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“ Time and again, [CCA 
has] helped to prevent 
backsliding and promote 
effective regulations when 
special interests were lined 
up to take advantage of the 
political process. CCA is one 

of the main reasons why California consistently 
leads the nation in promoting innovative 
technologies to improve air quality. ”

—Mary Nichols, California Air Resources Board chair
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Air Pollution: the tie that binds us all 

CCA President & CEO Dr. Joseph K. Lyou 
joins EPA Region 9 Administrator Jared 

Blumenfeld on the steps of Los Angeles City 
Hall after a bike ride around the city.

To our contributors, 
colleagues and friends: 

If you live in California, air 
pollution is part of your life. 
Breathing our state’s air stunts 
lung development, and that 
murky brown haze known 
as smog also triggers serious 
illnesses, such as cancer, heart 
disease and asthma. As I have 

two young children and a family history of lung 
disease, the importance of healthy air has become 
magnified for me.

That is why the work of the Coalition for Clean 
Air (CCA) is crucial to the health and vitality of 

Erik Neandross
CCA board chair

Sincerely,

all Californians. With more than four decades of 
advocacy and achievements behind us, we play a 
significant part of that continued improvement. 
Through outreach, advocacy and education, we 
work toward a bold vision of clean, healthy air for 
the state.

As we commemorated our 40th anniversary in 2011, 
we also celebrated some significant milestones 
resulting from years of hard work. As you will read 
in the following pages, our recent activities and 
achievements aren’t isolated; they build on the 
work of the past and will often require diligent 
watchdogging in the future. Our work takes 
major investments of time and resources, entailing 
incremental steps, long-fought campaigns, and 
steadfast perseverance. 

CCA is blessed with a talented and hard-working 
staff, and we are equally fortunate to have concerned 
citizens like you as our supporters. On behalf of 
my family—and the millions of California families 
just like mine—thank you for the investment 
you’ve made in our organization over the years. Air 
pollution is a tragic link that ties us together; and 
only together can we continue to change it.

Staff members lead a tour of the San Joaquin 
Valley, highlighting key pollution sources 

and solutions. Shown here, attendees pose 
on top of an anaerobic digester.

CCA leads a tour of the San Pedro Bay 
Ports,  the sixth-largest port complex 

in the world, and a major source of air 
pollution in Southern California. 
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Our Approach
CCA’s advocacy and outreach efforts target the 
most damaging pollution sources in California 
where opportunities exist to achieve substantial 
improvement in the next five years.  

We have won many significant air quality victories 
because of our innovative model of collaboration. 
Not only do we work within state and federal 
legislative and regulatory avenues, but we also 
work with businesses to adopt new technologies, 
empower our allies and educate the general public 
to address California’s air pollution crisis. Our 
unique collaborative model brings new voices to 
the movement, makes CCA a powerful force in the 
environmental community and allows us to win 
more policy changes faster.

In the last two years, CCA worked with more than 
50 community organizations to achieve our air 
quality victories. These organizations—including 
NAACP, SEIU 1877 Janitors’ Union, El Centro 
Regional Medical Center and Greenlining 
Institute—represent a wide range of interests but 
share our goal of protecting California’s air and 
public health. 

In addition, CCA is engaged in more than 
15 advocacy coalitions in the state, such as 
Environmental Health Legislative Working 
Group (EHLWG), Central Valley Air Quality 
Coalition (CVAQ ), Coalition for Green and 
Safe Ports, Green California, Californians for a 
Healthy and Green Economy (CHANGE), Clean 
Cars Coalition, Diesel Rule Coalition and Green 
LA Coalition.

Our Mission
The Coalition for Clean Air (CCA) is committed 
to restoring clean, healthy air to all of California 
and strengthening the environmental movement by 
promoting broad-based community involvement, 
advocating responsible public policy and providing 
technical expertise.

Our History
In 1970, a small group of concerned citizens 
gathered together on Saturday mornings to discuss 
the future of Southern California’s air quality 
and the overall state of the environment. What 
transpired from their meetings was the birth of the 
Coalition for Clean Air. 

Since then, CCA has grown into a statewide 
organization—with offices in Los Angeles, 
Sacramento and Fresno—all working to restore 
California’s most precious natural resource: the 
air we breathe! 

Our Victories
For 41 years, CCA’s work has paved the way 
for air policy nationally and worldwide. Our 
victories include:

Won a complete phaseout 
of the toxic chemical 
perchloroethylene (“perc”) from 
dry cleaning, making California 
the first state in the nation to 
adopt such legislation

Obtained the agreement of a 
Port of Los Angeles terminal 
to commit nearly 75% of ships 
to plug in to an electrical dock 
outlet instead of running their 
engines—the world’s first case 
of container ships “plugging in”

Persuaded the governor to 
spend $50 million on cleaner 
school buses

Sponsored and helped pass the 
“Pavley” bill (AB 1493)—the 
first law in the nation to address 
greenhouse gases, especially 
carbon dioxide, emitted in auto 
exhaust—providing a model 
for the U.S. EPA’s first national 
emission standards for cars

Spearheaded California’s 
original Smog Check program, 
which reduces 100 tons of 
automobile pollution daily 

California’s only statewide 
organization advocating 
exclusively for clean air



African-Americans 

are 79% more likely than whites 
to live in neighborhoods with dangerous 
levels of industrial pollution, regardless 

of their socio-economic status

Who is affected by air pollution?

People 
of color
1/2  of Hispanic 
Americans face 
serious health risks 
because they live in areas 
that frequently violate air 
quality standards



California’s 
Climate Crisis

Combating climate change and its effects

current 
campaigns 
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Global Warming Solutions
In adopting the Global Warming Solutions 
Act of 2006 (AB 32), California committed to 
reducing its GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 
2020, representing a 25% reduction statewide. 
The bill set a worldwide and national standard, 
establishing a groundbreaking, comprehensive 
program of regulatory and market mechanisms 
to achieve real, quantifiable, cost-effective 
GHG reductions. 

The California Air Resources Board (ARB) is 
responsible for monitoring and enforcing AB 
32. Its Scoping Plan details a multipronged 
approach to reducing GHG emissions, 
including direct regulations, alternative 
compliance mechanisms, monetary and 
non-monetary incentives, and market-based 
mechanisms such as a cap-and-trade system.
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The Dirty Energy Prop

The climate law 
came under fire 
in 2010 when two 
Texas oil companies, 
Valero and Tesoro, 
designed an 

initiative to kill clean energy and air pollution 
standards in California. Proposition 23 would 
have suspended AB 32 implementation, to be 
reinstated only when unemployment dropped 
below 5.5% for an entire year—a market 
condition that has occurred just three times in the 
last 30 years. 

Proponents focused on the misleading idea that 
AB 32 destroys job creation; but in fact, the 
opposite was true. Prop 23 would allow polluters 
to circumvent California’s clean energy standards, 
threaten public health with more air pollution, set 
back the state’s economy, and keep us addicted to 
costly oil. It also would kill competition from job-
creating California wind and solar companies.

CCA joined a strong “No on 23” coalition, 
including myriad health, labor and business 
groups, as well as well-known celebrities from 
across the state. This effort received a lot of 
attention in the press, and ultimately the initiative 
was defeated by voters.

“ The potential adverse impacts 
of global warming include the 
exacerbation of air quality problems, 
a reduction in the quality and supply 
of water to the state from the Sierra 
snowpack, a rise in sea levels resulting 
in the displacement of thousands of 
coastal businesses and residences, 
damage to marine ecosystems and the 
natural environment, and an increase 
in the incidences of infectious diseases, 
asthma, and other human health-
related problems. ”

—The Global Warming 
Solutions Act of 2006

California’s Climate Crisis
California has some of the nation’s worst 
air pollution, and most of it starts right 
in our own neighborhoods. A majority of 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions come 
from local sources such as refineries, power 
plants and various modes of transportation. 

Scientists have reported that California is 
already experiencing the effects of climate crisis: 
increased episodes of extreme heat, air pollution, 
drought, floods, and violent and unpredictable 
weather, all of which contribute to the incidence 
and spread of disease. 

Sources of global warming 
pollution in California

Passenger vehicles

All other transportation

Electric power

Commercial/residential fuel

Industrial

Agriculture

Misc.

Passenger vehicles

All other transportation

Electric power

Commercial/residential fuel

Industrial

Agriculture

Misc.
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cOMMUNITY BENEFITS FUNd
Ways polluted neighborhoods can use resources generated 

from a cap-and-trade program:

Emission reduction programs
•	 green tech investments
•	 energy efficiency upgrades
•	 local clean energy sources
•	 replacement of gross polluters
•	 upgrade polluting equipment
•	 improved water efficiency

Improving quality of life
•	 transit improvements
•	 jobs in California

Preempting effects of heat waves, 
floods and fires
•	 cooling centers in low-income areas
•	 illness recognition and treatment
•	 emergency plans and preparedness
•	 evacuation: transport, housing, security

Cap-and-Trade
One of the available mechanisms for achieving 
the goals of AB 32 is a cap-and-trade program, 
which sets a cap for emissions and allows 
polluting companies to buy and sell “offsets” from 
others that reduce their GHG emissions. This 
would cover 85% of California’s largest emission 
sources—including electricity generation, large 
industrial sources and transportation fuels.

Cap-and-trade is controversial among air 
quality advocates. Large polluters can purchase 
offsets from other locations, which could 
discriminately impact low-income and minority 
areas that already suffer disproportionately from 
air pollution. However, this problem could be 
mitigated by providing clean air protections at a 
local level. 

Since the adoption of AB 32, CCA has focused 
in particular on ensuring one of the law’s 
requirements: direct investments to disadvantaged 
communities and that opportunities to reduce 
localized air pollution are maximized as 
California tackles climate change. 
In late 2010, the ARB adopted the country’s 
first large-scale cap-and-trade program, 

scheduled to start in 2012. Thanks to CCA’s 
advocacy, they included a recommendation that 
the legislature establish a Community Benefits 
Fund. While this did not initiate the fund 
or set an actual timeline, it laid a promising 
foundation for passing a bill that would make 
the concept into law.

Community Benefits Fund
To help preempt the unbalanced impact that 
offsets and trading can have at a local level, we 
have worked with legislators and regulators to 
adopt a Community Benefits Fund. This would 
direct a portion of AB 32-related investments 
to the most polluted and disadvantaged 
neighborhoods across the state.

AB 1405
CCA was an official sponsor of AB 1405, 
which called for a Community Benefits Fund. 
Authored by then Assemblymember Kevin de 
León, the bill was introduced in 2009 and would 
require 10% of the revenues generated from AB 
32 implementation to help neighborhoods that 
have suffered the most from air pollution and 
will struggle the most with the consequences of 
climate change. 

We were joined in our support by a broad 
coalition, but we faced a powerful opposition: 
petroleum lobbyists. Despite the bill’s success 
in the legislature, and the governor’s public 
blasting of out-of-state oil companies’ meddling 
in California (in relation to Prop 23), Mr. 
Schwarzenegger gave in to industry pressure and 
vetoed AB 1405 in October 2010.

The veto exemplified the serious threat of the 
oil industry’s ceaseless and unscrupulous attacks 
on California’s climate leadership. But our 
fight to hold California to its environmental 
commitments was far from over.

SB 535
Elected to the State Senate shortly thereafter, de 
León revived the bill as SB 535, the “California 
Communities Healthy Air Revitalization 
Trust.” It passed in the Senate and through 
the required Assembly policy committee. As 
the bill continues to make its way through the 
legislature and hopefully onto the governor’s 
desk, Senator De León, CCA and the other co-
sponsors and supporters are working to ensure 
that AB 32’s commitment to disadvantaged 
communities is realized.
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Dr. Shankar Prasad
A Clean Air Hero

We owe much of our success in climate change 
advocacy to Executive Fellow Shankar B. Prasad, 
M.B.B.S., who joined our staff in 2008. 

A physician and noted environmental health 
expert, Dr. Prasad is a former Deputy Secretary 
of Science and Environmental Justice at the 
California Environmental Protection Agency 
(Cal/EPA), where he led efforts to evaluate 
and improve the quality and role of science in 
the agency’s decision-making process. He also 
served as Health Advisor to the Chairman of the 
California Air Resources Board and as Health 
Effects Officer at the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District.

Dr. Prasad brought this rich 21 years of research 
and policy experience when he joined CCA to 
support our work on climate change. He cited 
it as his greatest challenge yet—“taking the 
lead in recommending policies to reduce both 
air pollution and climate change impacts” that 
will have a positive, lasting impact on often 
neglected, but pollution-burdened communities 
in California.

As his first feat at CCA, Dr. Prasad authored 
Protecting California’s Communities from 
Global Warming Impacts, a concept paper on the 
implementation of AB 32. Its recommendations 
for the scoping plan included an assessment to 
identify the areas bearing a disproportionate 
pollution impact; regulating nearby polluters; 
and establishing a Community Benefits Fund 
(CBF), which would dedicate a portion of AB 32 
revenues to those communities.  

Thanks to Dr. Prasad, CCA and the much-
lauded CBF concept have become synonymous. 
He successfully advocated that it be included 
in the allocation of revenues generated during 
the implementation of the state’s cap-and-trade 
program; and he has worked to educate myriad 
stakeholders and rule-makers on the importance 
of establishing a CBF. If SB 535 passes in 2012, 
California will have Dr. Prasad largely to thank 
for the final establishment of the fund. 

Dr. Prasad has also advocated for environmental 
justice protections at the federal and local 
levels. He convinced the U.S. EPA to identify 
neighborhoods susceptible to air pollution from 
the expansion of the freight transport industry 
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and to provide protections for these areas. In 
the Bay area, he worked to win area-specific 
pollution reduction programs for communities 
with elevated air pollution and health risks. 

In 2011, Dr. Prasad received Breathe 
California’s Clean Air Award, which recognized 
contributions to reducing global warming and 
improving air quality. He was honored for his 
many achievements in bringing science forward 
to benefit public policies, especially for those in 
the most polluted and impacted communities in 
the state.

Upon completion of his fellowship in late 2011, 
Dr. Prasad graciously volunteered extra time with 
us before taking a position with the Office of 
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, part 
of Cal/EPA.

We are grateful for Dr. Prasad’s time, 
knowledge, experience and dedication. He 
has helped CCA and our allies advocate more 
effectively for pollution reductions and the 
protection of all Californians.

Above: Dr. Shankar Prasad 
presents at the UCSF 
Department of Medicine 
Grand Rounds in 2011. 

Left: CCA board members 
bid a fond farewell to Dr. 
Prasad.



Polluted air causes more than  

1 million 
school absences

statewide each year

Who is affected by air pollution?

Our 
Children

Kids in highly 
polluted areas risk 

operating at less than 

80%  
of their normal 

lung capacity



Ports & Freight
Cleaning up the ships, trucks and trains 

that deliver pollution

current 
campaigns 
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California Port Pollution
Pollution from the ports and freight 
transportation system is due largely to the 
use of diesel fuels in ships, trucks, trains and 
cargo equipment. When a diesel engine burns 
fuel, it emits a complex cocktail of harmful 
pollutants, including:

•	 Particulate matter (PM)
•	 Nitrogen oxides (NOx)—a major 

component of ozone, or smog
•	 Sulfur oxides (SOx)
•	 More than 40 toxic air contaminants such 

as benzene, arsenic and formaldehyde

San Pedro Bay Ports
Until the early 2000s, California’s ports and 
freight transport sector operated largely without 
environmental regulation. The pressures of 
growth, globalization and increased trade have 
heightened conflict with communities around 
ports, rail lines and trucking corridors, where 
pollution has become literally a matter of life 
and death.

While we press for statewide actions, we have 
necessarily emphasized the country’s two largest 
ports: the Port of Los Angeles (POLA) and 
the Port of Long Beach (POLB). Located in 
Southern California’s San Pedro Bay, together 
they comprise the sixth-largest port complex in 
the world. As the ports experience an economic 
resurgence from the recent recession, it is 
projected they will triple cargo operations in just 
25 years.

Pushed by CCA and community activists, the 
two ports have established an unprecedented 
and ambitious set of proposals to cut pollution: Po
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the Clean Air Action Plan (CAAP). This 
has initiated significant pollution reductions, 
including an 80% reduction in pollution from 
the more than 8,000 trucks that serve the ports. 
CCA is committed to securing the promises of 
the CAAP and expanding protections across 
the state as we instigate plans and regulations 
that will cut global warming pollution from the 
ports and freight sector and pursue advanced, 
zero-emission technologies for freight transport. 
In doing so, we are closer to our vision of clean 
technology and a greener economy.

To reduce the public health and environmental 
threats of port pollution, CCA raises public 
awareness, provides technical expertise and 
works with local community leaders, pursues 
legal avenues, identifies policies and regulations 
to reduce pollution, and collaborates with 
businesses to adopt sustainable operations. All 
our efforts underscore a key theme: The crisis of 
air pollution must be addressed in order for the 
ports to continue to grow.

 X According to a 2005 California 
Air Resources Board (ARB) 
study, diesel PM from the two 
ports contributes more than 
20% of the PM pollution in the 
South Coast Basin.

 X The NOx emissions from ships 
alone is equivalent to roughly 
more than that of a million cars.

 X Ports and freight 
transportation also account 
for about 10% of California’s 
global warming emissions.

Pollution from Ports Compared to 
Refineries, Power Plants and Cars
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Clean Trucks Defended
The last old diesel trucks at POLA and POLB 
retired at the end of 2011. The landmark Clean 
Trucks Program modernized the fleet of 10,000 
trucks at the ports with strict environmental 
standards. The five-year program has reduced 
truck emissions at the ports significantly—by 
89% for diesel soot and 77% for smog-forming 
nitrogen oxides.

The Clean Trucks Program garnered honors from 
the U.S. EPA, and it set a precedent for similar 
programs nationwide. In late 2011, New York 
introduced a bill that would allow ports across 
the country to mimic POLAs’ program.

This success was not without its roadblocks: 
The American Trucking Association (ATA) 
opposed the program from the start and 
brought suit in federal court. CCA served as 
an intervener in defense of POLA’s right to 
regulate trucks at its facilities. 

In September 2011, the 9th Court of Appeals 
upheld most of the program, affirming the 
authority of the ports to set standards on trucks 
and trucking companies. But the court disagreed 
with the employee-driver provision, saying a port 
can’t bar truck owner-operators.

CCA continues to support a model that ensures 
employers, not workers, are responsible for 
maintaining clean trucks, as analysts have found 
this promotes the proper upkeep of clean truck 
engines. We also seek greater assurance for the 
long-term sustainability of the Clean Trucks 
Program through further technology investments, 
and higher standards. 

Improvements to the POLB program may now 
be possible, since the courts invalidated its 
settlement agreement with the ATA.
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Cargo Gets a Lift
When we think of freight pollution, one might 
picture ships or trains belching black smoke; but 
a lot of this pollution comes from thousands of 
small, diesel-fueled machines that move cargo on 
dock. These specialized machines, such as cranes 
and heavy-duty forklifts, cause particular concern 
because they are used near communities already 
struggling with heavy pollution.

California took a cleaner step in the 
modernization of port equipment and railyards: 
In 2011, the ARB approved amendments to 
its landmark regulation on Cargo Handling 
Equipment (CHE), after initially proposing 
exemptions to this fleet class.

CCA successfully fought to limit compliance 
extensions for the dirtiest engines. We also 
won an amendment incentivizing the switch 
to electric and hybrid equipment, as well as 
a commitment from ARB staff to conduct a 
technical assessment of available ultra-clean 
technology for CHE in 2012.

When trade through California ports dropped 
during the recent recession, thousands of pieces 
of equipment were parked or retired. Now, as 
cargo volumes rebound, shipping companies have 
a unique opportunity to start clean with lower-
emission equipment and even a move toward 
zero-emission technologies.

“ Ports around the country should 
feel empowered by [the court’s] 
decision to take control of their 
entrance gates and demand cleaner 
trucks and cleaner air. ”

—Martin Schlageter, “9th Circuit: LA 
port can’t ban owner-operators,” 

American Shipper, 9/27/11



14Coalition for Clean Air 2010-11 Annual Report

Rail Project Protests
With the port economy surging, a wave of 
expansion projects has hit the shore. One 
particularly controversial project at POLA 
promises 2 million diesel truck trips every year.

Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) 
Railway Company wants to build a 153-acre 
rail yard—the Southern California Intermodal 
Gateway (SCIG)—near POLA. The proposal 
hinges on deeply flawed environmental claims, 
underestimating its pollution and making 
little to no effort to minimize air pollution or 
mitigate greenhouse gases (GHGs). It would 
generate 8 million truck miles every year, but it 
demands nothing more than 2007 diesel truck 
technology, even though cleaner technology is 
available today, and zero-emission technology is 
being demonstrated. 

Touted as a “path to create jobs while improving 
air quality” by POLA, BNSF and union officials, 
the plan would in fact eliminate jobs, emit 
more air pollution, and create more truck and 
vehicle traffic than already exists in the area. 
Furthermore, the resulting pollution would 
exceed the risk limits set by the ports.

In late 2011, CCA and hundreds of port 
workers, residents, community members, 
and other environment and health advocates 
gathered to rally against the project. They 
testified that it would increase pollution, noise 
and traffic, further impacting heavily polluted 
communities in the cities of Long Beach, 
Carson and Wilmington. 

CCA has mobilized workers whose jobs are 
threatened by the SCIG project, as well as 
medical professionals concerned over its potential 
health impacts. We continue to work with 
these allies and the port to stand up for clean 
technology, clean air, and community protections.

Shipping Clean
The shipping industry was hit hard by the 
economic recession, but growth is rapidly 
returning. Shipping lanes are again filling up, 
and cargo traffic is rising. As the economic 
engine of port trade returns to full speed, it 
must run on clean fuel to ensure long-term 
environmental benefits, economic stability 
and security. 

In 2011, CCA released Shipping Clean, Growing 
Green: How companies are earning more by polluting 
less at California ports, a study on the economic 
benefits of clean air policies. It illustrates how 
regulations to reduce GHGs have created a 
market for technologies, innovation and growth 
in the port and freight transport sector.

Deputy Director of Campaigns Luis 
Cabrales presented the report’s findings at 
a White House roundtable during National 
Transportation Week 2011, when he was 
honored as a “Champion of Change.”
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Speeding Ships
The ARB has continually delayed a vital 
regulation that would set speed limits for ships 
along the California coast, slashing harmful 
air pollution and helping our state meet vital 
pollution-reduction goals. It would also reduce 
the risk of ships fatally striking whales.

Building on our ongoing advocacy toward the 
ARB, in 2011 CCA launched an online petition 
calling for a strong rule that would:

•	 Set a mandatory speed limit of 10-12 knots 
•	 Regulate all ships, not just those destined for 

a major port 
•	 Delineate a 40-nautical-mile zone for the 

entire California coast

Change.org selected our petition for broadcast 
among its entire membership. By the end of 2011, 
the number of signatures approached 4,000; that 
number grows still.

After presenting the signatures to the ARB, 
the governing board committed to completing 
a long-stalled technical assessment of speed 
limits, starting in 2011. CCA continues to track 
progress and inform our coalition of doctors and 
wildlife defenders.



Air pollution causes 

19,000 
premature deaths 

a year in California

Who is affected by air pollution?

Our 
parents

Coarse particulate matter 
in the air accelerates 

cognitive decline, 
especially in 

older women



Driving Clean 
Transportation

Advancing vehicles in California and beyond

current 
campaigns 
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Advancing Clean Cars
In 2002, California passed the Clean Cars Law. 
Co-sponsored by CCA, the law set regulations 
to reduce global warming pollution 30 percent 
(compared to 2002 levels) by 2016. Thirteen 
other states and the District of Columbia—
which together comprise more than 40% of the 
U.S. vehicle market—soon moved to adopt the 
California program. 

This progress was set back when the 
automotive industry challenged the California 
law in court. Additionally, the Bush 
administration denied the waiver needed 
under the Clean Air Act for California and 
other states to implement the standards. 

In 2009, at President Obama’s urging, the U.S. 
EPA finally granted the waiver. Seven years after 
adopting the Clean Cars Law, California and 
other states would be allowed to implement it. By 
the end of the year, the Obama administration 
announced plans for the creation of a single, 
national fuel economy and auto emissions 
program based on the California standards. 

In April 2011, Obama announced the first 
federal auto emission standards, which raise 
fuel economy and cut greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions for 2012-16 model year cars and 
trucks. Upping the ante in May, the second 
round established standards for cars and light 
trucks starting in 2017, and for medium- and 
heavy-duty trucks from 2014-18. The latter 
aspect was particularly noteworthy, as the federal 
government had never before set standards for 
medium- and heavy-duty trucks. 

Nidia Bautista, CCA policy director, watched 
eagerly from her seat in the White House Rose 
Garden during Obama’s May announcement. 
CCA was one of the few environmental 
organizations invited to attend this historic event.

In 2011, we continued to work with 
regularatory agencies and stakeholders 
to ensure the strongest possible emission 
standards at both the state and federal levels.

Our efforts paid off. In early 2012, CCA 
secured the adoption of advanced clean 
cars standards for new California vehicles 
beyond 2017, with the goal of reducing GHG 
emissions 80% by 2050. We provided technical 
assistance to address the use of a zero-emission 
vehicle (ZEV) credit system and ways to D
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incentivize advanced vehicle technology—
methods that were ultimately included in the 
new standards.

To encourage adoption of these measures, CCA 
garnered the support of myriad public figures 
and organizations across the state. In the San 
Joaquin Valley in particular, we secured the 
sign-on of multiple chambers of commerce, city 
governments, elected officials, and environmental 
groups. This strong endorsement—from an area 
so afflicted by transportation-related pollution—
proved invaluable to the clean car cause. 

“ CCA is greatly encouraged by 
this progress, and we are honored 
to be recognized by the Obama 
administration for our historical role 
and continued efforts in advancing 
cleaner transportation. Today’s action 
serves as further testament to the far-
reaching effects of our work. ”

—Nidia Bautista, attending the Rose 
Garden announcement of new 

federal automotive standards Above: President Obama announces 
2011 federal auto standards.

Below: Nidia Bautista with U.S. EPA Administrator 
Lisa Jackson in the White House Rose Garden.
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Among the key findings is the high level of lead 
emissions from aviation gasoline, which is used 
in piston-engine, normally non-commercial 
aircraft that frequent general aviation 
airports. These emissions pose a health risk to 
approximately 3 million children and 16 million 
adults who live or attend school near the almost 
20,000 U.S. airports frequented by piston-
engine aircraft. 

The report was timely, coming just as the 
U.S. EPA announced that it would consider 
starting a rulemaking on Lead Emissions 
from Piston-Engine Aircraft Using Leaded 
Aviation Gasoline. CCA showed  support of 
such a rulemaking and will continue to track 
this process and advocate for measures that will 
protect communities near airports.
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Clean Commuting
Perhaps even more important than addressing 
the kinds of vehicles we drive, is getting 
Californians to drive less. Commuting to work is 
not only a daily grind; it’s also a major source of 
pollution in our state. In fact, studies show that 
up to half of our exposure to dangerous “ultrafine” 
air pollution occurs during our daily commutes. 

CCA examined this issue in its 2009 report, 
Getting to Work: Your Clean Air Commute. 
Since then, we have won victories that promote 
alternative commutes in both Southern 
California and the Central Valley, where 
air quality regulations now encourage large 
employers to offer their employees commuting 
alternatives, such as telecommuting, ridesharing 
and transit passes. 

Central Valley
In 2009, CCA led the advocacy that resulted 
in the Valley’s first-ever Commute Reduction 
regulation, known as e-TRIP. The rule applies to 
employers with 100 or more eligible employees. 
The program will finally roll out in 2012, with 
many companies designing their programs and 
promoting them to their employees. The Valley 
Air District is developing resources to implement 
the e-TRIP, such as a Healthy Air Living 
telecommuting resource book. 

Southern California
In 2011, CCA won improved incentives for 
clean air commuting that have the potential 
to reach more than 375,000 workers at 1,500 
worksites. After more than a year of debate, the 
Southern California Air Quality Management 
District (AQMD) agreed to amend its Employer 
Commute Reduction Program, (Rule 2202), 
which had not been updated for seven years. 

Rule 2202 covers worksites with more than 250 
employees, all of which are required to pay a 
fee and/or offer a commuter program. CCA’s 
advocacy led to amendments that strengthen this 
program: prompting employers to follow the law 
when required to pay the value of a parking space 
to workers who instead choose a clean commute; 
rewarding cleaner technologies by raising the 
bar for vehicle subsidies; and strengthening the 
AQMD’s definition of telecommuting to broaden 
its availability to workers.

The Plane Truth
Aviation is one of the most energy intensive and 
polluting modes of transportation. Air pollution 
emissions from the aviation sector are likely to 
increase by 140-200 percent by 2025, unless 
aggressive actions are taken to control and reduce 
aviation‘s environmental footprint.

In 2010, CCA collaborated with UCLA 
graduate Colleen Callahan to publish “The 
Plane Truth: Air Quality Impacts of Airport 
Operations and Strategies for Sustainability,” a 
case study of the Los Angeles World Airports. 
It serves as a first step for community advocates 
to develop a campaign to reduce air pollution 
from airports in the Los Angeles region. The 
report also highlights serious air pollution 
problems that impact thousands of communities 
across the country.

CO2 emissions per passenger
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for some protective provisions that the board 
ultimately included, resulting in a final decision 
that was much less egregious than would 
otherwise have been. Fortunately, the overall 
outcome is that the landmark diesel rules for 
trucks and buses remain largely intact. We 
continue to be vigilant in defending them against 
polluting industry interests.

Los Angeles Clean Fleets

The Los Angeles area has experienced some major 
milestones in cutting diesel pollution, thanks in 
no small part to the efforts of CCA.

In 2010, the AQMD approved an expedited 
five-year timeline for trash companies to replace 
their diesel-fueled trucks with alternative fuel 
vehicles. About 2,900 diesel refuse trucks will be 
replaced by alternative fuel vehicles, eliminating 
approximately 119,200 tons of GHG emissions 
and reducing nitrogen oxide emissions by 576 
tons per year. CCA helped strengthen this rule to 
ensure compliance plans and faster conversion to 
cleaner trucks. 

The following year, the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
retired its last diesel-fueled bus, becoming the 
first major transit agency in the world to operate 

Ditching Dirty Diesel

Landmark Rules Defended

Each year in California, diesel pollution leads 
to thousands of premature deaths, cases of 
cardiovascular and respiratory illness, and 
hospital admissions, costing Californians tens 
of billions of dollars annually. The bulk of this 
pollution comes from trucks, buses, trains and 
construction equipment that spew tons of sooty 
diesel exhaust into the air each day.

ARB regulates most of these sources. But under 
siege from industry lobbyists who took advantage 
of the economic recession, the board voted in 
late 2010 to roll back some of the protections 
they had adopted in 2008, which CCA had 
championed. The amendments delayed the 
deadline for businesses to retrofit their truck and 
bus fleets, allowing these vehicles to continue un-
checked for four extra years.

Leading up to the decision, CCA worked closely 
with our allies and mobilized business and 
community members, who spoke out about the 
proposed changes as excessive and damaging 
to public health. We also co-authored a timely 
op-ed with retrofit manufacturers. We called 
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“ The brunt of the pollution burden 

will be felt by the low-income 
communities living near major 
highways, agricultural areas and 
industrial centers. ”

—Elizabeth Jonasson, “California 
Postpones Its Diesel-Emission 

Standards,” Associated Press, 12/17/10

“ Not only is this an important step 
for air quality, it sets the bar for other 
transportation agencies to follow. Now 
when an MTA bus pulls up, you don’t 
run away anymore from the huge cloud 
of exhaust. ”

—Joe Lyou, “Diesel era ends for MTA buses,” 
Los Angeles Times, 1/13/11

an entirely clean-air bus fleet. The agency’s 
transition to cleaner operations began in 1993, 
after years of advocacy by CCA. Metro is the 
second-largest public transit bus operator in the 
United States, with a massive 2,227-vehicle fleet 
that logs nearly 400 million passenger trips and 
almost 1.5 billion miles annually. Compared 
with diesel buses, Metro’s new fleet reduces 
cancer-causing soot by more than 80% and GHG 
emissions by nearly 300,000 pounds.

At the 2011 California Air Quality Awards, 
CCA honored Metro for successfully becoming 
the first major transit agency in the world to 
operate entirely on clean-fuel buses. 
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Air Toxics
CCA has advocated for years to ban volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs) and other harmful 
airborne chemicals from the products that 
Californians use at home and in the workplace. 

VOCs are toxic emissions produced by many 
consumer and industrial products, including 
paint thinners, multipurpose solvents and 
household cleaners. They are known to trigger 
asthma attacks and cause dizziness, nausea and 
even cancer. And while consumers may not 
draw a connection between household cleaning 
products and smog, the cumulative use of these 
products by more than 39 million Californians 
results in significant emissions.

Cleaning Products Get Cleaner

In 2010, the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (AQMD) again proposed 
exemption of Dimethyl carbonate (DMC)—a 
known VOC and developmental toxin—for 
use in paint thinners and solvents. CCA and 

our allies came to the rescue, further educating 
committee members and upholding the argument 
that DMC poses a toxic pollution risk in our 
communities and workplaces. The AQMD 
ultimately rejected the proposal, signifying 
another win for clean air.

Statewide, CCA helped get additional toxic 
emissions banned from consumer products 
in 2010. The California Air Resources Board 
(ARB) adopted new limits on VOCs from 11 
different categories of cleaning products. The 
regulation also banned three toxic chemicals—
methylene chloride, perchloroethylene (“perc”) 
and trichloroethylene—from use in several of the 
product categories. In all, about 2,000 household 
cleaning products will be reformulated by 2014. 
The emissions reduced will be equivalent to 
taking 500,000 cars off the road. 

Broad Strokes Cut Paint Chemicals

In June 2010, CCA Deputy Director of 
Campaigns Luis Cabrales addressed the AQMD, 
asking the board to stand its ground on standards 
for paint thinners and solvents. If industry 
representatives had their way, implementation 
would have been delayed; but we successfully 
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defended our victory, and the results were even 
better than expected!

The paint and solvent industries took the AQMD 
to court and attempted to delay implementation 
of strict VOC limits on all paint thinners 
and multi-purpose solvents sold in Southern 
California. CCA mobilized advocates and 
workers—including Pedro Guzman, a car wash 
worker with adult onset of asthma and hands 
burned by solvents used on the job—to testify on 
the importance of the limits. 

The AQMD board agreed to a planned 
implementation date of January 1, 2011. This 
action further reduces approximately 3,550 
tons of dangerous pollutants from consumer 
paint thinners and multi-purpose solvents. 
Furthermore, Chairman Dr. William Burke 
echoed Guzman’s comments and directed his 
staff to investigate what could be done to abate 
the impacts of industrial products on the workers 
who use them each day.

The following year, the AQMD updated a 1977 
standard for chemicals in paints to further 
reduce smog-forming emissions from home 
and architectural paints. Millions of workers 
and consumers use these paints every day, 
unknowingly exposing themselves to hormone 
disruptors and toxic chemicals. When it takes 
effect in 2014, the stronger rule will eliminate 4.4 
tons per day of health-threatening emissions in 
the South Coast alone.

“This is the first time, and the only place in 
the country, that these chemicals have been 
banned from paints,” said Luis Cabrales, CCA 
Deputy Director of Campaigns, to the AQMD 
governing board.

CCA will continue to work with regulators and 
our allies to make sure other local, state and 
national agencies emulate this new standard to 
protect workers and residents everywhere.

“ A lot of times we work to clean up 
emissions from machines the average 
person would never see, but this 
is something that would affect the 
products we use every day in our 
homes. It’s a double benefit because 
we get improved indoor air quality 
making products safer for the home 
user, but we also get improved outdoor 
air quality. ”

—Candice Kim, “California air board curbs 
household cleaning pollution,” Los Angeles 

Times, 11/19/10
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National Ozone Standards
In 2010, the U.S. EPA proposed to strengthen 
the national Clean Air Act health standard for 
ground-level ozone, a primary component of 
smog. The proposed revisions were based on 
scientific evidence about ozone and its effects on 
people and sensitive trees and plants. 

CCA submitted formal comments and testified 
at a Sacramento hearing on this proposal, 
supporting strong standards that provide the 
most protections for the health of Americans. 
Ground-level ozone exposure can seriously harm 
our respiratory symptoms, aggravating asthma 
and other diseases, and increasing the risk of 
premature death from heart or lung disease. 

In addition to the extreme health hazard, there 
is an economic one as well, resulting from 
missed work and school days, hospitalizations, 
emergency room visits, and medication for 
those suffering. We urged the EPA to ensure 
a decision grounded in the best science. 
Subsequently, EPA Administrator Jackson 
called for further input from the Clean Air 
Scientific Advisory Committee.

Though the EPA was committed to updating 
the ozone standard in 2011, President Obama 
officially announced a delay on the decision. He 
cited the strained economy, even though his 
administration’s own economic analysis showed 
that new smog standards would save lives and 
billions of dollars. 

The delay also creates enormous uncertainty 
for those investing in our green economy. 
CCA issued a press release to this effect; we 
also mobilized our members to take action 
by contacting the White House with their 
comments. As it stands, the standard will be 
revisited in 2013.
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“ It comes down to a question of who 
pays—our children, grandparents, 
asthmatics and those living in our 
most polluted communities, or those 
responsible for creating the pollution in 
the first place. ”
—Dr. Joseph Lyou, CCA press release, 9/2/11

Dry Cleaning
CCA worked throughout the last decade to ban 
perc—a toxic chemical used in dry cleaning—
from use in California. We achieved this in 
2007, when the ARB adopted the Airborne 
Toxic Control Measure and ours became the 
first state to ban perc. All cleaners must phase 
it out by 2023; many have already adopted 
alternative technologies.

In 2011, the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) also adopted this ban for most 
parts of California, replacing its less-stringent 
federal law for the state. This avoids dual 
regulation and ensures that the rule is enforceable 
by the federal EPA in California. The only 
California region not affected by this regulation 
falls under the jurisdiction of the AQMD, which 
is applying for EPA approval of its own perc ban.

Perc, a liquid solvent, is considered a hazardous 
air pollutant under the Clean Air Act. Studies 
have identified it as a possible human carcinogen 
that can cause liver and kidney damage in 
rodents. Banning perc is important for the health 
of workers and consumers, and the adoption of 
the rule at a federal level is promising for other 
states that seek the same protections.
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Los Angeles Energy

Ending L.A.’s Coal Addiction

Antonio Villaraigosa has long had a vision of 
making Los Angeles the cleanest major city 
in the nation. During his first run for office, 
he set a goal of drawing 20% of L.A.’s power 
from clean, renewable sources by 2010. This 
would be accomplished in large part by the 
Pine Tree Wind Power Plant—the nation’s 
largest municipally-owned wind farm—in the 
Tehachapi Mountains. The rest would be drawn 
from hydro-electric power, geothermal, biofuels 
and solar.

Promising as these plans were, market 
confidence was shaken in late 2009 when the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 
(DWP) announced that a large-scale solar 
energy project underway in Niland, California, 
had been canceled. To bolster the city’s clean 
energy goals, CCA mobilized its members to 
write letters urging the utility to keep solar 
energy plans on track. 

Despite stumbling blocks, by the end of 2010, 
Los Angeles had met its goal. The result was 
equivalent to removing 750,000 homes from the 
grid each year. 

CCA’s Joe Lyou has been calling for further 
air quality protections. “The consequences 
of air pollution are much worse than we had 
ever assumed, and as a result, our standards 
are getting more stringent,” he said. “So this 
goal is not only something that we have to 
try to achieve; it’s something that we must 
achieve if we’re going to protect public health 
and the environment.” 

The mayor heeded that call by upping the ante 
to 40% renewable sources and a coal-free power 
supply by 2020. 

“DWP’s energy costs are rising, and dirty and 
dangerous fuel sources like coal subject DWP 
customers to big price increases in the future,” 
said CCA’s Martin Schlageter in a press release 
that supported the city’s plan. 

Indeed, the long-term success of Los Angeles’ 
efforts remains in the balance. A number of the 
renewables in the DWP portfolio are relatively 
short-term contracts. Without further investment, 
the 20% goal could fall to as low as 13% in the 
next couple of years. To offset rising fossil fuel 
and operational costs and to facilitate further 
development of solar and renewable power, the 
DWP must update its revenue structure and 
increase power rates. 
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CCA supports aggressive energy conservation 
goals to help manage electricity bills, 
recognizing that rates may increase to pursue 
clean energy goals.

L.A. Metro Goes Renewable

With a 1,433-mile area and 2,000 properties, 
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) operates the 
third-largest (by ridership) public transportation 
system in the country. It uses approximately $26 
million in electricity each year.

In 2011, the agency established a landmark 
renewable energy policy, which CCA helped 
to shape. The policy calls for pilot projects to 
integrate renewable energy on transit facilities; 
investigation of the energy generation potential 
on Metro properties; and incorporation of 
renewable energy into new construction of 
transit projects.

“With this policy, Metro is on a clean and smart 
road to renewable energy. It will be good for the 
environment and the bottom line,” said CCA’s 
Martin Schlageter in a press release.

“ We’re putting the long-term 
investments in place now to make 
sure that we’re reaping the rewards 
of cleaner, more renewable, more 
sustainable energy later. ”

—Martin Schlageter, Which 
Way, L.A.?, KCRW, 3/30/10
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San Joaquin Valley

Mitigating Sprawl

The San Joaquin Valley has historically 
encouraged sprawling development that leaves 
little leeway for residents to live without a car—a 
detrimental practice for a region with some of the 
worst air pollution in the nation. 

In 2005, CCA successfully secured a 
groundbreaking program to mitigate emissions 
from increased traffic of new land development 
projects. Known as the Indirect Source Rule 
(ISR), it is a predecessor to efforts such as SB 375, 
which addresses pollution resulting from poor 
land use. 

The ISR requires development projects to include 
mitigation actions, such as increased bike paths, 
solar energy, and cleaner construction equipment. 
When emissions aren’t mitigated to their target 
reductions, project developers pay fees to help 
offset emissions.

The National Association of Home Builders 
challenged the ISR from the beginning. It was 
subsequently tied up in state and federal courts 
until late 2010, when the Ninth Circuit ruled 
to uphold it. CCA joined the Air District, the 
Sierra Club and the Environmental Defense 
Fund in the rule’s defense. A final decision came 
in 2011 when the U.S. Supreme Court rejected 
a request by the homebuilders’ association to 
review the case. As such, the lower court’s 
decision stands.

A Seat at the Table

In a region so plagued by air pollution and yet 
often without cooperative representation, it 
is imperative that we place credible, forward-
thinking advocates within the presiding air 
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agencies and other decision-making bodies. One 
such advocate is Fresno Councilmember Oliver 
L. Baines III, who was appointed to the San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
(APCD) governing board, due in no small part 
to CCA’s advocacy.

We have also put significant effort in the last 
decade toward getting a doctor onto the APCD 
and the ARB. Finally, in late 2011, Alexander 
Sherriffs, M.D., was appointed to both agencies. 
A family physician and Valley resident since 
1978, he serves the small, primarily Hispanic 
community of Fowler; and as a founding 
member of the Fresno-Madera Medical 
Society’s air quality group, he is a longtime air 
quality advocate.

CCA has won its own seat at the table with 
various decision-making bodies in the region. 
Elizabeth Jonasson, campaign/outreach associate 
in the Fresno office, was appointed to the 
Measure C Citizen’s Oversight Committee, 
which reviews projected revenues created by 
the voter-approved sales tax; the District 1 
Implementation Committee, which advises 
on development applications for the Planning 
Commission and Council; and the SB 375 Task 
Force, which guides target-setting for the land 
use and transportation planning law.

ARB board chairman Mary Nichols 
swears in Dr. Alexander Sherriffs

“ Dr. Sherriffs has seen first-hand 
the effects of air pollution on his 
patients’ health. His knowledge and 
experience will be a valuable asset on 
both air boards, which are crucial in 
ensuring public health in the Valley and 
throughout California. ”

—CCA’s Elizabeth Jonasson, 
CCA press release, 11/21/11
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10  years
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Attaining blue skies doesn’t happen alone. We 
must recruit and engage new allies to build broad 
community support. Several times a year, we 
bring together environmentalists, community 
activists and concerned citizens from all corners 
of the state. We provide them with knowledge, 
resources and contacts to strengthen the fight 
against dirty air in neighborhoods across 
California. These are just a few of the valuable 
events that your support made possible:

CVAQ 8th Annual Clean Air Action Day
Each year, the Central Valley Air Quality 
Coalition (CVAQ ) brings hundreds of Valley 
residents to Sacramento to meet with their 
legislators and talk about the air quality issues 
affecting their region and the state. Activists from 
as far as Kern County came together for training 
sessions led by CCA and other organizations, 
followed by a press conference on the Capitol 
steps and visits with legislative offices in the 
Senate and Assembly. 

Activist Trainings

Training the Trainers
CCA co-organized a series of four activist training 
events across the state in 2011. The workshops 
covered techniques for organizing, campaign 
planning, volunteer recruitment, working with the 
media, and winning powerful community allies. 
Activists also had the chance to connect and share 
ideas with others.

Clean Air Roundtable
Each January, CCA hosts the annual Clean Air 
Roundtable in Sacramento. Participants from more 
than 35 environmental organizations and coalitions 
across the country attend this daylong session to 
network, strategize and exchange ideas with fellow 
clean air advocates. Guest speakers included Kip 
Lipper, chief consultant to Senate President pro 
Tem Darrell Steinberg.

Environmental Health 
Legislative Conference
CCA hosted the 8th Annual Environmental 
Health Legislative Conference, held in Sacramento, 
for fellow environmental health advocates. With 
more than 100 participants from across California, 
the two-day event offered diverse trainings in 
campaigns and the legislative process, as well as 
meetings with elected officials. Attendees enjoyed 
a morning address by Assemblymember Kevin De 
León and a surprise appearance by Senate President 
pro Tem Darrell Steinberg.

Clean Air Roundtable attendees network 
and socialize between sessions

Clean Air Action Day activists gather 
on the steps of the state capitol

CCA’s Nidia Bautista leads a morning workshop at 
the Environmental Health Legislative Conference

Assemblymember Kevin De León gives a 
morning address at the Environmental 

Health Legislative Conference
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Inside CCA
40th Anniversary
2011 marked CCA’s 40th anniversary, and we 
celebrated all year long. In the spring, board 
and staff from CCA’s past and present gathered 
for a 40th Anniversary Reunion, where they 
shared memorabilia and stories about the old 
days of activism. It was inspiring to hear of the 
victories and challenges taken on by the original 

“smog fighters” who started CCA—before 
environmentalism was en vogue.

The anniversary theme carried over into the 
summer with our 40th Anniversary Bash, where we 
presented our California Air Quality Awards, more 
than 350 of the brightest air quality luminaries 
came from across the state to toast champagne 
and commemorate our four decades of progress. 
Awards were given to Senator Kevin de León, 
Ed Begley Jr., and the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro).

And we added a special twist to our signature fall 
event in Sacramento, A Toast to Clearing the Air, 
when some of the state’s foremost regulators and 
legislators took the stage for a musical parody on 
the fight for clean air.

Assemblymember Ben Hueso gave a jaw-
dropping solo performance on piano, with his 
own version of The Police’s “Every Breath You 
Take.” Assemblymembers Fiona Ma and Betsy 

Welcome Joe!
Joseph K. Lyou, Ph.D., a highly regarded leader 
in the California environmental movement, joined 
CCA as President & CEO in September 2010. 
Lyou has more than 20 years of experience in 
air advocacy, from both the science and policy 
sides. He has been appointed by both Governors 
Schwarzenegger and Brown to the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District Governing 
Board, and he serves on many regional and 
statewide advisory committees. Lyou’s dedication 
and expertise in air quality have proven essential in 
strengthening our organization.

Website launch
CCA’s new website lends a more aesthetically 
pleasing and professional appearance, and the 
reorganization makes it easier for users to navigate 
our information-packed site. 

Headquarters move
Still located in the heart of downtown, CCA’s 
office at 800 Wilshire Blvd. offers both an 
improved work environment and lower overhead.

Butler pleaded for California polluters to “Stop! In 
the Name of Lungs!”  Assemblymembers Roger 
Hernandez and Jerry Hill spoofed The Beatles, 
answering “so you say you want a revolution” 
with “you gotta reduce air pollution”; and for the 
grand finale, the Mother Superior of California 
air quality—California Air Resources Board 
Chairman Mary Nichols—crooned “Climb Every 
Staircase,” declaring that the hills are alive with the 
promise of clean air!

Above: Former staff members Sabrina Schiller and 
Mark Abramowitz show off original Smog Check logo 

sketches at our 40th Anniversary Reunion

Right: CCA President & CEO Joseph Lyou addresses 
friends, family and colleagues at a reception held in 

his honor at Los Angeles City Hall.
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How we use your support
We rely on the generosity of foundations, 
corportation and individual donors to support 
our vision of clean air for all Californians. Of 
every dollar raised, 83% goes directly to fund our 
programmatic work to protect the air you breathe.

Operating support and revenue of $1,910,216 was 
used to pay for current operations during fiscal year 

2010-11 audited 
Financials

July 1, 2010 - June 30, 2011. Approximately 95% of 
CCA’s revenue was generated by grant income and 
contributions from individuals and organizations. 
Restricted operating support and revenue from 
foundation grants of $749,310 represents multi-year 
grants and pledges for use in future years.

Expenditures on program and supporting services 
totaled $265,189 in the 2010-11 fiscal year. 

Visit ccair.org to view our latest Form 990.

Expenses  $1,265,189

Fundraising

General & administrative

Program

Revenue  $1,910,216

Contributions

Grants

Investment Income

Other revenue
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Supporters
CCA thanks the following individuals, 
organizations, companies and foundations for their 
critical support of our work in 2010 and 2011: 

$50,000 and above
California Wellness Foundation
Clean Energy Fuels
Energy Foundation
Marisla Foundation
William and Flora Hewlett Foundation

$25,000 - $49,999
Edison	International		•		Gas	Company		
•		Pacific	Gas	&	Electric	Company		•		
Sempra	Energy	Utility		•		Southern	
California	Edison		•		Warner	Bros.		•		
Western States Wholesale

$10,000 - $24,999
Alston	&	Bird	LLP		•		Barbara	Goldenberg		
•		California	Cartage	Company	Inc.		•		City	
of	Los	Angeles		•		Gladstein,	Neandross	&	
Associates		•		Navistar,	Inc.		•		United	Parcel	
Service		•		Walt	Disney	Company		•		Westport	
Innovations		•		Zolla	Family	Foundation

$5,000 - $9,999
Alison	Carlson	&	J.	Burbank	III		•		Better	World	
Group,	Inc.		•		BP		•		City	of	Burbank	Water	and	
Power		•		Craton	Equity	Partners		•		Daryl-Lynn	
Roberts		•		Fox	Entertainment	Group		•		Fueling	
California		•		Hydrogen	Energy	International	LLC		

•		Jamie	B.	Knapp	&	Rick	Palkovic		•		Latham	&	
Watkins,	LLP		•		Marcia	&	Lynn	Morris	McQuern		
•		Mayer	Brown			•		Metropolitan	Transportation	
Authority		•		Nissan	North	America,	Inc.		•		
Paramount	Pictures	Group		•		Paul	Hastings,	LLP		•		
Waste Management

$1,000 - $4,999
ADEPT	Group,	Inc		•		Adriano	Martinez		•		Air	
Products	&	Chemicals,	Inc.		•		Ari	Swiller		•		
BrightSource	Energy,	Inc		•		California	Electric	
Transportation	Coalition		•		California	Emissions	
Testing		•		California	Fuel	Cell	Partnership		•		Clean	
Power	Campaign		•		Daimler	Trucks	NA	LLC		•		Deidre	
Sanders		•		Department	of	Water	and	Power		•		Diana	
Ingram		•		Ed	Begley	Jr.	&	Rachelle	Carson-Begley		
•		Encana		•		Erik	Neandross		•		Felix	Oduyemi		•		
Food	and	Water	Watch		•		Foothill	Transit		•		Granite	
Construction		•		Green	Wish		•		Inland	Group		•		
International	Council	on	Clean	Transportation		•		
Jean	Roggenkamp		•		Joseph	Kotzin		•		Keesal,	Young	
&	Logan		•		Los	Angeles	Freightliner		•		Marquis	
Productions,	LLC		•		Mercedes-Benz	Research	and	
Development		•		MidAmerican	Energy	Holdings	
Company		•		NBC	Universal		•		NextEra	Energy	
Resources	LLC		•		Nichole	Tyerman		•		OPower,	Inc.		•		
Peter	H.	Weiner		•		Pfizer		•		Pharmaceutical	Research	
and	Manufactuers	of	America		•		Progressive	Strategy	
Partners		•		Public	Policy	Advocates		•		Ralph	B.	&	
Mary	Elizabeth	Perry	III		•		Riverside	Public	Utilities		•		
Robert	Group		•		Sacramento	Metropolitan	Air	Quality	
Management	District		•		Shell	Oil	Company		•		Trillium	
USA,	LLC		•		United	States	Treasury		•		V.	John	White		
•		Verizon	Wireless		•		Wade	Greene

$500 - $999
Adi	Liberman		•		Cater	Communications		•		City	of	Long	
Beach		•		Diane	Wittenberg	&	David	Minning		•		Don	
Henley		•		Environmental	Defense	Fund		•		Gary	&	Beth	
Perlman		•		International	Council	for	Local	Environmental	
Initiatives		•		Lozeau	Drury,	LLP		•		Majorie	Klayman		

•		Marathon	Communications,	Inc.		•		Mary	Bucholtz		
•		Michael	Antonovich		•		Patricia	Alvarez-Sahagun		•		
Reconnecting	America		•		Shannon	McCully

$100 - $499 
A-1	Auto	Service	Center		•		Allen	Franz		•		Bernard	and	Jane	
von	Bothmer	Foundation		•		Blythe	Danner		•		Bob	&	Sabrina	
Schiller		•		Brandi	Carranza		•		Bruce	&	Ellen	Lederman		•		
Buffalo	Exchange		•		California	Council	for	Environmental	
and	Economic	Balance		•		California	Environmental	Associates		
•		California	League	of	Conservation	Voters		•		California	
League	Of	Women	Voters		•		Charles	D.	Field		•		Clark-Karras	
Property		•		Comverge		•		Cori	Traub		•		David	Beebe		•		Dean	
Bochner		•		Dean	Taylor		•		Dorian	Hearing		•		Doug	Linney		•		
Dr.	David	&	Linda	Mesna		•		Dr.	Joan	E.	Denton		•		Dr.	John	
&	Theresa	Miller		•		Eric	Fonstein		•		Felicia	Marcus		•		Ford	
Motor	Company		•		Frances	Tibbits		•		Frank	&	Michelle	Vega		
•		Gary	Gero		•		Gary	Polakovic		•		George	Minter		•		Gibson,	
Dunn	&	Crutcher	LLP		•		Gideon	Kracov	&	Misty	Sanford		•		
Global	Green		USA		•		Helen	&	Eli	Comay		•		Helena	Roeber		•		
Henry	Wedaa		•		Hunter	Lovins		•		Intuit	Foundation		•		Jacob	
&	Leslie	Adams		•		James	&	Caroline	McManus		•		James	N.	
Pitts	Jr.	&	Barbara	J.	Finlayson-Pitts		•		Jan	Pollard		•		Jane	Block		
•		Jennifer	Stettner		•		Jerry	Givens		•		Jessica	Coleman		•		Jim	
&	Carole	Bradley		•		John	Fentis		•		Jonathan	Parfrey		•		Judith	
Hildinger		•		Juliette	Anthony		•		Justin	Malan		•		Katharine	L.	
King		•		Lee	Andrews	Group		•		Lillian	Kawasaki		•		Lise	Paul		•		
Los	Angeles	Alliance	for	a	New	Economy		•		Mara	Burstein		•		
Maria	A.	Blasco		•		Mark	Abramowitz		•		Marlene	&	Marshall	
Grossman		•		Martha	Yee		•		Michael	and	Theresa	Gonzales		•		
Michele	Prichard		•		Nancy	Pfeffer		•		Natural	Resources	Defense	
Council		•		Nixon	Peabody	LLP		•		Norma	Nava	Esq.		•		Paul	&	
Barbara	Wilson		•		Paul	Scott		•		Paul	Siegel		•		Pavley	for	Senate	
2012		•		Pepper	Edmiston		•		Physicians	for	Social	Responsibiliy	
-	LA		•		Rick	C.	Bennetts		•		Rowland	&	Dawn	Chase		•		Sandor	
Shapery		•		Sara	Rose		•		Terry	O’Day		•		United	Way	California	
Capital	Region		•		University	of	Southern	California		•		Vision	
Energy	Group,	Inc.		•		Wendi	Rothman		•		Wendy-Sue	Rosen		•		
Yvette Martinez Bracamonte

CCA recognizes the generous 
contributions made possible by:

Corporate employee giving programs
Edison	International		•		IBM		•		Pacific	Gas	&	Electric	
Company		•		United	Health	Group		•		United	Way
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CCA relies on the generous support of people 
like you to fund our vital work. There are many 
ways you can give to ensure a future of clean, 
healthy air in California. We encourage you to 
consider the following options:

Membership
When you join CCA, you will be welcomed into a 
family of passionate individuals concerned with the 
future of our most precious natural resource: the air 
we breathe. With your membership, you’ll receive 
our periodic newsletter and discounts to CCA 
events. New members will also receive a special 
tote bag. 

Monthly giving
Our monthly giving is paperless and provides a 
stable flow of support for our work to restore clean, 
healthy air to California. When you give to CCA, 
you have the option to sign up for our monthly 
giving program. 

Gifts in honor/memory
Honor your friends, family or the memory of 
a loved one with a contribution to CCA. We 
will send a personalized acknowledgment to the 
individual or family being honored. 

Ways to give
Workplace giving
Workplace giving programs empower employees 
to give to the charity of their choice, often through 
automatic payroll deductions. Many employers 
even match individual gifts, doubling or tripling 
your impact with every contribution. Be sure to 
check with your human resources department 
about the details of your workplace giving program. 

Stock gifts
Giving stock that has been held longer than one 
year allows you to avoid paying any capital gains 
tax that would otherwise be due. Furthermore, you 
can claim a charitable income tax deduction for 
the fair market value of the stock on the date it was 
transferred—not just what it was worth when you 
acquired it.

Planned giving
Remember us in your will. Leaving a legacy 
gift to CCA is an excellent way to ensure your 
commitment to clean air. 

In-kind donations
CCA welcomes in-kind gifts—such as printing, 
media, design and catering—for our programs 
and events. These budget-relieving donations help 
ensure our money is spent where it is needed most.  

Event sponsorships 
and tickets
CCA hosts a variety of fundraising events each 
year, from our annual awards luncheon to our 
regional A Toast to Clearing the Air reception 
series. Becoming an event sponsor is a great 
way to support CCA’s work while gaining 
community-wide recognition for your company 
or organization. 

More information
For questions about giving or sponsorship 
opportunities, please contact: 

Liz Ernst
liz@ccair.org
(213) 223–6872

“ I have supported 
CCA for more than 20 
years, simply because 
they achieve clean air 
for our state through 
fast and effective 
solutions. ” 

— Ed Begley Jr., 
environmental activist, actor and CCA board member
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www.ccair.org

Staff 

Joseph K. Lyou, Ph.D.
president & CEO

Nidia Bautista
policy director

Luis R. Cabrales 
deputy director of campaigns

Danielle DesRochers
office manager

Liz Ernst
development director

Monica Howe
communications & design manager

Elizabeth Jonasson 
campaign & outreach associate

Candice Kim
senior campaign associate

Nicole Nishimura
development associate

Contact 

Headquarters

800 Wilshire Blvd. 
Suite 1010 
Los Angeles, CA 90017          
(213) 223-6860

Sacramento

1107 9th Street 
Suite 830 
Sacramento, CA 95814     
(916) 498-1560

San Joaquin Valley

1140 North Van Ness Ave. 
Suite 105 
Fresno, CA 93728     
(559) 486-3279

Board of Directors 

Officers

Erik Neandross
board chair

Hal Snyder
treasurer

Directors

Ed Begley Jr.
John M. Fentis
Dario Frommer
Bruce MacRae
Marcia McQuern

Former board members who served 
during the 2009-11 fiscal years:

Patricia Alvarez-Sahagun
Diana Ingram
Jamie Knapp
Yvette Martinez

Todd Campbell
vice chair 

Victor Griego Jr.
secretary

Feliz Oduyemi
Gary Polakovic
Daryl-Lynn Roberts
Deidre Sanders
Peter Weiner


