Summary of July 25, 2000, Title 17 Steering Committee Meeting


The meeting started off with participants (see Enclosure 1) reviewing the agenda (see Enclosure 2) and expressing their desired outcomes for the meeting.  These included learning about:  a)  Title 17 program implementation in general; 

b)  smoke management tools development – including commitments by the Air Resources Board (ARB) to provide oversight, technical resources, equipment, meteorological expertise, and ARB smoke management program (SMP) review; 

c)  program resource needs, program funding, and cost recovery; d)  program coordination and uniformity; e)  September 1, 2000, 80160 requirements; f)  EIR requirements in general and as they might apply to individual burns; g)  concerns about overlapping programs and duplication of existing burn management efforts; h)  status of the Title 17 regulation submittal to the Office of Administrative Law (OAL); i)  definitions of smoke sensitive areas; j)  obtaining agricultural or prescribed burning exemptions; and, k)  ARB approval of District rules.  All the comments expressed by meeting participants were recorded on flip chart paper.

Barbara Lee and Larry Greene indicated they would be meeting later in the day with Jim Boyd to discuss obtaining funding for the California Department of Forestry (CDF) to help pay for the smoke management program.  Audience members provided estimates of what they thought it might cost them to implement their smoke management programs.  Cost estimates ranged from $5,000 to $200,000 depending on the amount of effort that might be required for Districts to carry out their programs.  Barbara and Larry indicated they were proposing funding of $6.8 million that could include:

1. $2.1 M for equipment start-up, etc. (e.g. Air monitoring & meteorology equipment –7 profilers ($300,000 each) -- (seperate from local subvention funds)

2. Grant $$ to ARB to go to districts (one time)

3. Computer hardware/software/GIS/GPS ($2M in funds set aside)

4. Project start-up/reimbursement - ($2M in funds set aside)

5. PFIRS ($100K) and AQMIS ($100K)

Don McNerny updated the group on the status of the Title 17 regulation submittal to the OAL.  No additional changes are anticipated beyond the 15-day notice of modifications sent out for public comment on June 20, 2000.  The final regulation submittal is due to OAL no later than one year from the time the proposed regulation was submitted for 45-day public review, which was February 4, 2000.  That means the regulation package must be submitted to OAL no later than February 4, 2001.  ARB expects to submit the document before November 2000.

Bob Fletcher described recent organizational changes in ARB’s Planning and Technical Support Division as they relate to the Smoke Management 

Program (see Enclosure 3).  A new section called the Particulate Matter Analysis Section has been created.  It includes particulate matter emissions and air quality data analysis as well as administration of the smoke management guidelines and the rice straw burn management program.  Karen Magliano will manage the new Section which is in the Air Quality Data Branch.  The Section will work closely with the Modeling and Meteorology Branch’s Meteorology Section to continue effective smoke management program implementation.  

Bruce Oulrey summarized key Title 17 tasks that must be completed per the requirements of the regulation and directives by ARB’s Board (see 

Enclosure 4).  The tasks presented included:  1)  Air Districts implementing their Section 80160 prescribed burning program elements by September 1, 2000; 2)  ARB working with stakeholders and its contractor on EIR tool development – with initial products expected by January 2001; 3)  ARB working with stakeholders and reporting back to its Board on program cost and fee considerations by March 2001; 4)  ARB reporting back to its Board on residential burning in March 2001; 5)  ARB working with stakeholders to develop a uniform smoke management plan and reporting back to its Board in March 2001; 6)  ARB working with stakeholders on development of alternative meteorological criteria and reporting back to its Board in August 2001; and 7)  Air District submittals of planned smoke management programs for ARB approval by July 2001.


Bruce Oulrey led a group discussion on Section 80160 element requirements.  He shared sample Section 80160 language that Air Districts could submit to ARB to meet the September 1, 2000, deadline (see Enclosure 5).  Bruce also shared a sample Smoke Management Plan that was patterned largely after the Sacramento Valley Technical Advisory Committee.  Some individuals commented that ARB should be flexible in terms of the format Districts can use for individual smoke management plans as long as plans request the necessary information for making burn determinations.  There was substantial agreement that at a minimum, – regardless of burn size -- for purposes of burn registration, permittee name, burn location, type of material to be burned, and amount of material to be burned should be collected.  Group members agreed that a Smoke Management Plan working group could help address these points.  A number of participants commented on the importance of getting PFIRS up and running to assist with the burn registration process.  Others commented on the need to define how the EIR process will work as soon as possible.

Bruce Oulrey led a group discussion on putting together ARB/CAPCOA/Stakeholder working groups to address the Title 17 tasks described earlier.  He showed an overhead describing some proposed working groups.  There was some discussion of revising working group names and adding an additional “Alternatives” working group.  The group agreed to change the name of the Data Development and Dissemination working group to the “Technical Tools Development” working group (see Enclosure 6).  Some participants commented that there could be some overlap with the Interagency Air and Smoke Council (IASC) efforts.  ARB and CAPCOA members agreed on the need to work with the IASC group to minimize overlap and coordinate efforts.  ARB, CAPCOA, and IASC members, together with other interested stakeholders, will comprise the membership of the working groups.  The Title 17 Program Administration working group will serve as a Liaison Committee to review and coordinate efforts of the working groups.  Sign-up sheets were passed around for members to sign-up for working groups and the Liaison Committee (see Enclosure 7).  The group agreed that each working group should have a member on the Liaison Committee.  ARB staff agreed to coordinate the development of the working groups and help organize initial meetings in September.  ARB also agreed to organize the next meeting of the Liaison Committee for sometime in October.
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