
Compliance Calendar    
Key Compliance Dates at Your Fingertips 
The following are some important compliance/submittal dates that may be applicable to your operations.  ProActive 
assists facilities throughout western United States.  Should you have questions concerning other regions, contact us. 
Agency     Description     Due Date 
SCAQMD RECLAIM Quarterly Report (QCER)   10/30/2015 

 RECLAIM APEP Report    08/29/2015 (Cycle 2) 
 Title V Semi-annual Certification   08/31/2015 
 Title V Annual Certification  (for RECLAIM Cycle 2) 08/29/2015 
 Rule 1177 - LPG Storage Tank—Low Emission Gauge 07/01/2015  

CA Water Board Industrial General Permit Recertification via SMART 08/14/2015 (Extended) 
  Storm Water Annual Report     08/14/2015 (Extended) 
Sanitation District Industrial Wastewater Annual Surcharge Report  08/15/2015 
Cal/EPA (DTSC) SB-14 Hazardous Waste Source Reduction Report 09/01/2015 
  2014 Verification Questionnaires & Manifest Fees  30 days from date of receipt 
CUPA  Spill Prevention Control & Countermeasure Plan Update Every 5 years 
Cal/OSHA Employers - all provisions of revised Haz-Com Standard 06/01/2015 
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Compliance Up-

SCAQMD Moved to Tighten Air Toxic Rules -  
Need for public notification and pollution controls are 
expected to rise; spray booth applications should be 
filed ASAP to take advantage of temporary exemption 

● Environmental  ● Safety  
●Engineering 

Recent Environmental & Safety Violations — Prevent This from Happening to You 

Every week, regulators levy fines to companies which were caught violating environmental and safety laws.  The numbers of violations are just 
astonishing!  Some of them are unintentional while others are willful.  Regardless, it shows the consequences of not complying.  We have selected 
just a few stories that may reveal the current enforcement trend and bring to your awareness that these deficiencies may also exist at your facility. 
As the saying goes, “It is better to be safe than sorry.”  If your facility needs compliance assistance, contact us.  First consultation is always free. 

Your Resource For All Environmental & Safety Compliance Needs 

What’s happening? 
In June, the AQMD toughened its air toxic rules which would impact 
many existing and new businesses for years to come. 
 
The need was driven by the state environmental agency’s recent release 
of a new method to calculate health risk.  Using the new method, the 
estimated cancer risk may in theory increase 300% to 600% compared 
to the previous calculation.   
 
Chamber of Commerce and other trade groups expressed concerns early 
in the rule amendment process on the potential impact to businesses.  
They contend that a facility may suddenly find that its “theoretical” 
health risk, using this new calculation, has risen despite its having taken 
steps to reduce the “real” toxic emission over the years.    A higher 
health risk may trigger public notification and costly retrofitting. 
 
The district staff repeatedly emphasized in public meetings that the 
voices of the regulated community were heard and, in more than one 
occasion, even expressed sympathy.   
 

Who is subject to the reporting requirement? 
These California hazardous waste reporting requirements apply to large 
quantity waste generators.  If your facility generates over 12,000 kilo-
grams of hazardous waste (RCRA and non RCRA state waste) or 12 
kilograms of extremely hazardous waste, you are regulated. 
 
You can confirm your waste generator status by reviewing the waste 
manifests generated in the past few years.  If you still have questions 
whether the regulation applies to your operation, you can contact our 
office for guidance. 
 
Under Senate Bill 14 (SB14), the California Department of Toxic Sub-
stances Control is the agency tasked to enforce these hazardous waste 
source reduction requirements. 
 
How to comply? 
The regulated business will need to develop and maintain three docu-
ments related to its waste management: (1) The Plan (2) The Perfor-
mance Report and (3) The Summary Progress Report. 
 
These documents focus on self assessment of 
operations and identification of opportunities to 

DTSC SB14 Report Deadline Approaching 
Large Quantity Generators need to comply by 9/1/2015 

(continued on page 3) (continued on page 3) 

(continued on page 2) 

Generator Permit-
ting Under Revised 
Air Toxic Rules 
Will the new ruling create 
problems for generators to 
get air permit?  
Page 3 
 
Recent SCAQMD 
Rule Development 
The AQMD recently 
amended the following 
rules: 212, 1401, 1401.1, 
1402, 2202, Reg. IX and 
Reg X. 
The following rules are 
proposed to be adopted or 
amended: 415, 1420.1, 
1420.2, 1156, 1148.1, and 
1148.2. 
Page 4 
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Recent Environmental & Safety Violations     (Continued from page 1) 
The AQMD has not done enough to educate the generator operator.  
Most often, the operator hears the compliance requirements only from 
the inspector.  Then, it would be too late.  Therefore, if you have an 
emergency generator, it may be wise to verify whether there is a school 
in the vicinity.   
 
Federal EPA fined Paramount plating shop $142K for wastewater 
and hazardous waste violations 
Here is another regulatory trend:   The EPA has stepped up its enforce-
ment action against metal plating facilities, especially those located close 
to residential homes.    
 
To be more specific - cities along Freeway 710 lately got the most atten-
tion because the EPA assessed the effects of pollution there are dispro-
portionally higher on local residents than in other areas in LA County. 
 
A plating shop in Paramount agreed in May to pay a $142,200 penalty 
for violations found in its facility.   The EPA charged the facility for the 
following: 

 Failure to treat pollutants in the industrial wastewater, such as cad-
mium, nickel and zinc, before being discharged into the Los Ange-
les County Sanitation District sewer system. 

 Failure to properly label and close hazardous waste containers. 

 Failure to train employees on hazardous waste management. 

 Failure to implement hazardous waste minimization program 
(please refer to feature article as the SB 14 quadrennial waste mini-
mization report is due for large quantity waste generators).  

 
Given toxic chemicals are commonly used in plating operations, it is 
important to ensure proper treatment of wastewater and management of 
the hazardous waste. 
 
State Water Board fined a city government in LA County $1 million 
for underground storage tank violations 
If you work at a public agency with the oversight responsibility of the 
USTs, look out!   Fix your compliance lapse or face sizable monetary 
fines. 
 
Traditionally, the Water Board did not aggressively go against the public 
owned and operated USTs.  However, this has changed since the Water 
Board adopted an initiative called “Government Owned and/or Operated 
Tank (GOT)” to level the playing field with respect to compliance and 
enforcement between privately and publicly owned and operated USTs. 
 
This city government in north LA county was caught with the following 
lapses for six fire stations within their jurisdiction: 

 Not having a designated operator performing monthly inspections; 

 Failure to provide necessary employee trainings in the past five 
years; 

 Did not maintain appropriate leak detection equipment for the 
tanks. 

 
According to the Water Board, this lawsuit is the latest in a series of 
enforcement actions that the state agency has brought against violators of 
the UST laws.  So, if your facility operates one or more USTs, you may 
want to take note of this regulatory trend. 

AQMD fined City of Industry food manufacturer $40K for boiler 
violation 
If your facility has not been inspected for years, it may not necessarily be 
a blessing in disguise.  It just means that the problems may be com-
pounded and the monetary fines will be substantially higher once the 
problem is unearthed during an inspection.  Brushing the inspector away 
would not help either - as a cheese manufacturing plant learned the les-
son the hard way. 
 
On 11/30/2012, an inspector served a Notice To Comply (NTC) alerting 
the facility that it needed to conduct portable analyzer tests on the onsite 
boilers.  NTC does not constitute to monetary penalty. 
 
The inspector revisited the facility on 5/9/2013 and found that the test 
had still not been conducted.  Furthermore, he found something more 
serious – the boilers had not been retrofitted with low-NOx 9 ppm burn-
ers as per Rule 1146.  A Notice of Violation, which carries a monetary 
fine, was issued on that day. 
 
On 8/3/2013, the inspector checked up on the site again.  Still, nothing 
happened.  So, he served a second NOV on top of the first one. The dou-
ble NOVs finally caught the attention of the company.  Shortly after, the 
boilers were retrofitted and a test program was implemented. 
 
The District Prosecutor settled the two violations on 4/3/2015 for 
$40,000.  Furthermore, the AQMD warned the facility that another 
$10,000 would be imposed if the boilers are caught violating any district 
rules within one year of the effective date of the settlement agreement. 
 
Rule 1146 requires boilers rated over 5 mmbtu/hr to be monitored with 
portable analyzer on a monthly basis.  If they passed three consecutive 
tests, the test frequency could be extended to quarterly.  A full scale 
source test needs to be conducted once every three years for most boil-
ers.   
 
Because the source test is not required annually, it is very easy to lose 
track of the triennial anniversary date.  Hence, if your site has boilers, it 
may be a good idea to conduct a quick check to ensure nothing fell 
through the crack. 
 
AQMD fined West Canoga Park home improvement store $25K for 
generator lacking particulate filter 
 
As noted in the other citation case in this Updates, the AQMD has no 
tolerance for a facility ignoring its citation ticket.  The fine substantially 
escalates when the facility receives two identical tickets. 
 
A store from a major home improvement chain was hit with a $25K fine 
because its emergency generator does not have a particulate filter. Under 
Rule 1470, a diesel generator must have a particulate filter if it is within 
100 meters of a K-12 school. 
 
The inspector issued the first ticket on 10/9/2014.  In the follow-up in-
spection on 12/30/2014, the dismayed inspector found that the store still 
had not taken action.  He issued a second violation ticket – with the vio-
lation description in verbatim. 
 
With the second violation ticket, the store management woke up to the 
fact that the issue simply does not go away.  A quotation was secured 
from the filter manufacturer and a permit application was filed within 3 
weeks. 
 
Rule 1470 does not offer “grand-father” exemptions for old generators.  
Except under very narrowly defined situation, most existing permitted 
generators must still comply with the particulate emission reduction 
requirements.  
 
 And, many generator operators were shocked to learn that their old gen-
erators are not compatible with the newer emission control technology.   
 
As a result, the facility may be forced to replace its perfectly functional 
generator with new one to comply with the Rule 1470 emission require-
ments.  The emission threshold is so stringent that even the new unit will 
need particulate filter to comply with the rule. 
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SCAQMD to Tighten Air Toxic Rules (Continued from page 1) 

But, as in past rule-making processes, one would find that the sympathy 
does not weigh much in the final decision.  The toxic rules were more or 
less amended exactly how the AQMD wanted in the first place. 
 
Still, the AQMD did make a rare concession.  Anticipating many new 
spray booths would no longer be eligible for permits, the AQMD put a 
temporary hold in using the new method in processing applications in this 
category.  If you plan to install new booths, you may want to act now. 
 
Impact to application for new, relocated or modified equipment  
Under Rule 1401, the AQMD grants or denies a permit to construct a new, 
relocated or modified permit unit based on the projected health risk from 
air toxics emitted from the equipment needing a permit. 
 
Generally, an application for a new piece of equipment will be denied if 
the cancer risk is projected to exceed one in a million (in exposed popula-
tion).  The threshold could be raised to a higher level if the applicant is 
willing to upgrade the equipment with the “Best Available Control Tech-
nology for Toxics.”  This add-on control could drive up the capital ex-
penditures and recurring maintenance costs. 
 
The need to notify the neighbors may also be triggered if the cancer risk 
from the new equipment is calculated to exceed one in a million (for facil-
ities with more than one permitted unit) and 10 in a million (for facilities 
with only one single permitted unit). 
 
Using the new health risk method, permits may be harder and more ex-
pensive to get at least for certain categories, such as baghouse may be 
needed for metal cutting, HEPA filter for plating tank, and particulate 
filter for asphalt blending, etc. 
Impact the existing facilities with no plan to expand 

Under Rule 1402, the AQMD establishes facility-wide risk require-
ments for existing businesses that emit air toxic.  Depending on the 
level of health risk, a facility may need to prepare emission invento-
ries, health risk assessments, public notification and risk reduction. 
 
A cancer risk exceeding 10 in a million may trigger the need for pub-
lic notice.  A cancer risk exceeding 25 in a million triggers the need 
for the facility to significantly modify its operation or processes. 
        
Under the new health risk calculation, a business – with no plan for 
expansion - may find itself subject to more requirements, such as the 
need to prepare health risk assessment, conduct public notice or install 
air pollution controls such as scrubbers for aerospace industries, or 
thermal oxidizers for hospitals. 
                                  
Conclusion 
The amendment is not unique to the South Coast AQMD.  All other 
local air districts also need to make amendments to their own toxic 
rules and permitting policies.  However, each air district amends its 
respective rules differently.  Some are more stringent than others. 
 
Nevertheless, since health risk assessment is the backbone of permit-
ting and toxic rules for every air district, the new guideline published 
by the state environmental agency will have wide implication to doing 
business in California in the future. 

Permitting Generator Under Revised Air Toxic Rules 

This article is incorporated here because many of ProActive’s clients are 
either operator (e.g. hospital, public work dept.) or installer (contractor, 
dealer) of diesel emergency generators.   There have been inquiries on 
whether the new ruling will make permits harder to get.  
 
To prepare for this article, ProActive consulted with several AQMD per-
mit engineers.  Following is our take on this subject, albeit that the prac-
tice can change over time. 

 The AQMD has traditionally exempt emergency generator from the 
“umbrella” air toxic rule (1401).  In the past,  it is not mandatory to 
calculate the maximum cancer risk for each permit application.  To 
determine whether an engine requires a filter or other pollution con-
trol devices, one only has to verify the distance of the proposed en-
gine stack to the nearest schools or sensitive receptors as described in 
the toxic rules (1470 and 1472) especially enacted for generators.  

 Given the dramatic increase in projected cancer risk using the new 
state approved method,  the AQMD will need to verify the risk value 
for each incoming application.  The primary purpose is to ensure the 
proposed operation would not exceed the applicable risk threshold to 
trigger public notification under Rule 212.   

 The AQMD uses a 4-tier approach to assess the health risk.  The tiers 
are progressively more complex, require increasingly more site-
specific details, and give more refined estimates of risks.  If the pre-
screening health risk (Tiers 1 or 2) exceeded the allowable cancer 
risk (one in a million or 10 in a million depending on site specific 
situation), the applicant would have few options: (1) using more 

sophisticated health risk assessment tools – advancing to higher 
tiers that usually include computer modeling, to come up with a 
more accurate project specific cancer risk  (2) conduct public 
notification to alert neighbors of the proposed installation; or (3) 
install additional pollution control devices such as particulate 
filter or oxidation catalyst even if the Rules 1470 or 1472 did not 
make such installation mandatory.   

 
In the defense of the AQMD, this protocol has already been used by 
other local districts for years.  For example, the San Diego and Bay 
Area air districts have never exempt an engine application from health 
risk assessment requirements.   
 
Nevertheless, under the recently toughened permitting policy, it will 
make budgeting for a generator a more delicate exercise.  Determining 
whether a 30-day public notification or particulate filter is necessary 
may need more site and equipment specific data than merely estimat-
ing distance of the exhaust stack to the nearest sensitive population. 
Therefore, whenever possible, it may be appropriate for the applicant 
to estimate the projected health risk from the new generator before 
filing the application.  If this is not feasible, the applicant may want to 
leave extra room when estimating permit approval time and control 
equipment cost in order to prepare for unexpected events that may 
arise when the AQMD starts evaluating the permit application.    

DTSC Hazardous Waste Source Reduction Report (Continued from page 1) 

reduce hazardous waste.  They need to be updated every four years.  
9/1/2015 is the compliance date for this reporting cycle. 
 
Are there changes compared to previous years? 
Instead of filing the Summary Progress Report to Sacramento, the DTSC 

requires the facility to make the documents available in a regulatory 
site inspection or audit.  Otherwise, the program requirements have 
mostly not changed.  
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The purpose of this newsletter is to keep 
our valuable clients up-to-date with the 
latest regulatory developments that may 
impact their operations. 
 
ProActive is an insured environmental, 
safety and engineering management 
firm.  Our diversified technical capabili-
ties enable our clients to rely on a single 
source to meet their regulatory and engi-
neering management needs - with peace 
of mind. 

15235 Springdale Street 
Huntington Beach, CA  92649 

Phone: (714) 893-7900 
Fax: (714) 893-7955 

Email: info@proehs.com 
www.proehs.com 

 

This publication is designed to provide accurate 
and authoritative information in regard to the 
subject matter covered.  Although every effort has 
been made to ensure the accuracy and complete-
ness of this information, ProActive Consulting 
Group and the editors of this publication cannot be 
responsible for any errors and omissions, nor any 
agency’s interpretations, applications and changes 
of regulations described herein.  The information 
in this letter is intended as general information and 
may not be relied upon as legal or consulting 
advice, which can only be given by a competent 
lawyer or consultant based upon all relevant facts 
and circumstances of each particular situation. 

Recent AQMD Rule Development 

The AQMD inspector will evaluate your compliance status based on the currently effective 
rules and regulations.  Therefore, it is important to keep track of the new rules or amendment to 
existing rules that apply to your operations.  The more important regulatory developments are 
outlined in this section.   
Rules Adopted/Amended in Recent Governing Board Meetings  
Amended Rule 2202 - On-Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation Options 
The Employee Commute Reduction Program Guidelines to Rule 2202 was amended to stream-
line the annual reporting process and to incentivize better program performance.    
Amended Rules 212, 1401, 1401.1 and 1402    
In March 2015, the state’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) made 
major amendment to the risk assessment guidelines.   Since the above AQMD rules rely on the 
OEHHA’s risk assessment guidelines to calculate health risks, they need to be amended as well.   
Rule 212 establishes standard for permit approval and public notification.  The remaining rules 
stipulate air toxic control requirements for new, modified and existing facilities.  See feature 
article in this Updates for more information.   
 
Amended Regulation IX - Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources (NSPS), and 
Regulation X - National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs)   
The amendments were meant to incorporate new or amended federal performance standards that 
have been enacted by U.S. EPA for stationary sources. The more notable amendment include 
establishing new performance standards for certain oil and gas operations not covered by previ-
ous EPA regulations.     
Rules Proposed to be Adopted or Amended in Upcoming Board Meetings     
Adopt Rule 415 – Odors from Rendering Facilities   
The new rule is designed to reduce odors from facilities conducting inedible rendering opera-
tions. The rule includes implementation of Best Management Practices, enclosures for process 
areas that have high potential for odors, closed system requirements, as well as other measures to 
control odors from rendering operations.     
Amend Rule 1420.1 – Emission Standards for Lead and Other Toxic Air Contaminants from 
Large Lead - Acid Battery Recycling Facilities    
The rule amendment was tailored for a Vernon battery recycling plant which gained wide news 
coverage recently.  The amended rule will lower the point source emission rate and include pro-
visions to ensure emissions from lead are appropriately controlled during closure and clean-up 
activities.   
Adopt Proposed Rule 1420.2 – Emission Standards for Lead from Metal Melting Facilities  
The new rule establishes requirements for enclosures, point source lead emission limits, source 
testing, ambient air monitoring, housekeeping and maintenance activities, and submittal and 
implementation of a Compliance Plan, if the metal melting facility exceeds ambient air lead 
concentration limits dictated in the rule.    
Amend Rule 1156 – Further Reductions of Particulate Emissions from Cement Manufacturing 
Facilities 
The currently proposed amendments will establish conditions, including plant closure, in order 
to reduce or eliminate monitoring requirements.   
Amend Rule 1148.1 – Oil and Gas Production Wells 
The proposed amendment seeks to provide enforceable mechanisms to reduce odor nuisance 
potential from emissions associated with oil and gas production facility operations.  In particular, 
it requires use of odor mitigation best practices; requires facilities located within 1,500 feet of a 
sensitive receptor to conduct and submit a specific cause analysis for any confirmed odor event; 
and requires facilities with continuing odor issues to develop and implement an approved Odor 
Mitigation Plan.    
Amend Rule 1148.2 – Notification and Reporting Requirements for Oil and Gas Wells and 
Chemical Suppliers 
The amended rule will include revisions to the chemical reporting requirements to be consistent 
with the Department of Conservation’s new regulation.  

Your resource for all environmental & safety compliance needs 

Contact us at (714) 893-7900 if you 
have questions regarding the Updates 
or need compliance assistance. 

Examples of services our firm provides: 
 Secure AQMD permit promptly 
 Regulatory liaisons 
 Environmental report preparation 
 Wastewater treatment design 
 Hazardous waste management 
 OSHA compliance 
 Resolve violation related issues 
 Facility start-up planning & support 
 Storm water program compliance 
 Emission record-keeping program 


