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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
S REGION IX

? 1 PRO 75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

DEC 192011

Richard Corey, Executive Officer
California Air Resources Board
10011 Street, P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

Re: Adequacy Status of South Coast PM2.5 Serious Area Plan Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets

Dear Mr. Corey:

We have found adequate for transportation conformity purposes certain motor vehicle
emissions budgets (MVEBs or “budgets”) for the 2006 fine particulate matter (PM25) National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) in the Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan for
the South Coast area (“2016 PM2.5 Plan” or “Plan”). Once our finding becomes effective, the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and the US. Department of
Transportation must use the adequate budgets in future transportation conformity analyses.

On April 27, 2017, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) submitted the 2016
PM2.5 Plan to the EPA as a revision to the California State Implementation Plan. Among other
things, the Plan includes demonstrations of reasonable further progress (RFP) and attainment of
the 2006 PM2.s NAAQS in the South Coast serious PM25 nonattainment area. The Plan identifies
MVEBs for directly-emitted PM2.5, nitrogen oxides (NOj, and volatile organic compounds
(VOCs) for the 2017 and 2020 RFP milestone years and for the 2019 attainment year. We
announced the availability of the Plan and related MVEBs on the EPA’s website on October 18,
2017, and requested public comment by November 17, 2017. We received no comments on the
budgets or Plan during this period.

This letter transmits our decision that the budgets for 2017 and 2019 contained in the
2016 PM2.5 PJan are adequate for transportation conformity decisions. These budgets are
consistent with the Plan’s RFP and attainment demonstrations for the 2017 milestone year and
2019 attainment year and are based on control measures that have already been adopted and
implemented. These budgets also meet the other adequacy criteria in 40 CFR 93.1 18(e)(4).
Consistent with the requirements set out in the EPA’s implementation rule for the PM2.s NAAQS
(see 81 FR 58010), the 2016 PM2.5 Plan contains RFP budgets for the post-attainment year of
2020. We are not taking any action on the 2020 budgets at this time. The adequate budgets are as
follows:
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Adequate Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets (Annual average tons per day)

Budget Year Directly emitted fine Nitrogen Oxides Volatile Organic

particulate matter (NOx) Compounds (VOC)

______________

(PM2.5) (tons per day)

2017 21 200 99

2019 20 169 83

We have detailed our adequacy findings in the enclosure. A copy of this letter and its

enclosure will soon be posted on the Internet at: https://www.epa.gov/state-and-local

transportation/state-implementation-plans-sip-submissions-epu-has-found-adcquate-or.

We will also announce the adequacy findings in the Federal Register. The findings will become

effective 15 days after the Federal Resister announcement pursuant to 40 CFR 93.118(0.

Pursuant to 40 CFR 93.104(e). within 2 years of the effective date of the adequacy finding,

the SCAG and the U.S. Department of Transportation will need to demonstrate conformity to the

new MVEBs if the demonstration has not already been made. For demonstrating conformity to the

MVEBs in the Plan, the motor vehicle emissions from implementation of the transportation plan
should be projected consistent with the budgets in the Plan, i.e., by taking each pollutant’s emissions

results from EMFAC2OJ4 and then rounding emissions up to the nearest whole number.

If you have any questions regarding these adequacy findings, please contact me at 415-

972-3851 or have your staff contact Anita Lee at (415)972-3956 orWienke Tax at (415) 947-

4192.

Sincerely,

Matthew J. Lakin
Acting Director, Air Division

Enclosure

cc: Wayne Nastri. Executive Officer, South Coast Air Quality Management District

Hasan Ikhiata, Executive Director, Southern California Association of Governments

Michael Morris, Federal Highway Administration
Ted Matley, Federal Transit Administration
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