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RE PZEV emissions performance for motorlst

o r‘_';;Good evenmg Mayor and Counc1l members

a ,,:_Callfornla has the best car emissions system but we need support to improve
' performance o

Imp‘roved car fleet toxic impact'will provide better health and economic performance.

-:Wlll Hayward Clty Counc1l con51der a resolutlon in support of the California Air ‘
- Resources-Board (CARB) efforts to improve compllance with the California Partial Zero- -
e emission Vehlcles (PZEV) standards.

- CARB contact Manager of the Zero Emlssmn Vehlcle (ZEV) of the Mobll Source Control
_D1v1310n Elise Keddle (916) 323-8974, ekeddle@arb ca.gov. :
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State law leaves businesses in a fog
By Brlan Hamilton, Staﬁr Writer, The Umon May 23 201 1

A state law ordering the
Department of Motor
Vehicles to delay the
mailing of vehicle

~ registration renewals was

- purported by supporters.
to have no actual economic
impact,

Karl Chelette said such a
statement is laughable,
although there's nothing
funny about what the law
has done to business at his
two Grass Valley smog
shops.

“It's had a huge financial
impact. Huge,” said
Chelette, who owns two
East Main Street shops
that test vehicles to meet
state emission standards,

The delayed mailing is a
measure, ordered in
Senate Bill 94, to buy time
while the state Legislature
considers the extension of
current vehicle license

- fees. Gov. Jerry Brown's
office says the law will
help avoid “erroneous
billing, double billing or
confusion while a budget

- July reglstratlons won't:

deal is being crafted .

Law enforcement around

the state hasbeen
instructed not to cite.
‘motorists with license

- plates expired after July 1.

California has an estimated
2.4 million vehicles
registered each month.

receive renewal llOthES
the typical 60 days in

“advance and won't have to

pay late fees for 30 days

Chelette sald the problem
for shop owners like = -

himselfis that customers

who would normally be
having their vehicle tested
now won't drive into his
garages until around Aug

- 1, when the mallmgs are
' actually made.

According to the DMV, no
money will be collected
until renewal notices are

issued. Previously renewal i

fees could be collected up
to 75 days ahead of the
expiration date and were
required to be collected

within 30 days of

expiration when part of

another transaction'such .-
asa transfer of vehlcle
ownershlp

5 "‘Normally, we would have

been seeing the early birds
over the past two weeks,”

Chelette said. “We'd either
be fixing thelr caror they d

* be bringing it in for- the1r
: -_ _-7__1n1t1al check. We're not -
" ‘goingto see them’ because

their registration is not
going to be mailed until

July 1, and they'll not have B

to have it done untll Aug

i Chelette sa1d other smog
“shop owners, menibers. of

the California Emlssmns
Testing Industrxes

“Association, are reportmg
. a40: -percent drop in-
~ business statewide. But

the loss in revenue has
been more stark for Grass
Valley shops

“Our busmess has dropped :

“ off to ‘Dbasically nothmg,” Lo

sald Kevin Maltese, co-
owner of Arch's -
Automotive Smog Serv1ce
which Maltese said has

‘beenin business for6g . - .



St years at 1355 East Maln
. Street. ‘We havea two- bay

' '%_}f.;.smog shOp arid another
general shop, Our smogs
< have: dropped 16 just
e '-",nothmg Not only are we
% not seelng smog clients, -
- butwe're not getting work

. Llon. the repau' end e1ther ”

. .;f__.Maltese has seven . _
employees 1nc1ud1ng two
- full-time smog technicians,

but that staff might have to

L “be whittled down with the
i ' loss of work he sald

7 on,butwe're looking at -
, layoffs because there's not
- enough to keep both
" {smiog. technlclans) busy,
~ Maltese said: “It's been a
~ - horrible year for us
- anyway. The economy has
o really affected us this
. ﬁ“year R

e ;iMaltese sald smog shops
- .around town are

o competing by cutting

. prices of the state-

- mandated checks.

“You drive around town
and people are domg it for

. $40. Everybody is in
| ,--_j"'survxval mode and its’

really getting to be very
competitive,” he said. “You
do the math. Ifyoupaya
tech decent wages, around

-$16 per hour, your price
SR ,:;_._"_-V._has tobe 70 bucks..

“But along with this
(delayed renewals) it's
kind of pushing everybody

_ _over the edge "

o ~7Dor._1:-Laurlos, who has
We re hopmg to do hang

owned Sierra Automotive
Smog & Repair at 1150 E.
Main St. for the past seven
years, had hoped to sell his

~.-shop and retire this year.
- Butthebuyers suddenly
- had cold feet in recent

weeks, likely due to the
drop in business, Laurios
said. '

B They called me up- and

they passed,” Laurios sa1d
“I' wouldn't be able to give
this (testing) machine
away right now. Nobody in
their right mind would

“an avalanche of busmess

‘walking through their
. front doors won't be easyl

open a smog shop. rlght
now or buy one. -

: -“‘It's goi-ng@t'o put usoutof
~business. It's bad news. I
- don't know what they

were thinking, but they
goofed with this trying to

~ get that tax extension, It s
really put the hurt on
shops here in town.”

Chelette owns Karl's Smog
& Repair at 1425 E. Main
St. and Karl's Downtown
Auto Repalr at 149 E, Maln _
St. But he's not sure how
much longerhecan =~
operate both locations. R
Although he and other |
shop owners expéct to se

D

in August, paying the bills
for the next two months
without customers

"‘I 'm contemplating'c'lo;s:i’ng |

up one of the two,”
Chelette said. “I'm trying
not to. We'll justhave to
hang on and wait out. the
cycle.” :

- . To contact Clty Edltor Brian Hamilton, e-mail bhamilton@theunion, com or call (530) 477- 4249

http // www theunion.com/article/201 10523/BREAKINGN EWS/110529944/1 066&ParentProfile=1053

'_ l CAPP contact: Charlle Peters (510) 537-1796 cappch

@earthllnk net




by Commerce Bank of Temecula Valley - CKTM on Thursday, May 12, 2011 at10:21am

The gist of SB 94 is that the DMV will not be sending registration renewal notices for vehiclé regiéti'ati'oﬁs |
expiring on or after July 1, 2011. The stated intent of this decision is to provide time to extend the temporary tax

on renewals for another five years, however it will generate many unintended conseQuencesl;- ;

"~ See the letter below written by a local buéines§: deer'. exp_lainir.l_g.t}'iej_ebrnEe_qug_rii-Cés_'-t‘h'i_‘sf bll]wlllhaveonhissmall 2

business: '

May 5, 2011
Governor Jerry Brown

State Capitol, Ste. 1173
Sacramento, CA 95814

--..--..-.-..---_..--__-------...--_-----.-.--.-...----.-......--------n---—-----qu--_—--j ------------------------------

~ Re.: Unintended ConsequencesfS94

The recent EO SB to suspend the sending of vehicle registration renewal notices for licenses pxpiiing _ohf or aftet-July 1, '201'1, _
will have a disastrous affect on thousands of small businesses in California, as well as causing increased pollution in the State,

When a renewal notice is sent it also includes information as to whether or not a biennial smog check is r.equiz:.e@l If t"ﬁt;'_n(_)tice!
fs mot received any vehicle that would normally be required:to have the smog test will foregorit until the receipt of the notice, © ..

Now. for the unintended consequences:

* There are over 4,000 smog shops in the State of California that will be at risk of going out of business, along:with the

potential job loss for thousands of employees (4 at my location). _ SR T

* Increased air pollution for all Californjans. Since approximately 17-18% of tested vehicles: fail .the’_bienﬁiai-émog_ test, those
cars require repairs prior to registration renewal. Those required repairs will be delayed for an undetermined period of time,
thereby impacting air quality. ' : o ' o
* Loss of revenue to the Bureau of Automotive Repair. Sincethe BAR receives $8.25 for every car that passes the smog- .- L

check, that revenue will also be delayed. So far this calendar year we have paid over $21,500 i_n-‘cettiﬁﬁaté.fgyrchésesg,' e
* Since approximately 2,500,000 vehicle registrations renew every month, what will the. long-term impact be on the DMV’3 -
ability to process renewals if they find themselves 2 or 3 months behind? : . e

In summary, I hope this decision is reversed before it creates additional turmoil in the State.

Sincerely,

Frederick Hammond
President
Hemet Smog Test, Inc.

Cec: State Senator Bill Emerson
Assembly Member Paul Cook
Assembly Member Brian Nestande
The Press Enterprise
The Los Angeles Times

R http:/__/WWW.fac'ebook..com/note_.php?mté id:iﬂi50_2.09'640736.7.3-7&c0n1-1:n“é:n2t‘$-;_._.."5':'-" S

|

CAPP contact: Chariie Peters (5 1 0) 5637-1 796 cappchatlie @éarthlihk_. net



 Vehicles m

The bllI,SB94, SL;Spends for six m-ohths.thé" re
ust notify drivers 60 da

i .rep.ewal,.'—'lt affects i‘egistrati_ons due July 1 or later.”

: SACRAMENTO,Cahf - va. Jérry
Brown signed a bill Wednesday that

- buys him more tinte to try to persuade
‘Republicans that the higher vehicle .. -
license fees thio Leglslature approved in

-.1-2009 should continue for another five
';yi:args_,-' rather than expire on July I as |
' 'SC‘Hedngd. S ‘

' The bill, SB§4,'suspehds for six
months the requirement that the

-+ Department of Motor Vehicles must .
. notify drivers 60 days in advance that =
“théir 'r_ég:i-silf_aiiidnvsjarﬁl-tjp~f6if'_-199ne\£'alit It -
affects registrations.due July 1 or later.

For those six months, the legislation
also does away with late fees if drivers
pay within 30 days.- :

o Brown's office said in a'statement that

L tHeddw would help “avoid efroheous .,
T j1.bi‘l_lir_lg_,j-dQub!c‘_billing_,-or:o;’h_gr : .
- confusion while a budget deal is being

crafted." Without the 60-day .
requirement, the DMV can wait to send

- out notices until lawmakers passa
budget, which they arc constitutionally
required to do by June 15.

s ‘The extra f_irriefallbx&rsr Dcmoc_:’_r_,atsl -

SR 3'.';E:1it'tp"';llww'-w.'s_i-gﬁonéa'rlld-iégo com/news/201 l/.may/04/'law~delays-

---------------------------------------

VRRRM, with its partner Chevron, never

-on.a Smog Check failed car gets fixed, jus

-

S ByLzen 'Hjoang, AP, _SignOnSanDiego, May 4, 2011 |

-----------------------------

ys in advance that their re

F Owsoonwﬂlcahforma Smog Check be at full stop?.

quirement that the Department of Motor
gistrations are up for

to try to win over GOP lawmakers who
Oppose a renewal of the temporary

increases on vehic_le_s-,‘pqrsonal income
- and sales taxes. The higher taxes are
 scheduled to-retirn fo their préevious

- rates by July, but Brown wants to

extend them. .~ -

The tax extensions would bring in an
estimated $9 billion to $11 billion
annually over the five-year period. The

. vehicle fee alone makes up $1.4 billion .

to $1.7 billion of that each year.

Democrats want the additional money
to help close the state's remaining $15.4
billion deficit, but Republicans have
rejected those plans.

"It seems like we're jumping through -
enormous hoops to continue this. myth

--somehow that we're not increasing
taxes," said Senator Bob Huff, R-
- Diamond Bar, vice chairman of the

Senate Budget Committee.

" He said the cﬁanged timelines in SB94

would send drivers "into anic mode."
1 0 p

The curtent vehicle license fee is

115 percent of a vehicle's value and is

uy time for fee renewal

supposed to return to the rate of 0.75
percent in July. The formula takes into
account a vehicle's age, but the
difference on a $15,000 car is $75.

Most Californians support Brown's idea
to solve the budget crisis through a mix
of spending cuts and higher taxes, but
they want the state's wealthiest
residents to bear the brunt of tax
increases, according to a survey last

California.. :

- month-by the Public Policy Institute of

Brown already signed bills that cat the
budget gap from $26.6 billion by
shifting some state responsibilities to
local governments, transferring money
between government accounts and '

_.reducing spending on programs for the

state's most vulnerable, The cits _
included an estimated $7.4. billion from :
the state's welfare-to-work program,

- services for the developmentally

disabled and the state's health insurance
program for the poor:

Budget negotiations have stalled over

~ the proposed tax extensions. The

governor is expected to issue his
revised budget plan May 16, -

dmv-noti.cc's—i:o~buy~time-fbr—fce-renéwai/

t promoting more cars,

[ capp contac

t: Charlie Peters (510) 537-179¢ cappcharlie@earthlink.net



. smmsmesesiuuer aou ;Eggcp_g-,gqngtc.gag ov. .
Sent;c-Wedﬂp;sday, September 15, 2010-2:51 PM
Subject: I share your support for AB 2289

©+ DearMr. Petets;

have concerns aboyt another-_,s._ta_‘;eilmat‘ter',_ pleas :'
2O16) 651-1529, or email meas -

Sincerely, | | e

DARRELL, STEINBERG
President pro Tempore
~ 6th Senate District

DS:mr




MR PETERS‘ Thank you very much

;_,presentatlon today

'r_f_.:_'However ‘the An* Resources Board isvery
- definitely involved in this with a press release

Clean Azr Performance Professzma

| 21860 Main Strget Ste 4
| Hayward Calzfemga 94541 .

Cahforma Enwronmental Protection Agency

lyron Sher Auditorium, Second Floor
~1001 I Street Sacramento ‘California. -

THURSDAY MARCH 25, 2010'9:00 A.M (snip) (page 272 line 4).

- WCHAIRPERSON NICHOLS Okay Go
t_ahead Charhe '

_’-'—Madam Chalrwoman and Committee, '

- Mary, I thmk you're absolutely right that this

is not specifically laid out in your

- out indicating huge amounts of fraud in the -
- System of smog check. And we believe that
- this could make a very significant

o : '_-contrlbutlon to helping with your reductlons
< inCO2 and the econom1cs of the state of

o :Cahforma

e : Ifmy numbers have any va11d1ty at all those

~ kinds of reductions and the value of those
reductions could also. possibly be a very

. significant financial improvement and give -
“ you lots: more ﬂex1b111ty to help address these'

"'-'-u1ssues S

ihtt-p://www.arb.ca.gov/board/mt/2_0 10/mt032510.pdf

'1mprov1ng the performance and.im

So I would petition the Comm1ttee, the Chalr

and the Committee, to give consideration to

o ..,'__:rmcorporatmg this in your dehberauons and
A seeing if it matters at all, :

And would like very much to see Some R
conversations about these poss1b111tles of

what we're doing, because we thin pubhc '

. deserves much better than what we've been '
- getting.- : L

- CHAIRPERSON NICH.LS Thank you
‘We agree with you about the need. fora- smog

check improvement. I know we are’ workmg

- with — the Legislature is working. fb? o
- fry to-start us in that dlrect:_lo . o
~You've been very persistent over the ,years m L

your criticisms of the program, and now -
you've finally got some Araction.on:some. oflit
anyway. Good work, Okay, A number of
other people have signed- up. Ifany of you -

feel compelled to speak at this time, you may
- Otherwise, we would welcome you back on:- ..
April 21st, ‘ S e e




P What‘? PZEV’s Are Unsung Heroes in the Push to Clean Up the A1rfi’u

By Jim Motavallz The New York Ti imes, July 30 2006

IF you think you can help the
environment by parking your car
and walking, you may be dismayed
to learn this: that parked car — even
if it is a recent model officially
designated as a low-emission
vehicle, according to the California
Air Resources Board — gives off
more pollutants even when shut off
than some new models do while
driving down the road.

The clean-running cars in question
are those certified to a standard set
by California regulators that is
known as PZEV — bureaucratic
shorthand for a partial zero
emission vehicle. They are also
available, or soon will be, in a

- handful of states on the West Coast

and'in the Northeast that have
- adopted California’s emissions
rules.

According to the air quality agency,
some 500,000 PZEV’s are already
on California roads, though their
drivers may not even be aware of
the contribution they are making to
air quality. These are not the sort of
vehicles that young enthusiasts spot
from blocks away and point at
excitedly.

PZEV’s hide in plain sight as
specially equipped versions of cars
as familiar as the Chevrolet Cobalt,
the Ford Fusion, the Honda Accord
and the Volvo V70, usualIy with
four- or six-cylinder engines. They
use an improved pollution-control
system to meet California’s
toughest tailpipe standard for cars
with combustion engines. The
system carries a factory emissions
warranty stretched to 15 years or
150,000 miles, from 10 years and
120,000 miles.

“are built for states that have not -
‘adopted California’s tules, though
they are estimated to cost

Because a PZEV complies with

tailpipe standards for a SULEV, or

super ultra low emission vehicle,
the exhaust can be as clean as. that

not incur the hybrid’s price
premium- of several thousand
dollars. PZEV’s generally cost
consumers no more than identical
models that do not have the
squeaky-clean certification, which

automakers between $200 and $500
extra to preduce. That money buys
special parts like a steel gas tank, a
catalytic converter with more
precious metals inside, a larger trap

-for evaporatwe fumes and in some o

cases, an arr In_]eCthIl systém.

- One might think that green—leaning

drivers would be lining up for this
relative bargain, especially in light
of some hybrid models’

~ commanding a price well above the

window sticker, But hybrids still
enjoy a perceptlon of phenomenal
fuel economy in the public’s eye
while a PZEV’s fuel economy
rating is the same as its non-PZEV
counterpart. And there is a powerful
draw to the hybrid’s earth-friendly
reputation.

. To b__e sure, ahybrid still 'co,nles- 'ou"t-:

ahead in overall environmental
impact, because while it is driving
on its electric motor alone it
produces no pollutants and uses no
gasoline (so it produces no carbon
dioxide).

An important part of the PZEV’s
advantage is its elimination of -
evaporative emissions, the gasoline

fumes that escape during refueling

. --Vehrcle program o reduce smog
- The or1g1nal goal called for:2.

or, especially on hot days,-fror'n the .

~ fuel tank and supply lings. Evena -

car that is not- running can emit a

" ‘significant amount of evaporative -
of many hybrids — yet the cars do

pollittion perhaps 25 percent of
the vehicle’s total emlss1ons theair
resources board says — so the
special fuel system makes areal -
difference in air quality.

Few buyers know about these

s “below-the-radat g green machines.:.
- _Automakers have nét promoted

them heavily, as they have done e S
with hybrids, and an informal

survey of salespeeple at dealerships

turned up more confusion than
useful 1nformat10n

"J1m Khesch a reSearch assocrate at R
~ the Amer1can Councrl for an.

Energy-Efﬁcrent Economy, an .’
environmental nonprofit group, and
the author of the council’s annual
Green Book gu1de to cars.and

~trucks, admits that California’s .

alphabet soup of emission levels is '
“pretty confusmg stuff. They .-

**haven’ t made-t the nomenclature very_:"_ e
- easy.” T : O

PZEV’s might be better kn_own’ if
the process that created them had

not been so convoluted. The effort
began 1n 1990 when Cahforma

percent of new cars and trucks. sold )
in California in 1998'to produce no
emissions at all, with the percentage
increasing in steps to 10 percent in

2003.

. The plan, wh1ch essennally e
- mandateéd- battery—poWered vehlclesr' S

came under attack by automakeirs
and oil companies as unachievable,



ovetthe. years But the 2 percent
S ‘tule for-zero- -emission cars is st1ll in
- place; said Jerry Martin, a |

o -spokesman. The dlfference is that a

. .~ compromise was struck to allow
L automakers to-earn credlts _against

- the: obllgatlon to “produce, deliver

. ﬁ‘for sale and put-in service” zéro-

| or, PZEV’

o The phase <in began in 2005 and the
percentages are scheduled to
. - increase in commg years, Credits
. may-be sold, traded or banked for

7 meeting the mandate with credits
.. “earned-in past years. The rules
,'st1pulate penalties for failure to
meet the, goals

. . Although manufacturers get justa

T ord battery ¢lectric vehicle, the
-+ “PZEV’sare produced in'such large
- "-numbers that {he-credits accumulate
.and keep the manufacturers within
- the bounds.of the state mandate. In
thie worst case, noncompliance
..+ ".could result in a manufacturer
losing the right'to sell cars and
S -,trucks m Cahfomla

© All new cars sold in the United
States must meet at least federal
-emissions standards. With the worst
~ air quality in the nation, California
- 'won,the.right to sct tougher limits,
7 and -some states: have adopted .
; _""V'Callforma s laws in place of'the
~ federal rules set by the
- Environmental Protection Agency.
The states that have passed or are
. ‘phasing in California rules are New
York, Massachusetts Connecticut,

nd-has been consmlerably modlﬁed

‘the: future and Soine. carmakers are T

“fraction of the- credit for a PZEV car
that they wiould get:from a fuel- cell” .

Maine; New J ersey, Ore gon, Rhode

Island, Vermont and Washington
(and Pennsylvania has begun the
process as well); together, the
Califernia-compliant states account
for about a third of all cars sold in

. this country:.

e Theoretlcally, :t—hen,3 the PZEV’s that
~~emission: vehlcles by- sellmg hybrids

are made by manufacturers in 2006

_are, or soon will be, available at

dealers in those states. But with
nearly no advertising for PZEV’s,
the vehicles have a low profile.

] Automakers say they are not trying
t0.hide their PZEV’s. One" -

challenge according to Chris
Naughton, a Honda spokesman, is
that companies do not want to
promise what they cannot deliver in
a market that is-a patchwork of
California and non-California states,
“If we run ads, we run the risk of

Having them bleed over into states -

where PZEV’s are niot" avallable,”
he said.

How much cleaner are PZEV
tailpipes? In terms of one common
poltutant, oxides of nitrogen,

: .--_toda'y s federal standard for an -
- "average-car, known as Tier 2 Bin's,
- i8 0.07 grams per mile. But PZEV’s

have to meet the California SULEV
IT standard, which allows only .02
grams per mile,

“They’re 70 percent cleaner than

_cars:that are pretty dacn clean to

begin with,” said David Hermance,

- executive engineer for-advanced

technology vehicles at Toyota.

Ethanol additives to gasoline in
some states pose a challenge to
PZEV evaporative emission

e :f-'.Copvm,th 2006 T he New Yoz k 7zmev Lompanv

o R 'http //www nytunes co1n/2006/07/3 0/automob1les/3OPZEV html

~ performance. Steve Mazure, a

DaimlerChrysler spokesman, said
that solving the problem may
require new engine parts to deal
with ethanol, DaimlerChrysler,
which sold 20,000 Dodge Stratus
and Chrysler Sebring PZEV’s in. the
2004 and 2005 model years but is-

~ ‘not ¢urrently offermg any, -

publicized its PZEV’s through
corporate environmental reports,
dealer training and vehicle press
kits.

Ford has sold 185,000 Focus
PZEV’s since 2003, and according
to Alan Hall, a spokesman, it hopes
to raise the awareness of its clean
cars with an exterior badge that
incorporates the company’s
environmental logo — a green-leaf
and highway symbol — and
lettering that spells out its status-as

-a partial zero emission vehicle.

In Califomia, where ari estimated 90

percent of all PZEV’s have been
sold so far, the visibility of these
cars is increasing. The air resources
group and its cheering section in the
environmental community hope that
the number of participating states
will soon reach the point that it

' become cost-effective for carmakers

to simply build one version — the
PZEV — for the whole country,

By 2012 California could have as
many as three million PZEV’s on
the road, the agency says. “We
expect this to be the dominant

“technology,” Mr. Martin said: “And

it won’t matter if people can say
what the acronym stands for,
because everyone they know will be
driving one.”

CAPP contact Charlfe Peters (510) 537 1796 cappcharhe@earthhnk net




http://wyw.r;mercurynews‘.com/mld/mercutynéwslnews/%lﬂ8&1-9;htrn

Creury

Low-key cars have a clean-air

lews

secret -

AUTOS VIRTUALLY AS GREEN AS HYBRIDS -- AND THEY'REEVERYWHERE
By Paul Rogers / Posted on Sat, Jyn. 26, 2004 S S e

Imagine cars 80 ¢lean that their
tailpipe emissions contain less
pollution than the air around
some California freeways.

They're not hybrids, the media
darlings of the environmentally
- correct.

Rather, they're ¢clean alr's best-
kept secret: 31 familiar gas-

* burning 2004 models that have

. met a strict new California

. pollution standard. The Honda
Accord, Ford Focus, BMW 325i
-and Volkswagen Jetta are among
the “PZEVs,” which stands for

. “partial zero-emission vehicles.”

Lost in the axcitement over hybrid
models like the Toyota Prius is an
even greener trend sweeping
California's automobile landscape
-- and soon the rest of the
nation's. Tens-of thousands of
new cars that put out as little -
pollution as hybrids -- and in
SOme cases even less - are
hitting the roads this year, often
at a lower cost than hybrids,

A decade ago, it was thought that
the only way to meet the nation's
- clean-air goals was to phase out
gasoline-burning engines -- and
some purists still think so. But
PZEVs are so clean that it takes

~— 590 of them to put out the tailpipe

hydrocarbon-emissions of one
standard 1970s car. So even as

the population grows, the air wil

continue to get cleaner as more
motorists send old cars to the

- junkyard and purchase new

PZEVs,

Reducing pollution-

“These cars are going to be one of -
“our most important tools for

reducing air pollution,” sald Jerry
Martin, spokesman for the .
Callfornia Air Resources Board.

"Hybrids have gotten a Iot 6f -
attention, but PZEVs.are. available
now In-very-large numbers, and- -
they are everyday cars. if you look
out your window, you'll see two or
three at the stoplight.”

The cars are cleaner because they

have a répositioned-and more
efficient catalytic convarter,
different tuning and a-more .
leakproof fuel system.

By the end of this year, the aif

-board estimates, there will be

140,000 PZEVs on California
roads, growing tc 4 million by
2010. That's reughly one in five.

vehicles, By comparison, atthe = -

end of last year, there were only a
few hundred electric cars in
California, and only about 43,000
registrations nationwide for hybrid
vehicles.

‘Ofher states, includirig New York; -

Massachusetts and Vermont, -~
have copied California's - o
emissions rules, sending PZEVs

‘onto the roads’there. T

"PZEVs are potentially more

- significant than hybrids simply -~ -

because of thé number of them

- that will be on the foad. Alréady
- there are more of them.on:the
“road than all the hybrids,” said

Jim Motavelli, editorof E .~
magazine.and the book “Forward -
Drive: The-Race to Bulld the .

Clean Carof the Future”. - . *

Compared with the basi¢ -
standards for most cars sold:in
California, PZEVs put out-90
percent less hydrocarhons,
nitrogen oxides and-¢arbon -
monoxide. They have zero - -

- evaporative emissions; the fumes -
- that'seep from auto engines and -

~‘causesmog, - :

~ And they hust-hav'_e a 15-year or

150,000-mile warranty for the -
emissions systems to qualify for
the PZEV standard, so.ownérs

‘have an incentive to maintairy -

Worldwide vision =~ .

“This technology that was

- developed for Califorpia is going

to find its way throughout the -

world;'f-eventuallyr-cle'anf,rjgrup_‘ Lo



© . smoggy:cities in:India, China and
-+ Mexico, sald Joe Norbeck, -
- director of the-University of
. - Californig-Riverside Center for

Teshnology.

. "With PZEVs; the light-duty-
~ vehicle problem has pretty much
been solved. Their emissions are
- almost below detection level.”

- health groups ars cheering.

7 The PZEV standard came out of
. California’s 13-year effort to force
automakers $o build electric cars.
But because of low range -- most
electric cars can go only 100

<0+ "—-and high cost, electric vehicles
- falled to catch on; and |ast year
_ -+ the state finally dropped its
~ mandates.

"+, Instead, the air board aliowed

- . - carmakers to receive credits for
«_ ;. @lectric cars if they built hybrids
- or'super

. PZEVs. .

. UC-Riverside completed a study
last fall that found even Southern
California can meet federal health

- standards for clean alr without an
- electric-car mandate as long as

o enoughPZEVearesold.

. Some environmentalists say the
~ . auto industry.gave up too easily
. on electric cars. Arid they aren't
ready to concede that smog
problems can be solved as long
. asthe i'nt,emal-com_bustlon engine
.o igstilaround, -

' "Extremaly dlean gasaline
.~ vehicles are helpful, but we don't

. Environmefital Researchand

"Nt all environmental and public-

o - miles before requiring. recharging

"clean gas vehicles like -

-believe we can reach clean-air
'goals without some vehicles that

don't run on gasoline,” said Bonnie
Holmes-Gen, an assistant vice

_president for the American Lung
. -AsSociatlon in-Sacramento, -

Also, they note, because hybrids
get better gas mileage, they emit

-less carbon dioxide, which

contributes to- global warming.

"_HYb'rﬁids-'are _'our-préferr'ed choice,”

- +sald:Holmes-Gen. “But if you can't
_ buy a hybrid, look at a PZEV. They
- are more economical and they are

extremely clean."

Look again

. The new cars leading the clean-alr
. trend are so anonymous that -
-thousands of people buying them --

from the Subaru Legacy to the
Toyota Camry -- don't even realize
they are driving some of the
cleanest vehicles ever made.,

Ford is advertising that its Focus,
- with a 145-tiorsepower, 2.3-liter _
~ ‘engine, meets the PZEV standard,

Yet most other automakers whose
models have met the California
PZEV standard have said nothing
in print, radio or TV ads, because

- their campalgns are designed for a
S -'-ha'tit_jnal'audiénca.‘Tha media have
. -been fixated on hybrids. And

environmentalists have spant their
energy pushing for hybrids and
hydrogen-fuel-cell cars that may be
a decade or more away.

“The factories arent-advertising it,”
Jim Fink, sales manager at Al

- Sanchez' VW in Gllroy, which sells

the PZEV Jetta, “It's not as
important to people as gas

' Cdn,tad'P-aul Rogers at progers@mercurynews.com or (408) 920-5045.

| mlleage We'regettinglots of

SUVs traded In right now. That-
seems to be the main factor,
more than emissions.”

PZEVs look like any other.car
and cost only about $100 more
than less-clean versions of the
same model. And some models
are considerably cheaper than
hybrids. While a'standard 2004
Toyota Prius costs $20,510, a
Ford Focus PZEV costs only -

. $13,370. . -

“You can have-bragging rights on
a hybrid because it is plainly a
hybrid,” Motavelii said. *Most -
PZEVs aren't marked PZEV, so

- nobody knows you have an
~ environmentally.correct car,” |

A few drivers are noticing. ' |
Engine power

Jason Chan of Fremont, a:19- -
year-old computer student-at. -

~ Misslon College, got.a:2003:Ford

Focus, one of the firstcars to -
meet the PZEV standard, Jast.
May. R :

“| knew it was a PZEV,” he said.
“l knew what that meant, Ta be
honest, | was afraid it might = *

‘compromise.the power. But my
- car actually has more torque and
- power than older-model Focuses.

I'm surprised they could do'it.*

Chan sald his car leaves his -
friends vehicles' in:the dust.”

“I'm amazed at how wellthis
engine performs. And how it can

be so clean,” he sald. “| love this
car." : -

|o_(caPP contact: Charlie Peters / (510) 537-1796/ cappcharlie@earthlink.net)
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- VICE CHAIR COVELL: We'll
switch positions a little bit in
terms of who's asking the
questions at this point and
provide an opportunity now for
those of you who listened to the
presentation this morning as part
of the audience to ask any
questions that you have. The
.CARB representatives are seated
. and ready to go, so who would

like to go first? Charlie, you're up. -

MR. PETERS: Yes, Mr.
Chairman, Mr, Covell and -
committee, 'm Charlie Peters,
Clean Air Performance

Professionals, and we represent

- motorists. | found an awfui lot of
very Interesting comments here
today. Obviously some people
have done some very hard work,
- sweat over a jot of data and
information, making a lot of
suggestions. But I'm.confused by
some of the things that | don't
hear, some-of the things that are
not included, and I'd just like to
start with a littié question for if
there's anybody on this pane! or
In the committee that could
maybe give me a little help.

What happens If you were to take
the model that we're discussing
and-evaluating this program and
you Increase the failure rate by
double? Would that make the -
program performance go up or
down?

MR, CARLOCK: If you double
the number of vehicles going to
test only; is that what the .
Question is?

MR, CARLOCK: It'l go up.

MR, PETERS: Question number-

MR, PETERS: The question was, if

you double the failure rate in the

program; will the program

performance go up or down in the
model?

MR. PETERS: So the more failing =
cars we have, the more creditwe

get for emisslon reductions for the
SIP; Is thatwhat you're saying?

MR. CARLOCK: In general, yes.
That is, it depends on what you're

 failing as far as whether you get an

additional benefit or not,

two. If the emissions failure resuit

- becomes twice as high,

hydrocarbons, NOX readings on
the fallure are twice as high, and

that's the only change that's going .
- Into the model, will the program
- performance go up or. down?-

MR, CARLOCK: If the average

falling vehicle has higher emissions

that what we assume now; is that
what you're asking?

MR. PETERS: That's exactly what
| sald. '

MR. PETERS: So the program
performance will improve if the
emissions readings in the program,
the data going into the program,
doubles on failing cars, then the .

‘program performance will increase. E

MR. CARLOCK: In general, yes.

' MR. PETERS: My, thats

interesting data. So if we have a -
program that were to immediately

- determine when a car was falling
“and-where it can immediately get.
~fixed and' we were togive.
‘appropriate credit.to the program, -
_the program creditwould .75
- “probably be Zero,

MR. CARLOGK: | don't follow.
‘No, it would not be zero,

MR. PETERS: Every.car that fefl |
out of compliance with state . . -

- ‘standard was Immediately -
- identified and immediately fully. -
 repaired. - B :

MR. CARLOCK: By who?
MR. PET:ERS:a D.oés,n't“matt_er._ By,

. God, o

- MR. GARLOCK: If its dentiied .-
- within:the prograrmi, then thére

wollld be benefit within the .
program. If you-as the owner of * -

- that vehicle was to identify and .

repair it, then the only thing that:
we could credit the program with

is possibly a motjvation for'you to
R AARL Ak, e oAt e TR
MR. CARLOCK: Then the benefit =

‘wotild increase. MR, PETERS! Yo ihdiééfed; 1

believe, Mr. Carlock, that there .
were ongoing program - .

~ evaluations where you are

sending cars outin the. -
marketplace to.determine. -

. Whether.or not they. get fixed for
-the program performance; is that -
Leorrect?



“"-¢ MR. CARLOGK: We do that =

Ctime.

" MIR. PETERS: How long has it
- _"been since you've done that?

.. MR.CARLOCK: The last large

5 - the lats pineties, -

.0 MR. PETERS: And did you
- deterniine specifically what was
- . wrong with those cars and what it
. took to repair them before they
~went out for evaluation?

"+ MR:'CARLOGK: Dave cofrects

£ e, He poififs.out that we are

- OBDeas.

 MR. PETERS: I'm sorry, | didn't
- hearthat, . - o
- MR, CARLOCK: We are doing
< such.an evaluation' where we -
. serid the cars out with an OBD.
-7 'specific fleet right now, so we are
"+ doing an analysls right now.

+ MR, PETERS: But my question
is, when you-do that, do you
.~ - determine what the car needs
*." -repaired In-order to fix it before -

SRR yousend jtouti~ -

s MR CARLOCK ‘:Ye_s...- i
: MR 'PETER_S: = to evaluéte it?
| MR'..AE:ARLOC'KI:&Yes.' |

o ,,‘;M"Rf. P_ETE-R(S-:-Z ’Héve: yOLi aiso.

2 evaluated whether.or not what ~
: 'was-brokéh‘g‘at fixed? '

MR. GARLOCK: Yes.

" -periodically, we don't do Tt all the

B - tem evaluation that we did was in.

s readings,

MR, PETERS: And can you share
~.with us what that result looked
like?. ' '

- MR. CARLOCK: That's.difficult to
tell you. | can tell you in.
generalities is the higher the
vehicle emits, the more likely it is to

- .more likely It is to receive an - - .
emissions benefit as far as repair,
There are instances whare
vehicles that are marginal are
failed, and when you try to fix those
the results are mixed.

MR, PETE_RS: But | believe when a
- ‘car [s out of compliance that has

are . ..-specific things that are-wrong.
e doing-:s‘mih_-an;év'afu_atidh"of the o

MR. CARLOCK: Yes.

MR. PETERS: And the question Is
about whether or not those specific
things that are wrong are _

- determined before the svaluation

+:- and whether or not the specific

- things'that are at fauit on the car
get fixed, That's not a very complex
question. I think that should be
fairly simple data as to whether or
not what's broken is actuaily
getting fixed, You're talking about
emissions readings and the level of
emissions: readings, you're not

" talkirg-about specific failure -

MR, CARLOCK: There's a very
simplistic answer, Sometimes they
get fixed, sometimes they don't,

'MR. PETERS: But that should be

- _same data that Is available, o

| MRCARLOCK S.uré.

MR. PETERS: And s it possible for
you to share that data with the

fall. The more likely it is to fail, the -_

- @re necessary here to.lmprove .
- how the public's being treated,

- that would like to regues

,5//,"_"""?'-_“,’3@?:?@ .c_a.l ov/meetin s/t_ra.ns_crii:ts/tra.nscrint may1704.doc

committee and with myseif, if
- possible? -

MR. CARLOGK: Suje. .
Absolutely.

MR. PETERS: So the failure rate
the emissions readings, the
whether or not what's broken i$
being.repaired; I think:wowuld-be
very beneficial fo the decision .

- process-of the committés any

behavior:of the puplic andthe:"
Industry and whether or not they
actually fixed what's broken.|.
think would be. a.key Issus;as:to
what appropriate kinds of astions

Improve the alr and improve.the
total emissions. Woulld-you,say
that would be a reasonable, .
possibility? o

MR, CARLOCK: | caf say that
the data Is avallable to snyone .

data,

MR, PETERS: And-tnder: st
kind. of timeframe:mightéxeect

to be able to getthatdata?” *

MR. CARLOCK: Let's see, my

flight is-about three:.If you call- me

the end of the:week, .« :

- tomorrow, { think ya-’ﬂ%?ha’ﬁﬁ'ﬁ;&by

MR. PETERS: Thatwould be:
delightful. Thank you,.Mr.. - =
Chalrman, R

VICE.-.CHAIB--CO?IH&&A{I; right;. -
Charlie,-._thank__;you;.-J-f;y:_ozurgtag_yé:. :
further questions you.want4o hold
them and we'll move around the
room and pick you up. again,

S gt

1796/ cappchar{ié@éarth_link."mg-ﬁ;\_ |

[ (C4PP contact Chanlie Parors (510)537-




UC Riverside Study Shows Accelerated Introduc’uon of SUper Clean
Cars Will Help Los Angeles Meet Federal Smog Standards By 2010

_ [September 23,2003)

NEWS MEDIA CONTACT
Name: Igbal Pittalwala
Tel: (951) 827-6050
E-mail: igbal@ucr.edu

RIVERSIDE Calif. — Sept. 23,
2003 — (www ucr.edu) — The
- Los Angeles metropolitan area,
- characterized by some of the
dirtiest air in the nation, could

. achieve federal air quality goals
for smog more rapidly if the use
of super-clean vehicles, _
available in showrooms today,
is aggressively implemented,
according to study results
released today by the
University of California,
Riverside.

~ The “Study of Extremely Low
Emission Vehicles” (SELEV)
‘was conducted over the past
three years by the UC Rrversrde

. Bourns College of '

- Engineering’s Center for

Environmental Research and

.The study was sponsored by
‘the U:S. Environmental

Atmospheric modeling
conducted as part of the CE-

'CERT study showed that if it

was possible by 2010 for all
passenger vehicles to be less
than 15 years old, and for all
cars sold in 2004 and later to
meet at least the current
California SULEV standard,
then the:federal smog standard
could be met by 2010.
“Achieving this scenario may
not be realistic, but the -
important pomt is that the
technology is here today to do
it,” Norbeck said.

Protection Agency, the
California Air Resources Board
(CARB), Honda R&D Americas,

Technology (CE-CERT). The
study examined emissions from
vehicles that meet the
-California Air Resources
Board's standards for ultra-low
emission vehicles (ULEV),
super-ultra-low emission
vehicles (SULEV), and partiaf
zero-emission vehicles (PZEV).

The study’s final results found
that the greater use of the best
existing, proven, gasoline
engine and auto emission
control technology could enable
the Los Angeles air basin to
reach 2010 ozone — commonly
referred to as smog —

~ attainment goals.

Inc., ChevronTexaco North
America Products, and the
Manufacturers of Em|ssson
Controls Assomatlon '

“There is no such thmg as a
magic bullet in solving the air
pollution problem,” said Dr.
Joseph Norbeck, CE-CERT
director. “But we believe we've
found a viable tool with the
emerging crop of cars that meet -
California’'s most stringent - -
emissions standards. Meeting
the Los Angeles metropolitan
area's 2010 air quality goals
can be helped with aggressive
implementation of existing
technologies. .

- "This study illustrates that light- ~ - .
duty- passengér automebiles will ™
" soon betaken off the 'most=: -
"wanted‘ list of al,_rpollutlon '

sources," said Norbeck. “Our
results show that replacing a
gasoline powered vehicle in Los

Angeles that is 15 yearsold or - .. ..

-, older reduces the smog- formlng o
'emlssmns by more than 97 '

E '_'percent IR :

“The i |mpresswe th!ng about
these findings is-that the .
technology and fuels that were

.developed-for these clean-cars. =~

to meet the. Calrfomla air -

- standards'will, within-a few * .
_years, find themselves in the =

rest of the nation’s fleet and
then the rest of the world’s fleet.
The recipe for attacking smog is
clean vehicles aided by clean .
fuels. If the clean-fuel is

~ available we'll soon find that -~
~ these cars’ will be able to help.

solve air quality” problems in
cities in.China, India, Egypt and
other anr-quahty challenged
countries.” ,

The study evaluated tallplpe :

-emissions from ULEV, SULEV
~-and PZEV vehicles under real— S
‘world, conditions to meet * . -

California's strict emissions
standards. Researchers drove
the test vehicles in typical
Southern California traffic.in all
types of weather COl'ldlthﬂS '



b We drove thesecars the way
-~ most Southern Californians
2. drive theirs ~in stop-and-go

freeways, in the héat and rain
. —and they were found to.
"~ maintain near-zero emissions,”
- ~said Norbeck. “We found that
- - _the cars’ emissions were below
- -the CARB emissions standards.
- The in-Use.deterioration of the
emissions.control systems was
“-extremely [ow, meaning we can
- anticipate.these cars to go well
. “into'the 100,000 mile range with
‘consistent-air quality benefits.”

The CE-CERT work on the

continuation of résearch~—
- results of which'were. =
-announcedin-September 2002

o (http:/Avww.cert.ucr.edu/selev/)

—that found advanced
“-technology could all but
.+ eliminate air pollution from
gasoline-fueled vehicles. The

: vehicle testing.program and
.. “looked at the atmospheric
.~ improvements achievable with
* the new technology. -

.. These new, super-clean

. rush-hour traffic’on. high-speed ~

-~ SELEV prcs‘_-_gramwasa, P e L e e
"~ InJune 2000, CE-CERT

_established the SELEV
program in partnership with

rent study.expanded the. . -

- vehicles.use improved fusl .
. management and catalyst: - . ..
- -technologies as well.as new

teéhhblogy that virtually

eliminates evaporative

~emissions: The technologies
~-also-allow cars and light trucks
. to be produced at costs similar
- to those of current vehicles.

Differing types of SULEV and
PZEV technology are available
today in thirteen models of cars

- from varieus manufacturers
_certified’ by CARB, Honda, -
Ford, Toyota, BMW, Volvo and

several other automakers
provide models that include the
SULEV and PZEV technology.

Background

industry and government
agencies with the purpose of
understanding, via direct
measurements and modeling,

.-the impact that new-generation
vehicles with-extrémely low

emissions have on overall air

~ quality.’ B

CE-C ERT has successfully

developed the measurement

. technology to test emissions at
<lower levels, most importantly
-vehicles that meet the state’s -

_.stringent SULEV and PZEV

~standards. These vehicles must

meet the increasingly stringent
requirements for volatile
organic compounds (VOC),
oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and
carbon monoxide (CO) on
emissions certification tests.
Technology has also been
developed to measure the
emissions of these vehicles
under real-worid conditions,

‘while they are being driven on
‘the road. :

VOCs are of concern bé'cause :
of their role in the formation of

. ozone, which has adverse

health effects. NOx, which is
formed in the combustion
chamber of the engine, is an

_irritant to the lungs and can

aggravate respiratory problems.
It is. also a precursor to the
production of ozone and very
fine particulate matter in the
atmosphere. CO, a colorless,
odorless, and poisonous gas,
results from incomplete -

. combustion of fuel and is

emitted directly from vehicle
tailpipes. Its entry into the
bloodstream through the lungs

- can hinder the blood's capacity

to carry oxygen to organs and
tissues. CE-CERTS results

‘showed the eémissions of these -

pollutants were essentially
reduced fo zero.

- CE-CERT was éstablished in 1992 as a model for partnerships among industry, government, and academia,
. CE-CERT's goals are to become a recognized leader in environmental education, a collaborator with industry
i and governnient to improve the technical basis for regulations and policy, a creative source of new technology,
. dnd'a contributor fo a beiter undersianding of the environment. CE-CERT is committed to furthering education
" and research for the next generation of engineers. Its students receive an excellent education and
- -unprecedented opportunities 1o be intimately involved in the research enterprise.

: htlp://héw'sroom‘.ucr._cdufncws~ item.htin] 2action=page&id=669

e CAPP bon-tact:Charlie Peters (510) 537-1796 cappcharlie @earthlink.net
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. MEMORANDUM

To; - Harold Maca, Manager _
Field Inspection / Testing Section =

Field Inspection / Testing Section
DATE:  August 28, 2003

SuBJECT: AFIELD REPORT REGARDING - o
- APPORTIONED PLATED\_/_EH[CLESWITH‘IN CALIFORN

B FROM: ony Dickerso'h," All;ReSdUrces Engineer

Angeles area. These-Inspections prb\'flded' infon
Mileage, Certifleation lnformattqn. [

- P : : e, other than Ca. a4 ~Cally every vehic)
inspected wag registered In another state; other than . =Oyer';gqp;,;.u§n}t§;:l§s;w '
. inspected, The patiern seen wag that U-Haul vehicles are registered. de
vehiclsgare registered to IN, ang Penske are reglstared in OK. Atthe :
-inspection; staff was not concerned with registry because it was: thought that.th
- vehitles would ‘move on after g period of time ' L

nﬁmbér*@f"‘theilécél UHaut rental lot painted on them {Picture 1 and Pl re2). 1
Seemad strahge on a vehicle Supposedly Just passing through.” B

Field Staff inquireq with the rental site manager as to where these ve S rg

™he anenyy chalianga fecing Caftosmsa 1o real. Evary Calorian nesals to tae Immediate action to
For a st of simple ways you can roduce domand and it youy anorgy costs, ssw oir Website: hitn:

| California Environmengs Protection Agency
Printed on Racyclag Papor




Haul vehicles Into the program, Itwas decided that Arizona would exempt thesa. .+
..r-?eh!cl‘es.ftom'tt:;leir"smpg Check requirements, = = T

_-.;";i;D;u;ﬂngtha:Aprl_l'- 2003°ARB Board Meeting FITS staff heard comments frgm_,_Mr. Charlle -
BRIC A Peters regarding the fact that U-Hay vehicles oparated within CA outside of th
- Cheek. Upon follow-up Inspections conducted. In-2003-Mr. Petays:

- Yetitappears, this-trend extends to more vehicles than_L-Hay],

. 1 , lanage U-Haul's Phosnix office Was contacted ang he <
. thelr hatlonswida flaet bage of vehi '

tion«wide fle o vehicles to ba appraximately 84,000 gagoline:powe
f'f-af’g'ﬂ??'ﬁ"‘;ﬁﬁ"'9‘.’."*‘5’“3"?5»90‘-’_'c"‘?se' Poweredengines, -
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Amendments to Section 44036 California Health andSafetyCode

Consumer protection-oriented quality asstrance portion of

‘the motor vehicle inspection

. vt -
Preamble - Under these amendments, an in-field vehicle . -

repair audit program is added to Section 44036 of the -
California Health and Safety Code, These amendments, in
conjunction with existing BAR legal responsibilities will
create a program with the goal and procedures intended-to
- creato maximum vehicle owner satisfaction, The'in-field -
vehicle repair audit program will provide a mechanism for

continuous improvements in how vehicles are repaired so that -

sustomers will be better satisfied with the time and
investment that they are making in California's Smog Check
Program; By adopting a new philosophy of management we
are acknowledging that motorists no longer need to live with
vehicle repairs that might be characterized as insufficient or
defective, .

By identifying the actual quality of repairs through in-
field audits of known, defects, and feeding this information
back to smog check technicians'and BAR staff, there would

be continual improvement of quality and opportunity to
reduce waste in repair actions, :

Presently fear of loss of license or legal sanctions is &
barrier to improving the quality of vehicle repairs, This
program will encourage effective two-way communication

and other mechanisms that will enable technictans and
regulators and consumers 1o be part of the new quality audit
program,

A program will help remove tiw barriers that rob service
technicians and managers of their pride in workmanship. The

and maintenance program

Check statlons throughout the state, and shall include o~ )
“number of stations providing referee Junctions available to -

Vvehicle repairs actually oceurring,

in-field vehicle repair audit program will instifute 3 Vﬂgoifoﬁé—"'_
program of education and self-improvement for all e
participants in the Smog Check program, In summary, these

~amendments provide & permanent legislative and.executive . .
. commitmenit; and the necessary gudit procedures for evers. -
- improving quality and Jetivit 10 Topalrs:(ar
- emissions reductions), mandated under-Califormia's vehicle

productivity in‘the vehic! e repairs:(and
emissions inspection and matntenance program,

44036 (a) The consumer profection-orlented quality
assurance portion of the motor vehicle inspection program -
shall ensure uniform and consistent tests and repairs by-all
quallfied Smog Check technicians and licensed Smog

consumers,”

(6) To achleve the goal of can&umerpr_atectian and quality .

assurance, the department iy directed lo.adoptin-fielq- - .~
Budlts using known vehlicle defects, The In-fleld-audits will

be used to determine if g techiician does actually detect,
diagnose and repair the designated audit vehicle defect, - o

- (0) As there are no clear standards to see hat emissions .
~ defects are being corrected;.these audiis are 1o be conducted

without notlfication being provided {0 ensure acenrate. - .

-assessment, The improved mathods generated by the andits

will provide continuous trprovements in the quality of

CAPP éoﬁtact: Charlie Peters (510) 537-1796 ca;@;char/fe@@}th/iﬁk.rie"_. :




