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SE-1	There are numerous modeling runs and spreadsheets to support the socioeconomic analysis of the draft 1997 AQMP.  The socioeconomic report is written so as to be of benefit to the average reader.  The background information used to generate the socioeconomic report is available upon request.





SE-2	The differences between the 1997 and 1994 AQMP socioeconomic analyses are explained in the executive summary (page ES-5).  The estimated benefits are lower for the 1997 AQMP because the amount of emission reductions in the Plan is lower.  In addition, staff has refined the methodologies for estimating health and visibility benefits such that health benefits for improvements in PM10 and ozone beyond federal standards are not included, and only 45 percent of the total willingness to pay factor is used to account for visibility aesthetics.  Staff will continue to re-evaluate the future benefits of clean air as revisions to the AQMP occur.
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SE-3	Staff believes that using the costs of quantified measures to estimate the costs of unquantified measures is a reasonable approach in the absence of actual cost data.  It should be noted that advancements in technology have been known to lower the costs of some controls, especially those associated with long-term measures.  As such using the average cost of quantified measures as a surrogate for unquantified measures is likely to over predict not under predict costs.





SE-4	As pointed out in Chapter 3, Los Angeles County could incur a larger portion of the costs because most of the affected emission sources are located in Los Angeles County.  Riverside and San Bernardino counties could incur a larger portion of the benefits mainly because the majority of health benefits are associated with PM10 reductions and greater reductions in PM10 occur in these counties.  The regional distribution of health benefits is discussed in Chapter 5.
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SE-5	The proposed measure WST-04 applies to emissions from landfills, POTWs, and hazardous waste disposal facilities.  Based on the information received, the District will continue working with all affected parties to further evaluate the technical feasibility and cost effectiveness of implementing this control measure during the rule development process.


	Based on an analysis prepared by staff, BCM-01b and BCM-01c meet the established cost effectiveness criteria and, accordingly, have been proposed for rulemaking (Proposed Rule 1186).  The cost analysis was based on the difference in purchases of a PM10-efficient street sweeper versus a non-PM10-efficient street sweeper.  Staff recognizes that there may be unique aspects of street sweeping activities for the City and some other municipalities and these aspects will be further analyzed as part of the development of proposed Rule 1186.  The revised control cost as well as cost effectiveness will be considered in the socioeconomic assessment of proposed Rule 1186.


SE-6	The $66.8 million costs for the local government agencies (SIC 91-97) are the direct costs to local government to implement the draft 1997 AQMP.  Decreases in projected profits do not necessarily translate to decreases in sales on which revenues to local governments are based.  The projected positive job impacts from implementing the 1997 AQMP are more likely to result in increased sales overall.  A more detailed assessment on this issue will be assessed during rulemaking.


SE-7	Figure 3-3 has been added to page 3-11 in Chapter 3 of the Draft Final Socioeconomic Report to provide a trend of annual costs of quantified measures resulting from implementing the 1997 AQMP.  The benefits of the 1997 AQMP are calculated with respect to the benchmark years 2000 and 2010 for ozone reductions and 2000, 2006, and 2010 for PM10 reductions where air quality data are available.  The benefits for interim years are interpolated.  As shown in Table 3-10, the benefits of the Plan are much greater in the long term as more control measures are put in place.
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