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SECTION 1
Executive Director Letter

May 25, 2017

Honorable Chairman, Governing Board, and residents of the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
Sacramento, California

Dear Chair Terry, Board members, and residents:

I respectfully submit to you the Fiscal Year 2017/18 (FY17/18) Proposed Budget for the Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. The Proposed Budget is balanced and reflects a total for
FY17/18 of $48.9 million, including $22.3 million for the Operating Fund, $1.1 million for the Covell Building
Fund, and $25.5 million for the Emission Technology Fund. The FY17/18 Proposed Consolidated Budget
is a net decrease of $519,097 from the FY16/17 Approved Budget. The District's Operating Fund represents
the majority of the net decrease.

Fluctuating state and federal grants require the District to regularly adjust its budget as some programs
sunset and new ones begin. The Sacramento Emergency Clean Air & Transportation (SECAT) program is
currently scheduled to transition in 2018 from a block grant to an open and competitive grant program. The
District has received one-time state grants for the Car Share Program, Zero Emission School Bus Program
and the Goods Movement Emission Reduction Program of $1.1 million, $7.4 million, and $10 million,
respectively. In the last few years, the scope of the District's mission has expanded as global warming air
pollutants have become part of federal, state, and local regulatory programs. Consistent with that objective,
the District is competing for cap and trade funding and supports new climate mitigation and adaptation
related activities such as the Alliance of Regional Collaborative for Climate Adaptation, the Capital Region
Climate Readiness Collaborative, and the CAPCOA Greenhouse Gas Registry/Exchange.

The District’s priorities continue to be working towards meeting attainment goals, tracking state and federal
programs and legislation to provide input on matters affecting the District, and fostering key partnerships
that assist the District in achieving its mission. These efforts are detailed in Section 2 — District Overview.
In addition, the District is entering a period of considerable change from a personnel perspective. During
the current fiscal year, several experienced managers in key positions have retired and more are projected
to retire over the next several years. Succession planning, recruitment, and training will be critical to
ensuring continuity and maintaining the high level of service that residents expect. The District has recently
embarked on a major initiative to replace outdated information technology systems to enable it to work
more efficiently, and enhance transparency and self-service to all its stakeholders. This effort is expected
to continue through FY17/18 and into FY18/19. The District must also replace aging infrastructure in its air
monitoring network and make improvements to the Covell building.

The District will also be impacted by changes to Federal EPA staffing and funding proposed by the Trump
Administration, and by ongoing responses to these changes in California. The District is tracking proposed
changes in the federal budget and in federal legislation and to the extent possible will provide key decision
makers the impacts of those changes on our Sacramento program. This effort must be flexible as changes
and new proposals are appearing rapidly and often detailed analysis is required to assess impacts and
potential options. To the extent possible the District leadership is working to anticipate changes, assess the
impacts on District operations, and develop flexibility within our structure and budget to respond
appropriately. Our priorities will be to preserve funding for our employees and to preserve key programs
that will be essential to our future success in continued reductions in air pollution in our county.

The District is working to enhance collaborations with a range of partners that extend the District’s
capabilities to meet attainment and mission goals. These initiatives include support for the Cleaner Air
Partnership managed by Valley Vision, work with Breathe California of Sacramento-Emigrant Trails,
WalkSacramento, the Sacramento Area Bike Advocates, and collaboration with the Sacramento Clean
Cities Coalition. New opportunities are emerging around the VW Green Cities initiative and emerging grant
opportunities around Zero-Emission vehicles and technologies.
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The District's hard-working, dedicated staff and the Board’s leadership will enable the District to
successfully face these challenges and continue carrying out its vision of clean air for all.

Respectfully submitted,

= SCa—

Larry Greene
Executive Director/Air Pollution Control Officer
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SECTION 2
District Overview

This section contains a profile of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (District), a
summary of the District's FY2017/18 (FY17/18) Proposed Consolidated Budget and a discussion of the
factors affecting the District’s financial condition. The FY17/18 Proposed Budget totals $48.9 million from
all funding sources and includes 102 total authorized full-time equivalent (FTE) positions with 97 funded
and 5 unfunded. No additional positions are being requested.

DISTRICT PROFILE

The Sacramento Air Pollution Control District was formed by the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors
in December of 1959. In July of 1996, the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District was
created under Health and Safety Code Sections 40960 et. seq. to monitor, promote, and improve air quality
in the County of Sacramento. It is one of 35 regional air quality districts in California. It has been designated
by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as part of the Sacramento Federal Ozone
Nonattainment Area (SFNA), which is comprised of all of Sacramento and Yolo Counties, the eastern
portion of Solano County, the southern portion of Sutter County, the western slopes of El Dorado and Placer
Counties up to the Sierra crest, and includes four other local air districts. Below is a map of the SFNA and
the District's boundaries in relation to the SFNA.

Map of the Sacramento Federal Ozone Nonattainment Area
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The District’'s Governing Board is composed of 14 members, including all five Sacramento County
Supervisors, four members of the Sacramento City Council, one member each from the Cities of Citrus
Heights, Elk Grove, Folsom and Rancho Cordova, and one member representing the cities of Galt and
Isleton. The Board appoints the agency’s Executive Director and District Counsel. The District’'s
organizational structure, shown below, is comprised of the Offices of the Executive Director, and District
Counsel, and four operating divisions.
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Organization Chart

Board of Directors

District Counsel

Executive Director/
Air Pollution Control Officer

L Clerk, Hearing Board

Legislative Affairs

—— Climate Change

Administrative Services Division

Program Coordination Division

COLUMS Division

Stationary Sources Division

The District is responsible for monitoring air pollution within the County and for developing and
administering programs to reduce air pollution levels below the health-based standards established by the
state and federal governments.

While air quality in the SFNA currently does not meet the federal health standards for ozone, or the more
stringent California standards for ozone and particulate matter (PMuo), progress has been made even as
standards have tightened. In spite of a huge increase in population over the last two decades, the
Sacramento region’s air quality has continued to improve.

Sacramento County’s population as of January 2016 is approximately 1,495,297. Roughly 63% of the
SFNA’s population, approximately 2.4 million, falls within the District's boundaries. The table below
identifies the counties that are part of the SFNA, and what portion of the county, and related population,
are in the SFNA.

Population in Sacramento Federal Ozone Nonattainment Area

POPULATION
. County in
COUNTY e ggﬁ:ﬁg County? SFNA/County SENAY

Total SFNA2

El Dorado 152,869 184,180 83% 6.4%
Placer 364,809 376,092 97% 15.3%
Sacramento 1,506,677 1,506,677 100% 63.3%
Solano 134,572 434,102 31% 5.7%
Sutter 3,535 98,191 3.6% 2%
Yolo 216,866 216,866 100% 9.1%
Total 2,379,328 2,816,108 - 100%

17/1/2016 estimate from California Department of Finance Demographic Research Unit
2 Percentage values are rounded to 1 decimal point

A combination of poor atmospheric ventilation, a capping temperature inversion, bordering mountains, and
sunny days can act to enhance smog formation and effectively trap pollutants in the Basin. The Sacramento
region has relatively few “smokestack” industries (stationary sources) compared to the Bay Area and
Southern California. Therefore, even if the District was to shut down all of these stationary sources, without
further mobile source reductions, it's unlikely that the region could meet stricter air quality standards,
particularly the tougher state standards. Mobile Sources are the largest contributor of pollutants in the
Sacramento region.

Mobile sources include cars, trucks, delivery vehicles, big rigs, and “off-road” sources, such as construction,
locomotives, mining, and agricultural equipment. In 2017, these mobile sources are projected to contribute
approximately 32% of the Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) and 74% of the Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx)
emissions, while stationary (industrial) sources contribute about 24% of the VOC emissions and 10% of the
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NOx emissions in the Sacramento region. Increasingly stringent state and federal regulations will help to
reduce the impact of motor vehicle fuel and engine emissions on air quality in the future, but as growth in
the Sacramento region brings more vehicles in, mobile sources will continue to be a major factor in the
region’s air quality problem.

CONSOLIDATED DISTRICT BUDGET SUMMARY

The Governing Board is required to adopt an annual budget by July 1 of each fiscal year. Budgets are
adopted on a modified accrual basis that includes encumbrances and expenditures. The annual budget
serves as the foundation for the District’s financial planning and control.

The Consolidated Budget reflects the total District Budget comprised of three separate funds: Operating,
Covell Building, and Emission Technology. Each fund serves a specific purpose and has unique funding
sources as noted below:

FUND Name Purpose Primary Funding Source?!

Permit fees, DMV, Measure A, Aid from other
570A Operating  Daily operations and programs government agencies, Federal & State Grants
(EPA, CMAQ, ARB)

Covell Administrative, operating, and fiscal L
570B Building activities Tenant rent (external, District rent)

Emission Moyer, GMERP, DMV, SACOG, SECAT, Zero
570C Technology Pass-through incentive funding Emissions  School Bus, Enhance Fleet

Modernization and GHG — Car Share

A detailed description of funding sources can be found in the Appendices. (See Appendix A — Description of Funding Sources)

The District’'s budget reflects its mission, is fiscally sound, and provides resources that adequately fund
operations. Planning efforts include multi-year projections of funding sources and ongoing expenditures to
promote long-term planning of resource uses. District management proactively manages revenues and
cost-effectively manages ongoing operating costs. The table below is a summary of the FY17/18 Proposed
Budget by fund, identifying the net expenditure changes from the FY16/17 Approved Budget.

FY17/18 Proposed Budget by Fund

FUND FY16/17 FY17/18 .
Approved Budget Proposed Budget
District Operating $22,972,987 $22,345,540 $(627,447)
Covell Building 1,157,044 1,085,644 (71,400)
Emission Technology 25,297,448 25,477,198 179,750
Total $49,427,479 $48,908,382 $(519,097)
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The following charts identify the percentage of the revenues and expenditures of the total Proposed
Consolidated Budget of $48.9 million by category:

Revenues

Fund Balance
Other Revenues 7.3% DMV Surcharge &
3.6% ' Measure A & Moyer

28.2%

Federal & State ]
Grants Permits

45.2% 15.7%

Expenditures

Services & Supplies
64.6%

Debt...

Salaries & Benefits
30.6%

Capital Expenditures
2.4%

Interfund Charges
1.6%

FACTORS AFFECTING FINANCIAL CONDITION

FY17/18 is the final year of the five-year increase in Rule 301 stationary source renewal fees approved by
the Board in 2013. A modest 4% increase is expected in the District’s portion of Department of Motor
Vehicles (DMV) surcharges and the Measure A sales tax, due in part to a strengthening economy. Moyer
funding would have sunset in 2015; however, with the passage of ABS8, this funding source is authorized
until 2024. Due to new administration, there is uncertainty around the amounts and types of federal funding
the District may receive in FY17/18. EPA revenue balances reflected in the FY17/18 budget have been
adjusted down by 30% from previous expectations based on funder communications. There have been
significant delays in the receipt of some current federal funding, such as the federal EPA 105 funding for
the Federal fiscal year beginning in October 2016, which was not received until April 2017.

Salaries & Wages are projected to increase by 6%. This is comprised of a 3% COLA, step increases for
employees moving through pay ranges; results of the class and compensation survey; and negotiated
benefits. There are additional funds budgeted for extra-help and overtime due primarily to toxics’ grant
work, backfill workload from vacant positions and implementation of the new ERP system. Retirement costs
have increased, consistent with the growth in salaries and due to a decrease in the CalPERS expected rate
of return.
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Notable changes from the FY16/17 Approved Budget to the FY17/18 Proposed Budget include:

Revenues — The District is anticipating an increase in overall revenues of $8.1 million or 21.6%, consisting
of the following:

$201,000 (4.1%) increase in DMV fees supported by an uptick in the local economy;

$967,000 (22.0%) decrease in grant revenues due to changes at the EPA related to the Trump
administration, and other changes to grant funding;

$520,000 (7.4%) increase in Stationary Source permit and renewal fees as a result of Board-
approved fee adjustments and CPI adjustments;

Increase in Measure A of $93,000;
Increase in other revenues of $95,000;

The FY17/18 budget reflects the following anticipated new, one-time grants in the Emissions
Technology Fund:

o SECAT program funding of $3.3 million;

o Zero Emission School Bus grant received in the amount of $3.7 million;

o Enhanced Fleet Modernization Program grant received in the amount of $1.5 million;
O

Off-set by a decrease of $351,000 from several one-time grants and fluctuations in ongoing
grants received during FY16/17; and

Incentive payments in the Emission Technology Fund are not always made in the same year the
related revenue is received.

Expenditures — The District's FY17/18 budgeted expenditures reflect a decrease of $519,098 thousand or
1.0% from the prior year, including:

$966,000 (45.0%) decrease in capital expenditures due to reduction in cost of several IS
component systems, reclassification of $1.1 million from capital expenditure to other professional
services, and an increase of $200,000 to upgrade the air monitoring stations and equipment;

$3.6 million (13.8%) increase in other professional services;
$130,000 (49.4%) decrease in legal services due to early resolution of a legal case; and

$1.1 million (7.7%) increase in salaries and benefits due primarily to a 3% Cost-of-Living
Adjustment (COLA), employer paid member contribution buy out of the 1%, results of the class and
compensation survey, and an increase in retirement costs of $255,000 (16.9%) consistent with the
CalPERS decrease in expected rate of return.
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SECTION 3
Budget Process

State law requires that the District adopt its budgets in an open process in order to educate the public about
the costs and benefits of air quality improvement. To ensure that the District can meet its immediate and
long-term needs to support its mission of achieving clean air goals, the District develops annual budgets
alongside multi-year financial plans. This section provides an understanding of the processes that guide
the District’'s annual budget in support of its strategic goals and long-term planning. Common budget terms
can be found in the Appendices. (See Appendix C — Glossary)

BUDGET PROCESS

The District operates on a fiscal year that runs from July 1st through June 30t of the following year. Annual
budgets, as required by state law, are adopted on a modified accrual basis of accounting. The appropriated
budget is prepared by fund, function, and division. The District’s division managers may make transfers of
appropriations within an object (e.g. salaries and benefits, services and supplies, capital outlay and
interfund charges). Transfers of appropriations between objects require the approval of the Board. The
legal level of budgetary control is the object level.

Budget development begins with a mid-year review of the current budget in the November — December
time frame. In December, budget preparation packets are distributed to each of the District divisions, who,
with guidance from the Executive Director, Administrative Services Manager, and District Controller,
prepare budget packets which typically includes revenue projections, requests for outside professional
services, a staffing distribution, a budget narrative demonstrating accomplishments for the current budget
year, and key goals and objectives for the upcoming budget year. Divisions may also submit requests for
fixed assets, staffing additions, or other items that may differ from typical operating expenditures in nature
or cost.

The Administrative Services Division, primarily the finance staff, reviews and refines the information
received from other divisions and integrates it into the budget with other financial information, namely
revenue and expenditure projections (salary and benefits, general operating, building, capital, etc.)

The Executive Director, Administrative Services Manager, and District Controller meet during budget
development with a subcommittee of the District's Board of Directors to receive direction for addressing
District priorities and developing a balanced budget.

The budget is publicly noticed 30 days before and is presented at each of two public hearings, according
to California Health and Safety Code Section 40131, typically taking place during the Board of Directors
meetings in April and May. A presentation of the Proposed Budget is made to the Board during the April
public hearing. The Board may ask questions, make comments, provide direction, and receive requests
from members of the public to speak. The 2™ public hearing in May follows basically the same process as
the 1st hearing. District staff comments on material differences, should they exist, from the previously
presented Proposed Budget. The Board may provide direction and vote to approve the budget. Approval
of the budget requires a quorum of Board members and a majority of the voting quorum. Once the budget
is approved, staff prepares the final Approved Budget for printing and posting on the District website.

The Board may vote to adopt a resolution allowing the District to continue normal operations under the
Proposed Budget in the event that an Approved Budget is not adopted by June 30t™. Such a resolution must
specifically authorize Proposed Budget expenditures for fixed assets, filling new positions, and equity
transfers. Without that authorization, state law requires deferring those expenditures until an Approved
Budget is adopted.




Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
Fiscal Year 17/18 Proposed Budget

FY2017/18 Budget Development Schedule

FY2016/17 mid-year review December 2016
Budget submissions from Division Managers January 2017
Approval of Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and Audit January 2017
Budget Notices posted on District website and sent to regulated sources March 27, 2017
Meeting with Board of Directors Budget Committee March 23, 2017
Draft Proposed Budget prepared for review by Executive Director End of March
Proposed Budget delivered to Board of Directors Mid-April

First public hearing / presentation of Proposed Budget to Board of Directors April 27, 2017
Second public hearing / vote of the Board to approve the Budget May 25, 2017
Approved Budget document printed and posted on District website June 30, 2017

BUDGET PRACTICES
The District uses the following guidelines in its budgeting practices:

e Management presents a “balanced” budget to the Board annually, where funding sources match
expenditures, and include revenues and expenditures for the prior year (actual), current year
(budget), and upcoming year (proposed budget).

e Limited term funding sources are not typically applied to ongoing commitments.

e The Board authorizes a list of all regular, limited-term, and approved positions for the prior, current,
and upcoming (budget) year.

e Requests for additional positions or an increase in regular work hours of approved part-time
positions must be presented in a formal written justification. Such requests will typically be included
as part of the budget process, but may be approved by the Board outside of the budget process if
there is a critical need.

e Board approval is required to amend the budget once it is adopted if there is a need to add funds
to the budget or to move funds between object levels.

e Board approval is obtained for all capital expenditures, normally through the budget process.

e Budgets are adopted on a basis that include encumbrances and expenditures. Annual
appropriations lapse at the fiscal year end if they have not been expended or encumbered.

e The budget is adopted on the modified accrual basis of accounting, which is recognized as the
generally accepted method of accounting for State and Local Governments. Using this method of
accounting, revenues are recognized when they are measurable and available, with some
exceptions, expenditures are recorded when the related fund liability is incurred. Modified accrual
accounting can also divide available funds into separate entities within the organization to ensure
the money is spent where it was anticipated.

FINANCIAL POLICIES

The California Health & Safety Code provides the basis for some District financial policies while others are
created through Board resolutions. Below is an overview of key financial policies.

California Health & Safety Code (HSC)

District Budget Adoption (HSC 840131) — The District shall prepare, and make available to the public at
least 30 days prior to public hearing, a summary of its budget and any supporting documents, including,
but not limited to, a schedule of fees to be imposed by the district to fund its programs. The district shall
notify each person who was subject to fees imposed by the district in the preceding year of the availability
of information. The District shall notice and hold a public hearing for the exclusive purpose of reviewing the
budget and of providing the public with the opportunity to comment upon the proposed district budget.

Stationary Source Permit Fees (HSC 842311) — The District may adopt a schedule of annual fees for the
evaluation, issuance, and renewal of permits to cover the cost of district programs related to permitted
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stationary sources. The fees assessed may not exceed, for any fiscal year, the actual costs for District
programs for the immediately preceding fiscal year with an adjustment not greater than the change in the
annual California Consumer Price Index, as determined pursuant to Section 2212 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code, for the preceding year. Any revenues received by the District pursuant to the fees, which
exceed the cost of the programs, shall be carried over for expenditure in the subsequent fiscal year, and
the schedule of fees shall be changed to reflect that carryover.

District Board Resolutions

Unrestricted Stationary Source Fund Balance — Unrestricted stationary source fund balance reserve is
authorized up to a maximum of three months operating expenditures.

Purchasing Policies and Procedures — The District complies with Board adopted purchasing policies and
procedures to procure materials, supplies, equipment, and services in the District’s best interest through
diligent action and fair dealing, thus securing the best price within a reasonable time frame to adequately
meet the District’'s needs. Purchasing protocols and contracting authority are outlined in these procedures.

Investments — The District’s funds are invested in the Sacramento County Pooled Investment Fund through
an agreement between the District and Sacramento County. The Sacramento County Department of
Finance provides the Board of Supervisors with an annual investment policy with the purpose of
establishing cash and investment guidelines for the Director of Finance, who is responsible for the
stewardship of the Sacramento County Pooled Investment Fund.

Capital Expenditures — The District defines capital expenditures as items valued at $5,000 or more and
having a useful life of at least three years.

FISCAL STRATEGIES
The fiscal strategy for the District strives to meet the following guidelines:

e Maintain sufficient unencumbered fund balance to allow for cash flow requirements, contingencies
for unforeseen operational or capital needs, economic uncertainties, local disasters and other
financial hardships or downturns in the economy;

e Budget strategy reflects the mission of the District, is fiscally sound and provides resources that
realistically fund operations;

¢ Financial planning includes multi-year projections of funding sources and ongoing expenditures to
promote long-term planning of resource uses;

e Proactively oversee revenues and cost-effectively control ongoing operating costs;

o Work with the Board to establish major goals in support of the District's mission which provide short
and long-term direction to staff, determine the allocation of resources, and establish priorities;

e The District does not obligate itself to long-term debt without sufficient justification and prior Board
approval,

¢ Fund balances are monitored by fund to ensure sustainable balances; and

e Stationary Source fund balance is reviewed on an ongoing basis to ensure that the maximum fund
balance limit set by the Board is not exceeded.

The Operating Fund’s fund balance was subject to a budgeted decline in FY16/17; the decrease was
planned with the objectives of updating and improving the District's information systems, and of
accommodating the cost of temporary replacement, recruiting, and replacing a number of staff who planned
to retire during the year. The Covell Building Fund has been stable as rent received by the fund is generally
consistent from year to year and adequately funds operating and capital expenditures. Fund balance for
the Emission Technology Fund fluctuates because of one-time grants and timing differences between the
revenues and expenditures of the fund.

STRATEGIC DIRECTION

The Strategic Direction serves as a roadmap that guides the District's work and provides the tools
necessary to protect public health, ensure compliance with a stringent regulatory environment, effectively
manage resources, and provide excellent customer service. Importantly, this roadmap also helps
communicate the District’s vision to staff, the District’'s Board of Directors, and the public. Maintaining the
trust of stakeholders is paramount, and the Strategic Direction provides a sound basis for approved
expenditure, investment, and support while ensuring transparency and accountability.
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STRATEGIC DIRECTION

VISION Clean air for all
MISSION Achieve state and federal clean air goals

o Integrity
CORE VALUES * Teamwork

e Leadership

e |nnovation

v/ Maximize program effectiveness while balancing environmental and
economic considerations

v' Provide regional leadership in protecting public health and the
environment

v Integrate air quality consideration into transportation and land use
decision-making

STRATEGIC _ _
GOALS v Develop and enhance diverse partnerships

v' Recruit, develop, and retain excellent staff

v Influence, develop and implement innovative programs, and promote
sustainability throughout the region

v Increase the public’s role and responsibility in improving air quality

Ensure fiscal responsibility and viability

PERFORMANCE MEASURES

The District tracks select performance measures which are linked to the District’s Strategic Goals. These
metrics provide broad measures of the District’s effectiveness, efficiency, timeliness, and productivity in
critical activities. While key initiatives may change from year to year, performance measures generally
reflect progress in core business operations over multiple years. The table below lists key performance
measures followed by the Strategic Initiatives for the upcoming fiscal year.
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FY17/18 Performance Measures

PERFORMANCE MEASURE FY15/16 FY16/17 FY17/18
Actual Projected Target
Update 33% of Area Source Methodologies Yes Yes Yes
100% of Emission Statement/185 Fee Sources Surveyed Yes Yes Yes
Board Adoption of Rulemaking Activities 2 2 4
>90% of Audited Parameters Passed (Monitoring Sites) Yes Yes Yes
>75% Data Completeness for Each Parameter (Monitoring Sites) 8yes/1no 7yes/2no 8yes
Percentage of Permit Applications (Authority to Construct) Processed 65% >95% >95%

within 180 Days

Percentage of Violations Successfully Resolved under the Mutual 99% >95% >95%
Settlement Process

Percentage of Scheduled Annual Inspections Completed 63% 85% 85%
Percentage of Scheduled Source Test Reviews Performed 100% 100% 100%
Percentage of Permits to Operate Issued within 2 years of Obtaining an 95% >95% >95%

Authority to Construct

Perform 100% On-Site Audits of Participating Wood Change-Out Yes Yes Yes
Retailers

Perform 5% On-Site Random Audits of Wood Change Outs Yes Yes Yes
Provide Confirmation Letter for Construction Mitigation Plans within 4 100% 100% 100%

Business Days of a Complete Submittal

Number of LUTRAN Newsletters Published Each Year 4 4 4
Notify Media and Public the Day Before Every Declared Spare The Air 100% 100% 100%
Day

Provide Daily Air Quality Forecast Public Everyday by Noon 100% 100% 100%
Encumber 100% of Current Allocation-Year Moyer Funds by June 30 of 100% 100% 100%

the Allocation Year

Liguidate 100% of the Allocation-Year Moyer Funds by June 30 of the 100% 100% 100%
Fourth Year After the Allocation Year
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FY15/16 FY16/17 FY17/18
Actual Projected Target

PERFORMANCE MEASURE (Continued)

Perform a 5% On-Site Random Annual Audit of All Operational Incentive

Projects 100% 100% 100%
Non-Retirement Employee Annual Turnover Rate 2% <5% <5%

Percent of Planned Training Completed for All Staff N/A 100% 100%
Rec_ei_ve the Govgrnment Finance Of‘ficers_ As.sociat.ion (GFOA) Yes Yes Ves

Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting

Receive Unmodified Audit Opinion f