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Overall, this map demonstrates that some of the most heavily impacted cities are:  

- Long Beach 
- Inglewood  
- Wilmington  
- City of LA  
- Vernon  
- Commerce  
- Inland Empire  

o Riverside  
o Ontario  
o Fontana  

- San Bernardino 
 
Given the tremendous pre-existing cumulative burdens in these areas, seen on the map above, we focus 
on the communities surrounding the large stationary sources covered under South Coast AQMD Rule 
317 in the South Coast Air Basin. The tables, below, in response to question 2 provide more detailed 
demographic information about the composition of these communities.  
 
Question 2: Please provide more specifics regarding the most impacted areas geographically and 
the demographics of impacted groups in those areas.  
 
The following chart provides some additional demographic information on the areas of concern where 
these facilities are predominantly located.1  
 

 
1 Census data taken from: U.S. Census, available online at 
https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/US/PST045222 (last accessed March 27, 2023); City of Los Angeles 
Neighborhoods Population & Race Based Upon 2021 U.S. Census Estimates, LOS ANGELES ALMANAC available 
online at http://www.laalmanac.com/population/po24la.php (last accessed March 27, 2023).  
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Vernon  9.6%  
Commerce  36.5% 
Inland Empire   

- Riverside  23% 
- Ontario  28% 
- Fontana  26.1% 

San Bernardino  23% 
*Note: Long Beach is a large city, but the most impact from these facilities occurs in West Long 
Beach as evidenced in the Long Beach map above. 
 
As described above, and in the Title VI Complaint, by failing to collect a fee on these stationary sources, 
the precursors to ozone pollution – VOC and NOx – in addition to other toxic pollutants, South Coast 
AQMD is allowing emissions in these communities. It so happens that in addition to being 
predominantly communities of color (Hispanic/Latinx/Black/African American), these communities are 
comprised of at least a quarter immigrants. Thus, the disparate impact is not only along racial lines but 
along national origin as well. 
 
Question 4: Please explain the disparate impact resulting from the failure of South Coast Air 
Quality Management District to produce its mandated Rule 317 annual Fee Reconciliation Report.  
 
When EPA revoked the 1-hour ozone standard, there was D.C. Circuit litigation that ensued about what 
parts of the attainment provisions for this standard remained “applicable.” Several entities, including the 
South Coast AQMD filed suit in the D.C. Circuit. The D.C. Circuit concluded that section 185 fees 
continued to remain applicable due to antibacksliding provisions. (See South Coast AQMD v. EPA, 472 
F.3d 882 (D.C. Cir 2006)(“For these reasons, section 185 penalties must be enforced under the one-hour 
NAAQS.”) The D.C. Circuit, per the arguments of Petitioners, including the South Coast AQMD, 
confirmed that section 185 fee programs were meant to be important policies to compel attainment and 
protect breathers from air pollution. The Court reiterated the following in rejecting removal of section 
185 as a provision that remains “applicable” to the 1-hour ozone standard. 
 

While EPA maintains that it would be impractical to enforce these 
penalties because EPA will no longer make findings of attainment and 
conformity assessments as to the one-hour standard […]  section 172(e) 
does not condition its strict distaste for backsliding on EPA's 
determinations of expediency; EPA must determine its procedures after 
it has identified what findings must be made under the Act.   

 
Id. at 903 (citations omitted). 
 
Rule 317 stemmed from this obligation to ensure the South Coast did not backslide as a result of the 
revocation of the 1-hour ozone standard. As such, Rule 317 requires the agency to submit annual fee 
equivalency/reconciliation reports. Earthjustice sent a request to South Coast on May 20, 2019 
requesting all annual reports filed with EPA and CARB between September 3, 2012 and May 20, 2019 
under Rule 317(c)(5). Thereafter on September 3, 2020, South Coast released a batch of fee 
reconciliation reports for fiscal years 2012-2019. Earthjustice sent a new PRA request in 2021 and 
received a response on July 28, 2021 that produced reports from 2009-2019. There are no new reports 
online beyond the 2019 fee assessment year report. Thus, the last publicly available Reconciliation 
Report was released on September 3, 2020. Since this report, it is our understanding that no annual 
reports have been released to the public including reports that should have been released covering the 
year ending in December 31, 2022. This complaint was filed within 180 days of that inaction. 
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Moreover, it is our understanding that the South Coast has continued its inaction around reporting for 
2020 and 2021 as well. 
 

 
The reconciliation reports provide the data for VOC and NOx emissions of facilities in the South Coast 
Air Basin. These reports also explain fees that would have otherwise been due by major sources in 
severe and extreme 1-hour ozone non-attainment. However, because of Rule 317, these fees are 
ultimately not collected from major sources. Instead, the reconciliation report outlines the various 
“qualified programs” for a specific calendar year and explains how those programs act as credits to 
offset the Section 185 nonattainment fee obligation. 
  
The reconciliation reports are the primary method by which the public can track whether and how 
precursors to ozone pollution are being limited at a facility level, and whether the so-called “qualified 
programs” chosen by South Coast are tethered to abating ozone pollution. 
  
Because 75% of all major stationary sources (137 out of 184 facilities) are concentrated in areas with the 
highest concentration of communities of color, the failure to provide these annual reports disparately 
impacts these communities’ understanding of localized air pollutants and prevents them from 
understanding the extent of public health harms of unabated facility level emissions of NOx and VOC. 
Many of the largest emitters in the program are concentrated in areas with the highest concentration of 
communities of color. Moreover, communities are disparately harmed by foregoing the fee for “qualified 
programs.”  
 
Question 5: Please share the spreadsheet with all the facilities.  
 
The spreadsheet is available here.  
 
The reconciliation report provides the total “Emissions Fee” that would have been levied on a major 
facility. This is a proxy for the total amount of NOx and VOC emissions in tons. The report also breaks 
down the VOC and NOx emissions in tons. However, the reconciliation report only contains facility ID 
without any geographic information. Based on each facility id, we pulled the corresponding facility 
name, address, latitude, and longitude. The spreadsheet contains this compiled set of information which 
we then used in creating maps and other visuals in our Title VI complaint.  
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Question 6: Is there a way to display geographically the “credit programs” under Rule 317? 

No. It is our contention that these programs would have been implemented whether the fee program was 
in place or not. Their benefits (if any) are at best diffuse. For example, the “Prop 1B Program,” which is 
one of the “qualified programs” that SCAQMD takes credit for, provides funding for projects that reduce 
emissions from goods movement operations. It is not clear that South Coast quantifies the overall 
reduction in emissions in the air basin from the “qualified programs,” and it is difficult to show for any 
given calendar year what the benefits to the region would be.  
 
Please let us know if you have trouble accessing the ShareFile links, here is the link to the general 
ShareFile folder:  
 

  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact us if there are any additional questions. 

 
*** 

 

(b)(6) Privacy, (b)(7)(C) Enf. Privacy




