenue and Van Buren. Three miles of bus service
will be added to include Tolleson corporate limits. Mayor and Council will
adopt this resolution. The City of Tolleson will commit General Fund and
Lottery Fund monies upon extension of proposed Bus Route 560. Tolleson’s
estimated yearly share is approximately $20,000. Cost of $200 will be
incurred for publication of said resolution.

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that, as mandated by
Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) 28-2611, ADOT will explore public
transportation alternatives which could improve air quality and meet regional
transportation needs in the metropolitan Phoenix area.

Previous ADOT implementation commitments for the MAG 1993 Carbon
Monoxide Plan included facilitating the increased use of transit and
ridesharing and support of the Capitol Rideshare Program in coordination
with MAG/RPTA efforts. In support of these measures ADOT has
participated in the Capitol Rideshare Program which includes the State’s
Travel Reduction Survey and Plans.

ADOT is one of six sponsors of the Clean Air Force which includes the
voluntary “Don’'t Drive One in Five” campaign. The Regional Public
Transportation Authority conducts the Clean Air Force program. Each state
agency has appointed a year-round travel reduction coordinator. ADOT has
one employee who administers the Travel Reduction Survey and monitors
the rideshare programs.
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ADOT staff initiates and serves as project managers for non-construction air
quality Intergovernmental Agreements for Travel Reduction Programs. The
programs, projects, and funding are identified each year as part of the MPO
Overall Work Programs.

ADOT participated as part of the technical committee for the recently
completed Rural Maricopa County Transit Development Plan. This study
was initiated by the Maricopa County Department of Transportation in
response to a variety of issues regarding transportation in the County.
Phase | of the Maricopa County Rural Transportation Development Program
identified several alternatives for the provision of general public transit in
rural portions of the study area. It was determined that implementing public
transit service along the Gila Bend corridor would be the first priority and this
is the focus of Phase Il of the study. If general public service can be
successfully implemented in the Gila Bend/Buckeye area with regional
service to Phoenix, this program can be expanded to other corridors and
areas. The Wickenburg corridor was identified as a potential second priority.
Federal rural transit funding would be applied for through ADOT for this
service.

Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that this measure involves
improving public transportation by restructuring existing service or as
additional funding may become available through the Regional Public
Transportation Authority or its member jurisdictions budget processes. Short
range transit improvements could include increasing the level of service,
expanding service to areas currently without service and attracting additional
ridership through marketing and promotion.

In September of 1996 the citizens of the City of Tempe approved a measure
to provide a one-half of one percent sales tax increase for public transit.
Tempe has already impacted the public transportation system by offering
transit service in the City and specific destinations in bordering communities
from approximately 5 a.m. to 10 p.m. Monday thru Saturday, and provides
the regions only fixed route transit service operating on Sundays.
Additionally, Tempe introduced the FLASHIite route, a local circulator which
operates weekend service between downtown Tempe and the Phoenix Zoo.

In an effort to improve regional fixed route transit service, the RPTA and its
member jurisdictions evaluate all regional routes on the basis of productivity
and efficiency. As a result, non peak hour trips from RPTA funded routes 44,

- 72,106, 520, and 570 were scaled back. The financial and capital resources

that became available by these changes were used to add peak hour trips
to the Red Line, extend route 90 to 67" Avenue, and combine routes 81 and
82 into a single regional route. Total revenue miles of transit service for the
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region, including fixed route and dial-a-ride setvice is estimated to exceed 19
million miles in fiscal year 1997-1998.

Other service expansion improvements include the implementation of three
new routes including the Northwest Valley Grand, 184 and 533. Transit
service that was recently expanded exclusive of City of Tempe improvements
include routes 136 and 531, additionally, the Mesa/Chandler Dial-a-Ride was
expanded to include the Town of Gilbert.

Should additional funding become available, the Regional Public
Transportation Authority and the City of Phoenix Public Transit Department
would be responsible for implementation. A.R.S. Section 9-240 (Attachment
A) “General Powers of Common Council”.

Ongoing. The RPTA will work with its member jurisdictions to expand and/or
improve its bus service on an as needed basis.

The level of personnel committed to transit operations in FY 1997-1998 is
equivalent to 5.5 FTE. The RPTA is responsible for transit planning and
program implementation. The projected RPTA operating budget for FY
1997-1998 is estimated at $17.9 million. Sources of operating revenue
include federal and state grants, RPTA sales tax, farebox revenues, and
other income sources including interest.

56. Employer Rideshare Program Incentives

1997 B

1997 A

City of Avondale has developed a comprehensive Trip Reduction Plan (TRP)
in compliance with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A
Transportation Coordinator has been designated for the City. Currently the
City’s TRP plan includes 70 percent to 90 percent bus subsidies, regional
carpool, guaranteed emergency ride home service, new employee
information, preferential parking locations, flexible work hours where feasible,
and employee communication programs through posters, challenges,
awards, and employee news letters. Components of the Trip Reduction Plan
will be modified as needed. Implementation is in progress. Funding is
allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Chandler has implemented a variety of rideshare incentives to
increase employee patticipation in carpooling, including providing cash
awards on a monthly basis and emergency rides for carpools participants.
The City maintains an employee data base to match employees who desire
to rideshare. The City has also increased the amount of preferential parking
spaces for carpools, including covered parking. An annual trip reduction plan
is submitted within 30 days of county approval of the annual plan submitted
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after each year's compliance survey. Funding is allocated through the
annual budget process.

Town of Gilbert has developed a Trip Reduction Plan (TRP) in compliance
with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A Rideshare
Coordinator has been designated for the Town. Currently, the Town’s TRP
includes- alternate work schedules, bike racks and storage areas,
reserved/preferential  parking, subsidized gas/commute expense,
guaranteed/emergency ride home, telecommuting options, employee
communication programs through bulletin boards, TRP information for new
hires, and employee newsletters. The TRP will be modified as needed.
Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process.

City of Glendale is a participant in the Maricopa County Travel Reduction
Program as mandated by state law (A.R.S. Section 49-588). The City is
required to submit a new plan to the County on an annual basis. The City’'s
program currently consists of preferential parking spaces for carpool
participants, subsidized bus passes to employees, gift/drawings, and
encouragement of flexible work schedules. The City will seek ways in which
to attain a higher level of employee patrticipation and make modifications to
its employee ridesharing program as needed. An employee committee was
established in 1996 to evaluate the current employer rideshare program.
The committee is in the process of identifying ways to improve patrticipation
in the program and will present those options to City Management, as
appropriate. The City has a Transportation Coordinator who is responsible
for implementing the City’s Employee Travel Reduction Program. Funding
will be determined through the City’s annual budget development process.

City of Goodyear is intent on initiating a program that would consist of
preferential parking spaces for carpools participants, gift/drawing for
participants, and encourage flexible work schedules. When a bus route is
established, subsidized bus passes to employees may be available. The

City will seek ways in which to attain a higher level of employee participation

and to promote the rideshare programs. The City will establish a employee
committee to initiate a employee rideshare program. The committee will
identify ways to promote patrticipation in the program and will present options
to the City Manager’s Office, as appropriate. The City’s rideshare committee
will be responsible for promoting, designing, and implementing the City’s
employee rideshare program. Funding will be determined through the City’s
annual budget process.

City of Mesa has developed a comprehensive Trip Reduction Plan in
compliance with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A
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Rideshare Coordinator has been designated to coordinate carpool activities
and employee education and incentive programs. A “Clean Air Club” has
been organized that has developed a reward system for employees who take
alternate modes of transportation to work. Since 1996 the City has provided
100 percent bus subsidies for any employee who rides the bus. The City
Rideshare Coordinator uses electronic mail, employee newsletters, and
notices in pay stubs to notify employees of air quality advisories and to
promote rideshare and alternate transportation activities. Implementation will
be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

Town of Paradise Valley participates in the Maricopa County Trip Reduction
Program. Part of this program provides for employees to be compensated
$1.33 a day for ride sharing. This incentive is offered to all employees of the
Town and is paid for all alternative modes of transportation. There are also
special incentives such as a monthly award drawings for people who use
alternative modes of transportation. This program has been implemented by
the Trip Reduction Coordinator. This measure is currently in place.
Development and administration of the Trip Reduction Program Reduction
Plan requires staff time equivalent to 0.20. A full-time exempt employee
volunteers their services on off-hours, at a cost of zero. The annual budget
for this measure is from the Town’s General Fund.

The City of Peoria indicates that Peoria plans to make available several

incentives in FY 1997-1998 to encourage City employees to rideshare and/or
reduce their single occupancy vehicle trips to work. A major component of

the incentive program is a public awareness campaign. In the fall, a transit

fair will be held to educate employees about the various modes of

transportation available to them. The transit fair will feature free food, prizes,

and RPTA and other rideshare related booths.

The Transit Division will also promote the ridesharing program at the annual
employee benefits fair in May of 1998.

The City of Peoria will provide the following incentives to employees who
rideshare: 100 percent bus subsidy; preferential parking (covered at City
Hall, Police Department, Court, and Library); Free Bicycle Program to
employees who commit to commuting via bicycle; Guaranteed Ride Home
Program for employees required to miss their rideshare home; additional bus
shelters (10 new shelters added in FY 1996-1997 alone); and monthly
drawings for prizes to employees who rideshare.

Staff in the Transit Division will be responsible for promoting this program.

The Transit Division will earmark a total of $10,000 in FY 1997-1998 towards
rideshare incentives. :
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City of Phoenix has developed a comprehensive Trip Reduction Plan (TRP)
in compliance with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A
Rideshare Coordinator has been desighated for the City and for each City
department. Currently the City’s TRP plan includes 50 percent to 100
percent bus subsidies, employee emergency ride home service, new
employee information, preferential parking locations and reduced parking
fees for carpools and vanpools, telecommuting options, flexible work hours
where feasible, and employee communication programs through posters,
challenges, and employee newsletters. Components of the Trip Reduction
Plan will be modified as needed.

The City will continue to implement a pilot program developed in 1996 to use
electronic mail to notify employees of air quality advisories. Clean Air Tips
are included in the electronic mail notifications. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Scottsdale May 9, 1997 year 7 Trip Reduction Plans for the City's two
primary campuses (Via Linda Campus and Civic Center Campus) comply
with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A Transit Coordinator
has been designated for the City to implement and maintain the program.

Clean Air and Bike to Work Challenges are offered each year. Various
awards/incentives are given to participating employees. Employees are
recognized for these rideshare efforts in the employee newsletter “Inside
Scottsdale This Week”.

The City of Scottsdale initiated the B.I.LK.E.S. Program in 1997. It offers City
employees a free bicycle in exchange for a commitment to ride the bike to
work a certain number of times monthly for at least six months.

Various rideshare incentives include: 100 percent bus subsidies; Preferential
parking for carpools and vanpools; Carpool and vanpool matching service
database; Guaranteed emergency ride home service; Telecommuting
options; Flexible work hours where feasible.

Electronic mail is used to notify employees of air quality advisories. Clean

Air Tips are included in the electronic mail notifications.

Information about rideshare incentives are distributed to all new employees
at orientation. Informational reminders are distributed through employee
newsletters and posters. Components of the Trip Reduction Program will be
modified as needed. Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated
through the biennial budget process. A full-time Transit Coordinator staffs
this program.
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City of Tempe indicates that this measure provides a variety of employer
rideshare incentives as well as introducing strategies designed to reduce
single occupant vehicle trips. The City has developed a comprehensive
Travel Reduction Plan in compliance with the Maricopa County Travel
Reduction Program. The City has a designated Rideshare Coordinator. The
City’s plan includes: weekly cash drawings for use of alternative modes and
alternative work schedules; preferential parking for carpools; public
awareness campaigns; alternative work hours, bike loan program, 100
percent subsidized bus fares, new employee information and guaranteed
emergency ride home service. The City is creating and testing
telecommuting as an option for applicable employees. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is provided through the annual budget process.

City of Tolleson indicates that this measure includes the adoption of a
Resolution addressing rideshare programs and other incentive related
programs for those employers with less than 50 employees at a worksite.
Additionally, the City will embark on a public awareness campaign to further
enhance the carpool and vanpool concept. Adoption of City of Tolleson
Resolution by July 15, 1998 and commencement of campaign thereatfter.
Administration of plan will be coordinated by City Administrative and Planning
Staff. Estimated cost for publication of Resolution and printing of brochures
is $2,000.

Maricopa County indicates that this measure provides a variety of employer
rideshare incentives as well as introducing strategies designed to reduce
single occupant vehicle trips. Maricopa County is providing a 100 percent
Bus Card Plus Program subsidy for employees.

Pursuant to A.R.S. Section 11-251 (General Powers of Board of
Supervisors), A.R.S. Section 49-588 and A.R.S. Section 49-474.01 the
Board adopted Maricopa County Ordinance P-8 Reduction of Commuter Use
of Motor Vehicles by County Employees in 1992. The ordinance provides
the County Administrative Officer with the authority to approve and
implement non-financial measures and to implement budgeted measures to
reduce employee commute trips or the number of miles driven by county
employees to and from work.

Maricopa County increased its subsidy of the Bus Card Plus Program for
employees from 50 to 100 percent, effective June 26, 1996. On
May 28, 1997, the subsidy was reauthorized for Fiscal Year 1998. Funding
for the subsidy is estimated to cost approximately $280,000 which will be
absorbed by Maricopa County Departmental budgets. The program is
administered by the Human Resources Department.

7-196



1997

1997

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that this measure provides
a variety of strategies/incentives designed to reduce single occupant vehicle
trips. Such strategies/incentives could include: preferential parking for
carpools and vanpools, public awareness campaigns, Transportation
Management Associations among employers, alternative work hours,
vanpools for County and State employees, and vanpool purchase incentives.
This will be an ongoing effort.

The 1993 Moderate Area Plan Commitments made by ADOT were to
facilitate increased use of transit and ridesharing and to support the Capitol
Rideshare Program in coordination with MAG/RPTA efforts. No additional
funding or employees are required to implement the above programs.
Associated costs are covered by the ADOT administrative budget.

To ensure that all employees are provided an opportunity to participate in
rideshare programs, ADOT, through the Transportation Planning Group, will
develop reporting procedures to identify participation levels in current
programs and to identify possible opportunities for increased participation.

ADOT will continue to develop strategies and provide incentives to
employees to increase the participation in existing and future rideshare
programs. ADOT, through the Transportation Planning Group Air Quality
Planner, will conduct a study to evaluate the effectiveness of existing
strategies and incentives. This will provide possible opportunities for
increased participation through elimination of existing barriers and also
provide reasoned justification for those work areas that are not able to
participate in the programs.

As baselines for the effectiveness of existing strategies and incentives are
developed and reasoned justifications for non-participation are evaluated,
opportunities for improvement will be identified to provide for enhanced or
additional rideshare strategies/incentives. For the purposes of describing the
Commitment the number of strategies and types of incentives would be the
reporting unit.

Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that this measure involves
expanding the Regional Ridesharing Program to increase awareness of
participation in alternate modes and work schedules. Efforts will be targeted
at 1,250 employers with over 580,000 employees and students affected by
the Maricopa County Trip Reduction Program (MCRTP) and the general
public through the Regional Ridesharing Program. Since the last
commitment, an additional 450 employers have been added to the TRP
program. RPTA employee incentives include: free bus pass, alternate work
hours, telecommuting, alternate mode subsidy, and guaranteed ride home.
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The single occupant vehicle rate for RPTA employees has dropped from 42
percent to 36 percent since 1994.

The Regional Public Transportation Authority, as the regional transit agency
for Maricopa County (A.R.S. 48-5101) provides these services to improve
mobility and air quality.

The schedule for planned activities are as follows:

= Carpool, vanpool and bicycle matching services offered daily by
phone and interactively on the internet home page
Turn-key vanpool program available on an ongoing basis
Fourteen Transportation Management Associations hold periodic
meetings

= Area-wide awareness and promotion campaign with paid advertising
conducted
RPTA employee rideshare incentives ongoing
Employer Transportation Fairs based on employer request
RPTA’s Internet web site offers information on the following
rideshare topics: carpooling programs; Commuter Club promotions;
Vanpooling programs; Training sessions available.

Portions of up to fourteen professional staff (10 RPTA and 4 contract staff) -
will spend part of their time providing this information to the public and

employers through the above specified activities. This measure is funded by

a portion of the total budget for the Regional Ridesharing Program, TRP

(RPTA) and CAC programs which is $1,248,000. Of this total, $394,000 is

budgeted for the Rideshare Program through ISTEA funding.

57. Preferential Parking for Carpools and Vanpools

1997 A

1997 H

City of Avondale has developed a comprehensive Trip Reduction Plan (TRP)
in compliance with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A
Transportation Coordinator has been designated for the City. Currently the
City’s TRP plan includes 70 percent to 90 percent bus subsidies, regional
carpool, guaranteed emergency ride home service, new employee
information, preferential parking locations, flexible work hours where feasible,
and employee communication programs through posters, challenges,
awards, and employee newsletters. Components of the Trip Reduction Plan
will be modified as needed. Funding is allocated though the annual budget
process. Implementation is in progress.

City of Chandler increased the number of preferential permitted parking
spaces for carpoolers including free/covered spaces adjacent to work
locations. An annual trip reduction plan is submitted within 30 days of county
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approval of the annual plan submitted after each year’'s compliance survey.
Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

Town of Gilbert has developed a Trip Reduction Plan (TRP) in compliance
with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A Rideshare
Coordinator has been designated for the Town. Currently, the Town’s TRP
includes alternate work schedules, bike racks and storage areas,
reserved/preferential  parking, subsidized gas/commute expense,
guaranteed/emergency ride home, telecommuting options, and employee
communication programs through bulletin boards, TRP information for new
hires, and employee newsletters. The TRP will be modified as needed.
Implementation is in progress. Funding is allocated through the annual
budget process.

City of Glendale indicates that preferential parking spaces for employees that
carpool have been established at major City facilities. Additional preferential
parking spaces will be established in existing and new facilities, where
appropriate. An employee committee was established in 1996 to evaluate
the current employer rideshare program. The committee is in the process of
identifying ways to improve participation in the program and will present
those options to City Management, as appropriate. The City’s Transportation
Coordinator is coordinating the City's efforts. Funding to implement this
measure is determined in the City’s annual budget development process.

City of Goodyear indicates that preferential parking spaces for employees
that carpool have not yet been established at major City facilities. Additional
preferential parking spaces will be established in existing and new facilities,
where appropriate. The City will establish an employee committee to
evaluate the possibilities of a preferred parking program. The committee will
identify ways to improve participation in the program and will present those
options to the City Manager’s Office, as appropriate. The City’s employee
committee is coordinating the City’s efforts. The City's employee committee
will be responsible for promoting, designing, and implementing the City’s
employee carpools program. Funding will be determined through the City’s
annual budget process.

City of Mesa has developed a comprehensive Trip Reduction Plan in
compliance with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A
Rideshare Coordinator has been designated to coordinate carpool activities
and employee education and incentive programs. A “Clean Air Club” has
been organized that has developed a reward system for employees who take
alternate modes of transportation to work. Since 1996, the City has provided
100 percent bus subsidies for any employee who rides the bus.
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The City Rideshare Coordinator uses electronic mail, employee newsletters,
and notices in pay stubs to notify employees of air quality advisories and to
promote rideshare and alternate transportation activities. Implementation will
be ongoing. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

Town of Paradise Valley will provide a special parking space for car-poolers.
The space will be closer to the building. This program will be implemented
by the Trip Reduction Coordinator. This measure will be included in the
annual Trip Reduction Program to be revised and submitted to the Maricopa
County Trip Reduction Agency in November of 1997. Development and
administration of the Trip Reduction Program Reduction Plan requires staff
time equivalent to 0.20. A full-time exempt employee volunteers their
services on off-hours, at a cost of zero. The annual budget for this measure
is from the Town’s General Fund.

City of Peoria has made available covered, preferential parking spaces at
City Hall, Peoria Municipal Court, Peoria Library, and the Peoria Police
Department at no charge for employees who carpool. The City of Peoria has
also made available uncovered preferred parking spaces at the Municipal
Operations Center and Peoria Community Center.

While the City of Peoria will continue to implement and enforce this measure
for its own employees, this measure is not reasonably available throughout
the community. As a suburban area, Peoria has only a few city-operated
public parking facilities (downtown Peoria, Peoria Municipal Complex, Peoria
Community Center, and parks). In the downtown, the city-operated parking
is very limited and located on the street adjacent to the independent retail
shops. As part of the City’s revitalization efforts to improve the downtown
business district, the businesses have opposed eliminating the street parking
in favor of parking lots. It should also be noted that the employers located
in the downtown area employ less than fifty (50) employees and are not
subject to the mandatory Maricopa County travel Reduction Program.

The City of Peoria plans to continue offering preferential parking for
employees who rideshare. Costs include maintaining painted stalls and the
issuance of carpool permits. The cost of implementing this measure is
minimal and will be absorbed by the Facilities Division of the Public Works
Department.

City of Phoenix has developed a comprehensive Trip Reduction Plan (TRP)
in compliance with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A
Rideshare Coordinator has been designated for the City and for each City
department. Currently the City’s TRP plan includes 50 percent to 100
percent bus subsidies, employee parking fees in the downtown area,
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regional carpool and vanpool matching service, guaranteed emergency ride
home service, new employee information, preferential parking locations and
reduced parking fees for carpools and vanpools, telecommuting options,
flexible work hours where feasible, and employee communication programs
through posters, challenges, and employee news letters. Components of the
Trip reduction Plan will be modified as needed.

The City will continue to implement a pilot program developed in 1996 to use
electronic mail to notify employees of air quality advisories. Clean Air Tips
are included in the electronic mail notifications. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is allocated through the annual budget process.

City of Scottsdale May 9, 1997 year 7 Trip Reduction Plans for the City’s two
primary campuses (Via Linda Campus and Civic Center Campus) comply
with the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program. A Transit Coordinator
has been designated for the City to implement and maintain the program.

Employees who carpool and/or vanpool are given preferential parking at both
campuses. In addition, there is a matching service database for those who
wish to carpool or vanpool. City vehicles are available for work related travel.
A guaranteed emergency ride home program is available to all employees.
All employees are eligible to receive free bus passes.

Information about carpool and vanpool options are distributed to all new
employees at orientation. Informational reminders are distributed through
employee newsletters. The City of Scottsdale is also active in the Greater
Scottsdale Transportation Management Association, a public/private
partnership which encourages rideshare activities. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is allocated through the biennial budget process.

City of Tempe indicates that this measure provides a variety of employer
rideshare incentives as well as introducing strategies designed to reduce
single occupant vehicle trips. The City has developed a comprehensive
Travel Reduction Plan in compliance with the Maricopa County Travel
Reduction Program. The City has a designated Rideshare Coordinator. The
City's plan includes: weekly cash drawings for use of alternative modes and
alternative work schedules; preferential parking for carpools; public
awareness campaigns,; alternative work hours, bike loan program, 100
percent subsidized bus fares, new employee information and guaranteed
emergency ride home service. The City is creating and testing .
telecommuting as an option for applicable employees. Implementation is in
progress. Funding is provided through the annual budget process.
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City of Tolleson indicates that this measure involves the Adoption of a
Resolution addressing rideshare program and other incentive related
programs for those employers with less than 50 employees at a worksite. As
mentioned under the employer rideshare program, the City of Tolleson will
embark on a public awareness campaign to further enhance the carpool and
vanpool concept.  Adoption of City of Tolleson Resolution and
Commencement of Campaign by July 15, 1998. Administration of plan will
be coordinated by City Administrative and Planning Staff. Estimated cost for
publication of Resolution and printing of publicity brochures is estimated at
$2,000.

Maricopa County indicates that this measure encourages public and private
employers to provide preferential parking spaces for carpools and vanpools
to decrease this number of single occupant automobile work trips. Pursuant
to A.R.S. Section 11-251 (General Powers of Board of Supervisors), A.R.S.
49-588 and A.R.S. Section 49-474.01 the Board adopted Maricopa County
Ordinance P-8 Reduction of Commuter Use of Motor Vehicles by County
Employees in 1992. The ordinance provides the County Administrative
Officer with the authority to approve and implement non-financial measures
and to implement budgeted measures to reduce employee commute trips or
the number of miles driven by county employees to and from work.

Maricopa County has relocated carpool preferential parking spaces closer
to the building entrance. Moreover, the new parking plan also provides for
open parking in place of reserved parking. This policy reduces the
motivation for non-carpoolers to park in carpool spaces. The new parking
plan was implemented for the Jefferson parking garage in April 1997. This
is an ongoing program administered by the Protectlve Services Office
covered by the existing budget.

Arizona Department of Transportation indicates that this measure
encourages public and private employers to provide preferential parking
spaces for carpools and vanpools to provide an incentive to decrease the

‘number of single occupant automobile work trips. The preferential treatment

could include covered parking spaces or close-in spaces. This will be an
ongoing effort and additional spaces will be provided on an as needed basis.

ADOQOT provides preferential, close-in parking for employee carpools and
vanpools, both covered and uncovered. The preferential parking program
is governed by the Manager of the General Operations Group with input from
the Executive Quality Council. Location and signing or reserved spaces
remains with the Manager, General Operations Group. Parking lots will be
managed and will reflect the number of rideshare, handicap, and customer
parking spaces according to the changing needs of the Department.
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Carpool vehicles are certified by the Capitol Rideshare Administration.
Carpool parking holds preferential location parking and is open to carpool
certified employees on a first-come-first-served basis.

Currently in the ADOT Headquarters Area, there are approximately 1800
parking spaces. In 1993, ADOT changed its parking policy to provide
additional spaces for the Rideshare program on an as needed basis.
Available spaces for Rideshare vehicles have been increased from 134 in
1993 to 354 in 1997. This includes spaces provided at other ADOT locations
in the nonattainment area.

As preferential parking spaces for 30 year employees become available
through employee retirement, they will be used for the Rideshare Program.
No additional funding or employees are required to implement the parking
programs. Associated costs are covered by the ADOT administrative
budget.

Providing preferential parking spaces does not ensure patrticipation. ADOT,
through the Transportation Planning Group Air Quality Planner, will conduct
a study to determine the effectiveness of the Program for air quality
purposes. This study will provide information as to the number of actual
participants in the program, i.e., the number of occupants per vehicle. This
number becomes significant as the criteria is being developed for the use of
HOV lanes for future freeways. The study should also provide information
to forecast future preferential parking space requirements.

For describing the Commitment the number of preferential spaces for
carpools and vanpools will be the reporting unit. This information will be
provided to the Maricopa County Environmental Services Division for the
required annual report for the Environmental Protection Agency.

Regional Public Transportation Authority indicates that a special RPTA
employer workshop focuses on parking management and demonstrates
methods by which employers can develop preferential parking systems. This
is targeted primarily at employers with sites affected by the Maricopa County
Trip Reduction Program. Approximately 1250 employers are planning to
implement s