Arizona Administrative Register
Notices of Proposed Rulemaking

NOTICES OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

Unless exempted by AR.S. § 41-1005, each agency shall begin the rulemaking process by 1st submitting to the Secretary of
State’s Office a Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening followed by a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking that contains the pream-

- ble and the full text of the rules. The Secretary of State’s Office publishes each Notice in the next available issue of the Register
according to the schedule of deadlines for Register publication. Due to time restraints, the Secretary of State’s Office will no
longer edit the text of proposed rules. We will continue to make numbering and labeling changes as necessary.

Under the Administrative Procedure Act (AR.S. § 41-1001 et seq.), an agency must allow at feast 30 days to elapse after the
publication of the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in the Register before beginning any proceedings for adoption, amendment,
or repeal of any rule. AR.S. §§ 41-1013 and 41-1022.

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

TITLE 6. ECONOMIC SECURITY

CHAPTER 5. DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY - SOCIAL SERVICES

PREAMBLE
1. Sections Affected: Rulemaking Action:

R6-3-3501 Repeal

R6-5-5501 New Section
R6-3-5502 Repeal

R6-5-3502 New Section
R6-5-5503 Repeal

R6-5-5503 New Section
Re-5-5504 Repeal

R6-5-53304 New Section
R6-5-5505 New Section
R6-5-3506 New Section
R6-5-3507 New Section
R6-5-5508 New Section
R6-5-5509 New Section
R6-5-5510 New Section
R6-5-5511 New Section
R6-5-5512 New Section
R6-5.5513 New Section
R6-5-5514 New Section
R6-5-3515 New Section
R6-5-5316 New Section
Appendix 1 New Section
Appendix 2 New Section
Appendix 3 New Section

2. The specifie authority for rulemaking, including both the authorizing statute (general) and the statutes the rules are
implementing (specific):
Authorizing Statutes: A R.S. §§ 41-1003, 1954(A)(3), and 46-134({AX12)

Implementing Statutes: AR.S. §§ 8-546, 8-546.01 through 8-546.08

3. The name and address of the agency personpel with whom _persons may communicate regarding the rulemaking:
Name: Vista Thormpson Brown

Address: Department of Economic Security
P.O. Box 6123, Site Code 837A
Phoenix, Arizona 83005

Telephone: (602} 542-6555

Fax: {602) 542-6000 e

E-mail vovb3013@de.state.az.us
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4. An explanation of the rales. including the agency’s reasons for initiating the rules:
Notice of Rulemaking Docket Opening: 1 A.AR. 819 (Fune 23, 1995).

Since 1972, the Department of Economic Security has been the agency responsible for receiving and investigating reports of
child abuse and neglect. The current rules were adopted in December of 1983 to update prior requirements for the investigation
of reports of children who are at risk of being or who have been abused, neglected, abandoned, or exploited. In this rulemaking
package, the Department is adopting a new, comprehensive set of rules to govem receiving, screening, and investigation
requirements for Child Protective Services. These new requirements reflect the changes in the reporting procedure through a
statewide central hotline, definition of a report for Child Protective Services, prioritization of reports, methods for investigation
of reports and report findings. The new rules will be consistent with current federal and state authority and with current program
policy and practice. The new rules contain a comprehensive set of definitions.

5. A showing of good cause why the rules are necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rules will diminish a previous
grant of authority of 2 political subdivision of this state.
Not applicable.

6. The preliminary summary of the economic, small business. and consumer impact:
There i3 no significant ¢conomic impact attributable to the rules. The economic impact results from the statutory mandate to
operate a child protective services system and to maintain a central registry of reports of abuse and neglect. CPS is funded
through a combination of state and federal funds. Taxpayers bear the cost of the program. Children and families at risk of abuse
and neglect receive the benefits of the program at no cost unless a child is placed in foster care. AR.S. §§ 8-241(C) and 8-
546.05(G) allow the Department may assess parents a fee for foster care services provided to a child who has been removed.

7. The name and address of agency personnel with whom persons may communicate regarding the accuracy of the economic,
small business, and consumer impact statement:

Name: Vista Thompson Brown

Address: Department of Econcmic Security
P.O. Box 6123, Site Code §37A
Phoenix, Arizona 85005

Telephone: (602) 542-6555

Fax: (602) 542-6000

E-mail: vovb3015@de.state.az.us

8. The time, place. and nature of the proceedings for the adoption, amendment, or repeal of the rules or, if no proceeding is
scheduled, where, when, and how persons. may request an oral proceeding on the proposed rules:
The Department will accept written comments from now until the close of record, which is scheduled for 5 p.m., Friday, July 10,
1998. The Department has scheduled the following oral proceedings:

PHOENIX; DISTRICT E

Date: Thursday, July 9, 1998
Time: 1:30 pm.

Location: DES Conference Room

815 North 18th Street
Phoenix, Arizona

Coordinating Program Manager: Carla Van Cleve (602) 846-0001
TUCSON: DISTRICT I;

Date: Thursday, July 9, 1998

Time: 1:30 p.m.

Location: DES Conference Room
400 West Congress #420

Tucson, Arizona
Coordinating Program Manager: Henry Granilio (520} 628-6810
FLAGSTAFF: DISTRICT 1I%:

Date: Thursday, July 9, 1998
| Time: 1:30 p.m.
Q
Location: DES Conference Room
220 North LeRoux
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Coordinating Program Manager: Patty Laux (520) 7792731, Ext. 233

Notices of Pf@P’Q&ﬁd_Ru_léhiakin'g_:_- _ X

Flagstaff, Arizona

YUMA: DISTRICT Iv:

Pate: Thursday, July 9, 1958

Time: 1:30 p.m.

Location: DES Conaference Room
Suite 232
350 West 16th Street
Yuma, Arizona

Coordinating Program Manager: Tim Acuff (520) 782-4343

CASA GRANDE: DISTRICT V:

Date: Thursday, July 9, 1998
Time: 1:30 p.m.
Location: DES Conference Room

2510 North Trekell
Casa Grande, Arizona

Coordinating Program Manager: Dan Van Kuren (320) 723-4151
BISBEE: DISTRICT VI

Date: Thursday, July 9, 1998

Time: 1:30 p.m.

Location: District Conference Room
209 Bisbhee Road

Bisbee, Arizona

Coordinating Program Manager: Steve Roybal (520) 432-5703

Persons with a disability who wish to participate in the oral proceeding may request accommodation, such as a sign language
interpreter by contacting the coordinating programn manager named above. Requests should be made as early as possible to
allow time to arrange the accommodation. This document is available in an alternative format by contacting Vista Thompson
Brown at (602) 542-6555, P.O. Box 6123, Site Code 8374, Phoenix, AZ 85005; TDD Relay (800) 367-8939. Requests should

be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.

9. Any other matters prescribed by statue that are applicable to the specific agency or to any specific agency or to any specific

rule or class of rules.
Not applicabie.

16. Incorporations by reference and their locations in the rules:

Not applicable.
11. The full text of the rules follows;
ARTICLE 55, CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES

Section
R6.5-5501 Definit
R6-5-5501, Definitions
RE5.5507  ElisibilityforChildR S
R6-3-5502.  Receipt and Screening of Information: CPS Hotline
RE.5.5503. .y . . ;
R6-3-3503, Matters Deemed As Non-Reports
. i .
m@_ﬁ Chitdsbuse: NegleetrDependeney-or Exploita
R6-5-5504.  Preliminary Screening Classifications
R6-5-5505.  Priority Codes; Initial Investigation Response Time
R6-5-3306, Methods for Investigation of Reports
R6-5-3507.  Alternative Investigation
R6-5-5508  Conduct of a Field Investigation
Volume 4, Issue #22

Establishing Probable Cause of Child Maltreatment
Investigation Findings; Required Dosumentation
Progedures for Unsubstantiated Reports; Ongoing

Procedures for Substantiated Reports; Removal:

Alternatives to Involuntary Removal, Voluntary

Procedures for Investigations of Maltreatment in a
Licensed Child Welfare Agency

Procedures for Investigations of Qut-of-Home Care
Providers

R6-5-3309.
R6-3-53110.
R6:3-3311.

Services; Case Closure
R6-5-3512,

imminent Harm
RE-5-3513.

Placement; Removal
R6-5-5514. Removal Review
R6-5-5513.
R6-3-5516.

Appendix 1. Pre-screening Cue Questions
Appendix 2. Cue Questions
Appendix 3. Investigation Priority Scheme

Page 1196
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TITLE 6. ECONOMIC SECURITY

CHAPTER 5. DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY - SOCIAL SERVICES

ARTICLE 55. CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES Hning-reasenswhy-the-child-hes-been-taken-into-tempo-
o e vt e etots siol o
R6-5-5501-  Definitions Repealed the-courb-within72-hours-(excluding weekends-and-holi-

it

LB - AT (R W S

ehildinfostercarefora-period-not-to-exceed-90-days:

2 1 I3 33 H H H '

R6-5-35(31. Definitions
The definitions in AR.S. § 8-546(A), and the following defini-

E‘ pesiear " . . tions apply in this Article:
2 1. “Abandonment” has the same meaning ascribed io

of dependency;-abuse;-or-exploitation-are-either-found " “gbandoned” in AR S. § 8-546(A)(1) which means the

failure of the parent to provide reasonable support and to
maintain regular contact with the child, including the
providing of normal supervision when such failure is
accompanied by an intention on the part of the parent to
permit_such condition to continue for an indefinite
period in the future. Abandoned includes » judicial find-
ing that a parent has made only minimal efforts to sup-
port and communicate with the child Failure fo
maintain a normal parental refationship with the child
without just cause for s period of six months shall con-
stitute pima facie evidence of abandonment.

2. “Abuse” means_ the infliction or allowing physical
injury, impairment of bodily function or disfigurement
or the infliction of or allowing another person fo canse
serious emotional damage as evidenced by severe anxi-
ety, depression. withdrawal or untoward aggressive
behavior and which emotional damage is diagnosed by a
medical doctor or psychologist pursuant to section 8-
223 and which is caused by the acts or omissions of an
individual having care. [physical] custody and control of
a child. Abuse shall include inflicting or allowing sexual
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abuse pursuant to section 13-1404. sexual conduct with'

2 minor pursuant to section 13-1405, sexual assault pur-

suant to section 13-1406, molestation of a child pursvant
to section 13-1410, comimercial sexual exploitation of a
mingr pursuant to section 13-3552, sexual exploitation
of a minor pursuant to section 13-3553, incest pursuant
to section 13-3608 or child prostitution pursuant to sec-
tion 13-3212. AR.S. § 8-346({A)(2).

“Ageravating factor” means a specific circumstance that
increases the risk of harm 10 a child and may resultin a
shorter investipation response time.

“Alleged abuser” means a child’s parent, guardian, or
custodian, or other person accused of committing child
maltreatment,

“Alternative_investipation” means a method of deter-
mining if maltreatment to 2 child who is the subject of a

report, and other children in the home occurred. without
a CPS Specialist personally observing the ¢hild,

&

‘Caregiver” means a peneric term used to describe a
child’s parent, guardian. or cystodian.

“Child” means a person under age 18.

“Child Abuse Hotling” which is sometimes calied “the
Hotline.” means a statewide. toll-free telephone service
including TDD service. that the Department operates 24
hours per dav. 7 davs per week, fo receive calls about

child maltreatment,

2

“CHILDS” means the Children’s Information Library
and Data Seurce, which is a comprehensive, automated
system to support child welfare policies and procedures,
and_includes information on investigations, ongoing
case management, and payments.

10. “CHILDS Central Repgistry” means the Child Protective

Services Central Reeistry, a confidential, computerized
database within CHILDS, that the Department main-
tains according to A.R.S. § 8-346.03

‘Child_welfare agency” has the same meaning pre-
scribed in ARS8, § 8-301(AX1).

. “CPS” means Child Protective Services, a Department

administration that opersies a program fo investigate
allegations of ¢hild maltreatment and provide protective
services,

13. *CPS_Administrator” means the DES Administrator

1espongible for operation of CPS, or that person’s desig-
nee, which may include the ACYF Field Operations
Manager, the CPS District Program Manager (“DPM”).
the CPS Assistant District Program Manager (CAPM™),
or the CPS Local Office Manager.

“CPS Specialist” has the same meaning ascribed to
“nrotective services worker” in ARS8 8-546(AY9).
which means a person who has been selected by and
trained under the requirements prescribed by the depart-
ment. of economic security and who assists in carryving
out the provisions of this artigle,

15, “CPS-CIU” means the Child Protective Services Central

Intake Unit which operates the Child Abuse Hotline
screens incoming communications, and transmits
reports to a CPS unit,

<

16, “Custodian” means a person, other than a parent or legal

Volume 4, Issuc #22

guardian, who stands in loco parentis to the ¢hild or a
person_to whom lepal custody of the child has been
given by order of a court of competent jurisdiction.
ARS. § 8-346{A)Y4). For CPS reporting purposes. a

gustodian is any person with whom the child resides at
the time of the malireatment and includes:

Page 1198

2. Friends,

b. Relatives,

¢. Foster parents, and

d. Child welfare agencies,

17, “DCYF” means the Depariment’s Division of Children

=

B e

Youth and Families, an administrative unit that includes
CPS. a

. “DDI¥* means the Department’s Division of Develop-

mental Disabilities.

“Delinquent act” has the same meaning prescribed in
AR.S. § 8-201(9).

“Department” means the Arizona Department of Eco-
nomic Security _which is sometimes referred to as
“DES” or “ADES”,

21, “Exploitation” means nse of achildbya parent, guard-

ian, or custodian for material gain, which may include
forcing a child to panhandle, steal, or perform other ille-

gal activities.
&

“Family” means persons, including at least 1 child, who
gre related by blood or law, or who are legal cuardians

of a child, or who reside in the same household.

23. “Family assessment” means a written instrument that:

a, CPS uses to evaluate a family’s strengths, weak-
nesses. and problems;

b. s based on the familv’s past history, observations
about _the family, professional opinions, and other
information: and

c. Includes a Child Safety Assessment to determine
the probability of risk to a ghild,

24. “Guerdian” means a3 person who has qualified as a

guardian of a_minor pursuant to testamentary or court
appointment and has the powers listed in ARS. § &
531 but excludes a person who is merely 2 guardian
ad litem.

25, “Incoming communication” means an oral telephonic,

written, or in-person. contact to CPS that is received by
or ultimately directed to the Child Abuse Hotline.

&

26. “Licensing specialist” means a person who:

2. Is designated by the department or another state
licensing agency; and

b. Is responsible for licensing, supervision. support,

and monitoring of foster homes or child welfare

agencies.

27. “Lifestvle” means a way of life or pattern of conduct

that reflects the values and attitudes of a child’s parent.
guardian, or custedian.

&

28. “Maltreatment” means abuse, neglect abasdonment, ot

exploitation of a child. When used in reference to CP§

activities, malireatment means that a parent, guardian,
or custodian:

Has committed an act of maltreatment;
May commit an act of maltreatment;

Hag permitted another person to commit an act of
maltreatment: or

Had reason to know_ that another person might
commit an act of maltreatment and did not act to

prevent the potential maltreatment.

e e

[P

4

29, “Mandated reporfer” means a person who is required to

report suspected child maltreatment under AR.S. § 13-
3620,

&

30. “Minor hygienic problem” means a body condition that

does not pose a risk of serious or immediate harm, such
as body odor. di air. matted hair, dirty clothine, and

treated chronig head lice.
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&

3l. “Mitigating factor” means a specific circumstance that

reduces the risk of harm to a child and may permit a
longer investisation response time,

<

32, Negleet” means the inability or unwillingness of a par-

ent, guardian or custodian of a child to provide that child
with supervision, food, ¢lothing, shelter or medical care
if that inability or unwillingness causes substantial rigk
of harm to the child’s heslth or welfare, ARS § 8-

346{AYT).

means a parent, guardian, or
custodian who is not the subject of 2 CPS report or an
investigation of alleged maltreatment,

34. “MNotice of removal” means a form of notification that

CPS gives to a person other than a caregiver, when CPS
removes a child and places the child in temporary cus-

tody.

35. “Ongoing protective services” are voluntarv or involun-

tary social services designed to help a family resolve
problems that contribute to child abuse. and mav include

counseling, parenting classes. parent aide services, and
voluntary foster care placement.

[?

36. “Out-of-home placement” means a place where a child

resides when the child is unable to reside at home
because of maltreatment. and includes:

A relative home

A foster home

A licensed child welfare agency,

A behavioral health facility,

An unlicensed non-relative

An independent living program, and
A _group home for persons with developmental dis-
abilities,

o e e e jo e

[

37. “Probable cause” means that the Department has some

evidence that an allegation is more likelv to be true than
not true, and is usually quantified as at least a 33% like-
lihood that an allegation is true.

i

38. “Protective services” means a program of identifiable

and specialized child welfare which seeks fo prevent
dependency, abuse and exploitation of children by
reaching out with social services to stabilize family lifs,

and to preserve the family unit by focusing on families
where unresolved problems have produced visible signs
of dependency or abuse and the home situation presents
actual and potential hazards to the phvsical or emotional
weli-being of children. The program shall seek to

strengthen parental capacity and ability 1o provide good
child care. AR.S. § 8-346(A}8).

39. “PSRT” means the DCYF Protective Services Review

Team that administers the process described in A.R.S. 8§
8-546.12 for appeals of recommended substantiated
findings,

40. “Report” means a classification assigned to an incoming

communication after the Child Abuse Hotline has
screened the communication and found it to include:

a.  An allegation of maltreatment about a person who
is currently a child; and

b. Sufficient information for CPS to locate the child
who is the subject of the maltreatment,

41. “Report finding” means a determination that the CPS

42
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Specialist makes as to whether the allggations of 3 report
are probablv frue or untrue. and ingludes substantiated
and unsubstantiated,

<

‘Screening” means the initial process of determining
whether an incoming communication containg an atlega-

tion of child maltreatment and should be ¢lassified as a
report.

&

43. “Standard response time” means the maximum amount

N
hae

of time from when a local CPS office receives a report
from the Hotline and an action is taken to determine that
the ¢hild victim is safe, in the absence of ageravating or
mitigating factors,

4

44. “Substantisted” means that the Department has con-

B
[

chuded, after an investigation, that there is probable
cause to beligve an alleged abuser committed an act of

child maltreaiment,

“TDD” means a telecommunication device for the deaf.
“Unsubstantiated™ means that a CPS Specialist has con-
cluded, after an investigation, that there i no probable

cause to believe an alleged abuser committed an act of
child maltreatment.

RE-S-5502.  Elisibili F Child—P ; Servi
Repealed

A ‘Hi.emfé“ﬁ p*es.e;“;ﬂ ’ﬁéz} a.;‘i& P"!‘E&te.* Eheg are e*ma.ﬁf o
Fegard-to-income:

R6-5-5502.

Receipt_and_Screening of Information: Child

Abuse Hotline

The Department operates a Child Abuse Hotline. If & person
calls, visits or writes a Department office other than the Child
Abuse Hotline to report child maltreatment, the Department

shall refer the person or written communication to the Hotx

A.

=

i

D.

Page 1199

ling.

The Department accepts anonymous calls about alleced mal-

treatment, but shall ask a caller to identi

himself or herself.

The Department, throush the Child Abnse Hotline, screens
all_incoming communications. When the Hotline receives a
communication, the staff shail:

i

2.

Use the standardized questions listed in Appendix 1 to
this Article. to determine;

2. The tvpe of malireatment beine alleged: and

b. Whether to classify the communication as a report;
and

Check the CPSCR and other DES computer databases

for prior referrals on the same persons,

When the Department receives an_oral report from a man-
dated, reporter, the Department shall ask the mandated
renorter to file 2 written statement confirming the oral report.

Repealed

EEE o
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R6-5-5503. Matters Deemed As Non-Reports
The Department shall not classify, as a report, statements express-

ing concern ahout the matters listed in this Section unless the com-
munication also includes an allegation of child maltreatment.

A child’s absence from school.

A child age 8 or older who allegedly committed a delin-
guent act,

Siblin f a child age 8 or older, who allegedly com-
mitted 2 delinguent act.

A_child whose parents are absent but made arranse-
menis for the child’s care,

A child who is receiving treatment from an accredited
Christian Science practitioner. or other religious or spir.
itual healer, unless the child’s health is:

a Inimminent danger, as described in R6-5-3312(B),

or

o | e

B

ol
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b. Endangered by lack of medical care.

A child with minor hveienic problems.

The lifestyle of a child’s parent, guardian, or custodian.

Custody disputes, inclnding;

2. A non-custodial parent who is denied visitation by
the custodial parent. and

b. A relative or other person who wants legal custody
of a child. o

Spiritual neclect of a child or the religious practices or

betiefs 1o which a child is exposed.
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R6-5-5504, Preliminary Screening Classifications

A,

Screening Classifications. After preliminary screening, Child
Abuse Hotlige staff shall classify the communication into |
of the following categories;

L A commupication lacking an allegation of malireatment

5. The Hotline staff shall enter the report information into
CHILDS.

6, The Hotline staff shall immediately transmit the report
to a local office for disposition,

(non-teport). or R§—5~5505. Priority Codes: Initial Investigation Response
2. Areport for investigation, Time followi . d .
B. Communications lacking an allecation of maltreatment (non- A M‘MWL-%W
= repors) initial investigation of reports;

1. If the cailer describes a problem that does not involve L EQ"’W Time: 2 hours:
child_malireatment. the Hotline staff shall refer the & W
caller to 2 community resource that can help with the b. Mitigated Response Time: 24 hours,

roblem. 2. Priogify 2: Moderate R:sk;.

2. If the aliepation involves a child who is already in the 2 @%Mmﬁm
Depariment’s_care, custody, and control. the Hotline b.  Asgrayated Response Time: 24 hours; and
staff shall record the information and send i to the £ E\Lﬂ;g@é_”mﬂgg@iml____m
child’s case manager for action. If the allegation also 3. Priority 3: Low Risk; i
involves a ligensed out-of-home care provider, the Hot: a.  Standard Response Time: 72 hours;
line shall also notify the provider’s licensing specialist b. Aggravated Response Time: 48 hours: and
or the appropriate licensing authority. ¢. Mitigated Response Time: 72 hours excluding

3. Ifan alleration invelves snicidal or homicidal behavior, . :‘lee_kgﬁiﬁw@-’mmm——s—tﬁt—mm
or presents a danger to self or others, the Hotling staff 4. Priority 4: Potential Riski
shall refer the caller to law enforcement or for behav. a.  Stapdard Response Time; 7 days: and
joral health services. b, Agpravated Response Time: 72 hours excluding

4. If the allegation involves an incorrigible or delinguent weekends and Arizona state holidays.
child who is age 8 or older, the Hotline staff shall refer ~ B:  All response times are measured from tne fime fnat the . measured from the time that the CPS
the caller to the local county Tuvenile Probation Office, local office receives the report fram the Child Abuse Hotline.

5, Ifthe allegation involves child maltreatment by a person C. The initial responge determines whether a child victim is cur-

" other than a child’s caregiver, without the caregiver's rently safe. To comply with the priority response time, enti-
knowledee. the Hotline staff shall notify. and direct the ties other than CPS, such as law enforcement personnel
caller to potify. local law enforcement. emergency personnel, or paramedics, may conduct the initial

€. Communications not for CPS investigation LESpORSE.

1. I the information provided by the caller is not a report D. If law enforcement or emergency personnel met the initial

" for CPS investigation, the CPS Hotline staff shall; response time. CPS shall respond no later than the mitigated
2 Record the information; : response time for the designated priority.

b. Inform the caller that the information jsnotareport  RG.5.4506. Methods for Investigation of Reports.
for CPS investigation: and, . A. Upon receipt of a report, the CPS unit supervisor:

c, Ifthe caller d_tsaggees with the decision not to take 1. May aggravate or mitigate the response time, if the
2 report, advise the caller that a request may be Child Abuse Hotline has not assigned a mitigating or
made for g supervisory review. . aggravating factor, but shall not change any aggravating

2. Ifthe caller requests a supervisory review. the Hotline or mitigating factors assigned by the Hotline: and
staff shall transfer the caller to an av:axlable SUQCTVES.O!'. 2 Shall assign 1 of the disgositions Tisted in this subsec-
The caller may request further review by the Child fiots.

Abuse Hotline Assistant Program Manager, Hotline a  Field investigation;
Program Manager, and ultimately. the Field Operations b, Alernative investication as described in R6e3-
Manager for the Department’s Administration for Chil- 3507 and

3 i’egh?;gurb:;dgfg;ifs‘su rvisor or & CPS Ouall ¢, Legally prohibited investigation. A federal or state

= - - . . N ,.m,,,____.___.._._._.._._....ng. w___ﬁ__—ﬁmm‘ i i .-
Assurance Specialist shall review all communications srg?:fe (S’;:ho::‘ggg rohibits CPS from invest
net classified as a report within 48 hours of receipt to ig Tg:he alle—hedwm- altreatment oceurs on a United
verify that the communication was properly classified. - “"——g““—“—““wm—'_‘““smes military hase or Tribal reservation land:

D. Communication that is a report for CPS investigation or S 2ase DL IRd Tee AL

1, Ifthe communication containg the information required i K court orders CPS not to inyestisate
for_a report, the Hotline staff shall gather additional addiﬁonfu d. Not investigated. CPS cannot investigate due to
umm————guw~mw——~—-g~“mw——zf°?;§;;°g tgsziilis Ki:ﬁ:;tzndardized uestions fisted in lack of available resources to conduct the investi-

Pp . .
- i . . gation.

Z MM&MWW@ B. The CPS local office supervisor shall document the action
wﬂw&ﬂm taken and the disposition.
Appendix 3 to this Article.

3. The Hotline staff may ageravate or mitigate the R6-5-8507.  Alternative Investization
response time based on information received during the A. Upon receipt of a report, the CPS unit supervigor may cons
screening listed in Appendix 3, duct an alternative investigation.

4. The Hotline staff shall give the caller the name and B. To conduct an alternative investigation, CPS shall contact a
phone number of the local office supervisor who_will mandatory reporting source who is currently involved with
receive the report, the family and ean provide information that:
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1. The child and other children residing in the home are

not:
2. Current victims of maltreatment: or
b.  Atrisk of imminent harm: and

2. The allegations are unsubstantiated.

ment

To determine whether to recommend a substantiated allegation of
maltrestment, the CPS Specialist shall consider all information
gathered during the investigation, including;

1, Whether the alleged abuser or non-abusive caregiver

C. A CPS administrator shall review and approve any decision admitted the maltreatment;
' to conduct an alternative jnvestigation, 2. Whether the child provided a developmentally appropri-
D. If information gathered during an alternative investigation ate description of maltreatment:
indicates that a child may be at risk of harm, the CPS Super- 3. Witess statements from persons other than the caregiv-
visor shall immediately assign the case for field investiga- ers and the child;
tion. 4. Physical or behavioral signs of malireatment or damage:
E. CPS shall not conduct an alternative {nvestization when the 5. Medical opinions and gpinions from treating profession-
allegation involves a child who is: als, including any conflict of opinion;
1. Already in Department custody, 6. The consistency of the information provided; and
2.  Currently the subject of an open CPS case, or 7. Prior history of child maltreatment.
i“: Wmfw ?6-55510. Investigation Findings: Required Documenta-
- ion
R6-5-5508.  Conduct of a Field Investigation After completing an investigation, the CPS Specialist shall:
A. When conducting a field investigation, the CPS Specialist 1. Unsubstantiate the allepations or make a recommended
shall determine: finding that the allegation is substantiated based on
1. Thename, age, location. and current physical and men- whether the CPS_Specialist finds probable cause to
tal condition of alf children in the home of the alleged beligve maltreatment occurred. after copsidering the
victim; information listed in R6-5-5509:
2.  Whether anv child in the home has _suffered maltreat- 2. Determine whether the family has any unresolved nrob-
ment: and lems involving child malireatment and needs further ser-
3. Whether any child in the home is at risk of maltreatment vicss;
in the fature. 3. Document, in the case record, the reason for the finding:
B. The CPS Specialist shall investigate allegations through 1 or 4. Include, in the case record, any oral and written state.
more of the following methods: ments and other documentation provided by the care-
1. Interview the child: giver;
2. Interview the child’s caregiver who allegedly committed 3. Notify the PSRT of the recommended substantiated
the shyse; investigation finding: and
3. Interview other adults and children residing in the home; 6. Enter an unsubstantiated investigation finding into the
4. Interview other persons who may have relevant infor- CHILDS Central Registry; and send the caregiver vvit-
mation. including the reporting source, medical person- ten notice of the unsubstantiated finding.
nel, relatives. neighbors, and school personnel; L e]atwe§ neighboss, and s.cho‘o E e:rslnnncl' . R6-5.5511. Procedures for Unsubstantiated Reports; Ongo-
5. Review avgilable documentation including medical and ing Services: Case Closure
psychiatric regerts, police reports. schoo! records, and g servicess Lase Liosure . R
prior CPS files: and A. If the finding s unsubstantiated without unresolved prob-
6. Consult with law enforcement. lems, the CES Specialist shall close the case.
B, Ifithe finding is unsubstantiated and there is no risk of immi-
C. A CPS specialist may interview a child without prior parental . Y
consent as prescribed in AR S. 8 8-546.01(CY?). ma%mmmm
D. TheCPS Specialist may exclude the alleged abuser from par- MMMM
ticipating in interviews with the alleged victim. the victim’s %szﬁm
R , P PR g 1 p tary ry_ongoing
Wm&mw protective services. '
E. Before interviewing a caregiver, the CPS Specialist shall: 2. eict;a;nllx may accept or refiuse voluntary protective ser-
L ml—“‘_—“g%u—#wg;?g " d]?rf?f;tge cz;f; 4xg.erzo:‘nt§e rights and duties pre- 3. A fgmify is aa:gx;jreg to adccegt in;ro]unt_a;y protective
—"“"*“‘—‘L—"“Q—“—. - . ., services as part of a dependency action.
2 Sain:: gt?;gﬁ%g:raigmmn statement summarizing the 4, When a famlily has unresolved 'prohlams, CPS_shail
3. Ask the parent. guardian or custodian to sign a written offer the family voiur_ztw protective services before fil-
3. ASK e parent. guardian or custodian to $ign 2 written :
acknowledement of receipt of the information. M‘m . .
E. A CPS Specialist may take temporary investigative custody & WMW
of a child as prescribed in AR.S. §8 8-223(B)Y(3) and ()2 P e
and 8-546.01(C)(4). and_shall do so if the CPS Specialist 1. Document the family’s acceptance or refusal of ser-
finds that the child needs 10 be examined and the carggiver vices, . .
will not consent to the examination, 2 mwﬁmw}m
G. If the CPS Specialist finds more allegations of maltreatment & MMM&M@
during the investigation, the CPS Specialist shall incorporate the child is safe.
the allegations into the report and investipate as prescribed in =~ 2 I&W&L@%MM
this Article. consider the following criteria;
e 1. Whether the family acknowledges the past malfreatment
R6-5-5509.  Establishing Probable Cause of Child Maltreat- or potential for fistyre maltreatment,
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2. Whether the services are available to heip the family
address risk factors, and

3. Whether the family is willing to cooperate with the pro-
vision of services,

2. Evaluating all facts and cireumstances surrounding the
child and family situation including the information
listed helow.

a. Has a law enforcement official or medigal profes-
sional expressed concern about risk to the child if

R6-5.5512, P-rocﬂdﬂres for Substantiated Re;;orts; the child returns to or remains il’! the home?
Bemoval: Imminent Harm . ) b. How does the alleged abuser behave towards the
A. I£CPS recommends a substantiated finding of maltreatment, child?
CPS shall determine whether the child can safely remain in c "}”{“g;“ do other adults in the household behave
the home or needs to be removed. © owards the chil?
B. The situstions listed in this subsection indicate jmminent 4. Does the child reside with a parent or other adult
harm and require CPS to intervene as provided in R6-5-5513. = m““’“““‘”g““———mwh o is witline and able fo protect the child?
1. No caregiver is present and the child cannot care for e —’—"“_g—""“““p’“””"““—‘wmt are the condifions of the home envii’onment
himself or herself, or for other children in the household. = "‘—“““‘”‘*“““““g‘“—“'and do those conditions threatcnmtl ¢ child’s safet
2. The child has severe or serions non-accidental injuries or physical health?
that require irnmediate medical treatment, such as; £ —p‘l‘—"’*—"ﬂas there heen a ; attern of maltreatment. particis
a  Head injury. with risk of damage to the central ner- = M‘Mml 2 patiern of incidents of increasing severity?
Yous system, g. What is the nature and severity of the alleged mal-
L. w . treatment?
& Clamuyrestiginooms b Can DES provide services to the child or family to
N _,,_,p_p__;__—___,m___& alleviate conditions or probiems that pose a risk of
¢ Fagial bruises . hild: maltreatment, without the need for ramoval?
L Fractures or bruises in a non-ambulajory child; pm:§ = ?on—_ambul.atn — i Hasthe child’s caregiver refused access to the child
g Instrumentation injury with risk of impairment; and or declined 2n offer of in-home services?
h. Immersion bumns. . ":—"‘"’“““_—“—“-“'“—_—“———-. . T
3. The child requires immediate medical treatment for a %(' %%Wwﬁ%ﬁw tal
life-threatening medical condition or a condition likely = M—*——MMM
to result in impairment of bodily functions or disfipure- | Wh't d have iniuries that - Adiat
ment, and the child’s caregiver is not willing or able to & T-]—ec—’“m%mmmw
ohtain treatment. medical treatment?
4. The child is suffering from nutritional deprivation that  R-5.8513,  Alternatives to Inveluntary Removal; Volun-
has resulted in_malnourishment or dehydration to the tary Placement: Removal
extent that the child is at risk of death or permanent A, Before removing a child from home without the consent of
physical impairment. the child’s carepiver, GPS shall consider the alternatives
5. A doctor or psychologist has determined that the child’s Hated in this subsection.
caregiver is unable or unwilling to provide minimaily 1. CPS may help the family obtain resources such as emer-
adequate care, gency food, shelter, clothing or utilities, 3o that the child
6. The phvsical or mental condition of the child’s caregiver can gafely remain in the home.
endangers the child’s health or safety, such as a care- 2. CPS may enter into an agreement with the child’s care-
giver. who: givers that provides for the alleged abuser to leave the
a. Exhibits psychotic behavior and fails to take pre- home and for remaining family members to protect the
seribed medications child.
b. Suffers from = deteriorating physical condition or 3. The caregiver may identify a relative or friend who can
illness, or temporarily care for the child, without court intervention
¢. Takes prescribed or non-prescribed drugs that or orders.
result in a child being neglected, 4. CPS may help the protective caregiver and the child
7. The home environment has conditions that endanger the leave the home of the alleged abuser.
child’s health or safety, such as human or animal feces, 5. CPS may place the child in voluntary foster care as pro-
undisposed-of garbage, exposed wiring, access to dan- T Vided in ARS, § 8-546.05.
gerous. objects, or harmful substances that presenta sub- B If he child is at risk of imminent harm and the alternative
stential risk of harm to the child. ] methods identified in subsection (A) will not eliminate the
8. A doctor or psychologist has determined that a child’s risk of harm, CPS shall take temporary custody of the child
caregiver has emotional?g damaged ?he child; the child as provided in ARS. § 8-223.
is exhibiting severe anxiety, depression. withdrawal. of ¢ PS shall document the placement_alternatives that were
aggressive behavior due to the emotiona! damage; and considered and the reasons for not selecting the options listed
the caregiver is unwilling or unable to seek treatment for in subsection (A).
the chiid.
9. The CPS Specialist has probable cause to believe that R6-5-5514. Removal Review
the caregiver has engaged in sexual conduct with the A. Within 48 howrs of removing a child, and before filing a
child, or has allowed the child to participate in sexual dependency petition, CPS shall have a remaoval review team
activity with ethers. assess alternatives to continued out-of-home placement, and
€. In sityations not lsted in subsection (B), the CPS specialist the need for CPS 1o file a dependency petition. as prescribed
shall determine the risk of imminent harm and need for inAR.S. §8-546.08(3),
removal by: B. The removal review team shall include the CPS specialist
1. Doing a family assessment to identify family strengths who conducted the investigation and removed the child, and
and risk factors: and the CPS specialist’s supervisor. The removal review team
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shall also include at least 1 other qualified professional such
as a psychologist or counselor.

The _removal review team shall consider the same factors
listed in R6-5-5512 in determining whether to return a child
to_pursue a voluntary placement option listed in R6-3-

5513{A). orto file a dependency petition.

The team shatl document. in the child’s case record, alterna-
tives considered and the reason for the action taken.
Within 48 hours of removing a child, DES shall either file a

dependency petition or return the child, as provided in A RS,
8-223.

Procedures for Investigations of Maltreatment

in a Licensed Child Welfare Agency

A

B.

C.

D.

Before CPS investigates an aliegation of maltreatment in a
licensed child welfare aeency (“agency™). the CPS Specialist

shall advige the agency’s chief executive officer. or that per-
son’s designee, of the following:

The nature of the allegation,

How CPS will conduct the investigation,

The names of the agency staff members and children
that the CPS Specialist plans to interview. and

The rights listed in subsection (C).

Noththqtandmg subsection {A), CPS may conduct an unan-
nounced inyvestisation when:

1. The agency’s chief executive officer is the subject of the
maltreatment allggation, or

2. Prior notice of the investigation may_jeopardize the
safety of a child in the apency’s care,
When CPS investigates an allegation of malireatment gt an
agency. the agency may;
1. Seeklepal counsel at any time during the investigation,
2. Present information ashout the allegation before CPS
issues a finding, and
3. Receive;
a. An oral status report on the progress of an investi-
gation not completed within 21 days, and
b. A copy of the report with personally identifiable
information redacted. and
c.  Written notice of the investigation finding.
The Department shall document the investigation and find-
ings in the agency’s licensing file.

jor |

e~

Appendix 1. Pre-screening Cue Questions:
1L May I have vour name, phone number and relationship to the child? {Assure the reporting source they can remain anon-
ymous. Explain that CPS will not be able to contact him or her for additional information without a name and phone number).

R6-5-5516.
Care Providers.

grocedures for Investigations_of Out-of-Home

A.

=

I~

[

o=t

1

2

[P

In this Section, 'ut-of~hoiné care provider” means:
Anunlicensed non-refative
An unlicénsed relative, -

A licensed family’ foster homc,

A certified adoptive home,; and

A_family child care home provider certified by the
Department under A.R.S. § 46-807,

When CPS investigates allegations of abuse or neglect by an
out-of-home care provider, the CPS $pecialist shall notify:
The parent or legal puardian of each child in the home,
The case manager or supervisor for each child in the
home,

The attorney and guardian ad litem for each child in the
home. and

4. The provider’s licensing or certification specialigt.
When CPS investigates allegations of sexual abuse, the CPS
Specialist shall andictape or videotape all interviews.
Notwithstanding a situation which may jeopardize the safety
of a child, the CPS Specialist shall consult with the following
individuals before removing a child from an out-of-home
provider;

The child’s case manager or supervisor,

The foster home licensing specialist or superyisor,

The ACYF District Program Manager, and

The Assistant Attorney General when the child is in the
physical custody of the provider.

CPS shall notify the parent or lepal suardian of each child in
the provider’s care, the out-of-home care provider, and each
¢hild’s case manager of the investigation findings.

CP8 shall hold 2 case conference when CPS intends to sub-
stantiate a report to discuss the investisation findines, and to
determine _the Department’s recommendations repardine
licensing,

An ont-of-home care provider may bring a person represent-
ing his or her interests to the case conference after waiving
his or her right to confidentiality.

The Department shall document the investigation and find-
ings in the case record.

[h > e e

[

[«

[l el |l i

2 What is vour concern about the child? How old is the child?
3 What is the family’s home address? Does the child live there? If not, where can we locate the child, that is, school, day

care, relative? Who is living in the home?

4. Do vou know who abused or neglected the child? If so. who? (This includes staff of a licensed or certified DES facility

or foster or child care home or a licensed DHS Level L 11 or I Behavioral Health Treatment facility). Do vou know when he or

she will see the child next?

5. Did the (parent, guardian or custodian) know ahout the abuse or neglect?
6. Is the (parent, guardian or custodian) letting the child see this person? a
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Appendix 2. Cue Questions

IFITIS DETERMINED TO HAVE ALL OF THE ELEMENTS OF A REPORT FOR FIELD INVESTIGATION (that is, 2 child
victim, maltreatment by a parent, guzardian or custodian and the child can be located). CHECK CPSCR AND GATHER
REPORT DEMOGRAPHICS.

Include the address of the child, the name of the apartment complex. trailer park and directions as needed.

PHYSICAL ABUSE CUE QUESTIONS:

Describe the injury (size, shape, color and location).

Do vou know when the injury occurred? Has abuse occurred before? How often does the abuse occur?

Did the child say what happened?

Do vou know if the child was seen by a medical doctor? If so. what is the name and phone number of the doctor? If the
source is a medical doctor, is the injury consistent with the explanation?

il o

Ii the call concerns a licensed or certified DES facility/foster or child care home or 2 DHS Level 1, 11 or 111 Behavioral Health
Treatment facility, ask:

Did the injury cccur as a result of restraint?

What kind of restraint was used?

Why was the child restrained?

Will the staff person have contact with the child or other children in the facility?

Do vou know the name of the licersing specialist? If so. what is the name and phone number?
Do you know the name of the child's case manager? If so, what is the pame and phone number?

i’"o" popeianfn

EMOTIONAL ABUSE CUE QUESTIONS:

Specifically, what is the person doing? (to have the impact on the child),

Have vou noticed a change in the child’s behavior?

What signs or behaviors is the child exhibiting?

Do vou think the child’s behavior is related to what the parent. guardian or custodian is doing? If so. how?

Do vou know if the child has seen a medical doctor, psvchologist or mentat health professional? If so, what is the
name and phone number? Do vou know the diagnosis?

o R e

NEGLECT CUE QUESTIONS:

>

INADEQUATE SUPERVISION

i:_.

Is the child alone NOW? If ves, how long has the child been alone? Where is the person who is suppose to
be watching the child? When will the person retumn? Have you called the police?

If the child 15 not alone, who is watching the child now? What are your concerns about the person who is
watching the child?

Do vou know how often and when this happens?
What happens when the child is alone or inadequately supervised?

Does this child know how to contact the parent, guardian or custodian?

Does the child have emergency numbers and know how 1o use the phone?

Do vou know if anvone is checking on the child? If so. what is the name and phone number? How often?

o

[Pl

If the call concerns a licensed or certified DES facilitv/foster or child care home or DHS Level 1 Il or 111 Behavioral Health Treat-
ment facility, ask:

What supervision was being provided at the time of the sexual conduct or physicatl injury between the chil-
dren?

Did t};le facility/foster or chiid care home know that the child may physically or sexually assault another
child?

Did the staff/foster or child care home person know that the child may physically or sexually assault snother
child?

What steps were been taken 1o prevent the child from assaulting other children?

What steps are being taken to restrict contact between the child and other children?

Do vou know the name of the licensing specialist? If so, what is the name and phone number?

Do vou know the name of the child's case manager? If so. what is the name and phone number?

SHELTER

FERE B e

o

L When was the last time vou saw the ¢hild or the home? a

2

Describe any bealth or safety hazards where they live? Has anvthing happened to the child?
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Do you know how long they have been in this situation?
Do vou know whyv they live like this?

Ll

MEDICAL CARE

What are the child's svmptoms?

Is the parent. puardian or custodian aware of the problem?

Do you know when they last saw a medical doctor? Who was the medical doctor? If so, why?
Do vou know the reasons the person is not getting medical care for the child?

[ g

If reporting source is 2 medical doctor or doctor’s representative ask only the following guestions:

3 What is the medical or psvechiatric condition or diagnosis of this child and when did it begin?

6. What medical care is needed?

1 What will happen if the child does not receive the medical care?

8 What are your concerns about the parent, guardian or gustodian response to the problem?

FOQOD

1, What makes vou believe the child is not getting enough food? Describe the physical condition of the child?
2. Do vou know if someone else is feeding the child? If so. who?

3. When was the last time vou saw the child or have vou been in the home? If so. describe the food vou saw.,
4. Do vou know if the child has seen a medical doctor? If so, what is the name and phone number?
CLOTHING

1 Describe what the ¢hild is wearing and the weather conditions?

2. What effect is it having on the child?

SEXUAL ABUSE CUE OUESTIONS:

!.—4

PR

Why do vou think the child has been sexually abused or is at risk of sexual abuse? (activities, physical siens or behav-
iors)

Who saw these activities, siens or behaviors?

Has the child told anvone? If so. who and when?

What is the child saving about sexual abuse?
Do vou know where and when this last occurred?

Do vou know what contact this person has with the child?
Bo you know if the child has seen a medical doctor? If so. what is the name and number?

ABANDONED CUE OIUESTIONS:

e Ll N

Do you know where the parent is now?

When did the parent last have contact with the child?

When do vou think fhe parent is coming back?

What arrangements did the parent make for care of this child?

How long are vou able or willing to care for the child? Are there relatives available? If so, what is the name, address,
phone number?

DRUG EXPOSED INFANTS CUE QUESTIONS:

o [ o 0 e

=

Has the child or mother been tested? If so. what are the results?

What is the name of the medical doctor and/or hospital?

What is the parental history of drue use? (What drugs, when was last drug use, used during what frimester)?
What is the parental history of dme treatment?

Describe the medical and physical condition of the child?

Birth weight

Gestational age

Apgar score

Prenatal care

e e

Have preparations been made in the home for the new baby?
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NON-SEXUAL EXPLOITATION CUE QUESTIONS:

Jo 2}

Describe how the child is being exploited.

What reason was given for the expioitation?
How long has this been going on?

POTENTIAL ABUSE AND NEGLECT CUE QUESTIONS:

f

Describe behaviors (of the parent, suardian, custodian or chiid) that give you reason to believe that abuse or neglect
MAaY Oceur,

2. Has abuse or neglect happened before? If so. when and where?
3 Has the {parent. puardian or custodian) expressed concerns about hurting or not being able to care for
the child?
CLOSURE CUE QUESTIONS
L Do you know what school or child care facility the child attends? If so, what is the name of the school or child care
facility? Dismissal/pick-up time?
2 Has the child expressed concerns about going home? If so, what did the ¢hild sav to vou?
3. Has law enforcement been notified? DR/Badge number?
4, Does the child have any of these special ngeds or problems?
a, Abuse of drugs or alcohol
h. Bizarre behavior
c. Extremely angry or volatile
d. Physically ili
e Mentally ill
£ Laneuage other than English
5 Does the {parent. guardian or custodian) have any of these special needs or problems:
a Abuse of drugs or alcchol
b. Bizarre behavior
c. Extremely angry or volatile
d. Physically ill
e, Mentally ill
f Language other than English
6. Do vou know if CPS or any other agency has been involved with this family?
1 If this report is assigned for field investigation, are there any issues we need 1o be aware of to ensure the worker’s

May 29, 1998
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Appendix 3. Prioritization of Action for Investisation of Reports of Alleged Abuse, Neglect, Abandonment or Exploitation
PHYSICAL ABUSE

SRT 2 Hours
MRT 24 Hours

PRIORITY 1 HIGH RISK

DEATH OF A CHILD

24 Child death due 1o alleged abuse or neglect or suspicious
death

25 Injuries REQUIRING EMERGENCY MEDICAL

TREATMENT which mav include;

- Head injury with risk of Ceniral Nervous System dam-
age

w Intemnal injury

.. Multiple injuries or multiple plane injuries (battering)

Severe fagial bruises

. Fractures or bruises in a non-ambulatory chiid
Fractares

- Instrumentation injury with risk of impairment
Immersion burng

. Second and third degree bums

26  Child under the age of six (6) observed or reported to be

struck in the head, face, neck, penitals or abdomen which
could likelv cause an injury

27  Child under the age of twenty-four (24) months is shaken
shaken baby syndrome

31  Physical abuse by a parent, guardian or custodian who hasa
previous validated Priority 1 report

32 Parent, guardian or custodian threatens or presents serious
bodily harm to a child NOW

SRT 48 Hours

ART 24 Hours
MRT. 72 Hours

PRIORITY 2 MODERATE RISK

45  Iniuries THAT MAY REQUIRE MEDICAL TREAT-
MENT which may jnclude:
. Multiple injuries or multiple plane injuries
. Injuries to torso or exfremities
- Iniury to child vnder age one (1)

Fractures

. Parent, guardian or costodian provides preseribed/non-
prescribed or iHlegal drug or alcoho! to a child and the
child is exhibiting svmptoms of the drug or alcohol

. Munchausens Syndrome by Proxy

46 Priority 3 ipjury to child under the age of six {6)
Volume 4, Issne #22
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47  Child six (6) years of age or older observed or reported to be
struck in the head, face, neck, genitals or shdomen which
could likely cause an injury

48  Parent, puardian or custodian fears or threatens to harm
child if no intervention received and he or she has a previous
validated report of physical abuse

SRT  I2Hours

ART 48 Hours

MRT 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidays
PRIORITY 3 LOW RISK

58  Injuries NOT REQUIRING MEDICAI TREATMENT

which may include:

- First degree or cigargtte burns

Injury to buttocks or scalp (i.e.. hair loss)

- injury to bony body parts {i.e.. shing, knees. elbow, etc,)

.. Single or small bruises

. Parent, guardian or custodian provides prescribed/non-
preseribed or illegal drugs or aleohol to a child and the
child is exhibiting symptoms of the drug or alcohol

60  Parent, guardian or custodian fears or threatensto harm a
child if no intervention is received

SRT 7 Consecutive Davs
ART 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidays

PRIORITY 4

POTENTIAL RISK

78 Home environment stressors place child at risk of physical
abuse which may include domestic viglence, mental ilinegs,
substance abuse, history of physical abuse with no current
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NEGLECT - REPORTS ARE, SCREENED FOR “SUBSTANTIAL RISK OF HARM”

SRT 2 Hours ment facility
MRT 24 Hours

: 52 Bistory of extensive gestational substance abuse to child
PRIORITY 1 HIGH RISK under three (3) months of age or mother or child tests posi-

tive for non-preseribed or illegal drug or alcohgl at time of
33  LUntreated medical condition which is life threatening or per- birth
manently disabling which may inelude Infant Doe, coma-
tose state or debilitation from starvation or possible non-

organic failure to thrive

i
Lo

53 Child under two {2) months of age displays non-prescrihed
or illegal drug or alcohol withdrawal symptoms

34  Child of any age who is alone and cannot care for setf or for

other children due to physical. emotional or mental inability SRT 72 Hours
{This includes a parent, guardian or custodian whe is incar. ART 48 Hours
cerated or hospitalized.) MRT 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidays
35  Child under the age of six (6} is along NOW PRIORITY 3 LOW RISK
36  Child six {6) to nine (9) years of age is alone for three (3 6!  Untreated medical problem cause child pain or debilitation
hours or longer or unknown when parent, guardian or custo- that is not life threatening AND parent, suardian or custo-
dian will return dian is unwilling to secure medical treatment
37  Imminent harm to child under the age of six (6) due to inad- 62  Child under the age of ning (9), who is not alone at the time
equate superyision by parent, guardian or custodian of the report, but has been left alone within the past fourteen
(14) days
38  Neglect results in serfous physical injury or iflness requiring
emergency medical treatment (Parent, guardian or custodian 63  Parent, guardian or custodian demonsirates an inability to
DUI condition pursuant to ARS §28-692 and failure to use care for a child within the past thirty (30) days including
child restraints pursuant to ARS §28-907 are not reports leaying a child with inappropriate or inadequate caregivers
unless a child suffers serious physical injury.) 64 Living environment presents health or safety hazardstoa
child six (6) years of ape or older which may include
39  [mminent harm to child due to health or safety hazards in human/animal feces, undisposed garbage, exposed wiring,
livine environment which may include exposure to the ele- access to dangerous objects or harmfid substances, etc.
ments
65 Food not provided and child is chronically bungry
40 Child diagnosed as suicidal by qualified mental heslth pro-
fessional and parent, guardian or custodian is unwilling to 66  Significant developmental delays due to neglect
secure needed emergency medical treatment including psy-
chiatric treatment 67 Parent, gnardian or custodiar is not protecting child from a
person who does not live in the home AND who abused the
child
SRT 48 Hours
ART 24 Hours 68 Complaint by taw enforcement or officer of juvenile court
MRT 72 Hours alleging dependency due to a definquent or incorrigible act
committed by a ¢child under age eight (8) [ARS § 8-
PRIORITY 2 MODERATE RISK 546 A{4)c)]
49  Child age eleven (11) to thirteen {13) years of age carine for .
a child age six (6) or younger for twelve {12} hours or longer SRT 7 Consecutive Days
ART 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidays
50 Living environment presents health or safety hazardstoa
child under the age of six (6) which may include human/ani- PRIQRITY 4 POTENTIAL RISK
mal feces, undisposed garbage. exposed wiring, access 1o T
dangerous objects or larmful substances, etc. 79  Parent. puardian or custodian has no resources to provide for - - - -
child's needs (supervision, food, clothing, shelter and medl- :
51  Sexual conduct or physical injury between children DUE cal carg) and child's needs may be neglected
TO INADEOUATE SUPERVISION by parent. guardian R I
ar custodian including a licensed or certified DES facility or 80 Home envirgnment stressors place child at risk of neglect RS vl
a licensed DHS Level I Il or 1Y Behavioral Health Treat- which may include mental illness, substance abuse, gtc.” G
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81 Living environment is likely to present a Jiealth or safety
hazard to a child

84  Sexual conduoct or physical infury between children and

unknown if parent, guardian or custodian will protect

85  Child adiudicated dependent due to finding of incompetency
or not restorable to competency pursuant to ARS § 8-201

SEXUAL ABUSE
SRT 2 Hours SRT 72 Hours
MRT 24 Hours ART 48 Hours
MRT 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidays
PRIORITY 1 HIGH RISK PRIORITY 3 LOW RISK
41  Physical evidence of sexual abuse reported by a medigal 69  Attempted sexual behavior or sexual behavior when last

doctor or child reporting sexual abuse within the past seyen
{7 davs

occurrence is unknown or when last occurred bevond four-

teen (14) days and yp to three (3) vears ingluding sexual

abnse. sexual assault, sexual exploitation of a minor, com-

42 Child reporting vaginal or anal penetration or oral sexual mercial sexual exploitation of a minor, incest. child prostitu-
contagt (oral contact with the penis, vulva or anus) within tion. molestation of a child and sexual conduct with a minor
ast seventy-two (72) hours AND has not been examined by
a medical doctor 72 Parep ardian or ¢ustodian supgests or entices a child to
engage in sexual behavior, but there is no actual fouching
ingluding encouraging a child to view pornosraphic materi-
SRT 48 Hours als
ART 24 Hours
MRT 72 Hours 73 Child is exhibiting physical or behavioral indicators which
are consistent with sexual abuse
PRIORITY 2 MODERATE RISK
54  Sexual behavior within the past eight (8) to fourteen (14 SRT 7 Consecutive Days
davs inciuding sexual abuse, sexual assault, sexual exnloita- ART 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidavs
tion of a minor, commercial sexual exploitation of 2 minor
incest, child prostitution. molestation of a child and sexual PRIORITY 4 POTENTIAL RISK
conduct with 3 minor
82  Parent gwardian or custodian sexually abused a child in the
past ANI is now living in a home with a child
83  Anempted sexual behavior or sexual behavior when last
gccurrence was beyond three (3) vears including sexnal
abuse, sexual assault, sexual exploitation of a ninot, com-
mercial sexual exploitation of a minor, incest, child prostitu.
tion, molestation of a child and sexus] conduct with a minor
EMOTIONAL ABUSE
PRIORITY 1 IGH RISK PRIORITY 3 LOW RISK
N/A 74  Parent, guardian or custodian demonstrates behavior or
ghild reports parent, suardian or custodian behavior which is
likely to have the effect of terror. rejection, isolation, hurnil-
PRIORITY 2 MODERATE RISK iation or debasement of a child
535  Child diagnosed by qualified mental health professional as
= P . : . PRIORITY 4
exhibiting severe anxisty, depression, withdrawal or unto- RIORITY ¢ POTENTIAL RISK
ward aggressive behavior which could be due to serious N/A
emotional damage by paren ardian or custodian .
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ABANDONED

PRIORITY 1 HIGH RISK

43 No parent willing to provide immediate care for a child and
child is with a caregiver who is unable or unwilling to care
for the child NOW or child is left to his or her own
resources

PRIORITY 2 MODERATE RISK

56 No parent willing to care for a child and child is with a carg-

giver who is unable or upwilling to continue caring for the
child less than ONE (1) WEEK

PRIORITY 3 LOW RISK

75  No parent willing to care for a child and child is with 2 care-
giver who is unable or unwilling to continue caring for the
child beyond ONE (1) WEEK UP TO THIRTY (30}
DAYS (Reporting source will need to call back if beyond
thirty {30) days.)

NON-SEXUAL EXPLOITATION

MRT 24 Hours
PRIORITY | HIGH RISK
N/A

TRACKING CHARACTERISTICS

DOES NOT REQUIRE AN INVESTIGATION, BUT MAY
REQUIRE AN ACTION

TB Notice that a family or alleged abusive person known to

another state CPS is residing in or beligved to be relocating
to Arizona

TD Request for courtesy assessment from another state CPS to
ensure the safety of a child

TE Runaways from other states or shelter due to out-ofsstate
request

TF Court ordered pick up (domestic relations)

TG Mental health reatment needed, but cannot be obtained
without CPS intervention

May 29, 1998
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PRIORITY 4 POTENTIAL RISK
N/A

SRT 48 Hours

ART 24 Hours

MRT 72 Hours

PRIORITY 2 MODERATE RISK.

N/A

TRACKING CHARACTERISTICS CON'T

REQUIRES AN INVESTIGATION AND MUST INCLUDE
AT LEAST ONE (1) REPORT CHARACTERISTIC

TH Child in care, custody and control of DES via court order or
Voluntary Foster Placement Agrgement

<

Administrative ordered investisation

=

Court ordered investigation

=

Private dependency petition

Substance abuse contributes to the maltreatment * _' R

=

2

DES certified chiid ¢are home

B

Family resides on Indian Reservation or Military Basﬁ e

=

Pamily Assistance Administration (AFDC teenage parent - -
recipient) report e TR
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SRT 72 Hours
ART 48 Hours
MRT 72 Hours Excluding Weekends and Holidays

PRIORITY 3 LOW RISK

76  Useofa child by a parent. suardian or custodian for material
gain which may inclnde forcing the child to panhandle, steal
or perform other fllegal activities

AGGRAVATING FACTORS (Requires documentation in the
cage record by the supervisor)

Child victim placed in temporary custody by law epforce-

ment or court order

Parent. guardian or custodian is described as volatile or dan-
gerous

Ability 1o locate chiid victim is time limited
Family in crisis NOW

&

&

K B

B

hronicity including previous validated or undetermined

investigated reports
Special needs of child victim place child victim at greater

risk

&

g

Child victim i care. custody and control of DES via court
order or Voluntary Foster Placement Agreement

Volume 4, Issue #22
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- A8  Administrative directive for quicker response time

A9 Child victim expressing fear of maltreatment if going home

SRT 7 Consecutive Days
ART 72 Hours Excluding Weekends & Holidays

PRIORITY 4 POTENTIAL RISK

NA

MITIGATING FACTORS (Reguires documentation in the case
record by the supervisor)

M1 No perpetrator access to child vigtim during the determined
response time

M2 Child victim hospitalized or in other safe environment znd
will remain there during the determined response time

M3 Maltreatment occurred thirty (30) days or longer prior to
report for child victim age one (1) or older

M4 Family receiving treatment related to report allepation and,
in the opinion of the treatment provider, the child victim will
be safe during the determined resnonse time

M5 Law enforcement report and no contact with CPS by phone

at time of law enforcement response; may mitigate up to Priority 4
Standard Response Time (SRT)
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

TITLE 18. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CHAPTER 2, DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY - AIR POLLUTION CONTROL

PREAMBLE
1. Sections Affected: Rulemaking Action:

R18-2-1003 Amend

R18-2-1006 Amend

R18-2-1010 Amend

RI18-2-1019 Amend

RI8-2-1020 New Section
R18-2-1021 New Section
R18-2-1022 New Section
R18-2-1023 New Section
R18-2-1024 New Section
R18-2-1023 New Section
R18-2-1026 New Section
R18-2-1027 New Section

2. The specific authority for the rulemakine. including boih the authorizing statute (general) and the sfatutes the rule are

implementing (specific):
Autherizing statutes: A.R.S. §§ 49-104, 49-425

Impiementing statutes: A.R.S. §§ 49-404, 49-447, 49-541, 49-542, and 49-546.

3. Thename and address of agency personnel with whom persons may communicate regarding the rule:

Name: Leonard Ishihara, Vehicle Emission Section
Address: ADEQ VEI
600 North 40th Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85008
Telephone: (602) 207-7015
Fax: (602) 207-7020
Name: Mark Lewandowski, Rule Development Section
Address: ADEQ
3033 North Central
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2809
Telephone: (602) 207-2230
Fax: (602) 207-2251

4. An explanation of the rule, including the agency's reasons for initiating the rule:
Summary. ADEQ is proposing to change the tail pipe emissions test it uses to test smoke emissions from diesel vehicles in the
Phoenix area that are greater than 8500 pounds gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR). Apart from other advantages, the new test
will detect more malfunctioning engines and reduce smoke (particulate) emissions from the Phoenix diesel fleet. The change is
required by a statuie enacted in 1996,

Purpose. The main purpose of the rule is to reduce particulate emissions from on-road diesel vehicles registered in the Phoenix
area. The Phoenix nonattainment area was downgraded to serious for PMI0 by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) on May 10, 1996 (61 FR 21372). PM10 are particles with an acrodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10
micrometers. As part of a muitifaceted effort to reduce particulate emissions, a law was passed in special session in July 1996
requiring that in area A, diesels rated at 8500 pounds or more and registering more than 33 months after initial registration must
pass “a test that conforms with the society for automotive engineers standard J1667,” hereafter SAE J1667 or J1667. (Laws
1996, 7th S.S., Ch.6, § 32) Urban PM monitoring data has shown that on road diesel engines are a significant source of PM10 in
the Phoenix nonattainment area, The National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for PMI0 are set not only for human
health purposes, but to enhance visibility, and to protect vegetation and materials,

Diesel particulate emissions vary by vehicle but most of the particulates in diesel exhaust are elemental carlon or soot. Hazard-
ous air poliuntants, such as polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH), are also present in particulates. Diesel NOx emissions are
significant, but are not controlled directly by diesel smoke controls.
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In 1997, EPA promulgated a new NAAQS for particulates known as PM2.5, to be phased in over several years. PM2.5 are par-
ticles with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers. The new J1667 test should work equally well or bet-
ter as a control measure to meet the new standard. According to the 1994 Regional PM10 Emission Inventory for the Maricopa
County Nonattainment Area, on road diesel emissions contributed proportionately more PM 2.5 than PM10 poliution.

SAE J1667. There is no requirement in the Clean Air Act (CAA) that states implement an in-use, diesel smoke testing program.
However, a number of states that exceed the federal ambient particulate and/or NOx standards have opted to adopt some form of
in-use diesel testing, Diesel vehicles have been tested in the Phoenix and Tucson areas since at least 1986. EPA has not provided
detailed guidance on in-use diesel testing as it has for basic and enhanced emission testing for gasoline vehicles. However, the
Society of Automotive Engineers and California Air Resources Board (CARB), with the close involvement of the trucking
industry, worked together to develop a safer, more cost-effective and consistent smoke test known as SAE J1667, issued in
1996. In April 1997, EPA issued a memo recommending that states use J1667.

SAE J1667 is a procedure for obtaining vehicle exhaust smoke measurements using the snap-acceleration test procedure, The
snap-acceleration test beging with the vehicle and test equipment properly preconditioned and the vehicie in nentral. The throttle
is moved to the fully open position as quickly as possible, and held fully open until maximum governed speed is reached, plus
an additional 1 to 4 seconds. The throttle is then released and the engine is allowed to return to low idle speed. The engine is
allowed to remain at idle for from 3 to 43 seconds. This eycle is executed three times and a “corrected maximum half second
average smoke value” is obtained for each cycle. The average of these three becomes the final test result.

11667 is a stationary vehicle test that can be conducted anywhere, including along the roadside. It is intended for heavy duty
trucks and buses and is designed to be used in conjunction with smoke meters using the light extinction principle of smoke mea-
surement. The test is intended to provide an indication of the state of maintenance and/or tampering of the engine and fue] sys-
tem relative to the parameters which affect exhaust smoke. The procedure does not replicate the federal engine certification
smoke cycle and is intended to identify gross emitters. Regulatory agencies must provide their own pass/fail criteria since SAE
bylaws prohibit them. ADEQ intends to incorporate J1667 into the existing centralized and fleet testing network. There is cur-
rently no statutory authority to do roadside testing.

Pass/Fail Criteria. EPA has had national smoke (opacity) standards for new, on road heavy duty diesels since at least the 1984
model year. (See 40 CFR 86, Subparts A and I) However, there are no pass/fail criteria included in J1667 for in-use testing.
Rather than develop Arizona-specific standards, ADEQ, for purposes of efficiency and consistency, waited for California to
develop them. This rule proposes the same 2 tier pass/fail opacity standards for in-use heavy duty diesels recently adopted in
California and in use on a voluntary basis in several other states: 40% for 1991 and newer vehicles, and 55% for pre-1991 vehi-
cles. These are the same standards a number of other states are currently gathering test data using the J1667 procedure. Pata
from California indicates that vehicles whick fail at these standards can be repaired to pass and that for at least 1985 and newer
vehicles, the results would correlate to the federal test procedure for certifying engine emissions (See 40 CFR 86.884-3). How-
ever, ADEQ, as an added safeguard intends to adopt California’s engine family waiver procedure as well, See proposed new
R18-2-1006(H)I)e).

ADEQ is aware that Utah and Nevada have recently begun using 11667 with a 70% opacity standard for older vehicles. At a
workshop on this rule held at ADEQ on: Janvary 6, 1998, ADEQ was requested to estimate the additional emission benefits that
resylt from using the proposed standards instead of a 70% opacity standard for older vehicles. Data from a ran<om sample of the
California fleet in the fall of 1996 show that an additional 8% of heavy duty diesel vehicles will fail with = 7% rather than a
70% opacity cut point, with the failure rate from all California vehicles in that study increasing from 14.6 > 32.1. Estimated
additional emission benefits are approximately proportional, an additional 8%. Regardless, the state of Arizona is applying for
an extension to its deadline to meet particulate standards in Maricopa County, and a condition for approval of that extension is
that the control measurss being implemented are the most stringent that can be implemented. Given the fact that 40 and 55%
opacity limits are being implemented elsewhere, ADEQ has determined that the standards proposed in the rule are necessary to
comply with this Clean Air Act requirement.

In this rule, ADEQ is proposing 2 diesel test procedure that “conforms to” J1667. Within J1667, a number of options are out-
lined. ADEQ is seeking comment on these cptions and on whether items in addition to, or equivalent to, items mentioned in the
actual procedure, but stili conforming to 11667, may be appropriate for the rule. ADEQ intends to balance the flexibility inher-
ent in 2 rule that leaves some details open against the added value that may be obtained by limiting test variability through
requiring additional conditions not specifically required in J1667. Testing flexibility tends to reduce the cost and increase the
convenience of the test for the general public at centralized test stations, and for fleet vehicles at fleet testing stations.

Current Diesel Test Procedure and Failure Rate. A “lug down™ test is currently used for all diesel vehicles in both area A and
area B. In these tests, the vehicle is tested in gear, usually on a dynamometer, and a moderate load is put on the engine for the
actual smoke measurement,

In 1996, a total of 27,370 initial diesel tests were performed by the state contractor in Maricopa County. Of these, 12,657 vehi-
cles were either tandemm axles, greater than 26,600 1bs., or 10,501 Ibs. to 26,000 Ibs. GVWR. The initial failure rate for this
group was 5.0% (514). The failure rate in the 4001 Ibs. to 10,500 lbs. category (12,462 vehicles) was 5.4% (679 vehicles). The
current failure rate for ail vehicles that would be subject to the proposed snap-acceleration test cannot be determined exactly
because it cannot be determined which vehicles for the 4001 to 10,500 weight class, on a result by result basi® would be subject

to snap acceleration, which is proposed for vehicles greater than 8500 1bs. However, the current faiture rate for the snap-acceler-
ation fleet can still be estimated to be 5.0 - 5.4%.
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There is no directly applicable data on J1667 failure rates in Maricopa County since J1667 is relatively new. Data from Califor-
nia, where opacity rates were surveyed from a fleet including over the road vehicles (not to be tested in Arizona) and where no
diesel program is currently in existence suggests that the proposed cut points will produce a significant increase over the current
5% failure rate. For the purposes of analyzing this proposed rule, the failure rate for these vehicles when snap-acceleration is
conducted is assumed to be 15 - 20%. The California study also found that all vehicles failing close to the cut points would be
repairable.

There are other advantages to the J1667 procedure compared to the current area A procedure.  There is no dynamometer used
which should make the test safer and more convenient to administer. Gordon-Darby Inc., the testing contractor, (GDI) and
ADEQ are planning that heavy duty diesel testing with the J1667 test will be available at each of the 10 centralized test stations
in the Phoenix area, compared to the current 2 heavy duty diesel testing lanes. This should in turn result in less wait times, even
with the projected higher failure and retest rates. Although dynamometers are used for gasoline vehicles and therefore still need
to be in every lane in the state testing systemn, there may also be some small cost savings attributable to reduced and lower cost
dynamomeier maintenance and possible surplusing of the contractor’s heavy duty dynamometers, which will no longer be
needed.

The J1667 test should also benefit fleet testing capability. Information received at the workshop indicate that in some instances,
the time to test a number of fleet vehicles would be cut in half compared to the current lug down procedure. Mobile analyzers,
suitable for outlying fleet locations, are also possible since no dynamorneter is needed.

Finally, ADEQ believes that a uniform national test procedure, such as J1667, is a benefit to most truck owners, engine manu-
facturers, and diesel repair faciiities, because it is more difficult to service interstate fleets and oversee repairs when diesel
engines are subject to different emissions tests in different states.

Fee inequity; possibility of no adoption. ADEQ will not adopt this rule under the current statutory language related to diese!
tests and diesel test fees. Under AR.S. §§ 49-542(F)(2)(c)(ii) and 49-543(B), the heaviest duty diesels, comprising less than half
of the vehicles that would be subject to 1667, would have to subsidize the cost of the new test for the majority of J1667 vehi-
cles, which range from 8501 to 25,999 Ibs GVWR. Currently, all diesels are charged $10 per test. Legislation is being proposed
to correct this inequity.

Relationship to other rules. Particulate emissions from off road diese] engines are also significant contributors to air quality
problems in Maricopa County but this source category is outside the scope of this rule making. EPA has had new engine smoke
standards for heavy duty off road diesels since 1994, and recently proposed a rule extending those standards to smaller off road
diesel engines. (62 FR 50152; Sep. 24, 1997) AR.S. § 49-542.04(B)(1), enacted in 1997, gives ADEQ authority to adopt 4ri-
zong emission standards for new heavy duty off road diesel engines beginning with the 1999 model year. ADEQ is considering
proposing such a rule in the near foture.

Besides diesel engines, PM10 emissions aiso originate from gasoline engines, paved roads, construction and demolition activi-
ties, unpaved parking areas and roads, nonmetallic mineral mining and processing facilities, open burning activities, uncovered
hauf trucks and farming operations. Other rules in Title 18, Chapter 2, such as Articles 6 and 8, cover these activities. Particu-
iates from gasoline engines are not tested for directly through the I/M program in Article 10, but, in general, passing readings in
the 3 directly measured parameters: HC, CO and NOx, correlate well with low particulate readings.

5. A showing of geod cause why the rule is necessary to promote a statewide interest if the rule will diminish a previous grant of
authority to a political subdivision_of this stafe: '

Not applicable.

6. The preliminary summary of the economic, small business, and consumer impact, and soficitation_of comments on _the

summary;
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This rule requires a change in the emissions test to be administered annually to all heavy duty diesel vehicles (HIDDV) registered
in Area A. HDDV are defined as diesel vehicles with a gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) of more than 8,500 Ibs. However,
ARS. § 49-342(F) exempts from emissions testing all HDDV that are newer than 33 months {2.75 years). The subject vehicles
also include those registered outside Area A which commute to the driver’s principal place of employment within Area A. As of
December 1997, there were an estimated 48,000 diesel vehicles in Maricopa County with a GVWR of more than 8,500 ths.

About 18% of these are newer than thirty three months.! Therefore, the rule will require over 39,000 vehicles to be tested with
the proposed test. A limitation of this estimate is that it is not possible to determine the number of HDDV registered outside
Area A (and commute to it regularly) that would be subject to emissions testing. This revision in the emissions testing program
is being made as part of a multi-pronged effort by ADEQ and the Legislature to address the problem of Maricopa County’s seri-
ous non-attainment status for particulate matter.

The proposed test is the Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) F1667 test procedure that will replace the current steady state
loaded opacity test used to measure diesel emissions in Maricopa County for about a decade. The SAE Recommiended Practice
J1667 was developed through the cooperative efforts of the National Trucking Association, diesel engine manufacturers, the
trapsportation industry and State and Federal regulatory agencies involved in environmental protection. Hence, many states
have adopted the SAE J1667 snap-acceleration testing, which provides a basis for standardizing diessl smeoke opacity testing

1. From data compiled by ADOT Motor Vehicle Division.
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nationwide. The SAE J1667 has demonstrated a sufficient level of accuracy, precision and correlation to the Federal certifica-
tion test for identifying gross emitters of particulate emissions. The test eliminates the need for dynamometers for heavy-duty
vehicles, offering economic advantages over lug-down testing by lowering capital expenditures and increasing the number of
potential testing sites. The test may be administered in a relatively small testing site since the vehicle is stationary, consequently
reducing the probability of accidents and injuries. Setting up the instruments and conducting the test is also facilitated. Further-
more, the SAE 1667 is 2 more efficient method of determining if a diesel engine is malfunctioning,

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) commissioned Sierra Research Inc., a California consulting company, to
conduct a research study in part to analyze Maricopa County’s particalate emissions problem and to review applicable control

measures. The final report was published on January 24, 1997.2 Based on this study, ADEQ Air Quality staff estimate that
implementation of the J1667 will reduce annual emissions by an additional 27.1 metric tons of PM16 and 25.1 metric tons of
PM2.5 (particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 and 2.5 microns or smaller, respectively). It is estimated that

18% of PM10 and 35% of PM2.5 emissions it the urban core of the Phoenix Metropolitan area come from vehicular exhaust of
diesel powered vehicles.

COSTS
SAE J1667 TEST EQUIPMENT

A cost of this rule will be the purchase of new smoke opacity meters which meet the J1667 test requirements. The market price
of opacity meters varies widely depending on manufacturers and distributors, but unit prices made available to ADEQ staff are

currently averaging $5,901.7 These will be installed at each inspection station in Maricopa County operated by the current state
contractor, Gordon Darby, Inc. (GDI), as well as at ADEQ permitted fleet inspection stations, GDI has indicated that it will
require 22 testing units to outfit the ten official test stations and four waiver stations. The number of HDDV fleet owners who
will choose to invest in their own testing equipment is unknown, but it is estimated that more than a third of all diesel vehicles
are tested at permitted facilities owned by fleet owners.

TEST FEES

GDI's costs for the purchase and installation of the required equipment, as well as related costs to administer the program will be
repaid in the form of test fees to be paid by vehicle owners. The cost to purchase 22 units at the estimated average price is about
$130,000, although selection of units suitable for high volume testing may increase this amount. Currently, the test fee is $10 for
all vehicles with a GVWR of <26,000 lbs., and there is a statutory limit of $25 for vehicles with a GVWR of >26,000 Ibs., or
with tandem drive axles. In order to recover its J1667 costs, Gordon Darby calculates that a test fee of between $20 to $25 per
test will be required. Based on 1997 test data, GDI projects that they will test more than 22,000 HDDV resulting in annual test
revenues for GDI of between $440,000 and $550,000. Re-tests will be required for all failing vehicles, but no fee is assessed for
a re-test conducted within 60 days of the initial test. Only one free re-test is permitted for each paid test, A passing test result
will be reguired for vehicle repistration.

VEHICLE REPAIRS

Another major cost to implement this rule will consist of vehicle repair expenditures that will be borne by owners of vehicles
failing the SAE J1667 test. The repair of failing vehicles will achieve the emissions reduction. The Sierra Research study indi-
cated that typical HDDV repair costs are about $350 (expressed in terms of 1994 dollars). However, another technical support
document dated October 1997 shows that 2 more realistic representation for average costs across several model-year strata dat-

ing back to 1980, is $652 per vehicle.* The document assumed that, all other things being equal, repair costs are higher, the
older the vehicles in a flest. Vehicle repair costs in Arizona may be generally lower than those in California because Arizona has
been conducting emissions testing since 1986. The emissions testing program promotes better maintenance of the fleet, and over
the long term, repair costs would tend to go down.

The ADEQ Vehicle Emissions Inspection (VEI)Section estimates that the proposed test will increase the vehicle failure rate
from its historical annual average of 5.4% for all diesel vehicles to between 15 and 20% of all subject vehicles. This could trans-
late to about 7,000 failed vehicles annually, and a corresponding cost to repair estimated at $2.5 to $2.8 million. Repair costs
will be paid by owners of the failed vehicles to dealers and vehicle repair shop owners. Incremental repair costs (the amounts
required to repair the difference between the historical and the projected failure rate) are about $1.7 miflion annually. If repair

costs in Maricopa County turn out to be closer to those indicated in the CARB study, incremental repair costs could climb to $3
million.

BENEFITS

2. Robert Dullz and Earl Withycombe, Particulate Control Measure Peasibility Studyprepared for MAG, Sierra Research Inc., Sacramento,
CA., Jan. 24, 1997.

3. Price quotes were supplied by manufacturers from Catifornia, Iflincis and North Carelina. ADEQ does not endorse any specific manufacturer
or product.

4. Califomia Air Resources Board and Energy and Environmental Analysis, Inc. Regulatory Amendments to Californis's Heavy-Duty Vehicle

Inspection Program and Periodic Smoke Inspection Program, Technical Support Document, October 1997.
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CLEANER AIR

This rule will benefit all residents of, and visitors to, Maricopa County who will breathe cleaner ajr, Acc{)}(jin'g. o 'Méric()pé,
County Air Quality staff, 56% of particulate matter (the visible parts of the Valley's winter brown cloud), is created by vehicle - .-
- especially diesel -- exhaust, and the dust motorists kick up. A net reduction in PM10 and PM2.5 emissions wil] bé"pafticﬁ;aﬂy'-' -
important {o “at-risk” residents of the Phoenix Metropolitan area. The American Lung Association of Arizona identified these ds-
people who suffer from asthma, chronic lung disease, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, children under 12 and adults over

65. The Report of the Governor's Air Quality Strategies Task Force dated December 2, 1996, stated that Maricopa Coumy r.e;'s';'i-_:'
dents included in the “at-risk™ groups number about one million. There is also new medical evidence compiled by the American
Thoracic Society that “even current ambient levels of PMI0 (30 to 150 micrograms per cubic meter) are associated with.

increases in daily cardio-respiratory mortality and in total mortality, excluding accidental and suicide deaths™®
AVOIDANCE OF FEDERAL SANCTIONS

Apart from the public health benefits to be derived from improving ambient air quality, there are federal sanctions which may'be S
imposed for continued non-attainment of PM10 National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Due to measured violations.
of the PM10 standards from 1992 through 1994, EPA. reclassified the Maricopa County Non-Attainment Area from mederate -
to serious on June 10, 1996. As indicated by the PM10 Sub-Committee in its final report to the Governor's Air Quality Strate<: .

gies Task Forcc,6 this action required the submittal of a Serious Area State Implementation Plan (SIP) by December 1997, The .-~ "
Clean Air Act requires that the plan demonstrate attainment by the year 2001. But during preparation of the SIP in the fall of - - AR
1997, it became evident that attainment could not be demonstrated by Dec. 31, 2001, and that the Department and MAG would ..~ -
need to request a five-year extension of the attainment deadline. ' SR

The Clean Air Act (CAA) contains requirements that must be met in order for EPA to grant approval of an extension request. -
One of the requirements is that the “SIP include the most stringent measures included in the plan of any State or achieved in
practice in any State, and can feasibly be implemented in the area.” The SAE F1667, with opacity standards of 40% and 55%,is
considered to be the most stringent, feasible measure currently available for testing HIDDVs, and is expected to identify a sub-
stantiaily higher number of particulate gross emitters. Furthermore, failure fo submit a complete plan, or EPA disapproval of a
pian (in part or whole) under section 179 (b} of the CAA, may result in federal sanctions. Sanctions may include two-for-one
offsets for industry and the loss of federal highway funds. Federal funding levels programmed for highways in the 1998-2002
MAG Transportation Improvement Program total $446 million. Failure to achieve attainment or submit a plan couid therefore
jeopardize federal funds allocated for Arizona amounting to an annual average of $89.2 million in the next 5 years.

AR.S. § 41-1035 Requirements for an EIS
B(2) PERSONS DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY THE RULE
The following Persons/Parties will be affected:

1) ADEQ, the implementing agency, is charged with making appropriate modifications to the vehicle emissions testing program
in order to reduce diesel engine smoke emissions in Area A.

2) Maricopa County, all municipalities, state and federal agencies as well as other public institutions (¢.g., school districts)
which own or operate diesel vehicles registered in Area A, will be required to comply with the rule,

3) Gordon Darby, Inc., the State Contractor, will carry out emissions testing in Area A using the SAE J1667 test procedure.
4y All owners of privately-owned HDDVs in Area A, including fleet owners, will be required to comply.

5) Vehicle repair shop owners, specifically, those specializing in the repair of HDDVs will see an increase in their business
opporiunities directly related to the expected increase in the vehicle failure rate.

6} Manufacturers and distributors of smoke opacity meters and other products needed to implement the SAE J1667 test proce-
dure will increase their business.

7) All persons and businesses who stand to benefit from the planned expenditure of $446 million in federal highway funds
between 1998 and 2002,

8) All residents and visitors to Maricopa County who will breathe cleaner air.

B(3) COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS

5. The American Thoracic Society, “Health Effects of Qutdoor Air Pollution, State of the Art”, American Journal of Respiratory and Critical
Care Medicine, Yol. 153, 1996. R

6. PM10 Subcommittes, Final Report to the Govemor’s Air Quality Strategies Task Force, Maricopa Association of Governments, Jan.
20,1998,
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L. COSTS AND BENEFITS TO STATE AGENCIES
a) Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

The Department’s expenditures to implement this rule wilt be minimal. The Vehicle Emissions Inspection (VEI) Section does
not plan to hire additional FTEs as a result of this rule. Neither are there any anticipated major changes 1o program procedures,
since the change consists primarily of implementing an additional test procedure and instrumentation. The Department is re-
negotiating its emissions testing contract with Gordon Darby, Inc., but any contract revision is not expected to create additional
costs for the Department, and therefore no major impact to the ADEQ budget is anticipated.

No incremental doliar benefits will accrue to ADEQ. However, approval of this rule will enable the Department to carry owt a
program that will help satisfy the CAA requirements for Maricopa County, the State's most populous county. Attainment will
obviate any federal sanctions that may jeopardize federal dollars earmarked for the county, estimated at an average $89.2 mil-
lion annually from 1998 to 2002.

b} Arizona Department of Transportation and AZ Department of Corrections

ADOT and the AZ State Prison Complex (Eyman Fiorence) are currently permitted by ADEQ to self-inspect their fleets, ADOT
is the owner-operator of about 1,000 diesel vehicles, 548 of which are HDDV and registered in Maricopa County, ADOT will
be investing in the new test equipment; as will the AZ Department of Corrections which has ten HDDV that will be tested at the
Eyman facility.

¢) Federal Facilities

There are 2 federal facilities that are ADEQ permitted fleet owners: Luke Air Force Base and the US Postal Service, Luke AFB,
which has 145 HDDV and will be conducting its own tests, has already ordered its SAE J1667 test equipment. The US Postal
Service has 124 HDDV registered in Maricopa County,

I COSTS AND BENEFITS TO POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS OF THE STATE

AITHDDYV owners, whether public or privately-owned, will be required to comply with the rule. There are nine municipalities,
one county facility and 11 school districts that are permitted facilities regulated by ADEQ. According to the City of Phoenix
Office of Fleet Management, the City owns and operates 906 buses with a GVWR of >8,500 ibs. Adding the two state and two
federal entities that own fleets brings the number of public fleet owners to 25 which together account for almost 40% of the
total.

The incremental costs of compliance for all public fleet owners, including the costs to implement a self-testing prograrm, will be
reflected in their respective budgets, and will therefore be borne by taxpayers. For fleet owners, public or private, the CARB
study cited above stated that in-house inspections with company smoke meters will be more economical than contractual service
testing when the fleet size exceeds 16 vehicles. The amounts to be allocated for repair costs will depend on the conditions of the
vehicles, how well they have been maintained, and their age. These variables heavily influence failure rates.

II. COSTS AND BENEFITS TO PRIVATE BUSINESSES, INCLUDING SMALL RUSINESSES
a) The State Contractor, Gordon Darby, Inc. —

The re-negotiated State Contract between ADEQ and GDI is expected to increase the current annval HDDV test fee from $10
per vehicle to between $20 and $25. Additional costs wilt be incurred to expand GDI's HDDV test capabilities to all Maricopa
County testing facilities. According to GDI staff, the company has idemified the following “cost categories™

1} Program development costs

2y  Maricopa Vehicle Emissions Inspection Program {MVEIP) and other software costs
3} Lane modifications at all testing and waiver facilities

4y Equipment acquisition and installation costs

5)  Liaison with ADEQ and acceptance test procedures (ATP)

6)  Staff training and other implementation costs

7} On-going operational costs.

Program implementation at official test stations has been determined by ADEQ VEI staff to be more complex and demanding
than tests carried out in 2 fleet environment. Gordon Darby operates ten testing stations in Maricopa County that will need to be
modified. And, there are four State waiver stations that wiil also need modifications. The combined facilities Have a total of 53
lanes. GDI will test the larger HDDV (those with >26,000 Ibs. GVWR, and those with tandem drive axies) in the two existing
dedicated HDDV lanes, and all other vehicles will be tested in the other general purpose lanes.
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Based on the re-negotiated test fees, vehicle owners of HDDV tested at official testing stations could collectively pay anywhere
from $440,000 to $350,000 annually, The estimate pertains to HDDV test fees only, and does not include the fees paid by light
duty vehicle owners. The amounts payable for re-test fees (to be levied on all owners whose vehicles exhibit multiple faitures, or
when re-tests exceed 60 days of the initial test) is unknown. Also excluded from this analysis are amounts GDI will receive for
testing gasoline-powered vehicles which comprise more than 97% of all motor vehicles registered in Maricopa County. GDI's
revenues are expected to encompass the company’s expected rate of return. GDI is a privately held company based in Kentucky,
and has offices in Phoenix and Tucson.

b} Private sector diesel fleet owners and other owners of subject vehicles -

Thirty eight (609} of fleet owners listed by ADEQ are private sector entities. There are an estimated 48,180 diesel vehicles reg-
istered in Maricopa County with a GVWR of >8,500 Ibs. According to data obtained from the ADOT Motor Vehicle Division,
HDDYV vehicles comprise just a fraction (2.5%) of the 1.9 million registered vehicles. Of the totat HDIDV, an estimated 8,672
{18%) are newer than 33 months. These newer vehicles wiil be exempt from the test, but will have to comply when they exceed
the stipulated age.

Estimates for test fees to be paid to Gordon Darby by vehicle owners are based on 1997 company records of diesel test data. If
the number of tested HDDV changes, the fees will increase or decrease accordingly. No test fees will be paid by fleet owners
who cheose to conduct their own tests and are licensed by ADEQ to do this. However, these fleet owners will have to invest in
their own test equipment and cover all other related operational costs.

A larger cost burden stems from the vehicle repairs which will be required of all vehicles that fail the initial SAE J1667 test. The
projected cost of repairs are found in the following table:

1998 1999 2000
HDDYV Vehicles : 40,376 41,264 42,172
HDDV Failures 7,065 7,221 7,380
1994 Cost to Repair $2.473,077 $2,527.485 $2,583,089
Inflation-adjusted
Cost to Repair $2.847,195 $2,910,063 $2,974,140

Tested vehicles as well as vehicle failures are projected to increase at an average annual rate of 2.2% between now and the year
2000, in accordance with VEI historical data compiled between 1994 and the present. Vehicle failures could therefore exceed
21,600 over the three-year period. This is based on a 17.5% (the mid-point between 15% and 20%) failure rate of existing sub-
ject vehicles, accompanied by an annual cost to repair of about $2.5 million, assuming the average vehicle repairs are $350 per
vehicle, as indicated in the Sierra Research study. But the Sierra study calculated repair costs in terms of 1994 price levels. If
repair costs in Maricopa County escalated at the rate of the Phoenix Metropolitan Consumer Price Index (compiled by the ASU
Center for Business Research), the comparable average repair cost in 1998 would be $403. Vehicle owners could then spend
$8.7 million in repair costs in the next three years.

Still another estimate of vehicle repair costs is given by the CARB study cited above, which indicated a much higher average
cost (8632 per vehicle). Three Maricopa County vehicle repair shop owners who repair HDDV were contacted for compatison
costs in Arizona (they were faxed the schedule of costs indicated in the CARB study). Al three of them stated that the CARB
data were more in line with what is being charged in the Phoenix Metropolitan area. If this is the case, total annual costs to repair
could average $4.7 million.

The combined repair cost estimates (for both public- and privately-owned vehicles) therefore range between 2 low of $2.5 mil-
lion to a high of 4.7 million per annum. These sums could be affected by the number of vehicle owners who are granted waivers.
But in the experience of the ADEQ VEI Section, most diesel vehicle owners willingly pay for the repair costs of their failed
vehicles.

¢) Diesel vehicle repair shop owners --

There were a total of 1,279 automotive repair establishments in Maricopa County as recorded in the 1995 economic census.”
These are primarily smail business establishments which collectively employed 6,887 people and had an annual payroll of $157
million. Approximately 81 (6.3%) of these have been identified by the VEI Section as specialists in HDDV repairs. Since diesel
vehicles comprise only a small portion of vehicles registered in Arizona, dealers and vehicle repair shop owners who employ
technicians specializing in HDDV repairs tend to be limited. Hourly rates for the repair of HDDV in the Phoenix Metropolitan
area are currently averaging $64 per howr,

The projected average increase in the HDDV fajture rate from 5.4% to between 15 and 20% will bring an incremental benefit of

7.US Department of Commerce, Economics and Statistics Administration, BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, Arizona County Bu;inegs Patterns:
1995, CPR/9S issued October 1997,
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about $1.7 million annually (or $5.2 million over three years) to thése businesses, assumning the average repair cost is $350. If
the upper limit ($652) is used, the incremental benefit to vehicle repair businesses is $3.3 million annually or $9.8 million over
three years. _ o

IV. COSTS AND BENEFITS TO CONSUMERS AND TAXPAYERS

Owners of failed vehicles will either pass on their repair costs to customers, or they may choose to absorb the costs. For pub-
licty-owned vehicies, the increased repair costs du¢ to an increase in failure rates will tend to be absorbed in the budgets of
agencies or municipalities that own HDDV. Repair costs for privately-owned vehicles will more likely be passed on to the cus-
tomers of business owners, or they may choose to absorb the costs. While vehicle fépair costs may appear to be substantial,
there are benefits to vehicle owners from carrying out repairs promptly. The CARB study cited savings from reduced fuel costs
as well as overall operational efficiencies derived from improved vehicle maintenance. Similar fuel savings are expected in Ari-
zona, although these savings could not be quantified. But in California, the calculated cost impacts were not expected to affect
freight or passenger rates, or the costs of goods transported by HDDV, o

Based on methods used in the Sierra Research study, ADEQ Air Quality Division staff calculated annual emissions reductions
resulting from implementation of the SAE J1667 test of 1.85 Ibs. per vehicle per year for PM10 and 1.71 1bs. per vehicle per
year for PM2.5. Total emissions reductions are projected to be 27.1 metric tons per year for PM10 and 25.1 metric tons per year
for PM?2.5. The reduction in particulate emissions, combined with other measures undertaken by the Depariment, is expected to
result in public health benefits related to declines in morbidity and mortality. Although these health benefits are not readily
monetized, it is well known that health care costs in general, and specifically, the costs to treat lung and other respiratory dis-
eases, are high. Medical economists have also known for quite some time that the US medical care inflation rate exceeds the
overall inflation rate by a wide margin.

Information from the American Lung Association of Arizona (ALAA) and the Arizona Department of Health Services is com-
pelling:

% an estimated 210,000 Arizonans have asthma

* the 1995 mortality rate for asthmatics in Arizona was 2.8 per 100,000 population, versus 2.1 nationwide
* Maricopa County has the third highest death rate from asthma in the US

# The hospital costs for treating Arizona children with asthma amounted to $12 million in 1996.

People suffering from asthma and other lung diseases are not the only ones who will benefit from emissions reductions. All res-
idents and visitors are bound to benefit from cleaner air. The July 1, 1997 resident population estimate for Maricopa County was
2,720,575. This figure does not include the estimated 124,000 seasonal residents who stay in the Phoenix Metropolitan area dur-
ing the winter season, according to the ASU Center for Business Research which has been tracking the economic impact of the
“snowbirds” in Arizona for the past 13 years, Thus, over 2.8 million people in Maricopa County would be impacted beneficially
by cleaner air. Residents and visitors will benefit from the prevention or aggravation of asthma and other chronic lung diseases.
These are diseases that are known to be caused or aggravated by exposure (or prolonged exposure) to air quality exceedances.

In addition to the health benefits that are realized due to the reduction of PM10 and PM 2.5 emissions, there are aesthetic bene-
fits that will be realized. Urban haze, better known as the “brown cloud™, is visible pollution comprised primarily of fine partic-

ulate matter less than one micron in diameter, The Urban Haze Study conducted in 1989-1990°% revealed that the primary source
of urban haze is combustion engine exhaust from on-road vehicles {50% from diesel engines, 50% from gasoline-powered
engines). The obscured visibility due to the brown cloud significantly decreases the natural beauty of the area observed by visi-
tors and residents.

REDUCTION OF RULE IMPACTS ON SMALL BUSINESSES

Rule impact reduction on small businesses. A.R.S. § 41-1035 requires ADEQ to reduce the impact of a rule on small busi-
nesses by using certain methods when they are legal and feasibie in meeting the statutory objectives for the rule making. The
five listed methods are:

1. Establish less stringent compliance or reporting requirements in the rule for small businesses.

2. Establish less stringent schedules or deadlines in the rule for complience or reporting requirements for small businesses.
3. Consolidate or simplify the rule's compliance or reporting requirements for small businesses.

4. Establish performance standards for small businesses to replace design or operational standards in the rule.

5. Exempt small businesses from any or all requirements of the rule,

The statutory objectives which are the basis of the rulemaking. The general statutory objectives that are the basis of this
rulemaking are contained in the statutory authority cited in number 2 of this preamble. The specific objectives are to protect and
improve public health and to avoid federal sanctions, by reducing particulate emissions from on-road diesel vehicles registered
in the Phoenix area.

@

8. Desert Research Institute, Maricopa County Urban Haze Study. 1989-19990, Volume 1.
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ADEQ has evaluated each of the five listed methods and has concluded that none of the methods are & gal and fedsible.. The.'
Director does have anthority to set various emission standards but A.R.S. § 49-542(F) requires that these be séthy vehicle class, '
not by owner. A.R.S. § 49-542(L.) specifies the waiver cost limits that must be set for diesel vehicles, by vchxcie class, iot by
owner. AR.S. § 49-542(J )(2) generally allows the Director to exempt certain vehicles from testing; but' AR S:§ 49-
542(F)(2)(c) specifically requires that all diesels in the defined class be tested. A R.S. § 49-543 allows'the Dlrector to set the' .
fees for diesel testing, but subsection (E) of that section requires the fees to be uniform by each vehicle class, .

Finally, ADEQ has found that any 1mpact reduction under A.R.S. § 41-1035 that might be determmed Iegal, would be mfeas:—
ble. The vehicle emission testing system is designed such that it can efficiently test more than a million vehicles a year Thxs :
efficiency is attained, in part, because vehicles are processed by the vehicles attributes, not the owner’s.

7. The name and address of agency personnel with whom persens may communicate regarding the accuracy of the economic
e A AL LE LY
small business, and consumer impact statement:

Name: Mila Hill
Address: ADEQ
3033 North Central
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2809
Telephone: (602} 207-4435
Fax: {602) 207-2251

8. The time, place. and nature of the proceedings for the adoption of the rule:
An oral proceeding has been scheduled as follows:

Date: Tuesday, June 30, 1998

Time: 10am.

Location: Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, Room 280
3003 North Central
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

The close of written comment is: Monday, July 6, 1998, at 5 p.m.

9. Any other matters prescribed by statute that are applicabie to the specific agency or to any specific rule or class of rules:

Net applicable.

0. Incorporations by reference and their locations in the rufes:
{ncorporation by reference Location
SAE J1667 R18-2-1006(H)

11. The full text of the rules follows:

TITLE 18. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CHAPTER 2, DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY - AIR POLLUTION CONTROL

ARTICLE 10. MOTOR VEHICLES; INSPECTION AND ARTICLE 16. MOTOR VEHICLES; INSPECTION AND
MAINTENANCE MAINTENANCE

Section
R18-2-1003. Vehicles to be Inspected by the Mandatory Vehicu-
lar Emissions Inspection Program

R18-2-1003. Vehicles to be Inspected by the Mandatory
Vehicular Emissions Inspection Program

R18-2-1006. Emissions Test Procedures A. The following vehicles shall be inspected in accordance with
R18-2-1010. Low Emissions Tune-up, Emissions and Evapora- this Article at a state station or a fleet station uniess exempted
tive System Repair by subsection (B} of this Section:
R18-2-1019. Fleet Station Procedures and Permits 1.  All vehicles 10 be registered or reregistered within area
R18-2-1020. Permits for all Fleet Stations A or area B for highway use. For the purposes of this
R18-2-1021. Non-dealer Fieets Article, registration within a4 vehicle emissions control
R18-2-1022. Suspension or Refusal to Renew Fleet Siation Per- area shall be determined by the vehicle owner's perma-
mits ‘ nent and actual residence. The permanent address in the
R18-2-1023, Displaving Inspector Licenses and Permits MVD databese shall be presumed to be the owner's per-
R18-2-1024. Change in Inspector Employment Status manent and actual residence. A post office box address
R18-2-1025. Inspection Equipment Requirements listed on a title or registration document pursuant to
R18-2-1026. Certificates of Inspegtion ARS. §28-303(B) shall not be evidence of the owner's
R18-2-1027. Certificate of Waiver permanent and actual residence.
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2. All vehicles being delivered to retail purchasers by deal-
ers licensed to sell used motor vehicles for highway use
pursuant to Title 28 and whose place of business is
located in area A or area B.

3. All vehicles registered outside area A and area B but
used to commute to the driver's principal place of
employment located within area A or area B.

4. All vehicles owned by a person who is subject to AR.S.
§8 15-1444(C) or 15-1627(G).

The following vehicles are exempt from the inspection

requirements of this Article:

1. Vehicles manufactured in or before the 1966 model
year.

2. Vehicles leased to a person residing outside area A and

arsa B by a leasing company whose place of business is

in area A or area B, except as otherwise provided in sub-
section (A)(3) of this Section.

Vehicles being sold between motor vehicle dealers.

Electrically-powered vehicles.

Prorate vehicles.

Golf carts.

Vehicles with engine displacements of less than 90

cubic centimeters.

New vehicles originally registered at the time of initial

retail sale and titling in this state pursuant to ARS. §

28-302.

9. Vechicles being registered at the time of change of name
of ownership except when the change in registration is
accompanied by required fees for the year following
expiration of the prior registration or the change results
from the sale by a dealership whose place of business is
located in arca A or area B.

10. Vehicles for which a current certificate of exemption or
Director's certificate has been issued.

11. Diesel powered vehicles applying for registration or
reregistration in area A less than 33 months after the
date of initial registration as » new vehicle,

Governmental vehicles operated in area A or area B and not

exempted by this Article shall be emissions inspected pursu-

ant to R18-2-1017.

e Rl

o

R18-2-1006. Emissions Test Procedures
A. Each vehicle to be inspected at a state station shall be visually

inspected prior to the emissions test for the following unsafe

conditions:

1. All fuel leaks in or around the engine arez, fuel tank, or
Hnes which cause wetness or pooling of fuel.

2. All continuous leaking of engine or transmission oil
onto the floor.

3. All continuous leaking of engine coolant onto the floor
1o such a degree that engine overheating has occurred or
will oceur within a short time.

4. Wormn tires with less than 2/32-inch tread remaining or
which have cord showing, bulges, delaminations, lumps,
or separations.

3. Exhaust tail pipes that do not exit the rear or side of the
vehicle fo allow for safe exhaust probe insertion.
Exhaust taii pipes on diesel-powered vehicles that do
not allow for safe exhaust probe insertion and attach-
ment of opacity meter sensor units.

6. Other unsafe conditions such as loud internal engine
noises and obvious exhaust leaks.

B. No mandatory vehicular emissions inspection shall be per-
formed by an official emissions inspection station on any
vehicle that is carrying, loaded with, or towing a trailer
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loaded with explosives or any other hazardous material not
used as fuel for the vehicle.

Any vehicle that has been found to be in unsafe condition as
determined by the visual portion of the inspection require-
ments listed shall be rejected without an emissions test. Vehi-
cle owners or drivers shall be notified of all unsafe conditions
found on rejected vehicles, and if at a state station no fee
shall be charged if the vehicle is rejected. The emissions test
shall not be conducted on a vehicle rejected for safety until
the cause for rejection has been repaired.

When conducting the emissions test procedure prescribed by
this Section, both of the following requirements shall be met:

1. Al vehicles shall be tested in as-received condition,
unless rejected pursuant to subsections (A) or (B) of this
Section. The vehicle's engine shall be operating at nor-
mal temperature, the vehicle's engine shall not be over-
heating as indicated by a gauge, warning light, or
beiling radiator, and all of the vehicle's accessories shall
be turned off.

2. Vehicles that are designed to operate with more than one
fuel shall be tested on the fuel used by the vehicle at
time of inspection.

In area A, the ingpection test procedures for all vehicles other

than diesel-powered vehicles and vehicles held for resale by

motor vehicle dealers with a fleet license shall conform to the
following:

1. Vehicles manufactured in the 1967 through 1980 model
years, all nonexempt vehicles with a GVWR greater
than 8500 pounds and all reconstructed vehicles, except
motorcycles and constant four-wheel drive vehicles,
shall be required to annually take and pass both a Joaded
cruise test and curb idle test, described as follows:

a. For the loaded cruise test, the wvehicle's drive
wheels shall be placed on a dynamometer and the
vehicle shall be operated as prescribed in Table 1
of this Article, in drive for automatic transmission
or second or higher gear for manual transmission,
Overdrive shall not be used. All vehicles shall be
driven by the inspector. HC and CO exhaust emis-
sions concentrations shall be recorded after read-
ings have stabilized or at the end of 90 seconds,
whichever occurs first. After exhaust emissions
have been recorded, engine speed shall be returned
to idle for a curb idle test.

b.  The curb idle test shall be performed with the vehi-
cle in neutral for 1981 and newer vehicles. For
1980 and older vehicles, it shall be performed in
neutral, except that if the vehicle has an automatic
transmission, drive shall be used. Engine RPM
shall be within plus or minus 100 RPM of the man-~
ufacturer's specified idle RPM. HC and CO exhaust
emissions concentrations shall be recorded after
readings have stabilized or at the end of 90 sec-
onds, whichever occurs first. A CO, plus CO read-
ing of six percent or greater shall be registered to
establish test validity. A CO, plus CO reading of
less than six percent shall be deemed proof of
exhaust sample dilution and the vehicle shall be
rejected from further emissions inspection.

2. Vehicles manufactured in or after the 1981 model year
with a gross vehicle weight rating of 8500 pounds or
less, except motorcycles, reconstructed vehicles and
constant four-wheel drive vehicles, shali be required to
biennially take and pass a transient loaded emissions
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test, an evaporative system purge test and an evapora-

tive system integrity test as follows:

a. The transient loaded emission test shall consist of
240 seconds of mass emission measurement using
a constant volume sampler while the vehicle is
driven by an inspector through a computer-moni-
tored driving cycle on a dynamometer with inertial
weight settings appropriate for the weight of the
vehicle. The driving cycle shall include acceiera-
tion, deceleration, and idle operating modes as
specified in Table 4. The 240 second sequence may
be ended earlier using fast pass or fast fail algo-
rithms. Drive shall be used for automatic transmis-
sions and first gear shall be used to begin for
manual transmission, Overdrive shall not be used.
Exhaust emissions concentrations in grams per
mile for HC, CO, NO, and CO; shall be recorded

continuously beginning with second one. The

inspector shall reject from testing vehicles with

audible or otherwise detectable exhaust leaks.

b. The evaporative system purge test procedure shall
consist of measuring the total purge flow in stan-
dard liters occurring in the vehicle's evaporative
systemn during the transient dynamometer emission
test specified in subparagraph (a) of this paragraph.
The purge flow measurement systern shall be con-
nected to the purge portion of the evaporative sys-
tem in series between the canister and the engine as
near to the canister as practicable.

¢. The evaporative systemn integrity test shall consist
of the following steps in sequence:

i.  Connect the test equipment to the fuel tank
canister hose at the canister end. The gas cap
shall be checked to ensure that it is properly,
but not excessively tightened, and shall be
tightened if necessary.

H. Pressurize the system to 14 = 0.5 inches of
water without exceeding 26 inches of water
system pressure,

iii. Close off the pressure source, seal the evapo-
rative system and monitor pressure decay for
up to two minutes,

For vehicles required to take a biennial emissions test,
except as otherwise provided by subsection (J) of this
Section, all testing and test equipment shall conform to
“High-Tech I/M Test Procedures, Emission Standards,
Quality Control Requirements, and Equipment Specifi-
cations-Final Technical Guidance”, (hereinafter “High
Tech M Final Technical Guidance™), EPA-AA-EPSD-
IM-93-1, EPA, April 1994, and no further editions,
which is incorporated herein by reference, and is on file
with the Department and the Secretary of State. For
vehicles required to take an annmual emissions test,
exhaust sampling shail conform to paragraph (F)(6) of
this Section.

All motorcycles and constant four-wheel drive vehicles

shall be required only to take and pass a curb idle test as

prescribed in subsection (F)(1).

The emissions pass/fail determination for all vehicles

tested pursuant to this subsection shall be made as fol-

lows:

2. Vehicles tested pursuant to paragraph (1) of this
subsection, which do not exceed either the loaded
cruise mode or curb idle mode HC and CO emis-
sions standards listed in Table 2, shall be deemed
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in compliance with minimum emissions standards

contained in Table 2. The loaded cruise test stan-

dards specified in Table 2 shall be applicable to
fleet vehicles tested under the 2500 RPM unloaded
fast idle test pursuant to R18-2-1019(A).

b. To be in compliance with this Article, vehicles
tested pursuant to paragraph (2) of this subsection
shall meet the standards in Table 3, pass the evapo-
rative system integrity test and pass the evaporative
system purge test as follows:

i.  To meet Table 3 standards a vehicle shall
meet either the composite standard for the
whole test or the phase 2 standard for seconds
94 to 239. The Department may implement
testing algorithms for fast-pass, fastfail or
both, provided that such algerithms are equiv-
alent to or consistent with those listed in
“High Tech I/M Final Technical Guidance”
and have been shown to be reliable in accu-
rately predicting the final outcome of the
entire cycle. Vehicles not meeting either the
composite or phase 2 standard shall fail.

.. Vehicles shall fail the evaporative system
integrity test if the system cannot maintain a
system pressure above eight inches of water
for up to two minutes after being pressurized
to 14 * 0.5 inches of water. Additionally,
vehicles shall fail the evaporative test if the
canister is missing or obviously damaged, if
hoses are missing or obviously disconnected,
or if the gas cap is missing.

ili. Vehicles with a total purge system flow mea-
suring Iess than one liter, over the course of
the transient test required in paragraph (E)(2)
of this Section, shall fail the evaporative sys-
femn purge test.

¢.  Motorcycles and constant four-wheel drve vehi-
cles which do not exceed the curb idle mode HC
and CO emissions standards listed in Table 2 on
either the first curb idle test or the second curb idle
test shall be deemed in compliance with the mini-
mum emissions standards contained in Table 2.

d. Any vehicle exceeding the applicable emissions
standards for the tests described in (E)(1) and
{(EX(2)(a) of this Section shall fail the emissions test
and shall have a low emissions tune-up performed
as described in R18-2-1010 prior to reinspection.
Any vehicle that fails the test described in either
{EX2)b) or {c) of this Section shall have repairs
performed as required under R18-2-1010{D)(1) or
{2), as applicable, prior to reinspection.

Each non-diesel vehicle required to take an annual emis-

sion test in area A shall, at the time of the test, undergo a

tampering inspection based on the original configuration

of the vehicle as manufactured. The applicable emission
system requirements shall be verified by the VEHICLE

EMISSION CONTROL INFORMATION label under

the hood. Cwners of vehicles that fail any portion of the

tampering inspection shall be required to repair such
tampering in accordance with R18-2-1009 prior to rein-
spection or provide the written statement prescribed in

R18-2-1008(B). With respect to fpreign manufactured

vehicles, “original configuration” means the design and

construction of those vehicles produced by that manu-
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facturer for original entry and sale in the United States,

The inspection shall consist of the following:

a. All non-diesel vehicles emission tested, except
those with non-sealing gas caps, shall undergo a
functional test of the gas cap(s) to determine that
the cap leakage does not exceed 200 cubic centime-~
ters of air per minute at a pressure of 30 inches of
water gauge. Non-diesel vehicles with non-pressur-
ized, vented systems shall undergo a visual inspec-
tion to determine the presence of a gas cap.

b. For vehicles manufactured after the 1974 model
year:

i. A visual inspeciion to determine the presence
of properly installed catalytic converters.

H. A visual inspection to determine the presence
of fuel filler neck inlet restrictor(s) or mal-
furiction thereof.

iil. An examination to determine the presence of
an operational air pump.

iv. A visual inspection to determine the presence
or malfunction of the positive crankcase venti-
lation system and the evaporative control sys-
temn,

F. Inarea B, the inspection test procedures for all vehicles other
than diesel-powered vehicles manufactured in the 1967
through 1980 model years shali be required to take and pass
only a curb idle test.
as]. The curb idle test shall be performed with the vehicle in

drive for vehicles with automatic trensmissions or in

neutral for vehicles with manual transmissions. Engine

RPM shall be within plus or minus 100 RPM of the

manufacturer's specified idle RPM. HC and CO exhaust

emissions shall be recorded after readings have stabi-
lized or at the end of 30 seconds, whichever occurs first.

A CO, plus CO reading of six percent or greater shall be

registered to establish test validity. A CO, plus CO

reading less than six percent shall be deemed proof of
exhaust sample dilution and the vehicle shall be rejected
from further emissions inspection.

b:2. In the event the vehicle fails the curb idle test, and if
requested by the vehicle operator, the vehicle shall be
conditioned according to one of the following condition-
ing procedures:

#a. For the fast-idle, the vehicle shall be conditioned

by increasing engine speed to 2500, pius or minus
300 RPM, for up to 30 seconds with the transmis-
sion in neutral. HC and CO exhaust emissions con-
centrations shall be recorded after readings have
stabilized or at the end of 30 seconds, whichever
oceurs first. The conditioning mode standards in
Table 2 shall be for diagnostic and advisory infor-
mation only. After exhaust emissions have been
recorded, the engine speed shall be returned to curb
idle for a second idle test. The fast idle condition-
ing mode may be used on a vehicle at state stations
in place of the loaded conditioning mode if 1 of the
following situations occurs:

1. The vehicle has a tire on a driving wheel with
less than 2/32-inch tread, with metal protuber-
ances, or with obviously low tire pressure, as
determined by superficial visual ingpection, or
any other condition that in the opinion of the
vehicular emissions inspector precludes
loaded conditioning for reason of safety to
personnel, equipment, or vehicle.
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3.

¢2ii.The vehicle is driven by a person who,
because of physical incapacity, is unable to
yield the driver's seat to the vehicular emis-
sions inspector.
)11, The driver refuses to yield the driver's seat to
the vehicular emissions inspector.
iy, The vehicle is unable to be tested according
to Table 1 because of the vehicle's inability to
attain the speeds specified.
ib. For the loaded condition, for all vehicles other than
motorcycles and constant four-wheel-drive vehi-
cles, the vehicle's drive wheels shall be placedona
dynamometer and the vehicle shall be cperated as
prescribed in Table 1, in drive for automatic trans-
mission or second or higher gear for manual trans-
mission. All front wheel drive vehicles shall be
driven by the inspector. HC and CO exhaust emis-
sions concenfrations shall be recorded after read-
ings have stabilized or at the end of 30 seconds,
whichever occurs first. The conditioning mode
standards in Table 2 shall be for diagnostic and
advisory information only. After exbaust emissions
have been recorded, engine speed shall be refurned
to curb idle for a second idle test.
Following one of the conditioning procedures described
in subparagraph (b} of this paragraph, the vehicle shall
be retested in accordance with the curb idle test proce-
dure described in subparagraph (a) of this paragraph.

26, Vehicles manufactured in or after the 1981 model vyear,

except motoreycles and constant four-wheel drive vehicles,
shall be required to take and pass both a loaded cruise test
and curb idle test, described as follows:

&l

For the loaded cruise test, the vehicle's drive wheels
shall be placed on a dynamometer and the vehicle shall
be operated as prescribed in Table 1, in drive for auto-
matic transmission or second or higher gear for manual
transmission. Overdrive shall not be used. All front
wheel drive vehicles shall be driven by the inspector.
Exhaust emnissions, HC and CO concentrations, shall be
recorded after readings have stabilized or at the end of
90 seconds, whichever occurs first, After exhaust émis-
sions have been recorded, engine speed shail be returned
to idle for a curb idle test,

2. The curb idle test shall be performed with the vehicle in

neutral. Engine RPM shall be within plus or minus 100
RPM of the manufacturer’s specified idle RPM. HC and
CO exhaust emissions concentrations shall be recorded
after readings have stabilized or at the end of 50 sec-
onds, whichever occurs first. A CO, plus CO reading of
six percent or greater shall be registered to establish test
validity. A CO, plus CO reading less than six percent
shall be deemed proof of exhaust sample dilution and
the vehicle shall be rejected from further emissions
inspection.

All motorcycles and constant four-wheel drive vehicles
shall be required only to take and pass a curb idle test as
prescribed in paragraph (1) of this subsection. In the
event the vehicle fails the curb idle test, and if requested
by the vehicle operator, the vehicle shall be conditioned
according to the fast idle conditioning procedure pre-
scribed in paragraph (1)(b) of this subsection. Following
conditioning, the engine speed shall be returned to idle
for a second curb idle test as prescribed in paragraph
(1){(a) of this subsection.
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4. The emissions pass/fail determination shall be made as 2. All CO and HC emission analyzers shall have
follows: water traps incorporated in their sampling lines
2. Vehicles manufactured in the 1967 through 1980 Sampling probes shall be capable of taking undi-

modei years, except motorcycles and constant huted exhaust samples from the vehicle's exhaust

four-wheel drive vehicles, which do not exceed the system.

curb idle mode HC and CO emissions standards b. Al vehicles, other than diesel-powered vehigles

listed in Table 2 on either the first curb idle test or shall be inspected with NDIR analyzers capable of

the second curb idle test, shall be deemed in com- determining concentrations within the ranges and

pliance with the minimum emission standards con- tolerances specified in Table 5.

tained in Table 2. ¢.  Vehicles with multiple exhaust tail pipes shall be
b, Vehicles manufactured in or after the 1981 modei inspected by collecting and averaging sarnples with

year, except motorcycles and constant four-wheel one of the following methods:

drive vehicles, which do not exceed either the i.  Collect separate samples from each exhaust.

loaded cruise mode or curb idle mode HC and CO ii. Utilize manifold exhaust probes to simulta-

emissions standards lsted in Table 2, shall be neously sample approximately equal volumes

deemed in compliance with minimum emissions from each pipe.

standards contained in Table 2. The loaded cruise iii. Utilize manifold exhaust pipes to collect

test standards specified in Table 2 shall be applica- approximately ¢qual volume samples from

ble to fleet vehicles tested under the 2500 RPM each pipe.

unloaded fast idle test. iv. Collect samples by a combination of the meth-
¢. Motorcyceles and constant four-wheel drive vehi- ods described in subdivisions (i} and (jii) of

cles which do not exceed the curb idle mode HC this subparagraph. The average concentration

and CO emissions standards listed in Table 2 on shall be used to determine the test results.

either the first curb idle test or the second curb idle  G:H.The following apply to all testing pursuant to subsections (E)

test shali be deemed in compliance with the mini- or (F) of this Section:

mum emissions standards contained in Table 2. 1. Al rotary piston engines shall be treated in the same
d.  Any vehicle exceeding the appropriate emissions manner as 4-stroke engines with four cylinders or legs.

standards shall fail the emissions test and shall 2. All turbine engines shall be treated as 4-stroke engines

have a low emissions tune-up performed as having more than 4 cylinders.

described in R18-2-1010 prior to reinspection. 3. All vehicles in which a diesel engine has been replaced

5. Each area B vehicle required to take an emission test with 2 gas engine shall be inspected as gas-powersd
under this Article, shall at the time of the test undergo a vehicles of the vehicle model year. Catalytic converters,
tampering inspection based on the original configuration fuel filler neck inlet restrictors, atr pumps, gas caps and
of the vehicle as manufactured, as follows: other emissions control devices applicable to the vehicle
a.  Vehicles that have pressure holding gas caps shall model year and the same or more recent year engine

undergo a functional test of the gas cap(s) to deter- configuration shall be installed and in operating condi-
mine that the cap leakage does not exceed 200 tion.
cubic centimeters of air per minute at a pressure of 1. Diesel tests-area A. The inspection test procedure for die-
30 inches of water gauge. Vehicles with non-seal- sel-powered vehicles in area A shall be as follows:
ing gas caps shall be checked for the presence of a 1. A diesel-powered vehicle with a GVWR greater than
gas cap. 8,500 pounds shall be tested with a procedure that con-
b. For vehicles manufactured after the 1974 model forms_to Society of Automotive Engineers standard
year: I1667. February, 1996, and no further editions, which is
i. A visual inspection to determine the presence incorporated by reference and on file with the Depart-
of properly installed catalytic converters. ment_and the Secretary of State. The procedure shall
. A visual inspection to determine the presence report test results in units of smoke opacity. Emissions
of fuel filler neck inlet restrictor(s) or mal- pass/fail determinations shall be as follows;
function thereof. 2. Vehicles powered by a 1991 or subsequent model
iii. An examination to determine the presence of vear diesel engine shall fail when the J1667 final
an operational air pump. test result is 40% or greater uniess the engine fam-

6. The sbove items shall be checked for conformance to ily is exempted from the 40% standard under sub-

the original configuration at time of manufacture, With section (g).
respect to foreign manufactured vehicles, “original con- b, Vehicles powered by a pre-199] model year diesel
figuration™ means the design and construction of those engine shall fail when the 11667 final test result is
vehicles produced by that manufacturer for original 55% or preater unless the engine family is
entry and sale in the United States. The applicable emis- exempted from the 55% standard under subsection
sion system requirements shall be verified by the VEHI- {e).
CLE EMISSION CONTROL INFORMATION label ¢. The engine model vear shall be determined by the
under the hood. Owners of vehicles that fail any portion emission control label. If the emission contro] label
of the tampering inspection shall be required to repair is determined by the inspegtor to be missing, illegi-
such tampering in accordance with R18-2-1009 prior to ble or incorrect, the test standard shall be 40%
reinspection or provide the written statement prescribed unless a correct, legible replacement is attached
in R18-2-1008(B). within 30 days. .

&7, Exhaust sampling in area B shall conform to the follow- d.  Any vehicle exceeding the appropriate standard
ing: shall fail the emission test. Prior to reinspection,
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the vehicle shall bave a low emissions tune-up per-
formed as described in R18-2-1010(G).

e. The Director shall_gxempt from the standards in
subsections (a) or (b) any engine family for which
the engine manufacturer demonstrates either of the
following:

i The engine family exhibits smoke opagity
greater than the standard when in sood operat-

the highest opacity reading shall be nsed for
comparison with the anpropriate standard,

ii. Vehicles shall be inspected with an opacity
meter that is a full-flow. direct reading, con-
tinttous_reading light extinction type using a
gollimated light source and photo-electric cell,
accurate to a value within plus or minus 5% of

filter value.

ing condition _and adjusted to the manufac- HJY. Diegel tests-area B, The mspection test procedure for die-

turer’s specifications. In such case, the engine
family shall comply insiead with any techno-
logically sppropriate less stringent standard
identified by the Director based on g review of
data obtained from engines in good opetating
condition and adiusted to manufacturer’s
i, The engine family has been exempted from an

eguivalent standard based on J 1667 by the
executive officer of the California Air

Resources Board (CARB). In such case, the
engine family shall comply instead with any
technologically _appropriate less stringent
standard identified by the executive officer of
CARB.

A demonstration under subsection {e)(i) shall be

based on data from at least 3 vehicles. Data from

e Lo i L T

official inspections ynder this paragraph showing

that_vehicles with the engine family are passing
shall rebut the demonstration made. The Director

shall rebut the demonstration made. "ihe inrgeior
shall implement anv new standard resulting from
each such exemption as soon as practicabie for all
subsequent tests and provide reasonable notice at
all affected test stations and fleets.

2. A diesel-powered vehicle with a GVWR greater than
4000 pounds and less than or equal to 8,500 pounds
shall be tested by a loaded dvnamometer test by apply-
ing a single load of 30 HP. plus or minug 2 HE, while
being operated at 50 MPH. A diesel-powered vehicle
with 2 GVWR_of 4000 pounds or less shall be fested by
2 loaded dynamometer test by applving a single load of
between 6.4 - 8.4 P while being operated at 30 MPH.
For all diesel-powered vehicles with a GVWR less than
or equal to 8,500 pounds:

a. The emissions pass/fail determination shall he
made as follows;

i, The opacity reading made overa period of 10
consecutive seconds with the engine under the
applicable loading shall be the opagity reading
used for comparison with the standard speci-
fied in R18-2-1030(B). Vehicles which donot
exceed the opacity siandards set forth in
R18.-2-1030(B) shall be deemed in compli-
ance with the minimum emission standards,

ii. Any vehicle exceeding the appropriate stan-
dard shall fail the emission test. Prior to rein-

spection, the vehicle ghall have a low
emissions tune-up performed as described in
R18-2-1010.

Exhaust sampling shatl conform to the following:

i Separate measurements shall be made on each
exhaust outiet on diesel vehicles equipped
with_muitiple exhaust outlets, For vehicles
equipped with more than one exhaust stack or
pipe, the reading taken from the outlet giving
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sel-powered vehicles shatl-conform-to-the-following:d-The

emissions-inspection-procedure in area B shall be condueted

as follows:

al. A diesel-powered vehicle either with a GVWR ef
greater than 26,000 pounds or having tandem axles shall
be tested pursuant to one of the following two methods:

ia.

With the vehicle on 2 chassis dynamometer under
no power absorption, the vehicle shall be tested by
selecting a gear ratio which will produce a maxi-
mum vehicle speed of between 30-35 MPH at gov-
emned or maximum rated RPM, if the vehicle has a
manual transmission or an awtomatic fransmission
with individual gear selection, and then running the
engine at governed or maximum rated engine
RPM, at normal operating temperature under a
power absorption load applied to the dynamometer
until such loading reduces the engine RPM to 80
percent of the governed speed at wide-open throttle
position. In the case of vehicles with automatic
transmissions with automatic gear kickdown, the
engine shall be loaded to 2 speed just above the
kickdown speed or 80 percent of the governed
speed, whichever is greater. If the chassis dyna-
mometer does not have enough horsepower absorp-
tion capability to lug the engine down to these
speeds, the vehicle's brakes may be used to assist
the dynamomaeter.

If a chassis dynamometer is not available, the vehi-
cle shall be tested by being lugged by its own
brakes by selecting a gear ratio which will produce
a maximum speed of between 10-15 MPH at gov-
erned engine RPM or maximum rated RPM and
then loading the engine by applying the brakes
until the engine RPM is lugged down to 80 percent
of the governed or maximum rated RPM at
wide-open throttle position. If the vehicle does not
have a tachometer, the vehicle may be loaded to 80
percent of governed or maximum rated speed.

b2, A diesel-powered vehicle without tandem axles and
having a GVWR greater than 10,500 pounds and less
than or equal to 26,000 pounds shall be tested pursnant
to one of the following three methods:

1a.

With the vehicle on a chassis dynamometer under
no power absorption, the vehicle shall be tested by
selecting a gear ratio which will produce a maxi-
mum vehicle speed of between 30-33 MPH at gov-
erned or maximum rated RPM, if the vehicle has a
manual transmission or an automatic transmission
with individual gear selection, and then running the
engine at governed or maximum rated engine
RPM, at normal operating temperature under a
power absorption load applied to the dynamometer
until such loading reduces the engine RPM to 80
percent of the governed speed at wide-open throttle
position. In the case of vehicles with automatic
transmissions with automatic gear kickdown, the
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engine shali be loaded to a speed just above the
kickdown speed or 80 percent of governed speed,
whichever is greater. If the chassis dynamometer
does not have enough horsepower absorption capa-
bility to lug the engine down to these speeds, the
vehicle's brakes may be used to assist the dyna-
mormeter.

#h. The vehicle shall be tested by applying 2 single
foad of 30 HP, plus or minus 2 HP, while being
operated at S0 MPH.

tiic. The vehicle shall be tested by being lugged by its
own brakes by selecting a gear ratio which will
produce a maximum speed of between 10-15 MPH
at governed engine RPM or maximum rated RPM
and then loading the engine by applying the brakes
until the engine RPM is lugged down to 80 percent
of the governed or maximum rated RPM at
wide-open throttle position, If the vehicle does not

have a tachometer, the vehicle may be loaded to 80 R18-2-1010. Low Emissions Tune-up, Emissions and Evapora- R
tive System Repair

percent of governed or maximum rated speed.

el : : A. A low emissions tune-up on nondiesel-powered vehicles
€3. A diesel-powered vehicle with a GVWR of greater than shall consist of performing the following procedures:

4000 pounds and less than or equal to 10,500 pounds
shall be tested by a loadéd dynamometer test by apply-
ing a single load of 30 HP, plus or minus 2 HP, while
being operated at 50 MPH.

A diesel-powered vehicle with a GVWR of 4000 pounds
or less shall be tested by a loaded dynamometer test by
applying a single load of between 6.4 - 8.4 HP while
being operated at 30 MPH.

25, The emissions pass/fail determination shall be made as

follows:

a.  The opacity reading made over a period of ten con-
secutive seconds with the engine under the applica-
ble loading specified in paragraph-(1) paragraphs
(1) through (4) of this subsection shall be the opac-
ity reading used for comparison with the standard
specified in R18-2-1030(B). Vehicles which do not
exceed the opacity standards set forth in
R18-2-1030(B) shall be deemed in compliance
with the minimum emission standards.

b.  Any vehicle exceeding the appropriate standard
shall fail the emission test. Prior to reinspection,
the vehicle shall have a low emissions fune-up per-
formed as described in R18-2-1010.

36, Exhaust sampling shall conform to the following:

a. Separate measurements shall be made on each
exhaust outlet on diesel vehicles equipped with
multiple exhaust outlets. For vehicles equipped
with more than one exhaust stack or pipe, the read-

&

ing taken from the outlet giving the highest opacity B.

reading shall be used for comparison with the

appropriate standard. C.

b. All-diesel-powered--vehicles Vehicles shall be

inspected with an opacity meter that is a full-flow,
direct reading, continuous reading light extinction
type using & collimated light source and
photo-electric cell, accurate to a value within plus
or minus five percent of filter value,

IK. Area A or area B vehicles that are diesel-fueled and equipped
with catalytic converters or PCV systems shall undergo a
tampering inspection for those devices pursuant to subsec-
tions (E) or (F) of this Secticn.
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Perform an emission failure diagnosis. On computer
controlled vehicles, access the on-board-diagnostics and
record any stored trouble codes. The following instru-
ments or equipment are required to complete a low
emissions tune-up: tachometer, timing light, or an
engine analyzer or oscilloscope, and where specified by
the manufacturer, 2 HC/CO NDIR analyzer to make
final A/F adjustments. Final adjustment shall be made
only after the vehicle engine Is at normal operating tem-
perature. All adjustrments shall be made in accordance
with the manufacturer’s specifications and procedures.
Inspect for dirty or plugged air cleaner and stuck choke,
restricted air intake systemn. Replace and repair as
required.

Check dwell (or point gap) and basic timing according
to manufacturer's specifications and adjust as required.
Check for manufacturer's recommended PCV valve and
for its correct operation. Verify free flow through the
PCV systern passages and hoses. Repair and replace as
required.

Check for improperly routed, leaking or disconnected
vacuum hoses. Repair and replace as required.

Adjust idle speed and A/F mixture in accordance with
manufacturer's specifications and procedures.

If vehicle is equipped with fuel injection system or an
aiternate fuel (LPG or LNG) follow manufacturer's rec-
ommended adjustment procedure.}

The low ermissions tune-up must be performed on all vehicles
to qualify for a waiver if the vehicle fails reinspection.

If the maximum required repair cost outlined in subsections
(E) and (F), or the vehicle owner share in R18-2-1014(D), if
applicable, whichever is less, has not been exceeded after
performing the low emissions tune-up described in subsec-
tion (A), then the following shall be done:

L

For vehicles failing CO only, check for proper canister
purge system operation, high float setting, leaky power
valve, faulty or wom needles, seats, jets or improper jet
size. If applicable, check the computer, engine and com-
puter sensors, engine solenoids, engine thermostats,
engine switches, coolant switches, throttle body or port
fuel injection system, fuel injectors, fuel lines, {routing
and integrity), air in fuel system (line, pump, etc.), fuel
return system, injection pump, fuel infection timing,
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roating of vacuum hoses and/or electrical connections.
Repair and replace as required,

2. For vehicles failing HC or HC and CO, check for faulty
spark plugs and faulty, open, crossed, or disconnected
plug wires, distributor module, vacuurm hose routing and
electrical connections; and for distributor component
malfunctions including vacuum advance, faulty points
or condenser, and distributor cap crossfire, catalytic
converter efficiency, and catalytic converter air supply;
and for vacuum leaks at intake manifold, carburetor
base gasket, EGR, and vacuum-operated componenis.
Repair or replace as required.

3. For vehicles failing NO,, check for removed, plugged,
or malfunctioning EGR valve; exhaust gas ports, lines,
and passages; EGR valve electrical and vacuum control
circuitry, components, and commputer control, as applica-
ble; and for above normal engine operating temperature,
proper air management, lean A/F mixture, catalytic con-
verter efficiency and over advanced off-idle timing.
Repair, replace and adjust as required.

D. Evaporative System Failures:

1. For vehicles failing an evaporative system integrity
{pressure) test, check for leaking or disconnected vapor
hoses, line, gas cap, fuel tank. Repair or replace as
required.

2, For vehicles failing an evaporative system purge test,
check for missing or malfunctioning canister, canister
electrical and vacuum control circuits and components.
Repair or replace as required.

E. The maximum required repair cost for vehicles in area A, not

including costs to repair vehicles which fail an evaporative

system purge or integrity test due to tampering or other tam-

pering repair costs, is as follows:

1. Five hundred dollars for a diesel-powered vehicle with 2
gross weight in excess of 26,000 pounds or a die-
sel-powered vehicle with tandem axles.

2. For a vehicle other than a diesel-powered vehicle with a
gross weight in excess of 26,000 pounds or a die-
sel-powered vehicle with tandem axles:

2. One hundred dollars for such a vehicle manufac-
© tured in or before the 1974 model vear.
b, Three hundred dollars for such a vehicle manufac-
tured in the 1975 through 1979 model years.
¢. Four hundred and fifty dollars for such a vehicle
manufactured in or afier the 1980 model year.

3. This subsection does not prevent the vehicle owner from
authorizing or performing more than the required
repairs. Vehicle operators who are having their vehicle
reinspected shall have repair receipts available when
requesting a certificate of waiver,

iIn area B, the maximum required repair cost, not including

tampering repair costs, for area B vehicles is as follows:

1. Three hundred dollars for a diesel-powered vehicle with
a gross weight in excess of 26,000 pounds or a die-
sel-powered vehicle with tandem axles.

2. Fora vehicle other than a diesel-powered vehicle with a
gross weight in excess of 26,000 pounds or a die-
sel-powered vehicle with tandem axles:

a.  Fifty dollars for such 2 vehicle manufactured in or
before the 1974 model! year.

b.  Two hundred dollars for such a vehicle manufac-
tured in the 1975 through 1979 model years.

¢.  Three hundred dollars for such a vehicle manufac-
tured in or after the 1980 model year,

3. This subsection does not prevent the vehicle owner from
authorizing or performing more than the required
repairs, Vehicle operators who are having their vehicle
reinspected shall have repair receipts available when
requesting a certificate of waiver,

G. A low emissions tune-up on diesel-powered vehicles shall

consist of performing the following procedures:

1. Inspect for dirty or plugged air cleaner, restricted air
intake system. Replace and repair as required.

2. Check fuel injection system timing according to manu-
facturer's specifications and adjust as required.

3. Check for fuei injector fouling, leaking or mismatch.
Repair and replace as required.

4. Check fuel pumnp and air-fuel ratio control according to
manufacturer’s specifications and adjust as required.

5. H the vehicle has failed the J1667 procedure. check
smoke-limiting devices, if any, such as the aneroid valve
and puff limiter. Repair and replace as required,

Any available warranty coverage shall be used to obtain
needed repairs before expenditures can be counted towards
the cost limits in subsections (E) and (F) of this Section. The
operator of & vehicle within the statutory age and mileage
coverage under section 207(b) of the Clean Air Act shall
present a written denial of warranty coverage from the manu-
facturer or authorized dealer for this provision to be waived
for approved tests applicable to the vehicle,

R18-2-1019. Fleet Station Procedures and Permits

Vehicles owned by or leased to a holder of a fleet emissions
inspection station permit that are not exempt from inspection shall
be inspected as specified in R18-2-1006(E) through (1), except as
foliows: :

1. Dealer fleet vehicles in area A held for resale and all
area B fleet vehicles, if mamufactured in or after the
1981 model year and other than diesel-powered, shall be
required to take and pass both the curb idle test specified
in R18-2-1006(F)1) and a 2,500 RPM uniocaded fast
idle test as follows:

a. The vehicle's engine shall be operated at 2500, plus
or minus 300 RPM, for up to 30 seconds with the
transmission in neutral,

b.  HC and CO exhaust emissions concentrations shall
be recorded after readings have stabilized or at the
end of 30 seconds, whichever occurs first, and
compared to the loaded cruise standards in Table 2.

2. Dealer fleet vehicles in area A held for resale, if manu-
factured in or before the 1980 model year and other than
diesel-powered, shall be required to take and pass a curb
idle test as specified in R18-2-1006(F)(1). The loaded
cruise test standards specified in Table 2 of this Article
shall be applicable to fleet vehicles tested under the
2,500 RPM unioaded fast idle test. A fleet emissions
inspection station that is unable to test at least 25 vehi-
cles as specified in R18-2-1006 and this Section shall
surrender its license on the effective date of this Section.

R18-2-1020. Permits for all Fleet Stations

A,
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Any owner or lessee of a fleet of 25 or more nonexempt vehi-
cles whose place of business is located in areas A or B may
apply 10 the Director for a permit to establish a fleet station.
The Director shall not issue or renew any fleet station permit
until the Director has found that the permit applicant or per-
mit holder:
1. Maintains an established facility fo the inspection,
repair and maintenance of the applicant's fleet of vehi-
¢cles which meets the following requirements:
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a. The facility shall be exclusively rented, leased, or
owned by the permit applicant or permit holder.

b.  Ifthe permit is for the inspection of nondiesel-pow-
ered vehicles, all of the following equipment shall
be owned or leased by the permit applicant or per-
mit holder or employees thereof and shall be in
proper working condition:

i. Ignition timing Hght with timirg advance
tester,

i, Ignition operated tachometer.

ili. Dwell meter.

iv.  Socket tool for replacing spark plugs.

v.  Spark-plug gap setting tool.

vi. Toois for replacing or adiusting carburetors or
fuel injection systems, distributors, fuel
pumps, and ignition coils.

vii. Nondispersive infra-red analyzer (NDIR).

c. Ifthe permit is for the inspection of diesel-powered
vehicles, all of the following equipment shall be
owned or leased by the permit applicant or permit
holder or employees thereof and shall be in good
working condition:

i Tools for removing fuel pumps and injectors.

il. Fuel pressure gauge.

ifi, Opacity meter. The meter shall meet 11667
specifications for vehicles with a GVWR
greater than 8300 lhs. inzrea A,

iv. Tools required by the vehicle manufacturer
for field setting of fuel imjectors, inlet and
exhaust valve clearance, governors, and throt-
ile controls.

v. A dynamometer for testing light and-medium
duty diesel vehicles.

Employs properly trained personne] as follows:

a. Ifthe facility is for the repair of nondiesel-powered
vehicles, employs personnel to perform tune-ups of
engines and replacement or repair of carburetion
and ignition components.

b. If the facility is for the repair of diesel-powered
vehicles, employs personnel to perforn tung-ups
and replacement or repair of diesel fuel systems in
the vehicle fleet,

Provides a suitable space devoted principally to main-

taining or repairing the fleet's motor vehicles. Such

space shall be of sufficient area to conduct maintenance
or repair of at least 1 fleet motor vehicle.

Has obtained the CO and HC emissions analyzer con-

forming to the requirements of R18-2-1006 to conduct

-the required inspections.

Employs a licensed vehicular emissions inspeetor who
will perform the necessary inspections. This inspector
may be the same person required by subparagraph (b) of
this paragraph.
Agrees to provide information to the Department as pre-
seribed in this Section.
Demonstrates  proficiency by passing a Depart-
ment-administered examination on the statutes and mles
governing the operation and administration of a fleet
emissions inspection station. If the permit applicant or
perntit holder will not be in charge of the day-to-day
operation of the fleet station, then the individual who
will be in charge of the day-to-day operation of the fleet
station shall be reguired to pass the examination. This
individual shall be known as the fleet agent.

B.
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A dealer's business inventory of vehicles held for resale that
exists at the time of inspection of the dealer's fleet for
approval of application by the Depariment shall be used to
determine compliance with paragraph (i) of this subsection.
Application forms may be obtained from the Department.

All completed applications shall be submitted to the Depart-
ment.

Before an original application for a fleet station permit may
be approved, an inspection of the premises shall be made by a
state inspector.

A fleet station: shall not inspect or certify vehicles not owned
by or leased to the fleet owner. Consignment vehicles shall
be tested at a state inspection station in accordance with
R18-2-1005{AX3).

A fleet station permit shall expire one year from the date of
issuance, except as otherwise provided in Title 41, Chapter 6,
Article 6 of the Arizona Revised Statutes.

The fleet station permit may be renewed by submittal of &
renewal application to the Departiment 30 days prior to expi-
ration.

A fleet station permit shall only be applicable to the fleet's
inspection facility located at the address shown on the fleet
station permit. If 2 fleet owner wishes to have a permit for
inspection facilities at more than one address, then separate
permits shail be obtained for each facility,

Fleet station permits issued by the Director shall not be trans-
ferable.

When permit name or address changes do not involve a
change of ownership, the permit shall be returned to the
Department for cancellation and a new permit application
shall be submitted. The Director shall cancel the returned
permit and issue 2 new permit for the unexpired term,

In the event of loss, destruction, or mutilation of the permit,
the person to whom it was issued may obtain a duplicate
upon furnishing satisfactory proof of the fact. Any fleet that
Toses a fleet station permit issued by the Director, and after
obtaining a duplicate finds the original, shall immediately
surrender the original permit to the Department.

Persons whose permits have expired shall immediately cease
the activity requiring a permit, except as otherwise provided
in Title 41, Chapter 6, Article 6 of the Arizona Revised Stat-
utes.

A fleet station which does not have a vehicular emissions
inspector in its employ shall immediately cease to operate as
a fleet station and shall notify the Department immediately
by telephone and within seven days in writing. All unused
vehicle certificates of inspection shall be returned to the
Department within seven days for a refund.

A fleet station which does not have a fleet agent in its employ
shali immediately cease to operate as a fleet station and shall
notify the Department immediately by telephone and within
seven days in writing unless the permit applicant or other
designated employee has taken and passed the examination
requirement as set forth in paragraph (1)(g) of this subsection
and assumes responsibility for the day-to-day operation of
the fleet station. The fleet owner shall notify the Department
within seven days of the designation of 2 new fleet agent.
When a fleet station permit is surrendered, suspended,
revoked, or not renewed, all unused vehicle certificates of
inspection shall be returned to the Department for a refund.
Surrender of a permit shall not deprive the Department of
Jjurisdiction from carrying out investigative or disciplinary
proceedings against the permit holder for vielations prior to
surrender,
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R18-2-1021. Non-dealer Fleets
Tn: addition to the requirements of R18-2-1020, non-dealer fleets in
area A shall have 2l of the following:
1. Equipment to perform a steady state loaded emission
test as required in R18-2-1006(E)(1).
2. Equipinent to perform a transient ioaded emission test as
) required in R18-2-1006(E)(2).
3. Equipment for testing evaporative systems for pressure
and purge flow as required in R18-2-1006(E)(2).
4. Ability to perform the maintenance and quality control
requirements of R18-2-1006(E)(2) and “High-Tech I'M
Final Technical Guidance™.

R18-2-1022. Suspension or Refusal to Renew Fleet Station
Permits :
The Director may suspend, revoke, or refuse to renew a fleet sta-
tion permit in accordance with AR.S. §§ 49-546(F) and 41-1001
et seq. if the permittee, or any person working for or employed by
the permittee: .
1. Violates any provision of Title 49, Chapter 3, Article 5
of the Arizona Revised Statutes or any provision of this
Article.
2. Has misrepresented a material fact in obtaining a permit.
3. Fails to make, keep, and submit to the Department
records showing vehicles tested as a permittee.
4, Fails to maintain conformance with each of the applica-
ble requirements of R18-2-1020 and R18-2-1021.
5. Does not provide a state inspector access to the informa-
tion required by this Article.

R18-2-1023. Displaving Inspector Licenses and Permits

The fleet station permit and licenses of all inspectors employed at
the station shall be prominently displayed within the station.
R18-2-1024. Change in Inspector Employment Status

A written notification shall be submitted to the Department by the
fleet station permit holder within seven days of any change of the
employment status of the fleet station's vehicular emissions
inspector.

R18-2-1025, Inspection Equipment Requirements
A. The inspection equipment shall meet the following require-
ments:

1. Each fleet station shall be equipped with emission ana-
lyzers which meet the specifications contained in
R18-2-1006. Only the equipment reguired to test the
types of vehicles in the fleet inventory shall be required
in the fleet stations.

2. All test equipment and instrumentation shall be main-
tained in proper working condition as prescribed by the
manufactarer. Instruments requiring periodic calibration
shall be calibrated in accordance with instructions and
recommendations of the instrument or equipment manu-
facturer. NDIR emission analyzers shall be registered
and calibrated pursuant to R18-2-1027. A record of cali-
brations performed on each instrument other than NDIR
emission analyzers shall be maintained by the fleet sta-
tion indicating the date and authentication of the techni-
cian performing the previous calibration.

3. The instrument calibration records shall be subject to
review by the Department.

4. Working gases used by the fleet station shall be subject
to analysis and comparison to the Department’s standard
gases at any time.

5. Fleet station equipment shall be subject to both sched-
wled and unscheduled checks for accuracy and condition
by the Department.
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B. If at any time a fleet station fails to meet ail the reguirements
of section R18-2-1020, it shall immediately cease to operate
as a fleet station until all such requirements are met. Should
the fleet be administratively red tagged for failure to have the
necessary equipment, it shall not resume operation as a fleet
emissions inspection station until compliance has been veri-
fied by the Department.

R18-2-1026, Certificates of Inspection
A. Certificates of inspection shall be processed as follows:

1. A certificate of inspection shall be completed and signed
by the vehicular emissions inspector conducting the
inspection at the time the vehicle passes inspection. Cer-
tificates shall be issued in numerical order.

2. For all inspections other than the biennial test, the expi-
ration date shall be one vear from the date that the vehi-
cle has passed the mandatory vehicular emissions
inspection. For vehicles required to pass the transient
foaded emission test, the expiration shall be two years
after the pass date.

3. All information required on the certificate of inspection
shail be entered with sufficient pressure to ensure that
all coptes of the ceriificate are legible.

4. Any certificates of inspection that are incorrect shall
have all corrections authenticated by the initials of the
vehicular emissions inspector.

5. Only the vehicular emissions inspector performing the
inspection may sign a certificate of inspection.

6. Unless inspection data is electronically transmitted pur-
suant to A R.S. § 49-542(Q), the original completed cer-
tificate shall be presented to the Arizona Department of
Transportation Motor Vehicle Division in Pima County
or the Maricopa County Assessor in Maricopa County
for processing of either the vehicle's application for title
and registration or Arizona registration card.

7. The second copy of each compieted certificate of
inspection, aiong with the second copy of the Fleet
Inspection Report/Monthly Summary, shall be for-
warded to the Department monthly, within two weeks
after the end of the month in which the inspection was
conducted.

8. ‘The third copy of each completed certificate of inspec-
tion, along with the original Fleet Vehicle Inspection
Report/Monthly Summary, shall be retained for two
years from the date of inspection.

9. Unless inspection data is electronically transmitted pur-
suant fo A.R.S. § 49-542(Q), the Arizona Department of
Transportation Motor Vehicle Division in Pima County
or the Maricopa County Assessor in Maricopa County
shall accept the signed certificate as evidence that the
vehicle is a fleet inspected vehicle and has met the
state’s inspection requirements according to RI18-2-
1007(C).

10. Certificates shall be purchased from the Department in
Tots of 25. If the number of vehicles to be inspected by
the fleet station is reduced afier purchase of the certifi-
cates and before their use, the excess certificates may be
gither returned to the Department for refund or used in
subsequent years.

11. The charge for certificates shall be 35 ¢ach. The pay-
ment for the certificates shall be included with the appli-
cation for certificates. Checks shall be made payable to
the Department of Environmental Quality.

12. Only the Department shall sell or otherwise transfer cer-
tificates of inspection.

May 29, 1998




Arizona Administrative Register

Notices of Proposed Rulemaking

13. The fleet station owner shall be responsible for the secu-
rify and accountability of all the owner's certificates.

14. In the event that any certificates are lost or stolen, the
fieet station owner shall notify the Department in writ-
ing within 24 hours and indicate the number of certifi-
cates lost and their serial numbers, Refusal or failure to
report lost certificates within 24 hours shall be grounds
for revoking a fleet station permit.

The Fleet Vehicle Inspection Report/Monthly Summary shall
be obtained from the Department and, for all inspections
other than diesel inspections and the transient loaded emis-
sions test, shall contain all of the following information
which shall be recorded at the time of inspection by the
vehicular emissions inspector performing the inspection:

1. The VIN of the vehicle passing inspection.

2. The vehicle's license number, where applicable.

3. The HC content of the undiluted exhaust recorded at
idle.

4.  The CO content of the undiluted exhaust recorded at
idle.

5. The HC content of the undiluted exhaust recorded at
2500 rpm.

6. The CO content of the undiluted exbaust recorded at

2500 rpm.

When applicable, results of a tampering check.

The vehicle model year.

The vehicle make.

0. The date of inspection.

1. The license number of the vehicular emissions inspector

conducting the inspection.

12. The signature of the inspector making the entry,

13, The serial number of the certificate’ of inspection,
recorded in numerical order.

For diesel vehicles, the summary described in subsection (B)

shall record opacity rather than undiluted HC and CO read-

ings.

For vehicles required to take the transient loaded emission

test, the summary described in subsection (B) shali record the

total HC, CO, CO; and NO, measured in grams/mile, and the
evaporative system integrity and purge test results rather than

the items in (B)(3) through (7).

Upon request a state inspector shall be aflowed access to and

shall be allowed to photocopy on or off the premises the orig-

inal Fleet Vehicle Inspection Report/Monthly Summaries,
the 2nd copies of certificates of inspection, and any or ali
other reiated documents.

Fleet vehicles shall be subject to inspection by state inspec-

tors.

= e

R18-2-1027. Certificate of Waiver
A certificate of waiver may be issued by a fleet inspector other
than an auto dealer licensed to sell used motor vehicles pursuant to
Title 28 of the Arizona Revised Statutes when the requirements of
R18-2-1008(A), R18-2-1009, and R18-2-1010 bave been met
according to the following procedure:
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I. A certificate of waiver shall be completed and signed by
the vehicular emissions inspector conducting the inspec-
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10.

11

12.

13.

tion following completion of a fleet inspection waiver
report. The report shall be forwarded to the Department
within three working days from the date of issuance of
the certificate of waiver. A fleet inspection waiver
report shall be provided with the purchase of each certif-
icate of waiver. The report shall contain a description of
the vehicle, test results, and repairs performed.

The expiration date of the certificate of waiver shall be
two years from the date that the waiver is granted for
vehicles required to take the transient loaded emission
test, and one year for all other vehicles.

All information required on the certificate of waiver
shall be entered with sufficient pressure to ensure that
all copies of the certificate are legible.

Any certificate of waiver thet is incorrect shall have alf
corrections authenticated by the initials of the vehicular
emissions inspector.

Only the vehicular emissions inspector performing the
inspection may sign a certificate of waiver,

Unless inspection data is electronically transmitted pur-
suant to AR.S. § 49-542(Q), the original completed cer-
tificate shall be presented to the Arizona Department of
Transportation Motor Vehicle Division in Pima County
or the Maricopa County Assessor in Maricopa County
for processing of either the vehicle’s application for title
and registration or Arizona registration card.

The 2nd copy of each completed certificate of waiver
shall accompany the completed fleet inspection waiver
report.

The 3rd copy of each completed certificate of waiver,
along with a copy of the fleet inspection walver report,
shall be retained by the fleet station owner for two years
from the date of inspection.

Unless inspection data is electronically transmitted pur-
suant to AR.S. § 49-5342(Q), the Arizona Department of
Transportation Motor Vehicle Division in Pima County
or the Maricopa County Assessor in Maricopa County
shall accept the signed certificate as evidence that the
vehicle is a fleet inspected vehicle and has met the
state's inspection requirements if the certificate is com-
plete and the expiration date has not passed.

The charge for certificates of waiver shall be $5 each.
The payment for the certificates shall be included with
the application for certificates. Checks shall be made
payable to the “Department of Environmental Quality.”

Only the Department shall sell or otherwise transfer cer-
tificates of waiver.

The fleet station owner shall be responsible for the secu-
rity and accountability of all the owner's certificates,

In the event that any certificates are lost or stolen, the
fleet station owner shall notify the Department in writ-
ing within 24 hours and indicate the number of certifi-
cates lost and their serial numbers. Refusal or failure to
report lost certificates within 24 hours shall be grounds
for revoking a fleet station permit.
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