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From: Sharon [mailto:skasner@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2018 12:17 PM 
To: Melendrez, Andy <ASMelendrez@riversideca.gov>; Zelinka, Al <azelinka@riversideca.gov>; MacArthur, Chris 
<CMacArthur@riversideca.gov>; Conder, Chuck <CConder@riversideca.gov>; Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov>; 
Ramirez, Emilio <ERamirez@riversideca.gov>; Perry, Jim <JPerry@riversideca.gov>; Anderson, Lynn 
<LAnderson@riversideca.gov>; Gardner, Mike <MGardner@riversideca.gov>; Soubirous, Mike 
<msoubirous@riversideca.gov>; Bailey, Rusty <RBailey@riversideca.gov>; Adams, Steven <SAdams@riversideca.gov>; 
Guzman, Rafael <RGuzman@riversideca.gov>; Norton, Brian <BNorton@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: [External] Trujillo vs Warehouse 

Riverside City elected officials and staff: 

I am Sharon Elaine Trujillo. 
My father is Joseph Fernando Trujillo II 
My grandfather is Henry Emilio Trujillo 
My G-grandfather is Joseph Fernando Trujillo I 
My GG-grandfather is Doroteo Trujillo 
My GGG-grandfather is Lorenzo Trujillo   Yes, that Lorenzo Trujillo!   

I am the living DNA and blood of Lorenzo Trujillo. I carry his fierce spirit and his bravery. He was born 
August 9, 1794, 224 years ago and yet he is still here with us today. The blood, sweat, tears, and 
flesh of my family are in every handmade adobe brick of the Trujillo Adobe. 

Please tell me if in 224 years a concrete tilt-up warehouse will have a direct descendant to plead for 
its life? It will be long gone, no longer useful; no longer standing due to being built on sand and silt 
over jello or washed away since it was built on a floodplain. A concrete warehouse has no soul, no 
blood, no DNA. 

The city legal team has said you have to disregard the Northside Specific Plan, why? Why spend 
more than 2 Million Dollars of taxpayers money on a plan you are going to disregard? You do NOT 
have to disregard any of the topics brought before the Council. You have to vote how your 
constituents want you to vote - you represent the constituents.  You represent the people of 
Riverside. The people do not want this warehouse. 

When this development was initially presented to the Northside Improvement Association, at least five 
years ago, they boldly and unified stated - NO, we do not want this warehouse in our 
neighborhood. It should have ended there and then, but the developers choose to continue. They 
have provided the city with shoddy reports filled with unverifiable data, data from studies that do not 
represent the current situation, disregarding the community wishes, disregarding a historical 
landmark, and disregarding the effects the pollution will have on the Trujillo Adobe. Why would the 
City staff accept such reports? Why would the planning commission not question such reports? 

The reasonable answer is to demand a full Environmental Impact Report be done. 

On August 12, 2015, I asked the City Council to demand a "Vibro-Acoustic Study to determine the 
impact hundreds of heavy trucks on Placentia, Center and Orange Streets will have on residences 
and the Historic Trujillo Adobe".  What was presented to you three years later - extracts from Cal 
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Trans manuals? No report on the Acoustic impact of exhaust, air thrust from passing trucks and 
pollution particulates forced directly at the Adobe materials.  No report has been done. 
 
I have attached the National Parks Service Vibroacoustic Studies for NPS Resouce Impact 
Assessment (9/23/2014) stating automobile traffic should be no closer than 98.42 feet and heavy 
truck traffic should be no closer than 213.25 feet to the foundation of a Historic building including 
Adobe structures. 
 
And now I ask how can you compare the foundation of a modern freeway to the aged streets of the 
Northside? Freeways have solid graded foundations, compacted layers of various materials and are, 
at least, 32 inches* thick! The aged asphalt on Center street sits on whatever dirt happened to be 
there, a curb on one side, and is, at most, 4 inches thick. Now really, can you say the impact of heavy 
truck traffic is the same on both?  
 
The time is now. Vote to uphold the people's appeal to stop the warehouse development.  Again, 
please demand a full Environmental Impact Report be done before moving forward on this matter. 
 
Our families arrived in 1842 to protect this land - one hundred and seventy-six years later - we are still 
here and still trying to protect it!  This is rare precious untouched land. Once it is gone, it is gone forever!
 
Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 
 
 
*https://pubs.usgs.gov/fs/ 2006/3127/2006-3127.pdf 
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From: Anderson, Lynn  
Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2018 9:31 AM 
To: Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov> 
Cc: Gardner, Mike <MGardner@riversideca.gov> 
Subject: Ward 1 (Wood Streets) Constituent Donatella called  

And asked that the Council Members be advised that she opposes the Warehouse on the Northside.  She feels any 
compromise that allows it to move forward is not acceptable.  She hopes the Council will not allow it to proceed.  

Thanks,  

Lynn Anderson  
City of Riverside  
City Council Assistant - Ward 1 
Direct: 951-826-5242  
Cell: 951-966-8614  
RiversideCA.gov 

Date: 10-09-18

Item No. 34



 

 

November 8, 2018  
 
Brian Norton 
Senior Planner 
City of Riverside 
3900 Main Street, 3rd floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
 
Subject: Response to Sharon Trujillo-Kasner Comment Email Dated November 7, 2018 

Dear Mr. Norton: 
 
This letter is written in response to comments received by the City of Riverside from Sharon Trujillo-Kasner relating to 
vibration impacts to the Trujillo Adobe. Please see our responses below. 
 
Ms. Trujillo-Kasner provides the following comments: 
 
“I have attached the National Parks Service Vibroacoustic Studies for NPS Resource Impact Assessment 
(9/23/2014) stating automobile traffic should be no closer than 98.42 feet and heavy truck traffic should be no closer 
than 213.25 feet to the foundation of a Historic building including Adobe structures….And now I ask how can you 
compare the foundation of a modern freeway to the aged streets of the Northside? Freeways have solid graded 
foundations, compacted layers of various materials and are, at least, 32 inches* thick! The aged asphalt on Center 
Street sits on whatever dirt happened to be there, a curb on one side, and is, at most, 4 inches thick. Now really, can 
you say the impact of heavy truck traffic is the same on both?”  
 
The document Ms. Trujillo-Kasner is referring to is an annotated bibliography of vibroacoustic studies compiled by the 
National Parks Service (NPS) on the effects of vibration on cultural and natural resources in various settings. The 
document includes an “Overall Summary of References” with general guidance on the scope of NPS Resource 
Impact Assessments. The NPS concludes the summary by noting that “because groundborne vibration can vary 
greatly with the ground material and the degree of soil compaction, site-specific assessment of ground paths can also 
be very important.”   
 
After reviewing the Annotated Bibliography, and the particular study cited by Ms. Trujillo-Kasner, it became apparent 
that Ms. Trujillo-Kasner is misstating the findings and recommendations of the report. The specific study that Ms. 
Trujillo-Kasner cites (Citation #11) is titled “A Vibration Study of the Archaeological Ruins, Hovenweep National 
Monument, Utah-Colorado”, and is authored by King and Algermissen (1987).  These ruins pre-date the construction 
of the Trujillo Adobe by several hundred years, as most of the structures at Hovenweep were built between A.D. 
1200 and 1300 (Hovenweep, National Monument, National Park Service’s website 
Ihttps://www.nps.gov/hove/learn/historyculture/index.htm). It is important to note that this study is site-specific and 
applies only to the Hovenweep structures. The report notes that, if "assuming the National Park Service will not 
permit the Hovenweep National Monument ruins to be subjected to larger amplitude of induced ground motions than 
they do at the Chaco Culture National Historic Park, the suggested maximum induced-vibration level is 2.0 mm/sec 
(0.08 in/sec) measured on the structure itself." Then, based on site-specific conditions and vibration measurements, 
the authors concluded that normal traffic and heavy traffic on the nearby roadway be kept at least 30 meters (98.42 
feet) and 65 meters (213.25 feet) away from these particular structures on this particular site at Hovenweep.  
 
The King/Algermissen study only makes recommendations for vibration levels and roadway distances specific to the 
Hovenweep structures themselves. This singular site-specific study does not constitute a guideline that is applicable 
to all ancient ruins and monuments in all settings, and it would be inappropriate to arbitrarily apply this standard to 
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the Trujillo Adobe. Other studies in the Annotated Bibliography make site-specific recommendations; however, these 
recommendations are made as a result of taking field measurements and identifying the distance that vibration 
travels given site-specific conditions and structures/features. 
 
It should also be noted that several of the studies in the Annotated Bibliography provided by Ms. Trujillo-Kasner 
reaffirm and rely on the 2.0 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec) upper limit of vibration for which ancient ruins and monuments 
should be subjected. According to Whiffen and Leonard (Citation #2, 1971), “the recommended upper level of 
vibration (peak particle velocity in vertical direction) to which ruins and ancient monuments should be subject is 2.0 
mm/sec (0.08 in/sec).” According to King (Citation #8, 1985), “a 2.0 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec) particle velocity is 
recommended as the upper limit for induced motions in the structures resulting from industrial blasting, road building, 
and vehicular traffic.”  King et al (Citation 13, 1988), King concludes that “the maximum velocity particle motion level 
of 2 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec)…accepted at the Chaco Culture National Historic Park is recommended for structures at 
White Sands National Monument. This vibration level is recommended only for historic, irreplaceable adobe masonry 
structures or those structures that may irreplaceable mud-adobe artifacts within.”  According to King et al. (Citation 
#16, 1991), “a maximum particle velocity vibration level of 2 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec)…established at Hovenweep, 
Chaco Culture National Historic Park, and Mesa Verde National Park…affords a safe upper level of induced motion 
without overly restricting normal cultural and industrial activities.”  King et al. (Citation #17, 1991) conclude that 
drilling operations could be accomplished at approximately 100 meters (328 feet) without inducing motions above 2 
mm/sec (0.08 in/sec) peak particle velocity limit.”  According to Hanson and King et al. (Citation #18, 1991), 
maximum ground motion velocity criteria of 2 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec), 2.5 mm/sec (0.1 in/sec), and 2 mm/sec (0.08 
in/sec) are cited as adopted by various governments for historic buildings and sites.”  King and Carver (Citation #20, 
1992) conclude that a peak particle velocity limit of 2 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec) is recommended for traffic induced 
vibrations at Mesa Verde National Park. Similar reliance on the 2mm/sec (0.08 in/sec) threshold for ancient ruins 
and monuments is found in Citation #23, Citation #25, Citation #27, Citation #28, Citation #29, Citation #30, Citation 
#31, Citation #32, Citation #34, Citation #36, Citation #38, Citation #39, Citation #40, citation #41, Citation #45, 
Citation #48, Citation #49, Citation #50, Citation #54, and Citation #55.  
 
The overall conclusion of the Annotated Bibliography is that site-specific analysis is important to establishing 
minimum distances between sensitive receivers and vibration-generating devices, equipment, or vehicles. If site-
specific vibration is shown to exceed the accepted threshold for ancient ruins or monuments of 2.0 mm/sec (0.08 
in/sec) at the Adobe, then it would be appropriate to establish minimum distances. In line with this, field 
measurements were recently conducted at the Trujillo Adobe in order to determine vibration levels from trucks. On 
behalf of Transition Properties, GEOVision performed on-site field measurements at the Adobe on October 29, 2018 
from 8:53 a.m. to 10:55 p.m. The GEOVision report has been made available to the City. During the two hour survey 
the highest vibration measured at the base of the Trujillo Adobe was 0.007 in/sec. None of the measured 
vibrations had peak particle velocity exceeding the accepted threshold of 2.0 mm/sec (0.08 in/sec) for ancient ruins 
and monuments. Therefore, all vehicular traffic along Center Street is located a sufficient distance from the Adobe as 
to not damage the structure.  
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From: chebert968@aol.com [mailto:chebert968@aol.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2018 11:08 AM 
To: Adams, Steven <SAdams@riversideca.gov>; skasner@sbcglobal.net; Melendrez, Andy 
<ASMelendrez@riversideca.gov>; Zelinka, Al <azelinka@riversideca.gov>; MacArthur, Chris 
<CMacArthur@riversideca.gov>; Conder, Chuck <CConder@riversideca.gov>; Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov>; 
Perry, Jim <JPerry@riversideca.gov>; Anderson, Lynn <LAnderson@riversideca.gov>; Gardner, Mike 
<MGardner@riversideca.gov>; Soubirous, Mike <msoubirous@riversideca.gov>; Bailey, Rusty 
<RBailey@riversideca.gov>; Guzman, Rafael <RGuzman@riversideca.gov>; k.a.renfro7@gmail.com; 
christophersutton.law@gmail.com; nancy.melendez@icloud.com; darleneelliot@gmail.com; 
mvincentfinney@gmail.com; epolcene@juno.com; ponnech@att.net; john.krick@alvordschools.org; pjdnw@yahoo.com
Cc: suzanne.armas@yahoo.com; holymora@aol.com; rontgrove@yahoo.com; irenelo92501@yahoo.com; 
lennytrujillo51@aol.com; jfarrand63@sbcglobal.net; normpena@hotmail.com; gob1@earthlink.net; 
richardrubio@rivcoda.org; form1@pacbell.net; noloviv@sbcglobal.net; jftrujillo@aol.com; rebelgrace41@gmail.com; 
eatruj@aol.com; datruji@sbcglobal.net; sue.estrada@yahoo.com; victoriamaepena@gmail.com; 
vivianfeighner@gmail.com 
Subject: Re: [External] AQMD and Warehouse Planning Case P14‐1033 & P14‐1034 

Mr. Adams, please log into the official AQMD website. They are seriously tracking down on warehouses because they are 
a major source although indirect of air pollution in communities.  Being a council member comes with tremendous 
responsibilities.  The health and well being of the citizens of North Riverside for generatiuons to come depend on the 
decisions that you and our other council members make in regards to the proposed warehouse project.  Warehouses do 
not belong in or adjacent to residential neighborhoods.  The particles from diesel exhaust spewed into the air are easily 
inhaled.  These deposit themsellves deep into the brain, lungs, and bloodstream and cause medical issues such as 
asthma, bronchitis, and cancers such as liver and bladder cancers.  Deisel truck particulates are carcinogenic.  Please as 
a minimum consideration support a full EIR of the area.  As Sharon mentioned the citizens of the Northside do not want 
this warehouse!  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Adams, Steven <SAdams@riversideca.gov> 
To: Sharon <skasner@sbcglobal.net>; Melendrez, Andy <ASMelendrez@riversideca.gov>; Zelinka, Al 
<azelinka@riversideca.gov>; MacArthur, Chris <CMacArthur@riversideca.gov>; Conder, Chuck 
<CConder@riversideca.gov>; Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov>; Perry, Jim <JPerry@riversideca.gov>; 
Anderson, Lynn <LAnderson@riversideca.gov>; Gardner, Mike <MGardner@riversideca.gov>; Soubirous, Mike 
<msoubirous@riversideca.gov>; Bailey, Rusty <RBailey@riversideca.gov>; Guzman, Rafael 
<RGuzman@riversideca.gov>; Karen Renfro <k.a.renfro7@gmail.com>; Christopher Sutton 
<christophersutton.law@gmail.com>; Nancy Melendez <nancy.melendez@icloud.com>; Darlene Elliot 
<darleneelliot@gmail.com>; Malia Vincent-Finney <mvincentfinney@gmail.com>; Erin Snyder <epolcene@juno.com>; 
Ponnech <ponnech@att.net>; John Krick <john.krick@alvordschools.org>; Wohlgemuth Family <pjdnw@yahoo.com>; 
Chris Hebert <chebert968@aol.com> 
Cc: suzanne. armas <suzanne.armas@yahoo.com>; Helen Mora <holymora@aol.com>; Ronald Trujillo 
<rontgrove@yahoo.com>; Irene Lozano <irenelo92501@yahoo.com>; Lenny Trujillo <lennytrujillo51@aol.com>; Pat and 
Jay Farrand <jfarrand63@sbcglobal.net>; Norman Pena <normpena@hotmail.com>; Heidi Laird <gob1@earthlink.net>; 
Richard Rubio <richardrubio@rivcoda.org>; Ralph and Helen Linares <form1@pacbell.net>; John Gonzalez 
<noloviv@sbcglobal.net>; Joe Trujillo <jftrujillo@aol.com>; Grace Trujillo <rebelgrace41@gmail.com>; Ernie and Grace 
Trujillo <eatruj@aol.com>; Joe Trujillo <jftrujillo@aol.com>; David Trujillo <datruji@sbcglobal.net>; Bob & Sue Estrada 
<sue.estrada@yahoo.com>; Art and Vicky Pena <victoriamaepena@gmail.com>; Vivian and Ed Feighner 
<vivianfeighner@gmail.com> 
Sent: Mon, Nov 26, 2018 9:13 am 
Subject: Re: [External] AQMD and Warehouse Planning Case P14-1033 & P14-1034 

This appears to be a not for profit scam like “non-specific source pollution” just to make money! 

Steve Adams 
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Council Member, Ward 7 
City of Riverside  
 

On Mon, Nov 26, 2018 at 12:11 AM -0800, "Sharon" <skasner@sbcglobal.net> wrote: 

 
 

City Council members and Staff,  
 
It is very apparent, the AQMD is aware of the air pollution caused by warehouses and 
views this as a serious topic. 
 
Again this is another point the City Council needs to consider and to require a full EIR 
before the Northside Warehouse project moves forward. 
 
I would like to bring to your attention a current project the AQMD has been working on 
entitled:   
 
Warehouses Distribution Centers Indirect Source Rule and Other Facility-
Based Measures 
 
The Board of SCAQMD began the project in March 2018.  In May 2018, at the Board's 
direction, the staff was instructed to pursue development of both voluntary and 
regulatory strategies on a new indirect source rule with multiple compliance options. 
 
Specifically targeted are warehousing facilities and the pollution associated with the 
trucks coming to and going from the warehouses, the on-site idling trucks and the 
refrigerated trucks which run 24 hours a day.  
 
The first attachment, isr-hugo.pdf explains Indirect Sources as 
 
Any facility, building, structure, or installation, or a combination thereof, which 
generates or attracts mobile source activity that results in emissions of any pollutant 
(or precursor) for which there is a State Ambient Air Quality Standard  
 
This 6-page report gives specific information on the type of indirect sources involved in 
the AQMD's project. 
 
 
The second attachment is the AQMD's summary of their intent of the project. The 
results are far-reaching for any new development.  These could include CEQA Air 
Quality Mitigation Fund, Zero/Near-Zero Emission, monitoring of NOx air quality 
(monitoring devices applied to the building itself), Reefer plug-in with consideration of 
solar provided power source, and the fee collections from warehouses which could fund 
clean equipment. 
 
Warehouses are covered on pages 4 to 7, 13 to 25. It is possible fees could run from $1 
to $3 per square foot (page 21). 
 
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/fbmsm-docs/warehouse-wg_8-1-
18final.pdf 
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The people of Riverside, the residents, your constituents, do not want this 
warehouse in the Northside. It is not the right project for this location. You need to 
require a full EIR before bringing this matter back to the City Council for consideration. 

Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 
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Warehouse Distribution Centers
Indirect Source Rule and Other 
Facility-Based Measures

Working Group Meeting
August 1, 2018 FBMSM

1

Agenda 
Background & Upcoming Process
Economic Impact Study of Warehouse ISR
Request for Proposals (RFP)
Initial Discussions:
Fleet Certification Program
CEQA Mitigation Fund

Other Activities
Next Steps

2
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Background
Indirect Source Rule and Other 
Facility-Based Measures

SCAQMD staff recommendations to Board (March 2018)*
Develop voluntary measures and a new indirect source rule 
with multiple compliance options

Board direction (May 2018) 
Staff should pursue development of both voluntary and 
regulatory strategies 
Additional economic analysis
Status updates to the Board every 3-6 months

* www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2018/2018-mar2-032.pdf 3

Board Approved Warehouse Strategies
Potential Voluntary Measures

CEQA Air Quality 
Mitigation Fund for new 
projects 
Warehouse Guidance 
Document (with CARB)
Explore Green Delivery 
options (e.g., opt-in fee 
paid by consumers to 
fund cleaner fleets)

Analyses and Reporting

Rulemaking Analyses
Anticipated Emission 
Reductions
Cost of Compliance
Economic Impact Study 
+ 3rd party review
Impact of ISR on 
Industrial Real Estate 
Market
Technological 
Availability

Potential Regulatory Measures

ISR Compliance options:
On-Site Measures

Zero/Near-Zero Emission 
On-site equipment
EV/alt. fueling 
infrastructure
Solar panels/electrical 
storage

Voluntary Fleet 
Certification + 
Facility Requirement
Mitigation fee
Others?

4
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Upcoming Process
Rulemaking Process

Site Visits
Warehouse/Trucking industry business model research
Community impact research
Working Groups
Economic Impact Studies
CEQA
Board

Voluntary Strategies Process
Varies by strategy, all will include public process

5

RFP for 
Warehouse ISR 
Impacts Study

Assist staff with studying cost and economic
impacts of a potential warehouse ISR

Estimate range of potential costs to industry
based on hypothetical scenarios that can inform
rulemaking

Staff can develop scenario costs based on technology
implementation/timing, study will evaluate how costs
impact industry

Seek Board approval for September release of
the RFP (reviewed by July Mobile Source Cmte.)

Allow for possibility of multiple contractors
working on separate tasks to match their
expertise

6
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Clean Fleets 
Requirement

• Fleets voluntarily
certify if they are
cleaner than CARB
Truck & Bus Reg.

• Warehouses must
ensure that truck
fleets visiting a
warehouse on average
are cleaner than CARB
Truck & Bus Reg. 

On/Near-Site 
Measures

• Obtain or facilitate
on-site or near-site
NOx emission
reductions
• Reefer plug-in,

fueling/charging
infrastructure, solar,
etc.

Mitigation Fee
• Fee collected from

warehouse if other
compliance options
not chosen by facility

• Collected fees would
fund clean equipment

Others

Initial Compliance Option Concepts for Warehouse ISR

?

7

Fleet Certification Program (FCP) Coupled with ISR 

Fleet Owners/Operators 

• Registering fleets in this program is
Voluntary

• Fleet certification would be a
standalone program
• Integrated with ISR and incentive

programs
• Fleets registered in this program would

be certified that their fleet is on average
XX% cleaner than required by the Truck
and Bus Regulation

Warehousing Facilities

• If facilities choose ‘Clean Fleets’ as the
sole compliance option, they would be
required to ensure that fleets are YY%
cleaner than the Truck and Bus
Regulation
• Facilities could check fleets against

available FCP-certified fleet database
• Fleets serving warehouses that are not

certified under FCP are assumed to be
compliant with the Truck and Bus
Regulation for purposes of ISR

8
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Initial Key 
Elements for 
Fleet 
Certification 
Program (FCP)
Each element to be 
developed as part of 
Rulemaking

SCAQMD 
Technical 
Guidance 

(SIP Credit)

SCAQMD 
Incentives 
Programs 
Interface

Annual 
Reporting to 

Board

Fleet 
Certification 

Software/
Database

User 
Guidance for 
Fleet Owner/

Operator

Program 
Compliance/
Inspections

9

Initial Concepts for FCP Key Elements
Technical Guidance 

(SIP Credit)
• Methodology for emissions 

reductions calculations
• Analysis showing “surplus, 

permanent, verifiable, and 
quantifiable” emissions reductions

• Guideline & requirements 
• Administrative procedure 
• Inspection and monitoring 
• Tracking and record keeping

District Incentives 
Programs Interface

• Consolidate FCP and internal 
incentive programs data
• Addresses SIP Credit and double 

counting
• Can potentially direct users to 

available incentive programs

Annual Reporting 
to Board

• Annual report from staff 
highlighting: 

•Achieved emissions reductions
•Assessment of functionality of FCP 

Program
•Compliance report
•Statistics, etc.

• Revisit FCP Technical SIP Credit 
Guidance, and provide 
recommendations and 
improvements as needed

10
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Initial Concepts for FCP Key Elements -
Continued

Fleet Certification 
Software/Database

• Receive and store fleet
information

• Process/approve FCP
applications

• Build database including fleet
information such as:

•Fleet population and makeup
•Fleet activity

• Portals for fleets, warehouse
operators, freight forwarders,
etc.

User Guidance and Support 
for Fleet Owner/Operator

• Guidance for FCP users to
participate in the program

• Website for FCP
•Periodic training webinars
•Tutorials

• Hot-line or help desk to:
•Answer user questions and trouble

shoot
•Receive public comments

Program 
Compliance/Inspections

• Assigned staff to perform FCP
inspections/audits

• Procedures for program
compliance

11

Topics for Group Discussion
Are there existing public or private programs that can be
utilized/leveraged for this fleet certification program?

What kind of information potentially collected in a FCP
might be considered confidential?

What are the best ways to reach out to fleets when
implementing a FCP?

What would inhibit the use of an FCP by a fleet?

12
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CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund for 
Warehouses - Concept

Project with 
Significant AQ 

Impacts based on 
Existing CEQA NOx 
Regional Threshold

Project Contributes 
$ to Mitigation Fund

Fund Provides $ for 
ZE/NZE Vehicles

•CEQA AQ
Impacts
Reduced

Primary goal is to reduce a warehouse
project’s operational NOx emissions by
investing in surplus NOx emission reductions
from mobile sources

Program can potentially be expanded in the future
to cover any land use project, and also construction
emissions
Potentially will be pursued together with
New/Re-Development Facility Based Measure
Potentially creditable towards ISR

13

CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund for 
Warehouses – Concept (cont’d)

Local agencies could have a role in program administration

Fees collected could be used for multiple types of projects
Regional NOx reduction projects

Likely SIP creditable

Other local government air quality projects
Some project potentially SIP creditable (e.g., lower emission vehicles)
Some projects potentially provide air quality benefit but may not be SIP creditable
(e.g., charging infrastructure, exposure reduction projects, etc.)
Guidance documents needed
Compliance mechanisms will need to be developed (e.g., MOU, rule, etc.)

14
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Initial Key 
Elements for 
Warehouse CEQA 
Air Quality 
Mitigation Fund

Mitigation Fee 
Determination 

Analysis

Local Govt. 
Guidance

CEQA 
Guidance

SIP Credit 
GuidancePublic process for

developing program
will include focused
subgroup of
Warehouse Working
Group

August 23, 2018
1:30 – 3:30 pm
(tentative)

15

Mitigation Fee Comparisons
Mandatory Determination of 

Fee Level
Mitigation 
Location Administration Implement

Date Fee Level

SJVAPCD
VERA No Cost-Effectiveness 

Study
Anywhere in the 

air district Air District 2005

$93,500/ton
(one-time)

(~$1.77/sf for a 
warehouse)*

WRCOG
TUMF Yes Nexus Study

Identified 
infrastructure in 

the COG
COG/JPA 2003

~$0.81/sf
(warehouse)
(one-time)

Western
Riverside 
RCA
MSHCP

Yes Nexus Study Elsewhere in 
Western Riv. Co.

Commission/
JPA ~2004

$0.16/sf 
(total land)
(one-time)

WLC
Settlement
Agreement 

Yes Litigation
Negotiation SCAQMD Air District 2016+

$0.64/sf
(warehouse)
(one-time)

RCTC Study
(Draft) Potentially Nexus Study Riverside County RCTC ?

$1.28/sf
(warehouse)
(one-time)

*Draft SCAQMD staff calculation – San Joaquin Valley APCD does not have a warehouse-specific fee rate 16
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Mitigation Fee Example: 
SJVAPCD Programs: ISR + CEQA Mitigation
Rule 9510 (ISR) requires reduction of construction and
operational emissions beyond baseline calculation

Compliance through project design features
(on-site measures) or off-site fees

Project Phase NOx PM10

Construction 20% 45%

Operation 33% 50%

~$58 million 
collected from 

ISR + VERA 
(Mar ‘06 - Jun ‘17)

Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement (VERA) program
Contractual agreement provides $$ for reducing a project’s CEQA AQ
impacts to less than significance levels, or preferably “net zero”
Limits project exposure to legal challenge
Can be credited toward ISR compliance

Off-site fees & VERA funds are used for emission reductions anywhere in
the SJVAPCD via existing incentive programs

17

Mitigation Fee Examples:
Key Components from Other Programs
WRCOG Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee

Local jurisdictions adopt ordinance authorizing participation

Administered by Western Riverside COG – JPA

World Logistics Center
SCAQMD Board has flexibility to spend funds – from CEQA settlement

Western Riverside Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
Local program includes explicit interaction with state and federal entities

18
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Potential Mitigation Fund Concepts
Two potential concepts considered
CEQA project threshold approach
Regional, nexus study approach

Staff seeking input on these concepts or other
potential approaches

19

Warehouse CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund Fee 
Determination – CEQA Project Threshold Approach

Determine the operational NOx emissions from a “typical” 1M sf
warehouse project with CalEEMod software
Use Carl Moyer guidance to determine emissions benefit from
replacing trucks

Ten year-old heavy-heavy duty diesel truck replaced with a near-zero
emissions truck (0.02 g/hp-hr)

40,000 mile per year per truck

Assume $100,000/truck incentive
Assume 7-year truck replacement project life (and emissions benefit)

Emissions benefit declines through time due to CARB’s Truck and Bus Rule

Determine potential one-time mitigation fee every calendar year

20
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Warehouse CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund
CEQA Project Threshold Approach – Considerations

Fee changes through time due to Truck and Bus Rule
Initial estimate ~$1-$3 per sq. ft. depending on the year

Different warehouse sizes results in different fee rates per
square foot

Under CEQA, mitigation only must be considered if CEQA threshold is
exceeded (e.g., 55 lbs NOx/day)
Example:

Fee must be considered as a mitigation 
measure for NOx emissions > 55 lbs/day

Mitigation fee wouldn’t 
need to be considered

>55 
lbs/day

<55 
lbs/day

Project A Project B

21

Warehouse CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund Fee 
Determination – Regional Nexus Study Approach
Develop a flat, uniform fee through a nexus study

Based on increased NOx emissions projected from all new warehousing
development in the SCAQMD region or a specific jurisdiction

Set target based on projected regional emissions growth

Emission reduction target doesn’t need to correspond to a project’s CEQA significance

Could be tied to the “fair share” of emission reductions from growth of the
warehousing sector

“Fair share” approach to be explored with Working Group in the future

Constant mitigation rate for all sizes of warehousing projects based on emissions

22
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Warehouse CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund 
Regional Nexus Study Approach - Considerations

Nexus approach requires all projects to participate – possible
through a local ordinance

Projects with less than significant emissions would still be subject to fee

Fee could be tailored to each jurisdiction

‘Nexus’ may not continue to apply at a regional level if program
is strictly voluntary for a project

23

Topics for Group Discussion
What do local governments need if they are going to
participate in this program?

Spending priorities – regional vs. local, emissions reduction
projects vs. other air quality projects

Is a less than significant regional AQ impact an appropriate
motivation to take advantage of this program?  Are there
other motivations that should be considered?

24
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Next Steps
SCAQMD staff site visits

Continue Working Group meetings
CEQA Air Quality Mitigation Fund Subgroup – August 23
Full Warehouse Working Group – September XX

RFP for Economic Impact Study of Warehouse ISR
Governing Board – September 7, 2018

Warehouse Facility Based Measures Status Update
Governing Board – November 2, 2018 

25

SCAQMD Staff Contacts
Warehouses & Rail Yards – Ian MacMillan (909) 396-3244 imacmillan@aqmd.gov

Elaine Shen (909) 396-2715 eshen@aqmd.gov

Maryam Hajbabaei (909) 396-2341 mhajbabaei@aqmd.gov

Michael Laybourn (909) 396-3066 mlaybourn@aqmd.gov

Ports & Airports – Zorik Pirveysian (909) 396-2431 zpirveysian@aqmd.gov

New/Redevelopment – Jillian Wong (909) 396-3176 jwong1@aqmd.gov

26

Page 16 of 16



1

From: Sharon [mailto:skasner@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2018 11:06 AM 
To: Adams, Steven <SAdams@riversideca.gov>; Melendrez, Andy <ASMelendrez@riversideca.gov>; Zelinka, Al 
<azelinka@riversideca.gov>; MacArthur, Chris <CMacArthur@riversideca.gov>; Conder, Chuck 
<CConder@riversideca.gov>; Nicol, Colleen <CNicol@riversideca.gov>; Perry, Jim <JPerry@riversideca.gov>; Anderson, 
Lynn <LAnderson@riversideca.gov>; Gardner, Mike <MGardner@riversideca.gov>; Soubirous, Mike 
<msoubirous@riversideca.gov>; Bailey, Rusty <RBailey@riversideca.gov>; Guzman, Rafael <RGuzman@riversideca.gov>; 
Karen Renfro <k.a.renfro7@gmail.com>; Christopher Sutton <christophersutton.law@gmail.com>; Nancy Melendez 
<nancy.melendez@icloud.com>; Darlene Elliot <darleneelliot@gmail.com>; Malia Vincent‐Finney 
<mvincentfinney@gmail.com>; Erin Snyder <epolcene@juno.com>; Ponnech <ponnech@att.net>; John Krick 
<john.krick@alvordschools.org>; Wohlgemuth Family <pjdnw@yahoo.com>; Chris Hebert <chebert968@aol.com> 
Cc: suzanne. armas <suzanne.armas@yahoo.com>; Helen Mora <holymora@aol.com>; Ronald Trujillo 
<rontgrove@yahoo.com>; Irene Lozano <irenelo92501@yahoo.com>; Lenny Trujillo <lennytrujillo51@aol.com>; Pat and 
Jay Farrand <jfarrand63@sbcglobal.net>; Norman Pena <normpena@hotmail.com>; Heidi Laird <gob1@earthlink.net>; 
Richard Rubio <richardrubio@rivcoda.org>; Ralph and Helen Linares <form1@pacbell.net>; John Gonzalez 
<noloviv@sbcglobal.net>; Joe Trujillo <jftrujillo@aol.com>; Grace Trujillo <rebelgrace41@gmail.com>; Ernie and Grace 
Trujillo <eatruj@aol.com>; David Trujillo <datruji@sbcglobal.net>; Bob & Sue Estrada <sue.estrada@yahoo.com>; Art 
and Vicky Pena <victoriamaepena@gmail.com>; Vivian and Ed Feighner <vivianfeighner@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: [External] AQMD and Warehouse Planning Case P14‐1033 & P14‐1034 

City Council member and staff, 

Please do not confuse the appearance of the Colton warehouse moving forward with an option to say "oh well" 
and approve the Northside Warehouse proposal because it may not come to fruition after all. 

The Colton warehouse will need to comply with the AQMD's requirements. City limits do not affect 
their jurisdiction! The AQMD requirements could be a point of contention with their developer as well.  

Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 

From: "Adams, Steven" <SAdams@riversideca.gov> 
To: Sharon <skasner@sbcglobal.net>; "Melendrez, Andy" <ASMelendrez@riversideca.gov>; "Zelinka, Al" 
<azelinka@riversideca.gov>; "MacArthur, Chris" <CMacArthur@riversideca.gov>; "Conder, Chuck" 
<CConder@riversideca.gov>; "Nicol, Colleen" <CNicol@riversideca.gov>; "Perry, Jim" 
<JPerry@riversideca.gov>; "Anderson, Lynn" <LAnderson@riversideca.gov>; "Gardner, Mike" 
<MGardner@riversideca.gov>; "Soubirous, Mike" <msoubirous@riversideca.gov>; "Bailey, Rusty" 
<RBailey@riversideca.gov>; "Guzman, Rafael" <RGuzman@riversideca.gov>; Karen Renfro 
<k.a.renfro7@gmail.com>; Christopher Sutton <christophersutton.law@gmail.com>; Nancy Melendez 
<nancy.melendez@icloud.com>; Darlene Elliot <darleneelliot@gmail.com>; Malia Vincent-Finney 
<mvincentfinney@gmail.com>; Erin Snyder <epolcene@juno.com>; Ponnech <ponnech@att.net>; John Krick 
<john.krick@alvordschools.org>; Wohlgemuth Family <pjdnw@yahoo.com>; Chris Hebert 
<chebert968@aol.com>  
Cc: suzanne. armas <suzanne.armas@yahoo.com>; Helen Mora <holymora@aol.com>; Ronald Trujillo 
<rontgrove@yahoo.com>; Irene Lozano <irenelo92501@yahoo.com>; Lenny Trujillo 
<lennytrujillo51@aol.com>; Pat and Jay Farrand <jfarrand63@sbcglobal.net>; Norman Pena 
<normpena@hotmail.com>; Heidi Laird <gob1@earthlink.net>; Richard Rubio <richardrubio@rivcoda.org>; 
Ralph and Helen Linares <form1@pacbell.net>; John Gonzalez <noloviv@sbcglobal.net>; Joe Trujillo 
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<jftrujillo@aol.com>; Grace Trujillo <rebelgrace41@gmail.com>; Ernie and Grace Trujillo <eatruj@aol.com>; 
Joe Trujillo <jftrujillo@aol.com>; David Trujillo <datruji@sbcglobal.net>; Bob & Sue Estrada 
<sue.estrada@yahoo.com>; Art and Vicky Pena <victoriamaepena@gmail.com>; Vivian and Ed Feighner 
<vivianfeighner@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2018 9:13 AM 
Subject: Re: [External] AQMD and Warehouse Planning Case P14-1033 & P14-1034 

This appears to be a not for profit scam like “non-specific source pollution” just to make money! 

Steve Adams 
Council Member, Ward 7 
City of Riverside 

On Mon, Nov 26, 2018 at 12:11 AM -0800, "Sharon" <skasner@sbcglobal.net> wrote: 

City Council members and Staff, 

It is very apparent, the AQMD is aware of the air pollution caused by warehouses and 
views this as a serious topic. 

Again this is another point the City Council needs to consider and to require a full EIR 
before the Northside Warehouse project moves forward. 

I would like to bring to your attention a current project the AQMD has been working on 
entitled:   

Warehouses Distribution Centers Indirect Source Rule and Other Facility-
Based Measures 

The Board of SCAQMD began the project in March 2018.  In May 2018, at the Board's 
direction, the staff was instructed to pursue development of both voluntary and 
regulatory strategies on a new indirect source rule with multiple compliance options. 

Specifically targeted are warehousing facilities and the pollution associated with the 
trucks coming to and going from the warehouses, the on-site idling trucks and the 
refrigerated trucks which run 24 hours a day.  

The first attachment, isr-hugo.pdf explains Indirect Sources as 

Any facility, building, structure, or installation, or a combination thereof, which 
generates or attracts mobile source activity that results in emissions of any pollutant 
(or precursor) for which there is a State Ambient Air Quality Standard  

This 6-page report gives specific information on the type of indirect sources involved in 
the AQMD's project. 

The second attachment is the AQMD's summary of their intent of the project. The 
results are far-reaching for any new development.  These could include CEQA Air 
Quality Mitigation Fund, Zero/Near-Zero Emission, monitoring of NOx air quality 
(monitoring devices applied to the building itself), Reefer plug-in with consideration of 
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solar provided power source, and the fee collections from warehouses which could fund 
clean equipment. 

Warehouses are covered on pages 4 to 7, 13 to 25. It is possible fees could run from $1 
to $3 per square foot (page 21). 

http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/fbmsm-docs/warehouse-wg_8-1-
18final.pdf 

The people of Riverside, the residents, your constituents, do not want this 
warehouse in the Northside. It is not the right project for this location. You need to 
require a full EIR before bringing this matter back to the City Council for consideration. 

Sharon Trujillo-Kasner 
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