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Begin Summary Minutes 
1) Call to order, Roll Call, Establish Quorum: (Discussion)  
The meeting was called to order at 9:01 am by Chairman Jim Gans. Executive Secretary Valerie King 
confirmed that the hearing was properly noticed and that a quorum was present.  

 

2) Public Comments: (Discussion)  
Chairman Gans called for public comments. There were none.  

 

3) Approval of the SEC meeting minutes for December 5, 2017: (Action Item)  
Chairman Gans requested comments from the Commission regarding the December meeting minutes. 
Chairman Gans addressed corrections and then asked for a motion to approve the minutes. 

Commissioner KC moved to approve the minutes, and Commissioner Landreth seconded. The minutes were 
unanimously approved. 

 

Permanent Regulatory Petitions 
4) Permanent Regulatory Petition – R155-17 (Attachment 1) (For Possible Action) 
►Bureau of Water Pollution Control (BWPC) 

Mr. Joe Maez, supervisor for the Technical, Compliance and Enforcement Branch, presented an overview and 
history of his program. The branch has largely remained the same since 1992. To arrive at an unbiased review 
of the program, the BWPC worked with the Nevada Board of Certification—run by the Nevada Water 
Environment Association (NWEA)—and a third party, the Association of Board Contractors (ABC). The review 
uncovered needed regulatory updates on fees, continuing education, and certification requirements.  

The Nevada Board of Certification is composed of:  

• Adrian Edwards, board chairman,  

• Joe Crim, vice chairman,  

• LeAnna Risso, secretary,  

• Joseph Carter, member,  

• Michael Drinkwater, member,  

• Brian Oswalt, member,  

• John Solvie, member, and  

• Ashley Jacobson, program administrator.  

Following Mr. Maez’s introduction, Ms. Katrina Pascual from BWPC went over the proposed regulatory 
changes. There were three main parts to the proposal: 
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1. The proposal included 1) changing and adding requirements for the certification and renewal of 
wastewater operator licenses, 2) adding scaled education requirements, 3) adding scaled operator 
experience requirements, 4) including continuing education units for renewals, and 4) increasing 
renewal and reciprocity fees.  

2. The proposal included new conditions for sewage treatment plants that emphasize plant treatment 
technology and flow rates. (NAC 445A.286, NAC 445.287, NAC 445A.288, NAC 445A.289, NAC 
445A.290, NAC 445A.292)  

3. The proposal included changes to NAC 455A.867 (6); specifically it updated requirements for the 
Underground Injection Control Program.  

Ms. Pascual explained that Nevada is one of the few states that does not have education and continuing 
education requirements for initial, reciprocal, and renewal certifications for professional wastewater 
operators. These revisions would help Nevada align with professional and national standards and would 
strengthen the program to better safeguard state waters. The regulatory revision would increase the cost of 
operator certification. Initial certification fees would be raised to $140.00, renewals would be raised to 
$110.00, and reciprocity would be raised to $150.00. The fee increase would be used to fund the certification 
program and finance the review applications with revised education and continuing education requirements. 

After Ms. Pascaul’s overview, Chairman Gans asked for questions from the Commission. BWPC staff 
answered their questions. 

Commissioner Porta asked how the continuing education requirements would be verified. BWPC responded 
that education would be a requirement before certificates are given; operators would be randomly checked 
for compliance.   

Commissioner Landreth asked if there would be a grace period for operators who have not been certified. 
BWPC confirmed that a grace period would be available until the end of the renewal cycle of the next 
recertification.  

Chairman Gans asked if BWPC staff had enough time to maintain the new procedures. BWPC responded that 
NWEA is contracted to verify the program.  

Commissioner KC asked if operators would need to move down a level to qualify if they were already 
classified at a higher level. BWPC explained that the current certification would be valid. However, operators 
would need to seek additional education before the renewal period to maintain their certification or move up 
in the series.   

Referencing a table on page three of the proposed regulation, Commissioner Perry wondered how rural 
operators could be encouraged to grow professionally and improve their financial status when they 
predominately work on classification I facilities. He qualified his question by noting that it may be difficult for 
rural operators to move to a higher grade—and consequently a higher pay grade—because they may not 
have access to a classification II facility to gain the required experience. BWPC acknowledged Perry’s concern, 
explaining that the question was presented at a recent public workshop. One of the reasons a restricted 
certificate was created, they said, was to decide the difference between those who have met the education 
requirements and those who have the experience. They noted that they would reexamine the evaluation 
process in a year to see if any improvements needed to be made to better accommodate rural operators.  

Chairman Gans asked if the fee increase would cover the higher cost of the program. The BWPC responded 
that the contract is already covered through discharge permit fees. 
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Chairman Gans then asked if bureau staff got push back on fee increases during the outreach process. BWPC 
responded that they had questions on why the increase was not gradually phased in. Mr. Jim Kerr for the city 
of Elko, for example, contacted them to request a tiered approach and to ask why the fees hadn’t been 
adjusted since 1992. BWPC reiterated the need for the increase, however, pointing to a significant budget 
gap and the additional administrative costs associated with the NWEA contractor.  

Mr. Jim Kerr, public works superintendent with the city of Elko, then approached the microphone to share his 
concerns on training.  

Mr. Kerr explained that it would be financially challenging for folks in rural Nevada to meet the increased 
education and training requirements, especially the request to renew certificates every other year. He said it 
would be hard to get staff in compliance on time since he manages the 4th largest county in the US (Elko 
County). 

Mr. Kerr explained that he supports growth and education, but was concerned about the limitations the 
proposal might place on his plants and on the growth and mobility of his staff. In an effort to relieve this 
concern, Mr. Kerr proposed an alternative to having a restricted license expire; he recommended that 
restricted licenses be renewable. He welcomed the idea of working with BWPC to review the program in a 
year.  

The Commission, BWPC, and Mr. Kerr agreed to review the program in a year.  

Commissioner King asked Mr. Kerr how many operators he currently staffed. Mr. Kerr answered that he had 
seven operators on staff and that the additional training for each would stretch his budget. He also 
recommended online training as a cost and time-effective alternative.  

Vice Chairman Porta followed up on the suggestion, asking what NWEA charged for online courses. BWPC 
responded that some online classes would be available for free, and that they are seeing if they should count 
routine safety or operational training as continuing education. Ms. Jennifer Carr, deputy administrator for 
NDEP, also offered her perspective that online training and video conferencing technology might allow 
operators to gain credits without traveling. 

Mr. Rob Forester of the Nevada Rural Water Association offered his own perspective on the impact of 
operator training and travels costs and increased renewal fees. He noted that a three day conference can 
cost anywhere from $1200.00-$1300.00 for a single operator.  

At this point in the discussion, Mr. Adrian Edwards of the Board of Certification joined from Las Vegas, 
offering another perspective on the issue of training requirements. He noted the administrative and 
professional commitment of his board to maintain and improve the professional image of wastewater 
operators across Nevada. He said that the Board of Certification and a majority of the certification 
community supported the proposed amendments because they would strengthen the certification program 
and benefit certified wastewater treatment operators. Because the Board of Certification administers the 
wastewater program for NDEP, an increase in fees would fully fund the program. 

Mr. Edwards further explained that the Board of Certification conducted two surveys, the most recent in 
2015, to see if a requirement for continuing education units was welcomed by operators, their supervisors, 
and their employers. Two thirds of the respondents felt that continuing education would enhance their 
performance as operators. A similar number said that their employer would support their efforts to achieve 
that education.  

Mr. Edwards explained that continuing education was available through a number of on-site conferences and 
online training had grown as a suitable alternative for meeting the education requirements. His organization, 
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he continued, is preparing to provide low-cost or free education on NVWEA.org, and a large number of 
private online trainers are interested in marketing to Nevada.  

The Commission sought clarification on whether NWEA was merely examining the benefit of streaming 
conferences or were seriously pursuing the idea. Mr. Edwards explained that since the program is mainly 
volunteer based, the largest obstacle is limited time. He clarified that he understood the drive and demand of 
the new regulation and that streaming conferences was on the list of things to pursue. Mr. Edwards 
emphasized that the continuing education units are not only educationally valuable, but also offer 
indispensable networking opportunities. He encouraged operators to attend the conference.  

Motion: Vice Chairman Porta moved to adopt Regulation R155-17, dated 2/20/2018, with the provision that 
NDEP come back in a year and report on the progress of the program. Commissioner King seconded the 
motion. All voted in favor of adopting the regulation.  

 

5) Permanent Regulatory Petition – R156-17 (Attachment 2) (For Possible Action) 
►Bureau of Safe Drinking Water (BSDW)  

Ms. Jennifer Carr, deputy administrator of NDEP, offered a brief background on the Safe Drinking Water 
Operator Certification Program.  

Mr. Linh Kieu, supervisor for the Data Management and Drinking Water Operator Certification Program in 
the Bureau of Safe Drinking Water, then presented a petition to modify the regulations of the program 
covered in NAC 455A.6285 to NAC 445A.651.  

According to Mr. Kieu, the NDEP’s petition would ensure that operators are well-trained and have the 
appropriate level(s) of experience to safeguard the public water supply for the citizens and visitors of 
Nevada. It would also help operators keep current with regulatory requirements, operation standards, and 
treatment technologies. More importantly, the updates would ensure that water systems are able to retain 
competent, well-trained, and motivated operators, thereby protecting public health and strengthening the 
integrity of the Nevada Certified Drinking Water Operator Program. 

Mr. Kieu clarified that the proposed regulatory changes were first recommended by a Program Review 
Subcommittee for the Water and Wastewater Operator’s Forum. The subcommittee was formed in 
December 2016 and consisted of volunteer operators, forum board members, and BSDW staff.  

In its current form, the subcommittee has several purposes:  

• to review and ensure that Nevada’s drinking water operators have the appropriate skill sets, levels of 
education, and experience in operations and maintenance of public water systems; 

• to determine if operators have enough funds to address the needs of the regulated community; 

• to promote professional development for Nevada Drinking Water operators; and 

• to offer clarifications and guarantee consistency in existing regulations.  

Mr. Kieu explained that the changes would 1) make sure Nevada certified operators have enough training 
and experience, 2) bring the operator certification program closer to industry standards, 3) keep the program 
up to date with available technologies and practices, and 4) keep state operators on track with regulations 
under the Safe Drinking Water Act. On the ground level, the proposal would offer operators the opportunity 
to get certifications at two grades above the system at which they are working. This would allow operators to 
develop both personally and professionally.  
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Mr. Kieu went on to explain that the subcommittee solicited feedback from the regulated community by 
emailing all 1400 Nevada-certified drinking water operators three separate times. In September 2017, they 
conducted one stakeholder meeting in Las Vegas during the Tri-State Seminar for water and wastewater 
operators.  

During outreach, some operators commented that they were concerned about the proposed fee increases. 
As Mr. Kieu clarified, the regulatory change would involve a fee increase, but it would be phased in over a 
period of 3 years, starting in FY 2019. This would minimize the financial burden and allow systems to budget 
for the coming change. In addition, the fee increase would only apply to individual operators, and would not 
likely impact small businesses.  

Mr. Kieu further addressed the fees by maintaining that they would help align revenue with the regulatory 
workload, address new expenses for the examination process, and lessen the financial uncertainty often 
attached to federal funding. 

After summarizing the comments and answers from the stakeholder meeting, Mr. Kieu directed the 
Commission to (Attachment 3), a worksheet for deciding if an operator’s current experience with complex 
water systems could carry over to systems with a higher classification. 

After Mr. Kieu’s presentation, Chairman Gans asked for questions from the Commission. Ms. Carr and Mr. 
Kieu fielded the questions.  

Vice Chairman Porta asked for more details on stepping up 2 grades higher on the certificate. Ms. Carr and 
Mr. Kieu clarified that operators who work at more than one system (with varying degrees of complexity) 
may accumulate experience to help determine if they qualify to move up two grades. The current 
classification structure, they explained, is largely based on population rather than the complexity of a 
treatment process. As a result, some operators who work at highly advanced facilities are limited in their 
ability to achieve higher certifications because they serve areas with low populations. Some of these 
operators also work at multiple water systems, each with different treatment processes. The modification 
would allow such operators to advance 2 grades above their current classified system based on the 
complexity of the system they service.  

Chairman Gans asked for questions or comments from the public. There were none.  

Motion: Commissioner Landreth moved to adopt Regulation R156-17, dated 1/10/2018. Commissioner KC 
seconded the motion. All voted in favor of adopting the regulation.  

 

6)  Permanent Regulatory Petition – R144-17 (For Possible Action)  
►Bureau of Air Quality Planning and Air Pollution Control  

Dr. Danilo Dragoni, chief of the Bureau of Air Quality Planning, presented the proposed amendments with 
updates (Attachment 4). Dr. Dragoni explained that NDEP is delegated by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) to execute New Source Performance Standards and National Emission Standards for Hazardous 
Air Pollutants in Nevada. The proposed amendments would update the State’s “adoption by reference” 
regulation so that industries in Nevada can continue to work with NDEP rather than EPA. In addition, this 
amendment would update NDEP’s adoption of federal Prevention of Significant Deterioration rules and 
revise the requirements for the preparation, adoption, and submittal of implementation plans.   

Chairman Gans asked for questions from the Commission.  

Dr. Dragoni clarified that the amendment process is regularly updated every two years to respond to updates 
to federal regulations, and that NDEP hosted two workshops to field questions and comments.   
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Chairman Gans asked for questions or comments from the public. There were none.  

Motion: Commissioner King moved to adopt regulation R144-17. Commissioner Perry seconded the motion. 
All voted in favor of adopting the regulation.  

 

7)  Permanent Regulatory Petition – R145-17 (For Possible Action)  
►Bureau of Air Quality Planning and Air Pollution Control 

Dr. Danilo Dragoni, chief of the Bureau of Air Quality Planning, presented a proposal to amend NAC 
445B.22097, “standards of quality for ambient air” (Attachment 5). The amendment would revise the 8-hour 
ozone standard in the Nevada standards table from 0.075 to 0.070 parts per million to adhere to federal 
standards. The amendment would also simplify the table by deleting the “National Standards” and “Method” 
columns since both columns are included only for reference and often inaccurately reflect the current federal 
standards.  

Dr. Dragoni explained that the state of Nevada is required by law to adopt federal ozone standards. The U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for 
certain pollutants, called criteria pollutants. Each state is required to enforce these standards. If NDEP fails to 
timely implement the NAAQS, EPA may sanction the State by withholding federal highway funds and taking 
charge of NAAQS oversight in Nevada. Such a change in oversight could cause delays for the regulated 
industry since EPA has no mandatory time frame for issuing permits.  

Chairman Gans asked for questions from the Commission.  

Commissioner Perry asked whether any areas in Nevada would be in danger of noncompliance following 
these changes. Dr. Dragoni explained that the only area in non-attainment would be Las Vegas Valley which is 
not under the jurisdiction of NDEP. New monitoring data and analysis on Jean, Ivanpah, and Garnet would 
prompt NDEP to request that EPA designate these areas in attainment.  

Chairman Gans asked for questions or comments from the public. 

Mr. Allen Biaggi, representative of the Nevada Mining Association, thanked NDEP for their responsiveness 
and transparence, especially in working with his association to ensure that federal and state standards were 
satisfied. 

Motion: Commissioner Perry moved to adopt Regulation R145-17, dated 2/15/2018. Commissioner King 
seconded the motion. All voted in favor of adopting the regulation 

Alternative Fuel Variance  
8) Petition for Alternative Fuel Variance – Washoe County (For Possible Action)  
►Eric Crump and David Gonzales, Washoe County 

Mr. Eric Crump and Mr. David Gonzales, with Washoe County, asked the Commission to approve a 36 month 
variance to the provision of NRS 486A.180. This variance would exempt 27 county vehicles from using 
biodiesel and would offset financial and operational challenges created by the regulation.  

Mr. Crump and Mr. Gonzales explained that Washoe County Equipment Services operates 31 diesel vehicles 
that fall under Nevada’s Alternative Fuel Program. These 31 vehicles are based in eight different locations 
across the county. Four of these vehicles are operated near a fuel site with biodiesel and primarily use the 
biodiesel facilities. The remaining 27 vehicles are located at six different facilities and do not have easy access 
to fueling stations with biodiesel. As a result, these vehicles must travel many additional miles to access 
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biodiesel, resulting in a loss in productivity and excess fuel and maintenance costs—an estimated $60,747.28, 
annually.   

Mr. Gonzales and Mr. Crump stated that they had initially employed telematics as an alternative to the 
variance. Certain departments in Washoe County, for example, have had telematics installed on their 
vehicles mainly for employee safety, dispatching, and vehicle assignment. However, Mr. Gonzales and Mr. 
Crump explained that Washoe County had not seen any sizeable reduction in fuel usage through telematics. 
Currently, none of the 31 regulated diesel vehicles have telematics installed, and it would cost $124,000.00 
to install and maintain this technology in the fleet.  

Another alternative, Mr. Gonzales and Mr. Crump continued, would be to build one or more fuel sites. The 
estimated cost to install a single fuel site at a Washoe County facility would be in excess of $450,000.00, not 
including additional operational and maintenance costs. Mr. Gonzales and Mr. Crump felt this cost was not 
reasonable given the availability of other, non-alternative fuel site locations already close to the vehicle 
locations.  

Chairman Gans asked for questions from the Commission.  

Commissioner Perry asked for a summary of the use and benefit of telematics. Mr. Gonzales answered that 
vehicle telematics record vehicle emissions and are sometimes considered a substitute to alternative fuels.   

Referring to (Attachment 6), Dr. Dragoni explained the history, fleet composition, and current compliance 
situation on the alternative fuel requirements. He outlined the environmental benefits and the past 
regulatory changes.  

Chairman Gans asked whether Washoe County had a compliance plan. Dr. Dragoni answered that he was not 
aware of any compliance plan going forward.   

Chairman Gans then asked if NDEP staff supported the variance. Dr. Dragoni explained that they accepted 
the justification.  

Several commissioners commented that increasingly better federal ambient air quality standards for fuels 
had benefited the environment. For example, conventional gasoline and diesel fuels have improved because 
federal mandates have made previously alternative fuels the current standard. Furthermore, improvements 
in vehicle production standards and fuel bending technologies have also effectively reduced emissions. The 
commissioners noted that the statutes may need revisited to take into account cleaner fuels across the 
board.  

The Commission then asked for NDEP to contact affected agencies to begin exploring an effective statutory 
update. Mr. Greg Lovato spoke on the subject of the program, assuring the Commission that NDEP would 
actively explore other options through outreach to agencies and analysis of the elements of the alternative 
fuel program.   

Chairman Gans asked for further questions or comments from the public. There were none.  

Commissioner Perry then made a motion to grant Washoe County’s petition for a 36 month variance on NAS 
Chapter 486 for 27 biodiesel vehicles as per the application, SEC Form No. 6. Vice Chairman Porta seconded 
the motion.  

Commissioner Landreth interjected that she supported the motion with a concern that it aggravates the 
authority of the statute and other entities that comply with it. Commissioner Landreth cautioned against 
making variances a consistent practice.  

All voted in favor of adopting the variance with the understanding that NDEP would update the Commission 
on the program at a later date.  
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9) Administrator’s Briefing to the Commission: (Discussion)  
►Mr. Greg Lovato and Mr. Jeffrey Kinder, Nevada Division of Environmental Protection 

Mr. Greg Lovato, administrator of NDEP, updated the Commission on NDEP activity beginning with its 
permitting programs. From June to December 2017, the number of active air permits increased from 588 to 
601. In previous years, there was a persistent backlog of 250 to 300 permitting actions. As of December 2017, 
however, the backlog had dropped to 218 permitting actions.  

Mr. Lovato said that permits through the Bureau of Mining and Regulation and Reclamation’s three branches 
had increased from 422 to 430 from June to December 2017. Expired permits across the programs remained 
constant at 19. The mining program reduced expired closure permits at about 10 to 15 per quarter while 
other review and permit modifications increased from 109 to 168 from June to December.  

Mr. Lovato continued—the number of discharge permits from the Bureau of Water Pollution Control 
remained mostly stable—increasing slightly from 698 to 713—with just above 90 National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System permits and other state permits including those under the Underground 
Injection Control Program. Expired permits slightly decreased from 144 to 138. Applications remained 
relatively steady at between 30 and 40 per quarter. Total active stormwater permits decreased slightly from 
2,660 to 2,629. 

Mr. Lovato then highlighted NDEP’s progress on several high profile programs. On February 5, 2018, the EPA 
deferred listing the Anaconda Copper Mine site on the EPA National Priorities List. Going forward, NDEP will 
directly oversee site investigation and response actions. In addition to executing the Deferral Agreement with 
EPA, the NDEP entered into a legally binding agreement with Atlantic Richfield Company (ARC) called the 
Interim Administrative Settlement Agreement and Order on Consent (IAOC). The IAOC requires ARC, under 
NDEP regulatory oversight, to complete interim fluid management and complete construction of long-term 
remedy for the former Arimetco portion of the site. The IAOC also requires ARC to complete a site-wide 
study of the feasibility of remedial actions to evaluate options for long-term management of the site. Mr. 
Lovato explained that NDEP is developing a community outreach plan and would be updating and revising its 
website in the coming months.  

Mr. Lovato said that Nevada expects to receive $24.8 million in a span of 3 years under the nationwide 
Volkswagen settlement. Nevada was certified as a beneficiary by the court in January. NDEP aims to leverage 
the funds to efficiently and cost effectively reduce emissions in areas of the state that have relatively higher 
NOx pollution.  

Mr. Lovato then updated the Commission on the UNR Business Environmental Program (BEP). NDEP was 
authorized in the 2017 legislative session to increase funding of the program. For years the program has 
offered valuable, confidential assistance to businesses, saved time for NDEP staff, and increased compliance 
in the hazardous waste arena which has many complicated and detailed rules. The State has increased 
funding by $40,000 per year for hazardous waste management and compliance assistance outreach.  

Mr. Jeffery Kinder, deputy administrator for NDEP, followed Mr. Lovato’s summary with an update on NDEP’s 
use of e-Notice and e-Access for public notice requirements. The Commission approved a temporary 
regulation on May 3, 2017 to allow the air program to post public notices online instead of in newspapers. 
This follows changes that had occurred at the federal level. The permanent regulation was adopted on 
September 13, 2017 and approved by the Legislative Commission later that month.  
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In October 2017, the air program sent a notice to 22 newspapers that serve the 15 counties under NDEP’s 
jurisdiction. The notice explained the change and gave people the opportunity to contact NDEP on how to 
continue receiving information. NDEP has had no response to date.  

However, Mr. Kinder said that one of the 30 air permit notices over the last year was still published in a 
newspaper to keep pace with public interest generated by a previous newspaper notice. Because of this 
interest, NDEP held a public hearing for the action and received a comment from a person subscribed to the 
mailing list.  

Mr. Kinder reiterated that the program continues to use the mailing list and an email list for public notices. 
Additionally, the public information officer continues to send information to the newspapers concerning 
public notices, and NDEP had one newspaper select an NDEP notice and publish it on their website. NDEP 
developed and issued two new minor source general permits and had approximately 8 attendees for the 
workshop.  

Members of the Commission asked about the cost savings of the new policy. Mr. Lovato and Mr. Kinder 
replied that NDEP is not only saving hundreds of dollars per advertisement; it is saving money on staff hours.  

Commissioner Richardson wanted the NDEP to update him on the public notice issue.  

 

10) Public Comment: (Discussion)  
Chairman Gans asked for public comments. There were none.  

Chairman Gans asked when the next SEC meeting was scheduled. Executive Secretary King replied that the 
next meeting was scheduled for May 23, 2018. 

 

11) Adjournment: (Discussion)  
The meeting was adjourned at 12:25 pm. 

 

The audio recording of this meeting is available at 

http://www.sec.nv.gov/docs/0218/SEC_Meeting_2_21_18.mp3 
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ATTACHMENTS 
 

ATTACHMENT 1: Regulatory Petition R155-17 
 
ATTACHMENT 2: Regulatory Petition R156-17 
 
ATTACHMENT 3: Handouts from Mr. Linh for R156-17 
 
ATTACHMENT 4: Regulatory Petition R144-17 
 
ATTACHMENT 5: Regulatory Petition R145-17 
 
ATTACHMENT 6: Handouts Use of Alternative Fuel 



ATTACHMENT 1: 

Regulatory Petition R155-17 





































ATTACHMENT 2: 

Regulatory Petition R156-17  































ATTACHMENT 3: 

Handouts from Mr. Lihn for R156.17



Summary of Petition R156-17 Bureau of Safe Drinking Water 
 

1. NAC 445A.6285, clarifies NDEP language to approve certified operator for temporary relief of 
person in responsible charge; 
 

2. NAC 445A.629, clarifies that any public water must be classified for distribution and treatment 
using the classification point system; 
 

3. NAC 445A.632, revises language to be consistent with the passing score set by the testing 
organization; 
 

4. NAC 445A.633, revises requirements for education and experience for applicants to be certified 
by the program; 
 

5. NAC 445A.639, increase the number of hours of continuing education for an operator of certain 
certificates; 
 

6. NAC 445A.640, revises the requirements of continuing education for operators who hold multiple 
certificates; 
 

7. NAC445A.651, increase the fees charged by the Division for issuing and renewing certifications; 













ATTACHMENT 4: 

Regulatory Petition R144-17  















ATTACHMENT 5: 

Regulatory Petition R145-17 



--1-- 

LCB Draft with NDEP Revisions of Proposed Regulation R145-17 

PROPOSED REGULATION OF THE 

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION 

LCB File No. R145-17 

February 15, 2018 

EXPLANATION – Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [omitted material] is material to be omitted; 
matter in italics are changes made following the LCB review. 

AUTHORITY: §§1, 2 and 4-9, NRS 445B.210 and 445B.300; §3, NRS 445B.210. 

A REGULATION relating to air pollution; revising provisions relating to standards of ambient 

air quality; and providing other matters properly relating thereto. 

Legislative Counsel’s Digest: 

Existing law authorizes the State Environmental Commission to establish standards for 

air quality. (NRS 445B.210) Section 3 of this regulation revises the provisions prescribing the 

minimum state and federal standards of quality for ambient air for certain particulate matter. 

Sections 1, 2 and 4-9 of this regulation make conforming changes. 

Section  1. NAC 445B.019 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

445B.019 “Applicable requirement” means, as applied to a stationary source: 

1. Any standard or other relevant requirement:

(a) Provided in NRS 445B.100 to 445B.640, inclusive, and NAC 445B.001 to 445B.390,

inclusive, except for the state standards for ambient air established in NAC 445B.22097; 

(b) Provided in the applicable implementation plan approved or adopted by the EPA pursuant

to 42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 to 7515, inclusive; 

(c) For a hazardous air pollutant adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7412, including any

requirement regarding the prevention of accidental releases; 

(d) For a program to control acid rain adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§ 7651 to 7651o,

inclusive; 



--2-- 

LCB Draft with NDEP Revisions of Proposed Regulation R145-17 
 

(e) For enhanced monitoring or for compliance certification adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 

7413(a)(3) or 7661c(b); 

(f) For solid waste incineration units adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7429; 

 

(g) For consumer and commercial products or tank vessels adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 

7511b; and 

(h) For the protection of stratospheric ozone adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§ 7671 to 7671q, 

inclusive, unless the Administrator determines that such provisions are not required in an 

operating permit; 

2. A new source performance standard adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7411; 

 

3. Any term or condition of any permit issued pursuant to the requirements of 42 U.S.C. §§ 

7401 to 7515, inclusive, including provisions regarding the prevention of significant 

deterioration of air quality and new source review; and 

4. Any national ambient air quality standard or requirement regarding increments or 

visibility adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§ 7470 to 7492, inclusive, as the standard applies to a 

temporary source for which the owner or operator has applied for and obtained an operating 

permit pursuant to NAC 445B.287 to 445B.3497, inclusive. 

Sec. 2. NAC 445B.153 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

445B.153  “Regulated air pollutant” means: 

1. Nitrogen oxides or any volatile organic compounds; 

 

2. Any pollutant subject to: 

 

(a) A national ambient air quality standard and any constituents or precursors for such 

pollutants identified by the Administrator; 

(b) A standard or requirement adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7411; or 
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(c) A state standard established pursuant to NAC 445B.22097; 

 

3. Any Class I or Class II substance subject to a standard adopted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§ 

7671 to 7671q, inclusive; or 

4. Any pollutant that otherwise is subject to regulation under the Act, except that any 

hazardous air pollutant regulated under 42 U.S.C. § 7412 is not a regulated air pollutant unless 

the hazardous air pollutant is also regulated as a constituent or precursor of an air pollutant listed 

pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7408. 

Sec. 3. NAC 445B.22097 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.22097 1. The table contained in this section lists the minimum state standards of 

quality for ambient air. 

  [NEVADA] STATE STANDARDSA, B, D [NATIONAL STANDARDSB] 

POLLUTANT AVERAGING TIME CONCENTRATIONC [METHODD] [PRIMARYC, E] [SECONDARYC, F] [METHODD] 

Ozone 8 hours [0.075] 0.070 ppm  [Chemiluminescence] [0.075 ppm] [Same as primary] [Chemiluminescence] 

Ozone-Lake Tahoe 

Basin, #90 
1 hour 

0.10 ppm  

(195 µg/m3) 
[Ultraviolet absorption] [-- -- --] 

Carbon monoxide 

less than 5,000′ 

above mean sea level 
8 hours 

9 ppm 

(10,500 µg/m3) 

[Nondispersive infrared 

photometry] 

[9 ppm 

(10 mg/m3)] 

[None] 
[Nondispersive infrared 

photometry] 

At or greater 

than 5,000′ above 

mean sea level 

6 ppm 

(7,000 µg/m3) 

Carbon monoxide at 

any elevation 
1 hour 

35 ppm 

(40,500 µg/m3) 

[35 ppm  

(40 mg/m3)] 

 

 

Nitrogen dioxide 

Annual arithmetic 

mean 

0.053 ppm 

(100 µg/m3) 
[Gas phase chemiluminescence] [53 ppbG] [Same as primary] 

[Gas phase chemiluminescence] 

1 hour 100 ppb [--] [100 ppb] [None] 

Sulfur dioxide 

Annual arithmetic mean 
0.030 ppm 

(80 µg/m3) 

[Ultraviolet 

fluorescence] 

[0.03 ppmH 

(1971 standard)] 
[None] 

[Spectrophotometry 

(Pararosaniline method)] 

24 hours 
0.14 ppm 

(365 µg/m3) 

[0.14 ppmH 

(1971 standard)] 

3 hours 
0.5 ppm 

(1,300 µg/m3) 
[None] [0.5 ppm] 

1 hour 75 ppb [--] [75 ppb] [None] 

Particulate matter 

as PM10 
24 hours 150 µg/m3 [High volume PM10 sampling] [150 µg/m3] [Same as primary] 

[High or low volume 

PM10 sampling] 

Particulate matter 

as PM2.5 

Annual arithmetic mean 12.0 µg/m3 [--] [12.0 µg/m3] [Same as primary] 
[Low volume PM2.5 sampling] 

24 hours 35 µg/m3 [--] [35 µg/m3] [Same as primary] 

Lead (Pb) Rolling 3 mo. average 0.15 µg/m3 

[High volume sampling, acid 

extraction and atomic absorption 

spectrometry] 

[0.15 µg/m3] [Same as primary] 

[High volume sampling, acid 

extraction and atomic absorption 

spectrometry] 

Hydrogen sulfide 1 hour 
0.08 ppm 

(112 µg/m3)E[I] 
[Ultraviolet fluorescence] [--] [--] [--] 
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Notes: 
 

Note A: The Director shall use the [Nevada] state standards in considering whether to issue a 
 

permit for a stationary source and shall ensure that the stationary source will not cause the 

 

[Nevada] state standards to be exceeded in areas where the general public has access. For the 
 

2006 particulate matter as PM2.5 24-hour and annual standards, the 2010 nitrogen dioxide 1-hour 

standard, and the 2010 sulfur dioxide 1-hour standard, and the 2015 ozone 8-hour standard, the 

Director shall use the form of the standards set forth in 40 C.F.R. §§ 50.11, 50.13, and 50.17 

and 50.19, as those provisions existed on June 23, 2014 October 26, 2015, to ensure that the 

[Nevada] state standard is no more stringent than the [National] national ambient air quality 

standard in determining whether the stationary source will comply with the [Nevada] state 

standards in areas where the general public has access. 

Note B: [The] National ambient air quality standards are used in determinations of attainment or 
 

nonattainment. The form of a [National] national ambient air quality standard is the criteria 
 

which must be satisfied for each respective concentration level of a standard for the purposes of 

attainment. The form for each [National] national ambient air quality standard is set forth in 40 

C.F.R. Part 50 and may be viewed at [http://www.epa.gov/air/criteria.html.] 
 

http://www.epa.gov/criteria-air-pollutants/naaqs-table. National primary standards are the 

 

levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health. 

National secondary standards are the levels of air quality necessary to protect the public 

welfare from any known or anticipated adverse effects of a regulated air pollutant. 

Note C: Where applicable, [and except as otherwise described in Note G,] concentration is 
 

expressed first in units in which it was adopted. Measurements of air quality that are expressed 

as mass per unit volume, such as micrograms per cubic meter, must be corrected to a reference 

temperature of 25 degrees Centigrade and a reference pressure of 760 mm of Hg (1,013.2 

http://www.epa.gov/air/criteria.html
http://www.epa.gov/criteria-air-pollutants/naaqs-table
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millibars), except measurements of particulate matter as PM2.5 and lead (Pb), which are 

calculated in micrograms per cubic meter at local conditions; “ppb” in this table refers to parts 

per billion by volume, or nanomoles of regulated air pollutant per mole of gas; “ppm” refers to 

parts per million by volume, or micromoles of regulated air pollutant per mole of gas; “µg/m3” 

refers to micrograms per cubic meter. 

Note D: [Reference method as described by the EPA.] Any [reference method specified in 
 

accordance with 40 C.F.R. Part 50 or any] reference method or equivalent method designated in 
 

accordance with 40 C.F.R. Part 53 may be [substituted.] used to measure a regulated air 
 

pollutant. 

 

Note E: [National primary standards are the levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate 
 

margin of safety, to protect the public health. 
 

Note F: National secondary standards are the levels of air quality necessary to protect the public 
 

welfare from any known or anticipated adverse effects of a regulated air pollutant. 
 

Note G: The official National annual standard for nitrogen dioxide is 0.053 ppm. The National 
 

annual standard is identified in this table in equivalent units of parts per billion for the purpose of 
 

simplifying its comparison with the National 1-hour standard which is also identified in parts per 
 

billion. 
 

Note H: The 1971 National sulfur dioxide standards remain in effect for an area until 1 year after 
 

the area is designated for the 2010 National sulfur dioxide standard, except that in an area 
 

designated nonattainment for the 1971 National sulfur dioxide standards, the 1971 standards 
 

remain in effect until an implementation plan to attain or maintain the 2010 National sulfur 
 

dioxide standards is approved. 
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Note I:] The state ambient air quality standard for hydrogen sulfide does not include naturally 
 

occurring background concentrations. 

2. [These] The state standards of quality for ambient air are minimum goals, and it is the 
 

intent of the Commission in this section to protect the existing quality of Nevada’s air to the 

extent that it is economically and technically feasible. 

Sec. 4. NAC 445B.233 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.233 1. The Director shall determine from the submission of data and information 

required in subsection 5 of NAC 445B.232 or other information available to him or her that no 

violation occurred if: 

(a) The excess emission was the result of a routine start-up or shutdown for purposes of 

controlling production; 

(b) The amount and duration of the excess emissions were minimized to the extent 

practicable during the period of start-up or shutdown; and 

(c) Any one of the following conditions existed: 

 

(1) The effluent gas could not be passed through the equipment for controlling pollution 

without causing severe property damage. 

(2) The effluent gas could not be passed through the equipment for controlling pollution 

without causing severe upset of the process. 

(3) The excess emission was the result of igniter smoke which could not be controlled by 

the equipment for control used for normal operation. 
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2. If the owner or operator misrepresents facts or fails to disclose facts of which he or she 

had prior knowledge, the Director shall deem that the period of excess emissions violates NAC 

445B.001 to 445B.390, inclusive. 

3. Nothing in this section limits the obligation of the owner or operator of the stationary 

source to attain and maintain the state standards for ambient air quality promulgated in NAC 

445B.22097 or the authority of the Director to institute actions under sections 113 and 303 of the 

Act or to exercise his or her authority under NRS 445B.100 to 445B.640, inclusive. 

Sec. 5. NAC 445B.308 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.308 1. Except for a Class IV operating permit, in any area designated as attainment 

or unclassifiable for a regulated air pollutant, before an operating permit or a revision of an 

operating permit may be issued: 

(a) For a new or modified stationary source; 

 

(b) For a plantwide applicability limitation; or 

 

(c) To allow a plantwide applicability limitation to expire and not be renewed, 

 

 in accordance with NAC 445B.308 to 445B.314, inclusive, the applicant must submit to the 

Director an environmental evaluation and any other information the Director determines is 

necessary to make an independent air quality impact assessment. 

2. The Director shall not issue an operating permit or a revision of an operating permit for 

any stationary source if the environmental evaluation submitted by the applicant shows, or if the 

Director determines, in accordance with the provisions of this section, that the stationary source: 

(a) Will prevent the attainment and maintenance of the state [or national] ambient air quality 
 

standards. For the purposes of this paragraph, only those state ambient air quality standards that 
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have been established in NAC 445B.22097 need to be considered in the environmental 

evaluation. 

(b) Will cause a violation of the applicable state implementation plan. 

 

(c) Will cause a violation of any applicable requirement. 

 

(d) Will not comply with subsection 4. 

 

3. The Director shall not issue an operating permit or a revision of an operating permit for 

any stationary source if the Director determines, in accordance with subsection 3 of NAC 

445B.311, that the degree of emission limitation required for control of an air pollutant under 

this section is affected by that amount of the stack height of any source as exceeds good 

engineering practice stack height, including a good engineering practice stack height 

demonstrated by a fluid model or a field study approved by the Director in accordance with 

paragraph (c) of subsection 1 of NAC 445B.083, or any other dispersion technique. 

4. To be issued an operating permit or a revision of an operating permit, the owner or 

operator of a major stationary source or major modification, as those terms are defined in 40 

C.F.R. § 51.165, who proposes to construct in an area designated nonattainment for the regulated 

air pollutant or pollutants for which the stationary source or modification is major must: 

(a) Comply with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 51.165, as adopted by reference in NAC 

445B.221. 

(b) Adopt as an emission limitation for the stationary source the lowest achievable emission 

rate for each nonattainment regulated air pollutant from the stationary source. 

(c) Demonstrate that all other stationary sources within this State which are owned, operated 

or controlled by the applicant are in compliance or on a schedule of compliance with NAC 
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445B.001 to 445B.390, inclusive, and all other applicable requirements and conditions of the 

permit. 

(d) Conduct an analysis of any anticipated impact on visibility in any federal Class I area 

which may be caused by emissions from the stationary source. 

(e) Conduct an analysis of alternative sites, sizes, processes of production and techniques for 

environmental control for the proposed stationary source. Except as otherwise provided in this 

paragraph, the analysis must demonstrate that the benefits of the proposed stationary source 

significantly outweigh the detrimental environmental and social effects that will result from its 

location, construction or modification. If the major stationary source or major modification 

proposes to locate in an area designated as marginal nonattainment for ozone, the analysis must 

demonstrate an offset ratio of 1.2 to 1 for volatile organic compounds and nitrogen oxides. For 

the purposes of this paragraph, a stationary source which is major for volatile organic 

compounds or nitrogen oxides shall be deemed major for ozone if the proposed location of the 

major stationary source or major modification is in an area designated as nonattainment for 

ozone. 

(f) Comply with one of the following: 

 

(1) Sufficient offsets in emissions must be obtained by the time the proposed stationary 

source begins operation to ensure that the total allowable emissions of each nonattainment 

regulated air pollutant from the existing stationary sources in the area, those stationary sources in 

the area which have received their respective permits and the proposed stationary source will be 

sufficiently less than the total emissions from the existing stationary sources and those stationary 

sources in the area which have received their respective permits before the proposed stationary 
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source applies for its operating permit or a revision of an operating permit, in order to achieve 

reasonable further progress; or 

(2) If the major stationary source or major modification is located in a zone identified by 

the Administrator as one to be targeted for economic development, the owner or operator must 

demonstrate that the emission from the stationary source will not cause or contribute to 

emissions levels which exceed the allowance permitted for a regulated air pollutant for the 

nonattainment area. 

 For the purposes of this paragraph, offsets must comply with the provisions of Appendix S of 

40 C.F.R. Part 51, as adopted by reference in NAC 445B.221, and be coordinated with the 

appropriate local agency for the control of air pollution. 

5. To be issued an operating permit or a revision of an operating permit, the owner or 

operator of a major stationary source or major modification who proposes to construct in any 

area designated as attainment or unclassifiable under 42 U.S.C. § 7407(d) must comply with the 

provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 52.21, as adopted by reference in NAC 445B.221. 

6. The Director may impose any reasonable conditions on his or her approval, including 

conditions requiring the owner or operator of the stationary source to: 

(a) Conduct monitoring of the quality of the ambient air at the facility site for a reasonable 

period before the commencement of construction or modification and for any specified period 

after operation has begun at the stationary source; and 

(b) Meet standards for emissions that are more stringent than those found in NAC 445B.001 

to 445B.390, inclusive. 

7. If a proposed stationary source located on contiguous property is constructed or modified 

in phases which individually are not subject to review as provided in NAC 445B.308 to 
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445B.314, inclusive, all phases occurring since November 7, 1975, must be added together for 

determining the applicability of those sections. 

8. Approval and issuance of an operating permit or a revision of an operating permit for any 

stationary source does not affect the responsibilities of the owner or owners to comply with any 

other portion of the applicable state implementation plan. 

9. As used in this section: 

 

(a) “Offset ratio” means the percentage by which a reduction in an emission must exceed the 

corresponding increase in that emission. 

(b) “Reasonable further progress” means the annual incremental reductions in emissions of 

the relevant regulated air pollutant that are required by 42 U.S.C. §§ 7501 to 7515, inclusive, or 

are required by the Administrator to ensure attainment of the applicable standard for national 

ambient air quality by the applicable date. 

Sec. 6. NAC 445B.3364 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.3364 1. Except for sources that are subject to the permitting requirements set forth 

in 40 C.F.R. § 52.21 or sources subject to the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.40 to 63.44, 

inclusive, or 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.50 to 63.56, inclusive, within 45 days after the date of receipt of an 

application for a Class I operating permit to construct or for the revision of a Class I operating 

permit to construct, the Director shall determine if the application is complete. If substantial 

additional information is required, the Director shall determine that the application is incomplete 

and return the application to the applicant. If substantial additional information is not required, 

the Director shall determine the application to be complete. Unless the Director determines that 

the application is incomplete within 45 days after the date of receipt of the application, the 

official date of submittal of the application shall be deemed to be the date on which the Director 
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determines that the application is complete or the 46th day after the date of receipt, whichever is 

earlier. Within 90 days after the official date of submittal, the Director shall make a preliminary 

determination to issue or deny a Class I operating permit to construct or a revision of a Class I 

operating permit to construct. 

2. For sources subject to the permitting requirements set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 52.21, within 

30 days after the date of receipt of an application for a Class I operating permit to construct or 

for the revision of a Class I operating permit to construct, the Director shall determine whether 

the application contains adequate information to process the application. The official date of 

submittal of the application shall be deemed to be 31 days after the date of receipt, unless the 

Director determines before that date that substantial additional information is required. If the 

Director determines that substantial additional information is required, the Director shall return 

the application to the applicant. The Director shall require the applicant to submit a new 

application, or the applicant may formally withdraw the application. Within 180 days after the 

official date of submittal, the Director shall make a preliminary determination to issue or deny an 

operating permit to construct or a revision of an operating permit to construct. For the purposes 

of 40 C.F.R. § 52.21, the application shall be deemed to be complete on the date that the Director 

makes the preliminary determination to issue or deny a Class I operating permit to construct or a 

revision of an operating permit to construct. 

3. For sources subject to the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.40 to 63.44, inclusive, or 40 

 

C.F.R. §§ 63.50 to 63.56, inclusive, within 30 days after the date of receipt of an application for 

a Class I operating permit to construct or for the revision of a Class I operating permit to 

construct, the Director shall determine whether the application is complete. If substantial 

additional information is required, the Director shall determine that the application is incomplete 
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and return the application to the applicant. If substantial additional information is not required, 

the Director shall determine the application to be complete. Unless the Director determines that 

the application is incomplete within 30 days after the date of receipt of the application, the 

official date of submittal of the application shall be deemed to be the date on which the Director 

determines that the application is complete or the 31st day after the date of receipt, whichever is 

earlier. Within 180 days after the official date of submittal, the Director shall make a preliminary 

determination to issue or deny the Class I operating permit to construct or the revision of the 

Class I operating permit to construct. 

4. For the submittal of an application for a Class I operating permit to construct for the 

approval of a plantwide applicability limitation, within 30 days after the date of receipt of such 

an application, the Director shall determine if the application is complete. If substantial 

additional information is required, the Director shall determine that the application is incomplete 

and return the application to the applicant. If substantial additional information is not required, 

the Director shall determine the application to be complete. Unless the Director determines that 

the application is incomplete within 30 days after the date of receipt of the application, the 

official date of submittal of the application shall be deemed to be the date on which the Director 

determines that the application is complete or the 31st day after the date of receipt, whichever is 

earlier. Within 120 days after the official date of submittal, the Director shall make a preliminary 

determination to issue or deny the Class I operating permit to construct for the approval of a 

plantwide applicability limitation. 

5. If, after the official date of submittal, the Director discovers that additional information is 

required to act on an application, the Director may request additional information necessary to 

determine whether the proposed operation will comply with all of the requirements set forth in 
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NAC 445B.001 to 445B.390, inclusive. The applicant must provide in writing any additional 

information that the Director requests within the time specified in the request of the Director. 

Any delay in the submittal of the requested information will result in a corresponding delay in 

the action of the Director on the application submitted to the Director. 

6. The Director’s review and preliminary intent to issue or deny an operating permit to 

construct or a revision of an operating permit to construct and the proposed conditions for the 

operating permit to construct must be made public and maintained on file with the Director 

during normal business hours at 901 South Stewart Street, Suite 4001, Carson City, Nevada 

89701-5249 and in the air quality region where the source is located for 30 days to enable public 

and EPA participation and comment. 

7. The Director shall: 

 

(a) Publish notice of the Director’s preliminary intent to issue or deny an operating permit to 

construct or a revision of an operating permit to construct and a copy of the proposed Class I 

operating permit on an Internet website designed to give general public notice; 

(b) Provide written notice to persons on a mailing list developed by the Director, including 

those persons who request in writing to be included on the list; 

(c) Provide notice by other means if necessary to ensure that adequate notice is given to the 

public; 

(d) Provide a copy of the Director’s preliminary intent to issue or deny the operating permit 

to construct and the proposed operating permit to construct to the Administrator; 

(e) Provide a copy of the Director’s preliminary intent to issue or deny the operating permit 

to construct to each affected local air pollution control agency; 

(f) Establish a 30-day period for comment from the public and the EPA; and 
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(g) If the application is for an administrative revision to a Class I operating permit, provide 

written notice to each affected state. 

8. In addition to the requirements set forth in subsection 7, the notice required for a Class I 

operating permit to construct or for a revision of a Class I operating permit to construct must: 

(a) Identify the affected facility and the name and address of the applicant; 

 

(b) Include the name and address of the authority processing the Class I operating permit to 

construct; 

(c) Identify the activity or activities involved in the Class I operating permit to construct and 

the change of emissions involved in any revision of the Class I operating permit to construct; 

(d) State that the affected facility has the potential to emit 5 or more tons per year of lead, if 

applicable; 

(e) Include the name, address and telephone number of a person from whom interested 

persons may obtain additional information, including copies of the proposed conditions for the 

Class I operating permit to construct, the application, all relevant supporting materials and all 

other materials which are available to the authority that is processing the Class I operating permit 

to construct and which are relevant to the determination of the issuance of the Class I operating 

permit to construct; 

(f) Include a brief description of the procedures for public comment and the time and place of 

any hearing that may be held, including a statement of the procedures to request a hearing; and 

(g) If applicable, include a description of any revisions to a Class I operating permit resulting 

from an administrative revision to the Class I operating permit. 

9. All comments concerning the Director’s review and the preliminary intent for the 

issuance or denial of a Class I operating permit to construct or of a revision of a Class I operating 
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permit to construct must be submitted in writing to the Director within 30 days after the public 

announcement. The Director shall give notice of any public hearing at least 30 days before the 

date of the hearing. The Director shall keep a record of the names of any persons who made 

comments and of the issues raised during the process for public participation. 

10. Except as otherwise provided in subsections 11 to 14, inclusive, within 180 days after 

the official date of submittal of an application for an operating permit to construct or for the 

revision of an operating permit to construct, the Director shall issue or deny the new Class I 

operating permit to construct or the new revision of a Class I operating permit to construct. The 

Director shall make the decision by taking into account: 

(a) Written comments from the public; 

 

(b) Comments made during public hearings concerning the application and the Director’s 

preliminary determination for issuance or denial; 

(c) Information submitted by proponents of the project; and 

 

(d) The effect of such a facility on the maintenance of the national ambient air quality 

standards, the state [and national] ambient air quality standards contained in NAC 445B.22097 

and the applicable state implementation plan. 

 

11. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 12, for sources subject to the permitting 

requirements set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 52.21, within 12 months after the official date of submittal 

of an application for an operating permit to construct or for the revision of an operating permit to 

construct, the Director shall issue or deny the new Class I operating permit to construct or the 

new revision of a Class I operating permit to construct. 

12. The Director shall issue or deny a Class I operating permit to construct for the approval 

of a plantwide applicability limitation within 30 days after the close of the period for public 
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participation or 30 days after the hearing, if a hearing is scheduled pursuant to this section, 

whichever occurs later. 

13. For a source, or proposed source, subject to the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.40 to 

63.44, inclusive, or 40 C.F.R. §§ 63.50 to 63.56, inclusive, within 12 months after the official 

date of submittal of an application for an operating permit to construct or for the revision of an 

operating permit to construct, the Director shall issue or deny the new Class I operating permit to 

construct or the new revision of a Class I operating permit to construct. 

14. The Director shall not issue an administrative revision to a Class I operating permit if 

the Administrator objects to the issuance of the administrative revision in writing within 45 days 

after the Administrator’s receipt of the proposed revision conditions for the Class I operating 

permit and the necessary supporting information. 

15. Any person may petition the Administrator to request that the Administrator object to 

the issuance of an administrative revision to a Class I operating permit as provided in 40 C.F.R. § 

70.8(d). 

16. If, on his or her own or pursuant to a request by a person pursuant to subsection 15, the 

Administrator objects to the issuance of an administrative revision to a Class I operating permit, 

the Director shall submit revised proposed conditions for the Class I operating permit in response 

to the objection within 90 days after the date on which he or she is notified of the objection. 

Sec. 7. NAC 445B.3395 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.3395 1. Except for sources subject to the permitting requirements set forth in 40 

 

C.F.R. § 52.21 and as otherwise provided in this subsection, within 60 days after the date on 

which an application for a Class I operating permit or for the significant revision of a Class I 

operating permit is received, the Director shall determine whether the application is complete. If 
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substantial additional information is required, the Director shall determine that the application is 

incomplete and return the application to the applicant. If substantial additional information is not 

required, the Director shall determine that the application is complete. Unless the Director 

determines that the application is incomplete within 60 days after the date of receipt, the official 

date of submittal shall be deemed to be the date on which the Director determines that the 

application is complete or 61 days after the date of receipt, whichever is earlier. 

2. For sources subject to the permitting requirements set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 52.21, within 

30 days after the date of receipt of an application for a Class I operating permit or for the 

revision of a Class I operating permit, the Director shall determine whether the application 

contains adequate information to process the application. The official date of submittal of the 

application shall be deemed to be 31 days after the date of receipt, unless the Director determines 

before that date that substantial additional information is required. If the Director determines that 

substantial additional information is required, the Director shall return the application to the 

applicant. The Director shall require the applicant to submit a new application or the applicant 

may formally withdraw the application. 

3. If, after the official date of submittal, the Director discovers that additional information is 

required to act on the application, the Director may request such additional information that is 

necessary to determine whether the proposed operation will comply with all the requirements set 

forth in NAC 445B.001 to 445B.390, inclusive. The applicant must provide in writing any 

additional information that the Director requests within the time specified in the request of the 

Director. Any delay in the submittal of the requested information will result in a corresponding 

delay in the action of the Director on the application submitted to the Director pursuant to 

subsection 1 or 2. 
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4. Except as otherwise provided in this section, within 180 days after the official date of 

submittal of an application for a Class I operating permit or for the revision of a Class I operating 

permit, the Director shall make a preliminary determination to issue or deny the Class I operating 

permit or the revision of the Class I operating permit. The Director shall give preliminary notice 

of his or her intent to issue or deny the Class I operating permit or the revision of the Class I 

operating permit within 180 days after the official date of submittal. 

5. Within 10 working days after the receipt of an application for a minor revision of a Class 

I operating permit, the Director shall determine whether the application is complete. If 

substantial additional information is required, the Director shall determine the application to be 

incomplete and return the application to the applicant. If substantial additional information is not 

required, the Director shall determine the application to be complete. Unless the Director 

determines that the application is incomplete within 10 working days after the date on which the 

Director receives the application, the official date of submittal is the date on which the Director 

determines that the application is complete or 11 working days after the date of receipt, 

whichever is earlier. 

6. The Director’s review and preliminary intent to issue or deny a Class I operating permit 

or the revision of a Class I operating permit and the proposed conditions for the Class I operating 

permit must be made public and maintained on file with the Director during normal business 

hours at 901 South Stewart Street, Suite 4001, Carson City, Nevada 89701-5249, and in the air 

quality region where the source is located for 30 days to enable public participation and 

comment and a review by any affected states. 

7. The Director shall: 
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(a) Publish notice of the Director’s preliminary intent to issue or deny a Class I operating 

permit or the revision of a Class I operating permit and a copy of the proposed Class I operating 

permit on an Internet website designed to give general public notice; 

(b) Provide written notice to: 

 

(1) Persons on a mailing list developed by the Director, including those persons who 

request in writing to be included on the list; 

(2) Any affected state; and 

 

(3) Any affected local air pollution control agency; 

 

(c) Provide notice by other means if necessary to ensure that adequate notice is given to the 

public and affected states; 

(d) Provide a copy of the Director’s review of the application, the Director’s preliminary 

intent to issue or deny the Class I operating permit or the revision of a Class I operating permit, 

and the proposed Class I operating permit to the Administrator; and 

(e) Establish a 30-day period for public comment. 

 

8. The provisions of subsections 6 and 7 do not apply to: 

 

(a) An administrative amendment to a Class I operating permit made pursuant to NAC 

445B.319; 

(b) A change without revision to a Class I operating permit made pursuant to NAC 445B.342; 

 

or 

 

(c) A minor revision of a Class I operating permit made pursuant to NAC 445B.3425, if the 

Director determines that the minor revision does not result in a significant change in air quality at 

any location where the public is present on a regular basis. 
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9. The notice required for a Class I operating permit or for a revision of a Class I operating 

permit pursuant to subsection 7 must: 

(a) Identify the affected facility and the name and address of the applicant; 

 

(b) Include the name and address of the authority processing the Class I operating permit; 

 

(c) Identify the activity or activities involved in the Class I operating permit and the 

emissions change involved in any revision of the Class I operating permit; 

(d) State that the affected facility has the potential to emit 5 or more tons per year of lead, if 

applicable; 

(e) Include the name, address and telephone number of a person from whom interested 

persons may obtain additional information, including copies of the proposed conditions for the 

Class I operating permit, the application, all relevant supporting materials and all other materials 

which are available to the authority that is processing the Class I operating permit and which are 

relevant to the determination of the issuance of the Class I operating permit; and 

(f) Include a brief description of the procedures for public comment and the time and place of 

any hearing that may be held, including a statement of the procedures to request a hearing. 

10. All comments on the Director’s review and preliminary intent for the issuance or denial 

of a Class I operating permit or a revision of a Class I operating permit must be submitted in 

writing to the Director within 30 days after the public announcement. The Director shall give 

notice of any public hearing at least 30 days before the date of the hearing. The Director shall 

keep a record of the names of any persons who made comments and of the issues raised during 

the process for public participation. 

11. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 12 and NAC 445B.319, 445B.342 and 

445B.3425, within 12 months after the official date of submittal of a Class I application for an 
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operating permit or revision of an operating permit, the Director shall issue or deny the operating 

permit or revision of the operating permit. The Director shall make the decision by taking into 

account: 

(a) Written comments from the public, affected states and the Administrator; 

 

(b) Comments made during public hearings concerning the application and the Director’s 

preliminary determination for issuance or denial; 

(c) Information submitted by proponents of the project; and 

 

(d) The effect of such a facility on the maintenance of the national ambient air quality 

standards, the state [and national] ambient air quality standards contained in NAC 445B.22097 

and the applicable state implementation plan. 

 

 The Director shall send to the Administrator a copy of the final operating permit issued by the 

Director after approving the Class I application. 

12. For stationary sources subject to the provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 52.21 regarding the 

prevention of significant deterioration of air quality, adopted by reference pursuant to NAC 

445B.221, the Director shall issue or deny an application for a Class I operating permit, or the 

revision or renewal of a Class I operating permit, within 12 months after the official date of 

submittal of an application for a new Class I operating permit or the revision of a Class I 

operating permit. The application shall be deemed to be complete for the purposes of 40 C.F.R. § 

52.21 on the date that the Director makes the preliminary determination to issue or deny the 

Class I operating permit or the revision of the Class I operating permit. 

13. The Director shall not issue a Class I operating permit, or a revision or renewal of a 

Class I operating permit, if the Administrator objects to its issuance in writing within 45 days 
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after the Administrator’s receipt of the proposed conditions for the Class I operating permit and 

the necessary supporting information. 

14. Any person may petition the Administrator to request that he or she object to a Class I 

operating permit or a revision of a Class I operating permit as provided in 40 C.F.R. § 70.8(d). 

15. If the Administrator objects to the issuance of a Class I operating permit or a revision of 

a Class I operating permit of his or her own accord or in response to a public petition, the 

Director shall submit revised proposed conditions for the Class I operating permit or the revision 

of a Class I operating permit in response to the objection within 90 days after the date on which 

he or she is notified of the objection. 

16. If construction will occur in one phase, a Class I operating permit or the revision of a 

Class I operating permit for a new or modified stationary source, other than a stationary source 

subject to the provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 52.21 regarding the prevention of significant 

deterioration of air quality, expires if construction is not commenced within 18 months after the 

date of issuance thereof or construction of the facility is delayed for 18 months after initiated. 

The Director may extend the date on which the construction may be commenced upon a showing 

that the extension is justified. 

17. If construction will occur in more than one phase, the projected date of the 

commencement of construction of each phase of construction must be approved by the Director. 

A Class I operating permit or the revision of a Class I operating permit for a new or modified 

stationary source, other than a stationary source subject to the provisions of 40 C.F.R. § 52.21 

regarding the prevention of significant deterioration of air quality, expires if the initial phase of 

construction is not commenced within 18 months after the projected date of the commencement 
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of construction approved by the Director. The Director may extend only the date on which the 

initial phase of construction may be commenced upon a showing that the extension is justified. 

Sec. 8. NAC 445B.3457 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.3457 1. Except as otherwise provided in NAC 445B.319 and 445B.342, within 10 

working days after the date of receipt of an application for a Class II operating permit or for the 

revision of a Class II operating permit, accompanied by the applicable fee, the Director shall 

determine if the application is complete. If substantial additional information is required, the 

Director shall determine that the application is incomplete and return the application to the 

applicant. If substantial additional information is not required, the Director shall determine the 

application to be complete. Unless the Director determines that the application is incomplete 

within 10 working days after the date of receipt of the application, the official date of submittal 

of the application shall be deemed to be the date on which the Director determines that the 

application is complete or 11 working days after the date of receipt, whichever is earlier. 

2. If, after the official date of submittal, the Director discovers that additional information is 

required to act on the application, the Director may request additional information necessary to 

determine whether the proposed operation will comply with all of the requirements set forth in 

NAC 445B.001 to 445B.390, inclusive. The applicant must provide in writing any additional 

information that the Director requests within the time specified in the request of the Director. 

Any delay in the submittal of the requested information will result in a corresponding delay in 

the action of the Director on the application submitted to the Director. 

3. The Director shall issue or deny a Class II operating permit or the revision of a Class II 

operating permit: 
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(a) If notice to the public is not required pursuant to subsection 5, within 60 days after the 

official date of submittal of the application for the Class II operating permit or for the revision of 

the Class II operating permit; or 

(b) If notice to the public is required pursuant to subsection 5, within 90 days after the official 

date of submittal of the application for the Class II operating permit or for the revision of the 

Class II operating permit. 

4. If notice to the public is required pursuant to subsection 5, the Director shall: 

 

(a) Make a preliminary determination to issue or deny a Class II operating permit or the 

revision of a Class II operating permit within 45 days after the official date of submittal of the 

application for the Class II operating permit or for the revision of the Class II operating permit; 

(b) Take such action as is necessary to ensure compliance with the provisions of subsections 

6, 7 and 8, as applicable; and 

(c) Issue or deny the Class II operating permit or the revision of the Class II operating permit 

taking into account: 

(1) Written comments from the public; 

 

(2) Information submitted by proponents of the project; and 

 

(3) The effect of such a facility on the maintenance of the national ambient air quality 

standards, the state [and national] ambient air quality standards contained in NAC 445B.22097 

and the applicable state implementation plan. 

 

5. The Director shall provide public notice of the preliminary determination to issue or deny 

a Class II operating permit or the revision of a Class II operating permit for: 

(a) A Class II operating permit for a stationary source that has not previously held a Class I 

operating permit or Class II operating permit; 
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(b) A Class II operating permit for a stationary source that is located within 1,000 feet of a 

school, hospital or residential area; or 

(c) The revision of a Class II operating permit for which the Director determines that the 

change to the stationary source results in an increase in allowable emissions that exceeds any of 

the following thresholds: 

 
 

Pollutant Threshold in tons per year 

Carbon monoxide ............................................................................................. 40 

Nitrogen oxides ................................................................................................ 40 

Sulfur dioxide ................................................................................................... 40 

PM2.5 ................................................................................................................. 10 

PM10 ................................................................................................................. 15 

Ozone measured as VOC ................................................................................. 40 

Lead ................................................................................................................. 0.6 

6. If notice is required pursuant to subsection 5, at the time the Director makes a preliminary 

determination to issue or deny a Class II operating permit or the revision of a Class II operating 

permit pursuant to subsection 4, the Director shall: 

(a) Make the preliminary determination public and maintain it on file with the Director 

during normal business hours at 901 South Stewart Street, Suite 4001, Carson City, Nevada 

89701-5249, for 30 days to enable public participation and comment; 
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(b) Publish notice of the Director’s preliminary determination to issue or deny a Class II 

operating permit or the revision of a Class II operating permit and a copy of the proposed Class 

II operating permit on an Internet website designed to give general public notice; 

(c) Provide written notification of the Director’s preliminary determination to issue or deny a 

Class II operating permit or the revision of a Class II operating permit to persons on a mailing 

list developed by the Director, including those persons who request in writing to be included on 

the list; 

(d) Provide notice of the Director’s preliminary determination to issue or deny a Class II 

operating permit or the revision of a Class II operating permit and a copy of the draft Class II 

operating permit to the Administrator and to any local air pollution control agency having 

jurisdiction in the area in which the proposed new Class II source or the proposed modification 

to the existing Class II source is located; and 

(e) Establish a 30-day period for public participation. 

 

7. The notice required pursuant to subsection 5 must include: 

 

(a) The name of the affected facility and the name and address of the applicant; 

 

(b) The name and address of the state agency processing the Class II operating permit or the 

revision of the Class II operating permit; 

(c) The name, address and telephone number of a representative from the state agency that is 

processing the Class II operating permit or the revision of the Class II operating permit; 

(d) A description of the proposed new Class II source or the proposed modification to the 

existing Class II source and a summary of the emissions involved; 

(e) The date by which comments must be submitted to the Director; 
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(f) A summary of the analysis of the effect of the proposed new Class II source or the 

proposed modification to the existing Class II source on the quality of air, as analyzed by the 

state agency processing the Class II operating permit or the revision of the Class II operating 

permit; 

(g) A statement indicating that the affected facility has the potential to emit 5 or more tons 

per year of lead, if applicable; and 

(h) A brief description of the procedures for public participation. 

 

8. All comments on the draft Class II operating permit and the Director’s review and 

preliminary determination to issue or deny a Class II operating permit or a revision of a Class II 

operating permit for which notice to the public is required to be provided pursuant to this section 

must be submitted in writing to the Director within the time specified in the notice. The Director 

shall keep a record of the names of any persons who made comments and of the issues raised 

during the process for public participation. 

9. If construction will occur in one phase, a Class II operating permit or the revision of a 

Class II operating permit for a new or modified stationary source expires if construction is not 

commenced within 18 months after the date of issuance thereof or construction of the facility is 

delayed for 18 months or more after the construction begins. The Director may extend the date 

on which the construction may be commenced upon a showing that the extension is justified. 

10. If construction will occur in more than one phase, the projected date of commencement 

of construction of each phase must be approved by the Director. A Class II operating permit or 

the revision of a Class II operating permit for a new or modified stationary source expires if the 

initial phase of construction is not commenced within 18 months after the projected date of the 

commencement of construction approved by the Director. The Director may extend only the date 
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on which the initial phase of construction may be commenced upon a showing that the extension 

is justified. 

Sec. 9. NAC 445B.3477 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

445B.3477 1. The Director may issue a Class II general permit covering numerous similar 

stationary sources. 

2. Before issuing a Class II general permit, the proposed conditions for the Class II general 

permit must be made public and maintained on file with the Director during normal business 

hours at 901 South Stewart Street, Suite 4001, Carson City, Nevada 89701-5249, for 30 days to 

enable public participation and comment. The Director shall: 

(a) Publish notice of the Director’s proposed conditions and a copy of the proposed Class II 

general permit on an Internet website designed to give general public notice; 

(b) Provide written notice to persons on a mailing list developed by the Director, including 

those persons who request in writing to be included on the list; 

(c) Provide notice by other means if necessary to ensure that adequate notice is given to the 

public; and 

(d) Establish a 30-day period for public participation. 

 

3. The notice required pursuant to subsection 2 must include, without limitation: 

 

(a) The name and address of the state agency processing the Class II general permit; 

 

(b) The name, address and telephone number of a representative from the state agency that is 

processing the Class II general permit from whom interested persons may obtain additional 

information, including copies of: 

(1) The proposed conditions for the Class II general permit; 

 

(2) All relevant supporting materials; and 
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(3) All other materials which are available to the state agency that is processing the Class 

II general permit and which are relevant to the determination of the issuance of the Class II 

general permit; 

(c) A description of the proposed Class II general permit and a summary of the emissions 

involved; 

(d) The date by which comments must be submitted to the Director; 

 

(e) A summary of the impact of the proposed Class II general permit on the quality of the air; 

 

(f) A statement indicating that the affected facility has the potential to emit 5 or more tons per 

year of lead, if applicable; and 

(g) A brief description of the procedures for public participation and the time and place of 

any hearing that may be held, including a statement of the procedures to request a hearing. 

4. All comments concerning the proposed Class II general permit for which notice to the 

public is required to be provided pursuant to this section must be submitted in writing to the 

Director within the time specified in the notice. The Director shall give notice of any public 

hearing scheduled pursuant to this section at least 30 days before the hearing. The Director shall 

keep a record of the names of any persons who made comments and of the issues raised during 

the process for public participation. 

5. The Director may issue the Class II general permit after considering: 

 

(a) Written comments from the public; 

 

(b) The comments made during public hearings concerning the proposed Class II general 

permit; 

(c) Information submitted by proponents of the Class II general permit; and 
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(d) The effect of the Class II general permit on the maintenance of the national ambient air 

quality standards, the state [and national] ambient air quality standards contained in NAC 

445B.22097 and the applicable state implementation plan. 

 

6. A Class II general permit must set forth the criteria by which stationary sources may 

qualify for the Class II general permit. 

7. After the effective date of a Class II general permit, the owner or operator of any 

stationary source that meets the criteria set forth in the Class II general permit may request 

authority to operate under the Class II general permit. The request must be in writing and must 

include all the information required by the Class II general permit. 

8. The Director shall grant or deny authority to operate under a Class II general permit 

within 30 days after his or her receipt of a request for such authority. The Director’s decision to 

grant or deny an application for authority to operate under the terms of a Class II general permit 

is not subject to the requirements of NAC 445B.3457. 

9. A person may challenge the provisions of a Class II general permit only at the time the 

Class II general permit is issued. The Director’s grant or denial of authority to operate under a 

Class II general permit to a stationary source or stationary sources does not provide an 

opportunity for an administrative review or a judicial review of the Class II general permit. 

10. The Director shall not grant authority to operate under a Class II general permit to an 

affected source. 

11. The term of a Class II general permit is 5 years. 

 

12. The authority to operate under a Class II general permit expires after 5 years. An owner 

or operator of a stationary source operating under the authority of a Class II general permit shall 
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apply to renew the authority to operate under the Class II general permit at least 30 days before 

the authorization expires. 

13. A stationary source which obtains authorization to operate under a Class II general 

permit but is later determined not to qualify under the conditions of the Class II general permit 

may be subject to an action enforcing the prohibition against operating without a permit. 



ATTACHMENT 6: 

Handouts Use of Alternative Fuel  



Fleets: Use of Alternative Fuel
(NRS and NAC 486A)

State Environmental Commission Hearing 12/21/2018



History

State Environmental Commission Hearing 22/21/2018

• NRS 486A was passed by the Nevada Legislature in 1991; NDEP began phased 
implementation between 1993 to 1995

• Both Clark and Washoe counties were in violation (non-attainment) of federal ambient 
air quality standards for carbon monoxide 

• Motor vehicle emissions testing (i.e., smog check program) had just begun in Clark and 
Washoe counties as the primary measure to reduce carbon monoxide emissions

• Legislative intent was to augment the smog check program to help bring Clark and 
Washoe counties into compliance with the carbon monoxide standards

• Secondary intent was to help usher in a new era of clean fuel vehicles that would 
encourage adoption of alternative fuel vehicles in private fleets and among the general 
public

• Program applies to city, county, and state fleets in Clark and Washoe counties over 50 
vehicles in size (originally was 10, but Statute changed in 2009); requires the acquisition 
of alternative fuel vehicles and use of alternative fuels

• Demonstrate compliance through annual reporting

• 19 regulated fleets statewide; with approximately 10,500 vehicles total 



Fleet Compositions

State Environmental Commission Hearing 32/21/2018

Clark County Washoe County



Current Compliance Situation

State Environmental Commission Hearing 4

Out of 19 regulated fleets, two fleets are currently in non-compliance

City of North Las Vegas
Currently in variance for financial hardship. The Variance expires in November 16, 
2019. The city is planning to dedicate funding to replace their non-compliant 
vehicles. NDEP is confident the fleet is working towards compliance.

Washoe County Service Fleet
The fleet has 31 diesel vehicles that should operate with bio-diesel. The fleet is 
currently in non compliance.

2/21/2018



Past variances

2015 - Boulder City
Lost its underground storage tanks, and the nearest source of biodiesel and RFG (still an 
alternative fuel, at the time of variance request) were nearly a half hour away. A 3-year 
variance was approved in Spring of 2015 to budget for and replace their fuel tank. 
Completed ahead of time and variance ended on June 1, 2017

2013 - City of Henderson and Clark County fleets
Both lost availability of their GDiesel in 2013 and requested 1-year variance to resume a 
steady supply from the manufacturer. Converted to biodiesel and variance ended on June 
30, 2014

2010-11-13 - Southern Nevada RTC
The Fleet had been on three 1-year variances in the past for lack of availability of fuel 
and/or vehicles. These issues have been resolved as they have since begun the process of 
converting their fleet over compressed natural gas (CNG).

2010-12-14 - Clark County School District
The Fleet had been on three 2-year variances in the past for financial hardship due to the 
costs of RFG. Once the November 2016 regulatory changes were approved, the fleet no 
longer needed a variance.

State Environmental Commission Hearing 52/21/2018



How fleets comply with alternative fuel 
requirements

Washoe County fleets
Out of 9 regulated fleets: 
• 6 fleets own their fuel supply 
• 1 fleet is using their existing underground tank; and are in the process of building a 

new smaller aboveground tank
• 1 fleet drives approximately 10-21 minutes to refuel biodiesel at the City of Reno 

station (under contract)

Clark County fleets
Out of 10 regulated fleets:
• 8 fleets own their fuel supply
• 1 fleet is in variance (City of North Las Vegas)
• 1 fleet purchases fuel from other regulated fleets (non-centralized fleet)

State Environmental Commission Hearing 62/21/2018



Environmental Benefits

• The role of the NRS and NAC 486A program in maintaining ambient air quality  in Clark 
and Washoe counties is limited

• It is not used as a State Implementation Plan (SIP) control strategy (only as a contingency 
measure in the CO-maintenance plan for Clark County)

• Mass market adoption of alternative fuel vehicles and infrastructures never developed

• Stricter federal emission standards for new light-duty and heavy duty motor vehicles have 
largely contributed to the reduction of emissions

• Cleaner conventional gasoline and diesel fuels mandated by federal regulation (previous 
alternative fuels are now the standard)

State Environmental Commission Hearing 72/21/2018



Past Regulatory Changes
(October 2016)

• Resolved a critical issue about an alternative fuel (RFG) becoming equivalent the national 
standard

• Reduce the vehicle acquisition percentage from 90% to 20% 

• Included language to incentivize fully electric and plug-in hybrid vehicles

• Include language to include the use of telematics as a way to comply with the program

• Simplify reporting requirements 

State Environmental Commission Hearing 82/21/2018
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