
Fires spark in area; high winds don't help 
Blazes burn on freeway near Salida, gusts wreak havoc around Modesto 
By INGA MILLER and SUSAN HERENDEEN  
Modesto Bee, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
High winds mixed with dry conditions turned grassy freeway strips into tinderboxes Wednesday, 
with firefighters spending the day dousing flames around the region. 
 
Among them were two fires that tied up midday traffic along northbound Highway 99 near 
Pelandale Avenue. A fire reported at about 9:30 a.m. was doused, but came back stronger as a 
second blaze threatened a home on Bangs Avenue. 
 
Modesto Fire Battalion Chief Hugo Patino could not pinpoint a cause, but he suggested that 
sparks from equipment or cigarettes tossed out by passing motorists could have ignited blazes 
that picked up steam due to high winds. 
 
"On a normal day, more than likely, the fires would have stayed much smaller and the crews 
would have been able to put them out much quicker," Patino said. "Because of the wind, it takes 
longer." 
 
Fire crews get to work early 
 
Dale Skiles, chief of the Salida Fire District, said the first fire reported at 9:30 a.m. appeared to 
start on the north side of Pelandale Road, then jump to the south side. 
 
Firefighters from Modesto and Salida had those blazes out by about 11:15 a.m., but the flames 
were back 15 minutes later. The California Highway Patrol closed the Pelandale Road off-ramp 
from 11:47 a.m. to 1:28 p.m., prompting traffic tie-ups on the northbound side of the highway and 
along Kiernan Avenue. 
 
"We don't know if it was a rekindle or if it was a new ignition," Skiles said. 
 
The second fire was stronger, igniting oleander bushes and brushing up toward businesses on 
Sisk Road. Some buildings suffered exterior damage, including a broken window and damage to 
utility meters, but crews were able to stop the flames before they caused more serious damage. 
 
A home in the 2900 block of Bangs Avenue also was spared. 
 
Firefighters were called into action again at 1:39 p.m., when a blaze broke out near Claus and 
Van Dusen roads north of the Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant. 
 
The grass fire burned nearly 10 acres, endangering a home that escaped the flames but causing 
minor damage to six or seven recreational vehicles stored at the plant. 
 
Firefighters from Modesto, Escalon and Oakdale joined the Stanislaus Consolidated Fire 
Protection District to douse the fire, which was contained by 3 p.m., according to Battalion Chief 
Richard Boyd. 
 
They also quelled smaller blazes at Wellsford Road and Dusty Lane, and at Albers and Milnes 
roads. 
 
Gusts pose threat, too 
 
High winds prompted a warning from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
because dust and pollution in the air can increase the risk of respiratory infections, exacerbate 
lung diseases and spark asthma attacks. 



 
Windy conditions produced extra work for city workers, too, by ripping a limb off a tree at Modesto 
High School and knocking a limb off a Modesto ash tree on H Street between 12th and 13th 
streets. 
 
Fire departments increased their staffing ratios today, Boyd said, because an advisory from the 
National Weather Service predicts gusts of up to 41 mph through the evening. 
 
Meanwhile, grassy medians are parched because March and April were the driest on record in 
the Northern San Joaquin Valley. The weather service recorded only 0.02 inches of rain in 
Modesto, the least amount of precipitation since 1913. 
 
"We've got an early fire season," Boyd said. "It just really multiplies the danger of fires this time of 
year." 
 
Winds kick up dust in valley, topple tree branches in Modesto 
Modesto Bee, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
High winds knocked a large branch off an ash tree in downtown Modesto this morning and tore a 
big limb from a tree on the Modesto High School campus. No injuries were reported. 
 
The branch at the high school fell across one of the main campus walkways, which was empty 
because students were in class. 
 
A mile away, a limb from a large Modesto ash fell into morning traffic on H street between 13th 
and 12th streets. City workers passing by cleared the street quickly. 
 
Meanwhile, pollution control officials are warning people to limit exposure to blowing dust and 
heavy exertion or strenuous activities outdoors. 
 
The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District issued a cautionary statement active through 
this evening.  
 
Dust and other pollution in the air can cause health problems, increase the risk of respiratory 
infections, exacerbate lung diseases and spark asthma attacks and acute bronchitis, according to 
the district. 
 
Those with heart or lung diseases are urged by the district to follow doctors’ advice, and children 
and seniors are advised to avoid prolonged exposure, strenuous activity or heavy exertion.  
 
They can also make driving difficult, and the National Weather Service has issued a wind 
advisory through 11 p.m. 
 
The winds wre expected to reach up to 30 mph by late morning, according to the weather service.  
 
It advises motorists to use extra caution, especially while driving taller vehicles and to secure any 
items that could be blown away. The winds are expected to drop back down to 15-25 mph by late 
this evening before picking back up again tomorrow, according to the weather service. 
 
Wicked Wind 
Tracy Press, Late Wednesday, May 21, 2008 
 
The wind came in like a lion today and never stopped, leaving Tracy with fallen tree limbs, sheets 
of dust, out-of-control steering wheels and, well, a bad-hair day.  
 



The National Weather Service reported strong, gusty north winds throughout the Central Valley. 
The strong winds are expected to continue into the evening hours.  
 
The good news is that the triple-digit temperature has dropped to a high of 76 degrees and a low 
of 50 degrees.   
 
The bad news is that the winds are stirring up unhealthy concentrations of particulate pollution.  
 
The county Air Pollution Control District warned this afternoon that people suffering from lung 
disease or allergies are encouraged to stay inside or avoid prolonged exposure to dust kicked up 
from today’s gusty winds, which have kicked up because of a northern cold front that hit warm 
Central Valley air sometime this afternoon.  
 
“The stagnant conditions quickly came to an end (today),” said air district analyst Shawn Ferreira 
in a statement issued around 2 today.  
 
Older adults and children with asthma, bronchitis or other respiratory problems should also take 
extra care to avoid strenuous activities today, the statement said.  
 
The winds are expected to decrease by Thursday night. A low-pressure system backing 
westward over Northern California also may bring showers and thunderstorms in the foothills and 
Sierra.  
 
Big West defends handling of ammonia leak 
By Stacey Shepard, Californian staff writer 
Bakersfield Californian, Thursday, May 22, 2008  

Refinery officials said Thursday one cup of anhydrous ammonia is what set off an alarm at the 
refinery this weekend, an event that has a state senator and county supervisor calling for a full-
scale investigation. 

Come investigate, said Big West Health, Safety and Environmental Director Bill Chadick. 

“We would welcome anybody coming out here,” Chadick said. “We think the more disclosure we 
can do, the better they can see how we run our operation. And we're very pleased with how we 
run it.”  

The company said it stands behind its response to the incident despite mounting criticism of it. 
State Sen. Dean Florez, D-Shafter, and Supervisor Mike Maggard issued separate calls this week 
for regulators to investigate the refinery’s safety following the release.  

Florez has asked the state attorney general’s office to look into the facility’s compliance record 
while Maggard has requested the county fire and environmental health departments fully analyze 
the leak and Big West’s response. 

Florez said Big West failed to notify local fire and environmental inspectors when the leak was 
detected. According to the state’s Health and Safety Code, Florez said, facilities must report “any 
release or threatened release of a hazardous material.” 

County fire and hazmat crews did respond to the incident Sunday but only because an off-duty 
police officer who lives near the refinery heard the evacuation alarm and contacted the police 
station. 

Big West said the leak was so small that contacting authorities wasn’t required.  

Chadick said the company has determined that one cup of anhydrous ammonia dripped from a 
faulty valve on a storage tank Sunday. The ammonia droplets immediately vaporized and the 
fumes set off ammonia alarms in the area.  



The leak was immediately stopped and no one was injured, Chadick said. The company didn’t 
contact fire or county environmental regulators because the leak was so small and posed no 
threat. 

“Clearly for us to see a few drops, we didn't feel it posed a threat to the neighborhood or 
employees,” he said.  

Chadick quoted a different set of state rules - the state’s Code of Regulations - which says 
reporting of an incident “... shall not be required if there is a reasonable belief that the release or 
threatened release poses no significant present or potential hazard to human health and safety 
...” 

Furthermore, Chadick said, the state Office of Emergency Services only requires notification of an 
anhydrous ammonia release when 100 pounds or more is spilled. The one cup that leaked was 
equal to 1/2 pound, Chadick said. 

Chadick touted the fact Big West was recently recognized for going a full year without an accident 
that caused employees to miss work. 

The refinery has become a community focal point after announcing plans last year to expand and 
build new units that would require the use of hazardous chemicals. In the past year, it has been 
scrutinized by Kern County Environmental Health Services for how it handled several gas 
releases that affected surrounding neighborhoods. 

Florez has also criticized the facility’s plans to start using another hazardous chemical following 
the expansion. 

Chadick said Big West has invited Florez to discuss his concerns about Sunday’s leak and the 
refinery’s proposed $700 million expansion, but the senator has so far declined.  

Florez said Wednesday he plans to ask questions of Big West officials during a senate committee 
hearing he plans to hold in Bakersfield in June on the refinery’s ammonia release. 
 
Deadly debris 
Up to 3,000 Valley lives are lost prematurely each year due to airborne soot, officials say. 
By Mark Grossi / The Fresno Bee 
Also in the Modesto Bee, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
In a grim announcement Wednesday, state officials said airborne soot prematurely kills up to 
3,000 Valley residents each year -- nearly triple the previous estimate.  
 
The California Air Resources Board said a two-year public health study showed that PM-2.5, or 
fine-particle pollution, is 70% more lethal than scientists had suspected.  
 
The study will be presented today at the state board's meeting in Fresno, where governing board 
members will consider approving a controversial new PM-2.5 cleanup plan for the Valley.  
 
Activists said the study is further proof that the state should delay the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Pollution Control District plan, which they say is not nearly aggressive enough. They said the plan 
should be made much tougher to protect human life.  
 
"Do they value 3,000 lives a year?" asked Mary-Michal Rawling, program manager of the 
Merced-Mariposa County Asthma Coalition. "I'm sick of hearing all the rules and excuses."  
PM-2.5 specks -- about one-thirtieth the width of a human hair -- come from fires, vehicles and 
chemical reactions in the air. The specks are considered more dangerous than ozone or smog.  
 
The Valley has some of the worst PM-2.5 levels in the state, ranking alongside the South Coast 
Air Basin in federal PM-2.5 violations each year.  
 



The debris are inhaled deep into the lungs, triggering asthma and other lung problems as well as 
contributing to heart disease. In the past decade, state officials had estimated the particles 
caused the premature deaths of more than 1,000 Valley residents each year.  
 
Based on the old estimates, a researcher at California State University, Fullerton, said the 
Valley's annual health-related costs for PM-2.5 exceed $3 billion. Much of the cost was 
associated with the economic effect of losing so many people.  
 
The new study reflects advances in medical research that have allowed scientists to better gauge 
the health effects of pollution.  
 
In its study, the air resources board revised the statewide PM-2.5 mortality estimate from 8,200 
annually to as many as 24,000.  
 
Bart Croes, chief of the state air agency's research division, said the study probably could be 
used to help push for lower PM-2.5 health thresholds. The current federal level is 15 micrograms 
per cubic meter.  
 
Many scientists believe people would be safer at half that level, but it will take more research to 
establish a lower figure.  
 
"We really don't know what the health-protection level is," said Croes.  
 
In the Valley, most of the PM-2.5 is created when chemicals combine in the air.  
 
Oxides of nitrogen -- NOx -- from vehicles combine with plumes of ammonia coming mostly from 
dairies to form a chemical speck called ammonium nitrate, which accounts for nearly half of the 
region's PM-2.5.  
 
Regional air district officials are counting on state diesel rules to reduce NOx dramatically by 
2014, the same year the new PM-2.5 cleanup would be finished.  
 
Diesel trucks, over which the district has little authority, are the Valley's biggest source of NOx.  
 
The same pollutant helps form ozone in summer.  
 
The district also plans to tighten fireplace-burning regulations in the next two years, meaning no-
burn days for Fresno County residents will probably triple in average years.  
 
Activists have suggested many other tweaks in the rules, such as replacing diesel farm water 
pumps with electric pumps.  
 
Officials said the suggestions are either impractical or simply do not work.  
 
Up to 24,000 deaths a year in California are linked to air pollution 
New research finds rates of heart attacks, strokes and other serious disease increase 
exponentially after exposure to even slightly higher amounts of particulate matter. 
By Janet Wilson, Los Angeles Times Staff Writer  
L.A. Times, Thursday, May 22, 2008  
 
As many as 24,000 deaths annually in California are linked to chronic exposure to fine particulate 
pollution, triple the previous official estimate of 8,200, according to state researchers. The revised 
figures are based on a review of new research across the nation about the hazards posed by 
microscopic particles, which sink deep into the lungs. 
 
"Our report concludes these particles are 70% more dangerous than previously thought, based 



on several major studies that have occurred in the last five years," said Bart Croes, chief 
researcher for the California Air Resources Board. Croes will present his findings at a board 
meeting in Fresno this morning. 
 
The studies, including one by USC tracking 23,000 people in greater Los Angeles, and another 
by the American Cancer Society monitoring 300,000 people across the United States, have found 
rates of heart attacks, strokes and other serious disease increase exponentially after exposure to 
even slightly higher amounts of metal or dust. It is difficult to attribute individual deaths to 
particulate pollution, Croes conceded, but he said long-term studies that account for smoking, 
obesity and other risks have increasingly zeroed in on fine particulate pollution as a killer. 
 
"There's no death certificate that says specifically someone died of air pollution, but cities with 
higher rates of air pollution have much greater rates of death from cardiovascular diseases," he 
said. 
 
Californians exposed to high levels of fine particulates had their lives cut short on average by 10 
years, the board staff found. Researchers also found that when particulates are cut even 
temporarily, death rates fall. "When Dublin imposed a coal ban, when Hong Kong imposed 
reductions in sulfur dioxide, when there was a steel mill strike in Utah . . . they saw immediate 
reductions in deaths," Croes said. 
 
More measures will be needed, air board officials said, including eventually lowering the 
maximum permissible levels of soot statewide. California already has the lowest thresholds in the 
world, at 12 micrograms per cubic meter, but researchers say no safe level of exposure has been 
found. More regulations are being drafted, including one requiring cleaner heavy-duty trucks. 
 
"We must work even harder to cut short these life-shortening emissions," Air Resources Board 
Chairwoman Mary Nichols said in a statement.  
 
Clean air advocates said they would be watching closely. 
 
"These numbers are shocking; they're incredible," said Tim Carmichael, senior policy director for 
the Coalition for Clean Air, a statewide group. He and others said the board must strengthen a 
soot clean-up plan submitted to them by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. A 
hearing and vote on the plan is scheduled for today. 
 
Numerous Central Valley public health groups wrote Nichols this week, urging bans on the use of 
industrial equipment on bad air days, tougher controls on boilers and crop drying equipment, and 
other action. The economic cost attributed to premature deaths and illnesses linked to particulate 
exposure in the Central Valley has been estimated at $3 billion a year, and $70 billion statewide, 
according to separate studies. Those figure are expected to be revised upward based on the new 
report. 
 
State: particle air pollution worse for health than thought 
Associated Press 
In the S.F. Chronicle and other papers, Wednesday, May 21, 2008 
 
Fresno, CA (AP) --State air quality managers say pollution caused by tiny particles of soot, smoke 
and dust may be responsible for as many as 24,000 early deaths in California each year. 
 
Scientists with the Air Resources Board say the particulate pollution present throughout the state 
is more than twice as dangerous to human health as previously thought. 
 
Diesel engines and the dust generated by the agriculture and construction industries cause the 
minute specks of pollution, which are linked to respiratory problems, heart attacks and lung 
cancer. 



 
The state Environmental Protection Agency says deaths resulting from exposure to particulate 
pollution are costing nearly $70 billion in hospitalization fees, medical expenses and lost work 
days each year. 
 
Bigger health risk found in airborne specks 
By Chris Bowman  
Sacramento Bee, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
Tiny, breathable particles in vehicle and industry exhausts are 70 percent more dangerous than 
previously thought and are believed responsible for as many as 24,000 deaths a year in 
California, according to state estimates released Wednesday. 
 
The finding likely will lead state air regulators to propose tighter emission limits in California, 
which already has the nation's toughest controls – and the worst air pollution, officials said. 
 
Significantly, researchers believe many of the estimated soot-related deaths occur when pollution 
levels are within range of federal clean-air standards. Scientists have not determined whether 
there is a "safe" level of "fine-particle" pollution – microscopic, airborne bits of ash, metals, diesel 
exhaust and chemicals, collectively called soot.  
 
The study, which drew help from experts at the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, supports 
California's bid for more aggressive EPA regulation of soot from sources the agency controls – 
planes, locomotives and ships. 
 
"This data strengthens our resolve on a number of fronts," said Leo Kay, spokesman for the 
California Air Resource Board, which regulates auto pollution. 
 
The air board's directors will vote in Fresno today on the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 
District's plan to combat high levels of soot. 
 
The board must find that the strategy approved by locally elected officials will bring the Valley 
within federal clean-air standards by 2014. 
 
"I expect a pretty lively discussion," Kay said. 
 
Air board staff conducted the research to see whether the state and federal standards for fine 
particles – which measure 2.5 microns or less in diameter (about 20 times smaller than that of an 
average human hair) – adequately protect the public from long-term exposure to particle pollution, 
which board Chairwoman Mary Nichols calls a "silent killer." 
 
The fine, windblown specks penetrate more deeply into lungs than ordinary dust, aggravating 
existing heart and lung conditions, such as asthma, and even triggering death, many studies 
show. 
 
Scientists have found a significant association between the daily health-related death rate in 
Sacramento and other populous counties in California and the amount of haze in the air that day. 
 
Even brief episodes of severe particle pollution – a day or two – can be enough to kill people with 
asthma or heart disease sooner than expected. 
 
"We're talking about people losing at least 10 years of their life," said Linda Smith, the air board's 
manager of health and ecosystems assessment. 
 
The analysis estimated the rate of these "premature deaths" associated with fine-particle pollution 
at 14,000 to 24,000 statewide every year. 



 
The estimated range of these deaths is broad to account for obesity, smoking and other risk 
factors for heart attacks and strokes and lung cancer, air board experts said. 
 
The majority of the estimated deaths occur in highly populated areas, including the Sacramento 
region, the Bay Area, Fresno and Los Angeles. 
 
In the Sacramento area, particle pollution is mainly a wintertime problem caused by smoke from 
fireplaces and woodstoves and diesel exhaust. 
 
The new estimate represents a 70 percent increase over the current estimated risk of premature 
death linked to soot, developed six years ago, said Bart Croes, the air board's research chief. 
 
The air board derived its risk estimates from the latest and most comprehensive studies 
examining links between soot levels and incidence of health-related deaths. 
 
"We consulted with virtually every expert in the world on this issue," Croes said. 
 
Since 1990, dozens of studies in the United States, Canada and Europe have consistently linked 
particle pollution to decreased lung function, higher school absenteeism and increased hospital 
admissions for children and elderly people with heart and lung problems. The studies have found 
that the risk of dying increases in proportion to pollution levels. 
 
Though the link is strong, scientists say they cannot prove the pollution actually causes the 
deaths. 
 
Said Croes, "There's no death certificate that says people specifically died because of air 
pollution." 
 
The soot report is not all bad news. State air monitoring data show levels of "fine" particles 
decreasing 30 percent in the Sacramento region and the state as a whole since 1999, even as 
population and the number of vehicles miles traveled grew. 
 
"Over past seven years, we think this improvement has saved over 17,000 deaths," Croes said. 
"That's a rate of improvement much greater than we have seen elsewhere in United States and in 
Europe." 
 
The improvement has been highest in the most polluted basins, with soot levels dropping 45 
percent in the San Joaquin Valley and declining as much as 47 percent in the South Coast air 
basin that includes Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside and San Bernardino counties. 
 
New air board member won't be present 
Telles, who has opposed plan to be voted on, will be at family event. 
By Diana Marcum / The Fresno Bee 
Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
The latest member of the state Air Resources Board, a low-key cardiologist from Fresno, won't be 
at today's board meeting to vote on a much-debated plan to reduce tiny particulate matter in the 
Valley's air.  
 
But his influence will be felt all the same.  
 
John Telles, recently appointed by the governor to serve on both the state board and the Valley's 
regional air-quality board, opposed the plan when it came before the local panel last month.  
 



He joined Fresno City Council Member Henry T. Perea and Arvin Council Member Raji Brar in 
saying it was not aggressive enough. While the board approved the plan 8-3, longtime observers 
of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District said the number of dissenting votes 
signaled a significant shift in the board's attitude.  
 
Telles, who was attending his first meeting of the local board, asked district staff pointed 
questions while thumbing through his obviously well-studied packet of information regarding 
regulations aimed at reducing PM-2.5 -- specks of debris so small that 30 of them could fit across 
the width of a human hair. They can pass through the lungs into the bloodstream, triggering 
asthma attacks and heart problems. They are known to cause early death.  
 
Today in Fresno, the state air board will vote on the same plan. But Telles will be on the East 
Coast attending his son's graduation -- a conflict he told the Governor's Office about when he was 
appointed.  
 
"My air board obligations are of the highest priority. I will not be attending the upcoming meeting 
in Fresno only because of something of even higher priority -- family," he e-mailed The Bee.  
 
No 'rubber stamp process'  
 
But even with the absence of Telles -- who represents the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District on the state board -- there likely will be questions exploring whether the air-
cleaning plan goes as far as it could.  
 
"This isn't a rubber-stamp process," said Leo Kay, spokesman for the California Air Resources 
Board. "No one is going to blame Dr. Telles for going to his kid's graduation. But it did happen to 
fall on a critical day for  
the San Joaquin Valley. Other board members are very aware of the heightened interest in the 
Valley about air quality. I expect they will ask questions he might have asked."  
 
Mary Nichols, chairwoman of the state board, said she is well informed of Telles' opposition to 
passing the plan as-is.  
 
"We know what he said, and we're going to be asking tough questions and listening to the public," 
she said.  
 
"The plan meets tough legal requirements," Nichols said. "But, if there's a way to . . . make it 
tougher, we're going to be looking for ways to do that."  
 
Point of agreement  
 
Valley politics in something as complex as air pollution are not easily summed up. The one thing 
most agree on: The air is unhealthy.  
 
On one end of the spectrum are environmentalists who believe the air can and must be cleaned 
up. They believe the health effects have reached a crisis point and that it's time for sweeping 
change and strong regulations.  
 
"It's a question of who pays for the bad air. Is it the children and the old people who can't 
breathe? Do we pay through medical bills and quality of life, or do we start holding industry 
accountable?" asks Kathryn Phillips, manager of the Environmental Defense's Clean Air for Life 
campaign.  
 
On the other side are those who say regulations already have helped improve air quality. They 
say oil, farming and other industries are expected to pay more than $20 billion over the next six 
years for new equipment and technologies.  



 
They say the changes activists want made to the proposed plan -- such as no-farm days, 
converting diesel-fired irrigation pumps to electricity and early implementation of smog controls on 
trucks and farm equipment -- would cost farmers and others millions of dollars and result in 
negligible air improvement.  
 
An attack on agriculture?  
 
"An attack on the plan is an attack on agriculture," said Roger Isom, spokesman for the California 
Cotton Ginners and Growers Association.  
 
"One big frustration is the idea that the ag community doesn't care about air quality. Nothing 
could be further from the truth," said Isom, who once worked for the air district. "But we're never 
going to get there in the time frame the environmentalists want. We aren't going to be able to 
breathe and we're not going to have jobs, if they get the things they want."  
 
Traditionally, the Valley's air board has been sensitive to agricultural concerns.  
 
Environmentalists complained for years that they were steamrolled at regional air board 
meetings. They said clean-air regulations were dead on arrival due to the influence of 
development, oil and agriculture on a board comprised of elected county supervisors.  
 
Fresno County Supervisor Judy Case, who sits on the regional board and once held Telles' seat 
on the state board, said supervisors represent voters and were always looking for the right 
balance.  
 
"It's a matter of degrees. How fast can we get, not just cleaner air -- but healthful air -- without 
harming our economy?" she said.  
 
Hoping to break the power bloc of supervisors, activists lobbied successfully to expand the 
regional board by four positions, from 11 to 15, with two medical experts appointed by the 
governor -- the latter being a key goal of public health advocates. Telles is the first appointee.  
 
After the state Senate rejected Case during the confirmation process for the state board, Gov. 
Schwarzenegger asked Telles also to fill that role.  
 
A former president of the Fresno Madera Medical Society, Telles had spoken before to the 
regional air board on the health costs of dirty air. But he also grew up on a west-side farm, which 
some believed would make him familiar with ag issues.  
 
Board-watchers say he was not a political animal and not the first choice of either 
environmentalists or industry interests. He was an unknown quantity at his first regional meeting.  
 
Brent Newell, a lawyer with the Center for Race, Poverty and the Environment, a group that 
lobbied to create the new regional board positions, was floored by Telles' performance.  
 
"I've been going to these meetings since 2001, and I had never seen anything like it. He 
challenged staff and asked specific questions fleshing out the plan. It felt really unusual.  
 
"I'm sure those who represent the interests of oil, ag and development still feel a great deal of 
comfort about their position with the board. But there was a distinct shift at that meeting. Now, 
there are other strong voices that are going to be heard."  
 
Isom, the cotton growers' representative, was bothered by some of Telles' questions.  
 



In a report on his organization's Web site titled "Environmentalists Attack Agriculture at PM-2.5 
Hearing," Isom wrote: "Dr. Telles, who was raised on a westside farm, even questioned the 
district on why mandatory electrification of ag pumps" was not feasible, as farmers contend.  
 
State Sen. Dean Florez, D-Shafter, who led the opposition to Case's confirmation to the state 
board and sits on the legislative committee that will decide whether to confirm Telles' appointment 
to the state air board, was dismayed to learn that the cardiologist won't be at today's meeting.  
 
Said Florez: "I think Dr. Telles, as a dissenter, as someone who opposed the district's plan and 
found it inadequate, can provide great insight. It's disappointing, to say the least, that he isn't able 
to participate."  
 
Board to vote on particle pollution plan for Central Valley 
The Associated Press 
Contra Costa Times, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
FRESNO, Calif.—State air officials are meeting to consider a controversial plan to reduce 
airborne dust, smoke and soot, a type of air pollution linked to thousands of early deaths in the 
San Joaquin Valley each year.  
 
Scientists with the Air Resources Board say those airborne specks of pollution may be as much 
as 70 percent more toxic than experts had previously thought.  
 
Diesel engines and the dust generated by the agriculture and construction industries cause the 
particulate air pollution, which is linked to respiratory problems, heart attacks and lung cancer.  
 
The board will vote Thursday afternoon on a plan that could keep families from using their 
fireplaces for up to 35 days each winter and require local employers to make a portion of their 
workers carpool. 
 
Air quality board to fine Bay Area polluters 
Kelly Zito, Chronicle Staff Writer 
S.F. Chronicle, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
Jumping ahead of state and federal regulators, the Bay Area air quality district became the first in 
the nation on Wednesday to impose fees on businesses that pump some of the highest levels of 
carbon dioxide into the air each year. 
 
The 15-1 vote by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District sets the stage for 2,500 
companies and agencies - from supermarkets to gas stations to power plants - to pay 4.4 cents 
for every metric ton of carbon dioxide they expel, beginning July 1. The top 10 companies 
combined would pay more than $820,000. The fee for a large share of businesses would be less 
than $1. 
 
The district took the historic step as federal and state officials mull how and when to reduce the 
gases that many scientists blame for pushing up the Earth's temperatures and changing weather 
patterns. As much as the regulation will create a framework for pursuing the biggest carbon 
polluters in the region, it also provided a chance for the district to make a statement on the speed 
with which its counterparts in Sacramento and  
Washington are tackling the problem. 
 
"Someone needs to take a first step, and we're running out of time, when you look at the bay 
rising 3 feet by 2100 and the devastating effects of climate change," said San Mateo County 
Supervisor Jerry Hill, the air district chairman. "This is a more expensive proposition if we do 
nothing." 



 
District officials took pains to emphasize the estimated $1.1 million to be collected annually will 
pay for collecting and tracking data on greenhouse gases. What's more, individual fees will be too 
small in most cases to penalize polluters or deter the discharge of carbon dioxide. 
 
However, it was clear the agency has broader aspirations. 
 
"If you reduce emissions, you will reduce the fee. And that is the goal," said Pamela Torliatt, who 
represents Sonoma County on the 22-member board. 
 
Authority questioned 
 
Representatives of local refineries, among the polluters whose bills would run an additional 
$200,000 each year, argued that the district has no legal authority to levy such fees and that the 
anticipated greenhouse gas emission inventory would overlap with similar efforts at the state 
level. 
 
"It's disconcerting to business and industry, because we don't know who's in charge," said Dennis 
Bolt, manager of the Bay Area division of the Western States Petroleum Association. "You have 
too many oars in the water, and in the end a logjam comes down the road. It's not constructive." 
 
The California Air Resources Board is working on measures tied to the landmark California 
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, which aims to slash greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 
levels by 2020. But so far, the board has not released any proposals. Industry groups contend the 
local action is premature and will create an ineffective and confusing patchwork effect. 
 
At the national level, there is also no comprehensive plan. Last month, President Bush urged the 
United States to halt the growth of greenhouse gas emissions by 2025. But with no specific 
mandates or proposed legislation, the announcement was widely seen as having no impact.  
 
Bolt would not say if his group has ruled out the possibility of suing the air district.  
 
The greenhouse gas emissions inventory is of particular concern to both sides, because future 
rules or fees at the local, state or federal levels will hinge on certain benchmarks. High or low 
numbers may hurt or help emitters, depending on the program. The Bay Area district's plan calls 
for local monitoring of emissions; it is unclear whether a state program would rely on local 
monitoring or on figures provided by the companies. 
 
Before Wednesday's vote, the air district regulated emissions of more than a dozen major 
pollutants - such as volatile organic compounds, nitrous oxide and particulate matter from 
fireplaces - by about 10,000 companies. By adding greenhouse gases to the list, the 53-year-old 
agency singled out 2,500 of those businesses to pay extra fees for releasing carbon dioxide.  
 
More than 50 percent of the Bay Area's carbon emissions come from cars and trucks, which fall 
outside the agency's purview. 
 
Boulder, Colo., is the only area with a similar emissions fee program. Last year, the city imposed 
greenhouse gas fees on consumers and businesses to fund global warming education, energy 
audits and weatherization - but not to track carbon dioxide. 
 
Air board member and Martinez Mayor Mark Ross insists the local board would integrate fees 
and inventory data with any new state regulations. In fact, the board hopes the Bay Area plan 
could become a template for similar systems in other regions and the state. 
 
"They wouldn't have to re-create the carbon wheel," Ross said. "It's like we're the pilot project, 
and we hope the state will eventually adopt it." 



District director and Danville Mayor Michael Shimansky opposed the measure. He sees it as a 
step backward rather than forward. Adding fees to refiners, gas station owners and ultimately 
drivers could not come at a worse time, he said. 
 
"If you think this fee is going to stay this way for the next 10 years, ... I don't know what to say. It's 
going to rise and it's going to affect the economy," Shimansky said. 
 
Some of the opponents support a cap-and-trade system. That market-based approach, which 
appears to have the support of many businesses and Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger, sets limits on 
carbon dioxide emissions and allows companies to trade carbon credits based on the amount of 
production. 
 
Immediate and direct 
 
Health and social services advocates see the fee-based approach as more immediate and direct 
at a time when weather patterns seem more volatile and detrimental. One air expert pointed to an 
18-day stretch in the summer of 2006, when heat-related emergency room visits jumped from a 
typical 350 to more than 2,500. 
 
"These sort of heat episodes will continue to happen in the context of climate change and global 
warming," said Shankar Prasad, a fellow with the Coalition for Clean Air. The air quality board's 
vote "is the first step in the right direction. It's a precedent-setting step, a monumental decision." 
 
Senate Panel Supports California Emissions Waiver  
By BLOOMBERG NEWS 
In the N.Y. Times, Thursday, May 22, 2008 
 
A Senate panel approved a measure to reverse a ruling by the Environmental Protection Agency 
and let California enforce auto emission standards that are tougher than federal law. The 
Committee on Environment and Public Works voted 10 to 9 to amend the Clean Air Act to grant 
California’s request for a waiver from E.P.A. rules that prohibit states from establishing their own 
pollution restrictions. Fourteen other states have adopted or are adopting the California standards 
and seek similar waivers from the federal rules.  
 
Religion news in brief 
Modesto Bee, Thursday, May 22, 3008 

WASHINGTON —  A coalition of conservative evangelical leaders wants to enlist 1 million 
Christians to sign a statement questioning whether human-caused global warming is a real threat 
and arguing that restrictive environmental policies harm poor people. 

The "We Get It!" campaign is the latest development in an ongoing disagreement among 
evangelicals about climate change. 

"Our stewardship of creation must be based on Biblical principles and factual evidence," the 
statement says. "We face important environmental challenges, but must be cautious of claims 
that our planet is in peril from speculative dangers like man-made global warming." 

The campaign's materials argue that "recent, slight warming" is an unproven threat that could 
lead to restrictions in energy use and drive up the cost of energy and food for the world's poor. 

Several leaders and groups on the evangelical right back the campaign, including James Dobson 
of Focus on the Family, Richard Land of the Southern Baptist Convention's Ethics and Religious 
Liberty Commission, the Family Research Council, Institute on Religion and Democracy and 
Cornwall Alliance for the Stewardship of Creation. 



The effort is a response, in part, to the 2006 launch of the Evangelical Climate Initiative, which 
acknowledged humans cause global warming and argued Christian moral convictions demand an 
urgent response. The initiative, with more than 110 backers, has endorsed legislation to decrease 
carbon dioxide emissions. 

In March, a group of Southern Baptist leaders issued a statement saying the threat of global 
warming is too grave to wait for perfect knowledge about whether, or how much, people 
contribute to it. 

 
Boxer gets symbolic victory on California smog waiver 
By David Whitney  
Sacramento Bee, Thursday, May 22, 2008 

WASHINGTON – In a purely symbolic move, the Senate committee headed by Sen. Barbara 
Boxer approved her bill Thursday that would grant the Clean Air Act waiver California needs to 
enact tough car and truck emission standards. 

But the 10-9 vote by the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee is as far as the 
legislation is likely to get. The vote was largely along party lines, an indication it might not be able 
to overcome a filibuster blocking it from coming to a vote. 

Even if the measure did make it out of Congress, President Bush is all but certain to veto it.  

A House committee released documents this week showing that U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency Administrator Stephen Johnson denied California's waiver request in December after 
being told by the White House that it opposed giving the state an exception to the act. 

The California Democrat's bill would simply deem the state's waiver application approved. 

While the committee vote was mostly along party lines with Democrats backing the measure, one 
Democrat voted against it and one Republican voted for it, giving Boxer the opportunity to tout 
bipartisan support. 

  
Panel OKs states' emissions limits 
Bill would overturn EPA's decision to block California and others putting rules into effect 
By Frank Davies, MeDIANews Washington Bureau 
Tri-Valley Herald, Thursday, May 22, 2008 

In a showdown with the Bush administration, a Senate committee chaired by Barbara Boxer 
voted 10-9 Wednesday to approve her bill granting California and 14 other states the authority to 
enact a stringent tailpipe emissions standard. 

The bill would overturn the Environmental Protection Agency's decision in December denying 
California the waiver it sought to adopt limits on greenhouse gas emissions from new vehicles.  

The issue has become a major battleground in the debate over global warming, with states 
representing about half the U.S. population ready to enact the California standard and with the 
auto industry opposing it. 

"Today's action brings us one step closer to giving a green light to California and the other states 
so they can begin tackling global warming pollution from vehicles," Boxer said. 

But Boxer said she is not sure whether she will push for a full Senate vote on the bill, given that 
President Bush would veto it.  

All three presidential candidates — Republican John McCain and Democrats Barack Obama and 
Hillary Clinton — have said they would grant the waiver after taking office in January. Clinton, a 
member of the committee, was not present but cast a vote in favor by proxy. 



Boxer got the bill out of the Environment and Public Works Committee with the support of all 
Democrats except Tom Carper of Delaware, plus the backing of one Republican, John Warner of 
Virginia.  

Two independents, Joe Lieberman of Connecticut and Bernie Sanders of Vermont, also 
supported the bill, which has 27 co-sponsors.  

Sen. James Inhofe, R-Okla., former chairman of the same Senate committee and a longtime foe 
of Boxer's environmental positions, grudgingly praised the California Democrat's ability to keep 
her party behind the bill: "I'm envious. When I was chairman, I was herding cats. You have total 
discipline." 

Environmental groups and state officials praised the bill, saying it would force the EPA to continue 
a 40-year history of granting waivers to California, which has special status under the Clean Air 
Act to enact pollution regulations tougher than national standards. 

Mary Nichols, chairman of the state Air Resources Board, called EPA Administrator Stephen 
Johnson's decision "an illegal denial" and promised to continue fighting for the waiver. California 
has sued the EPA in federal court in San Francisco. 

Boxer called the report "more evidence that the Bush White House intervened to kill the waiver 
for California." 

 
Bill would require ships to burn cleaner fuel in US ports 
By ERICA WERNER, Associated Press Writer 
In the S.F. Chronicle and other papers, Wednesday, May 21, 2008 
 
WASHINGTON (AP) --Dangerous air emissions from giant cargo ships would be sharply reduced 
under legislation that passed a Senate committee Wednesday despite objections from 
Republicans. 
 
The bill by Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., chairwoman of the Environment and Public Works 
Committee, would require much cleaner fuel to be used by U.S. or foreign vessels that traffic in 
U.S. ports. 
 
The cheap, asphalt-like diesel that oceangoing ships currently burn has a sulfur content many 
thousand times higher than the diesel sold for U.S. trucks, leading to unsafe sulfur oxide 
emissions that can aggravate asthma and cause other respiratory illnesses. 
 
"The folks who live around ports and who work at the ports deserve to have the cleanest air 
possible. That fuel is available," Boxer said before the committee passed the bill on voice vote, 
sending it to the full Senate. 
 
The South Coast Air Quality Management District, a Southern California air-regulatory board, has 
said that marine vessels are the largest uncontrolled sources of air pollution in many areas of the 
country and responsible for at least 2,000 to 5,000 premature deaths each year. 
 
Republicans contended that the most polluted ports can be found in Boxer's home state, 
particularly the giant ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach. 
 
"The problem is not universal. The problem is in California right now," said Sen. James Inhofe, R-
Okla., top committee Republican. "Perhaps if I were a senator from California I would be 
supporting this, too, but I'm not." 
 
Boxer disagreed, saying "we have nationwide impacts all across this great country." 
 



The committee action comes as the Environmental Protection Agency has offered pollution 
reduction proposals for oceangoing ships to the U.N. International Maritime Organization, which 
is considering them. An IMO subcommittee passed the U.S. proposals in April and the full body 
may take them up in October, but environmental groups and some Democrats fear the IMO won't 
act or will end up passing a weaker rule. 
 
Boxer's bill proposes faster reductions in fuel sulfur content than the U.S. proposals before the 
IMO. 
 
Republicans said the U.S. could be put at an economic disadvantage if it has tighter pollution 
rules for its ports than other countries. Some 90 percent of emissions come from foreign-flagged 
ships, according to Boxer. 
 
An amendment by Sen. David Vitter, R-La., meant to keep U.S. air emissions standards 
consistent with international ones, failed 11-8. 
 
S.F. Chronicle editorial, Thursday, May 22, 2008: 
Gust of fresh air 
 
The Environmental Protection Agency's shortsighted and cynically political decision to deny 
California the opportunity to reduce tailpipe emissions will eventually be reversed, as a string of 
events proved this week.  
 
The question is, how long will the fight have to be - and how much damage will all those extra 
emissions do in the meantime?  
 
There is no longer any question whether or not the EPA's mission has been compromised by the 
White House. Rep. Henry Waxman, D-Beverly Hills, etched that theory in stone earlier this week 
when he released the results of an extensive investigation by the committee he chairs, the House 
Oversight and Government Reforms Committee. The investigation drew on 27,000 pages worth 
of documents to determine that the head of the EPA was preparing to join the overwhelming 
opinion of his staff in supporting California's bid to regulate vehicular greenhouse gas emissions - 
until he talked to the White House.  
 
It's fitting, then, that the committee Sen. Barbara Boxer chairs - Environment and Public Works - 
chose this week to pass a bill that will require the president to sign California's waiver. The bill 
just squeaked by - the vote was 10 to 9 - and Boxer has indicated that she may not press for a 
vote in the full Senate, where the odds of getting a veto-proof majority are shaky. Plus, the 
companion bill in the House hasn't gained any traction. But it's yet another sign that one way or 
another, California will get the right to protect its skies. 
 
"I see this bill as part of a multi-prong strategy to get the waiver," said David Doniger, policy 
director of the Natural Resources Defense Council's climate center. "The long-term prospects for 
California to get the green light are good." The other avenues, by the way, include a pending 
lawsuit against the EPA and a pledge from the three presidential candidates to support 
California's right to a waiver. 
 
We're pleased to see Congress stepping up to do the right thing, and to hear more and more 
evidence that the right solution will eventually prevail. The sooner it happens, the better off 
California will be. 
 
Bakersfield Californian editorial, Thursday, May 22, 2008:  
Think Yosemite air is clean? 
We visit places like Yosemite National Park, in part, to get away from the valley's omnipresent 
haze of borderline-toxic air. 



painfully ironic to realize that visitors to Yosemite get a blast of noxious pollution every time they 
visit the revered park -- especially if they enter with their windows down. 

Government inspectors say a buildup of carbon monoxide in the 74-year-old tunnel that tourists 
use to enter the park poses a potential danger. 

The accumulation of carbon monoxide -- at potentially hazardous levels -- is due to tunnel 
exhaust fans so old they don't work properly.  

The faulty fans could also lead to a fire in the tunnel, according to the Washington Post. 

The Interior Department's inspector general says the Wawona Tunnel is one of dozens of safety 
hazards that must be repaired soon. It's just one example of a pattern of delayed repairs on 
longstanding safety problems that threaten the public -- and park employees, too. 

In spot checks by investigators, 13 schools, among 184 the agency runs for American Indian 
children on tribal reservations, showed excessive wear and tear. And almost 60 dams managed 
by the Interior Department were at high risk of failing or overflowing. 

The Interior Department arranged for $1.5 million in federal highway contracts to repair the 
Wawona Tunnel's ventilation and electrical systems. The work is expected to be completed by 
the end of this summer. 

In the meantime, roll up your windows as you enter Yosemite.  

Sadly, the fresh air doesn't commence until visitors are well inside the park. 
 
S.F.Chronicle guest editorial, Thursday, May 22, 2008: 
SAN JOSE MERCURY NEWS: Change in climate policy beyond this 
administration 
 
The Bush administration finally listed the polar bear as a threatened species due to global 
warming. Too bad the decision is merely symbolic, surrounded by a fire wall that prevents real 
action to help the creatures.  
 
The Interior Department's decision last week recognized the peril to the bears as Arctic Sea ice 
melts at a frightening pace. It's the first time a species has been protected under the Endangered 
Species Act due to man-made global warming - and the clearest acknowledgment yet by the 
Bush administration that climate change is a threat.  
 
But Interior Secretary Dirk Kempthorne's decision will actually prevent efforts to save the bears 
from the most serious perils. He invoked a seldom-used rule that will allow oil and gas 
development to continue in the bear's habitat, which includes the Chukchi Sea off Alaska's coast. 
And he set guidelines to prevent the listing from being used to mandate specific cuts in carbon 
emissions by power plants, factories and other facilities.  
 
It's true that the Endangered Species Act isn't the best vehicle for broad climate change policy, as 
Kempthorne insists. But a threatened species listing that does virtually nothing to save the bears 
only underscores the inadequacy of the Bush administration's response to global warming. Real 
progress on climate change will have to wait for a new president.  
 
OC Register commentary Thurs., May 22, 2008 
Diesel-exhaust risks: mostly hot air? 
By HENRY I. MILLER 
 
If you were strapped for cash and lived in North Dakota, would you spend money on hurricane 
insurance? That would be as foolish as the recent actions of the California Air Resources Board, 
part of the California Environmental Protection Agency. As part of its mandate to ensure good air 
quality in the state CARB has begun to implement a program to reduce the diesel exhaust 



emissions from freight movement along California's trade corridors, including its seaports (which 
require huge amounts of truck traffic to transport arriving and departing containers). 
 
This "Goods Movement Emission Reduction Plan" (GMERP) is the result of a determination in 
April 2006 by CARB that diesel exhaust particulate matter represents a significant health threat to 
Californians, supposedly causing respiratory diseases and 2,400 premature deaths per year. 
(Fine particulate matter is very small soot that diffuses deep into the lungs.) 
 
Public funding for this initiative comes from a transportation bond approved by California voters in 
2006 that provides a billion dollars to implement reductions in diesel exhaust emissions. 
However, a large coalition of California truck owners, farmers, construction contractors, and 
business and community leaders has raised serious concerns about GMERP. This coalition 
recently estimated that applying these new emissions regulations to the approximately 2.3 million 
diesel trucks that move goods throughout California could cost at least $8 billion. 
 
This new burden could further damage the state's economy, which is already faltering in the face 
of falling real estate values and confiscatory taxes. Moreover, California will be at a competitive 
disadvantage because no other state has a similar diesel emissions reduction program. 
 
The fundamental question is whether this project is a cost-effective use of public and private 
resources. 
 
To answer that question, let's begin at the beginning. How solid is the evidence that diesel 
exhaust particulate matter is a significant threat to the health of Californians? CARB's estimate 
that particulate matter is responsible for 2,400 premature deaths appears to be based primarily 
on a 2005 epidemiological study from USC that found a substantial association between fine 
particles and mortality in the Los Angeles basin during 1982-2000. 
 
Other research, however, including experimental laboratory evidence, has failed to confirm those 
findings. In particular, a major nationwide study released in 2000 by the Health Effects Institute in 
Boston found no excess mortality risk associated with fine particles in California during 1982-89, 
and a large and detailed 2005 epidemiological study from UCLA found no association between 
fine particulate matter and mortality in elderly Californians during 1983-2002. Likewise, the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency's voluminous 2002 report "Health Assessment Document for 
Diesel Engine Exhaust" did not conclude that diesel exhaust causes premature deaths. 
Moreover, current levels of particulate matter in California's air are the lowest ever recorded. 
 
All of this indicates that CARB has exaggerated the adverse health effects of diesel exhaust and 
tried to portray these effects as being firmly established. 
 
The GMERP is already creating mischief and damaging the state's economy. A recently adopted 
plan to clean up the air in and around the Port of Long Beach by replacing thousands of aging 
diesel trucks is creating havoc among trucking company employees and independent truck 
drivers over how this costly plan will be implemented, and there are efforts under way to establish 
a new port in Baja California because of the onerous, debilitating environmental regulations and 
constraints on development at the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles (the two busiest in the 
United States). This new Mexican port would siphon billions of dollars away from the California 
economy and cause the transfer of many lucrative trucking and port jobs across the border. 
 
CARB fails to appreciate that regulation intended to reduce health risks imposes costs that must 
be weighed against the benefits. The direct and indirect expenses related to government 
programs – for purposes good, bad, or indifferent – exert an "income effect" that reflects the 
correlation between wealth and health. The accumulation of wealth by societies is necessary to 
fund medical research, build schools, support infrastructure and sanitation, and even to improve 
environmental amenities. It is no coincidence that richer societies have lower mortality rates and 
cleaner environments than poorer ones. Thus, to deprive communities, or individuals, of wealth is 



to increase their health risks. Conversely, the deprivation of income itself has adverse health 
effects, including an increased incidence of stress-related problems, including ulcers, 
hypertension, heart attacks, depression and suicide. 
 
It is difficult to quantify the relationship between the deprivation of income and mortality, but 
academic studies suggest that every $5 million to $10 million of regulatory costs will induce one 
additional fatality through this "income effect." (Thus, the conservatively estimated direct and 
indirect costs of the GMERP could themselves cause on the order of 2,000 deaths.) 
 
At a time when the California economy is slowing, and the state faces a huge budget deficit, state 
officials must establish priorities rigorously. Before expending scarce state resources on GMERP 
and placing a huge financial burden on the trucking industry – costs that will be passed on to 
businesses and, ultimately, to consumers – CARB should reassess the overall health effects of 
diesel exhaust in California and the relationship between fine particles and mortality. If CARB 
does not change course, billions of pollution-reducing dollars will, in effect, vanish into thin air. 
 
 


