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FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 

CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS 
 

TITLE 8:  Compressed Air Safety Orders and Appendices A and B 
and 

General Industry Safety Orders, New Article 154 
 

Transfer of Compressed Air Safety Orders 
Title 8 Reform Element 1, Part 1 

 
MODIFICATIONS AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS RESULTING FROM  

THE 45-DAY PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 
 
 
There are no modifications to the information contained in the Initial Statement of Reasons. 
 
Summary and Response to Oral and Written Comments: 
 
I.  Written Comments 
 
There were no written comments received. 
 
II.  Oral Comments
 
Oral comment received at the January 19, 2006 Public Hearing. 
 
Ms. Elizabeth Treanor, Phylmar Regulatory Roundtable 
Ms. Treanor stated that she supports the Title 8 reform project.  She stated that these safety 
orders are not of immediate concern to her organization and recognizes that they have been 
reorganized to make them more user friendly. 
 
The Board thanks Ms. Treanor for her support of the proposal. 
 
Ms. Judi Freyman, ORC Worldwide 
Ms. Freyman stated that her organization was involved in prompting the reorganization of these 
safety orders.  She commended Mr. Boersma’s work and supports the Board’s continued efforts 
on this reorganization.  
 
The Board thanks Ms. Freyman for her support of the proposal. 
 

ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS RELIED UPON

http://www.dir.ca.gov/oshsb


 
None. 
 
 

ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 
 
None. 
 
 

DETERMINATION OF MANDATE 
 
This standard does not impose a mandate on local agencies or school districts as indicated in the 
Initial Statement of Reasons. 
 
 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 
 
The Board invited interested persons to present statements or arguments with respect to 
alternatives to the proposed standard.  No alternative considered by the Board would be more 
effective in carrying out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be effective and 
less burdensome to affected private persons that the adopted action. 
 


