
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco. CA 94105 

Richard W. Corey, Executive Officer 
California Air Resources Boa_rd 
1001 I Street, P.O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, California 95812 

JUL 2 5 ZOH 

Re: Adequa y Finding for Sacramento Ozone Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets 

We 1ave found adequate for transportation conformity purposes the motor vebicle emissions 
budgets (MVE.Bs) in the Sacramento RegiOf!{J/11-Hnur Ozone Atrainment Plan and Reasonable 
Further Progress Plan, Z0/3 SIP Revisions ("2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan} for the 1997 8-
hour ozone national ambient air quality standard (NAAQS). Our finding wiU be effective fifteen 
days after publication in the Federal Register. After the effective date, !he Sacramento Area 
Council of Governments (SACOG) and the U.S. Department ofTransportation must use these 
budgets in future confonn.ity analyses. 

The 2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan was adopted by the Sacramento Melfopolitan Air Quality 
Management District (SMAQMO) on September 26,2013. The California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) fonnally adopted the 2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan on November 21. 20 13. and 
submiued it to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on December 3 1. 20 13. 

The 2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan identifies MVEBs for the Sacramento Metro ozone 
nonattairunent area for oxides of nitrogen (NO,) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) for 
2014. 2017. aml2018. Wt: announct.:d n.:ct:ipt of the 2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan on EPA's 
website on May 20.2014. and requested public comment by June 19,2014, We did not receive 
any comment~ on the budget~ and 20 13 Sacramento Ozone Plan during the comment period. We 
will be acting on the 2013 Sacramento Ozone Phm in a subsequent Federal Register notice. 

This letter transmits our decision that the MVEBs in the 20 I J Sacramento Ozone Plan for the 
Sacramento ozone nonanainment area are adequa te for transportation conformity decisions. The 
adequate budgets nre listed in the following table. 

Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets in the 2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan 
(tons per day, average summer weekday) 

NOx T voc 
Budget Year 2014 2017 2018 I 2014 2017 2018 
tons l)el' day 49 39 37 23 18 17 



In reaching this decision, we have reviewed the 2013 Sacramento Ozone Plan, including 
responses to public comments on the plan, and have determined that the related MVEBs, when 
considered with all other emissions sources in the Sacramento Metro ozone nonattainment area, 
are consistent with applicable requirements for the area to attain the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS 
by its June 15,2019 attainment date. The budget$ also meet the· other adequacy criteria found in 
40 CFR 93.!18(e)(4). ' 

We have enclosed a table that summarizes our adequacy determination. We will soon post this 
information on the Internet at: http://www.epa.gov/otaq/stateresources/transconf/adequacy.htm. 
We will also announce this adequacy determination in the Federal Register. This determination 
will become effective fifteen days after the Federal Register announcement pursuant to 40 CFR 
93 . l l8(f). If you have any questions regarding this decision, pEease contact Kerry Drake at ( 415) 
947-4157 or John Ungvarsky at (415) 972-3963. 

Sincerely, 

Director, Air Division 

Enclosure 

cc: Lynn Terry, Deputy Executive Officer, CARB 
Larry Greene, Air Pollution Control Officer, SMAQMD 
Dave Johnston, Air Pollution Control Officer, EDCAQMD 
Christopher D. Brown, Air Pollution Control Officer, FRAQMD 
Tom Christotk, Air Pollution Control Officer, PCAPCD 
Mat Ehrhardt, Air Pollution Control Officer, YSAQMD 
Mike McKeever, Chief Executive Officer, SACOG 
Jermaine Hannon, Director of Program Development, FHWA-Califomia 
Ted Matley, Federal Transit Administration 
Rodney Tavitas, California Department of Transportation 



E~closnre 

Tr?nsportntion Confonnlty Adequncy Re•·iew 

Cantt·ol Stt·ategy State Implementation Plan (SIP} Under Review: s.w'<IIMIIfo Date of Sl P Revision Receipt by EPA: I 2/3 1113 
R~2.ionoi8-Hour O:om .~llaimn~nt PJt~n ""'' R~ttsonc:t>l.t F~rtlter Progress Plan 
(10 /J SIP i?<!visionsl 
Reviewers: John 1./ngvarsk)' Date: 6.10/ 1-1 

'J'ransportalian Revie\\ Crileria Is Criterion R~teren ~e in SIP DoeumenL'Commcnts 
Satisfied? 

Y'N 

Sec. 93.118(eX4)(i) The plan was cndorsedl by the y The December 31.2013 transminallener submining th~ Sacrami!IIIO 
Governor Cor designee) and wa.s Regioow/8-Hour O:o11~ Atrainm•11t Pln11 "'"' R~tJSQIIablt Further 
subjec tto n public hearing. Progress Pl.m (l('ff J SIP R~visions) ("2013 Sacramento Ozone f>lon·· or 

"plan") ~Vas sent b-y the C ARB's Executive Officer. Richard W. Cor<), the 
Governor's :lesisnee. 

011 April22. 2013. the SMAQMD posted on its website an announcemoent 
tllat a public hearing would be held on May 23. 2013 to receive comments 
and adopt the 2013 Sacramento Owlle Plall. The henriug was conducted 
on behalf of the air districts m the ozone nonattainmenl arel. including El 
Dorado County (EDCAQMD), Feacher River (FRAQMD). Placer County 
Air Pgll.ution Control District (PCAI?CD). and Yolo-Solano (YSAQMD). 
Each of these districts alsCI pc>sted the hearing announcement on their 
wcbsites and/oro newspaper of general circulation in their area. Copies of 
the plan were made o vai lable ror viewing at the districts· offices and M 
their websites. 1 At the May 23, 20 ll hearing and again at a subseqttent 
July 25. 20 13 h~aring. SMAQ,\110 staff requested the hearings 'oe 
continued. The Sl\li\QMD Boord of Dil'\!ctor.s adopted the plar. at a public 
hearing held on September 26. 2013. 

Following adoption. SMAQMD forwarded the plan to CARB, the 
Govemorof Cali fomia's designee for SIP mmers. AI a No••ember 21 . 
2013 put>lic meeting, CA RB's Board approved the 2013 Sacramento 
Ozont !:'Inn. No witnesses testified regarding the-plan. On December 31. 
2013, CARD suhm illed to EPA the plan ftlr 3fl1lrovol as a revision 10 the 
Califont ia Sl P. 

1 1l1e 2013 S.n<rAm<-nfO 02\lllC' PIAn. tilled Sac'l't./IJ!c'~tltl R~;rmul R- Hnur {};nne• IUflilliYtc:JIIf Phm and l?t!,,~nnahlc Funltcr Progr~.•.'is Phm (101 J SIP R~wswr.s), ma~ be 
found at the followin& SMAQMD We~ address: http:.'/www.airquality.ori'plans'f~der.ol. ozone8hrl 997iind~x.shtm1. 



 



Sec. 93.118(eX·I)(v) The plan show< ~ clear relationship y Emissions imer.1cry eslimare~aredocumented in Section 5 - E;missfo•JS 
among the- emissions budgetls). hn·,•mo·~·. with a thorough brc-akd011n of the on-road m01or vehicle 
control measures and 1he total inventOr> prO\ ided in Append i~ A I. On·RIJnd J ·~hide Eml.~.rio11.~ 
emissLons invencory. lln·tmo•,·. The comrol measures are documented in Section 7 - Pruposl!d 

Comrof Mct~SIIIi.'S. The documentation in 1hese port ions oft he plan 
cletrly sho"s the rclutiun,hip among the iuvetltori<>. cuntrul measmes. 
and MVEBs. The MVEBs are consis1en1 with the control measures. 
inventory estimates. and downward lrend l n emissions used to 
dtrnonslratc attainment. 

Sec. 9J. I I8(c)(4)(vi) Revisions to prcviousl:1 submined y The Sucramenro Rt!gloltu/8-ltour O:o11e rl.uufmuem Plcu1 mrd 
concrol strategy or maintenar,ce plans Reasonable Fimher PrcgreJs Pion t.lfarclt r. 2009) (''2009 Sacrmnento 
~.xplain an-d document any changes to 0Lone Plan") included MVEBs for 20 II. :2014, 2017, and 2018. EPA 
:any prcviou! .s~bmittcd budg.cl3 and found the 20 11.2014. a11d 20 U7 MVEBs u1 the: 2009 Sacra::ncnto Ozone 
contro l measures: impacts on J)Oinl Plan adequate for the plLI'J)O!CS of transportation conformity. but found the 
and area source emission;: any 20 18 MVEBs inadequate. See 7-1 FR 3niO (J uly 28, 2009). The revised 
changes to e~;tabtished safety margins Md significaruly lower MVEBs for 2013 Sacramento ozone at1ainment 
(see §93.1() I for definition). and plan are the result of emission reductions from federal. Stale. and local 
reasons for t'he cba.nges ( includini measures and upd::ttina of EMFAC (EMission IF ACtor). EMFAC is 
1he basis for any cllanges to emission Cahfomia·s model for estimating emissions from on-road motor ~ehicles 
fact on; or estimates of VMT. operaling in Cali forn ia. EMFAC hal. undergone man} revisions overtho 

years. and tbe current on-road motor vehicles emlssl0n model is 
EMF'AC20 11.: 

Appendi• A I oft~< 2013 Plan Update contains the latest 011-road motet· 
vehicle summer planning VOC and NO, inventories, "chic le population. 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and tri ps foreac~ EM FAC vehicle class 
category for tloe Sacram~nto fedeml nonattainment area. T&e on·road 
motor vehic le1 in•entory category consists or IJ'liCks. automobiles. buses. 
and motorcycles. The motor vehicle emissions in the 2013 Sacramento 
Ozone Pion nre based on C ARB's EMFAC20 tt emi.1sion f.9ctor model 
nnd the lote5t 'plnnning nssumplions from SA COG's .201312016 
Metropolitan Traosportotion Improvement Progrum (MTIP).' 

A companson or the submined 201)9 and 2013 plans allows for 
I 

identification ofthc key changes (i.e .. in the budgets. control measures, 
impacts on emissions. safet~ margins} and rtasons for the charges. 

1 See 78 FR 1-1533 (Mnrch 6. ~0 13) regard Ill)!. EPA apprO 'lUI uf1hc 20 I I vcr.;ion of the Callfomia EM FAC model. rtte so fi.11ure and detailed jnfon nmion on the EMF' AC 
vehicle emission mode l can be found at http:':\1\V\\.al'b.ca.gov/msei'msei.htrn. 
' Fina l 20 13116 Metropohun Trnnsponatlon lmprovemen: Program. Amendment!! I to~,. £1.1'1 p,scs 203.5-. ond A1r Quality Conformity Analysis.. Aug11s1 lo.10 12. 
federal H ighwo> Administration approval December 1-1, 2011. 

3 



Sec. 93.118(e)(5) EPA h3s reviewed the State's y We have re\ iewed the comments and responses on the 20 13 Sacramento 
compilation of public comments and Ozone Plan. The comments and responses are indudec in the subminal. 
response to comments that are but none of the comments relate to the MVEBs in the ~013 Sacramento 
required to be submined "ith any Ozone Plan. SMAQMD did not receive any additional comments or 
implementation plan. opposition at their September 26.2013 public hearing. No comments 

were received or opposition expressed at C ARB' s November 21, 2013 
public hearing. 

-1 


