Agenda Item #5F

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
October 18, 2011

SUBJECT:
Consultation on Proposed Transportation Conformity Processes for the 2012 MAG Conformity Analysis

SUMMARY:

Federal and State conformity regulations require that Metropolitan Planning Organizations consult with
federal, state, and local air quality and transportation agencies on proposed processes for conformity
analyses on transportation improvement programs and transportation plans. On October 4, 2011, MAG
distributed for interagency consultation the conformity processes on the selection of proposed models,
associated methods, and assumptions, identification of exempt projects, and ensuring the timely
implementation of transportation control measures. The proposed processes will be applied beginning
with the upcoming conformity analysis for an amendment to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and the MAG Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update. Comments
regarding this material are requested by October 21, 2011.

PUBLIC INPUT:
An opportunity for public comment was provided at the October 12, 2011 Management Committee
meeting and no public comments were received.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Interagency consultation on the transportation conformity processes provides required notification
to the planning agencies.

CONS: The consultation on transportation conformity requires additional time for the amendment to the
FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation Improvement Program and the MAG Regional Transportation Plan
2010 Update.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The 2012 MAG Conformity Analysis will be based upon the latest planning assumptions
and EPA-approved emissions models.

POLICY: The consultation for the conformity processes is being conducted in accordance with federal
regulations and MAG Conformity Consultation Processes adopted by the Regional Council.

ACTION NEEDED:
Consultation.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
Management Committee: This item was on the agenda of the October 12, 2011 MAG Management
Committee meeting for consultation.
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FROM: Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION CONFORMITY
PROCESSES FOR THE 2012 MAG CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

The Maricopa Association of Governments is distributing for interagency consultation the proposed
transportation conformity processes to be applied beginning with the upcoming conformity analysis for
a conformity redetermination on a major amendment to the FY 2011-2015 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update. Consultation on the proposed
processes is required under MAG conformity consultation procedures that were developed to meet state
and federal requirements. Please provide any comments regarding this material by October 21, 201 |.
Additional opportunities for comment on this consultation item are anticipated at the October 12, 201 |
MAG Management Committee and October 26, 201 | MAG Regional Council meetings.

The following information is being transmitted for consultation:

* Attachment A documents the models, associated methods, and assumptions to be used in regional
emissions analyses.

* Attachment B documents the process for ensuring timely implementation of transportation control
measures.

* Attachment C documents the process for types of projects considered exempt from conformity
requirements.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300.
Attachments
cc:  Eric Massey, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

Jennifer Toth, Arizona Department of Transportation
Mark Hodges, Arizona Department of Transportation
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ATTACHMENT A
DRAFT

MODELS, ASSOCIATED METHODS, AND ASSUMPTIONS FOR USE IN
REGIONAL EMISSIONS ANALYSES

In accordance with the transportation conformity rule 40 CFR 93.105(c)(1)(i), the Maricopa
Association of Governments (MAG) is conducting interagency consultation on the models,
associated methods, and assumptions to be applied beginning with the 2012 MAG Conformity
Analysis for a conformity determination on a major amendment to the FY 2011-2015 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update (RTP).
MAG conducts consultation on the models, associated methods, and assumptions for use in regional
emissions analyses at the outset of the process to prepare a conformity analysis for a new TIP and
RTP and when there are major changes to the models, methods, or assumptions used in preparing
a conformity analysis for a major amendment to a conforming TIP and RTP.

In February 1996, the MAG Regional Council adopted conformity consultation processes in response
to federal and state requirements (MAG, 1996a). The MAG process M-1 directly addresses the
requirement for periodic consultation on models, associated methods, and assumptions to be used
in hot-spot analyses and regional emissions analyses. The process indicates that regional emissions
analyses are to use the latest United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) approved motor

vehicle emissions models and that all model inputs use the latest planning assumptions as required
in 40 CFR Sections 93.110-111.

Consultation on the 2012 MAG Conformity Analysis is being conducted with the Federal Transit
Administration, Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality, Regional Public Transportation Authority, Valley Metro Rail,
City of Phoenix Public Transit Department, Maricopa County Air Quality Department, Central
Arizona Association of Governments, Pinal County Air Quality Control District, United States
Environmental Protection Agency, and MAG member agencies (e.g. Maricopa County, cities, towns,
and Indian communities).

The following sections describe the proposed approach for regional emissions analyses, including
the methodology, latest planning assumptions, transportation modeling, and air quality modeling to

be applied for the 2012 MAG Conformity Analysis.

I. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY FOR THE 2012 MAG CONFORMITYANALYSIS

The criteria for determining conformity of transportation programs and plans under the federal
conformity rule (40 CFR Parts 51 and 93) and the applicable conformity tests for the Maricopa
County nonattainment and maintenance areas are summarized in this section. The 2012 MAG
Conformity Analysis will be prepared based on these criteria and tests. Presented first is a review
of the development of the applicable conformity rule and guidance procedures, followed by a
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summary of conformity rule requirements, air quality designation status, conformity test
requirements, and analysis years.

FEDERAL AND STATE CONFORMITY RULES

Clean Air Act Amendments

Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA, 1990) requires that Federal agencies and Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPOs) not approve any transportation project, program, or plan which does
not conform with the approved State Implementation Plan (SIP). The 1990 amendments to the Clean
Air Act expanded Section 176(c) to more explicitly define conformity to an implementation plan to
mean:

Conformity to the plan's purpose of eliminating or reducing the severity and number
of violations of the national ambient air quality standards and achieving expeditious
attainment of such standards; and that such activities will not (i) cause or contribute
to any new violation of any standard in any area; (ii) increase the frequency or
severity of any existing violation of any standard in any area; or (iii) delay timely
attainment of any standard or any required interim emission reductions or other
milestones in any area.

The expanded Section 176(c) also provided conditions for approval of transportation plans,
programs, and projects; requirements that the Environmental Protection Agency promulgate
conformity determination criteria and procedures no later than November 15, 1991; and a
requirement that States submit their conformity procedures to EPA by November 15, 1992. The
initial November 15, 1991 deadline for conformity criteria and procedures was not met by EPA.

Federal Rule

Supplemental interim conformity guidance was issued on June 7, 1991 (EPA/DOT, 1991a and
1991b) for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulate matter less than or equal to ten microns in
diameter. The applicable period of this guidance was designated as Phase 1 of the interim period.
EPA subsequently promulgated the Conformity Final Rule, in the November 24, 1993 Federal
Register (EPA, 1993). The Rule became effective on December 27, 1993. The federal
Transportation Conformity Final Rule has been revised several times since its initial release. The
first set of amendments, finalized on August 7, 1995, (EPA, 1995a) aligned the dates of conformity
lapses due to SIP failures with the application of Clean Air Act highway sanctions for certain ozone
areas and all areas with disapproved SIPs with a protective finding.

The second set of amendments was finalized on November 14, 1995 (EPA, 1995b). This set allowed
any transportation control measure (TCM) from an approved SIP to proceed during a conformity
lapse, and aligned the date of conformity lapses with the date of application of Clean Air Act
highway sanctions for any failure to submit or submissions of an incomplete control strategy SIP.
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The second set also corrected the nitrogen oxides provisions of the transportation conformity rule
consistent with the Clean Air Act and previous commitments made by EPA. Finally, the
amendments extended the grace period for areas to determine conformity to a submitted control
strategy SIP, and established a grace period for determining conformity on transportation plans and
programs in recently designated nonattainment areas. This grace period was later overturned in
Sierra Club v. EPA in November 1997.

The third set of amendments was finalized August 15, 1997 (EPA, 1997a). These amendments
streamlined the conformity process by eliminating the reliance on the classification system of “Phase
IT interim period,” “transitional period,” “control strategy period,” and “maintenance period” to
determine whether the budget test and/or emission reduction tests apply. The amendments also
changed the time periods during which the budget test and the “Build/No Build” test are required.

To incorporate provisions from the Sierra Club v. EPA court decision, EPA promulgated an
amendment to the transportation conformity rule on April 10, 2000 that eliminated a one-year grace
period for new nonattainment areas before conformity applies (EPA, 2000a). Then on
August 6, 2002, the EPA promulgated an amendment to the transportation conformity rule which
requires conformity to be determined within 18 months of the effective date of the EPA Federal
Register notice on an budget adequacy finding in an initial SIP submission and established a one-
year grace period before conformity is required in areas that are designated nonattainment for a given
air quality standard for the first time (EPA, 2002b).

On July 1, 2004, EPA published the final rule, Transportation Conformity Rule Amendments for the
New Eight-Hour Ozone and PM-2.5 National Ambient Air Quality Standards and Miscellaneous
Revisions for Existing Areas; Transportation Conformity Rule Amendments - Response to Court
Decision and Additional Rule Changes (EPA, 2004a). The rule describes transportation conformity
requirements for the new eight-hour ozone and fine particulate matter (PM-2.5) standards. The rule
also incorporates existing EPA and United States Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT)
guidance that implements the March 2, 1999, court decision and provides revisions that clarify the
existing regulation and improve its implementation. On July 20, 2004, EPA issued a Federal
Register notice that corrects two errors in the preamble to the July 1, 2004 final rule.

On February 14, 2006, EPA and U.S. DOT jointly issued guidance on the implementation of the
transportation conformity-related provisions from the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). The transportation bill, which
became law on August 10, 2005, made several changes to the transportation conformity provisions
in Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act. On January 24, 2008, EPA issued a final rule on the
transportation conformity amendments to implement the conformity provisions contained in
SAFETEA-LU (EPA, 2008a). A summary of the key conformity provisions are:

. Additional time is provided for areas to redetermine conformity of existing transportation

plans and programs from 18 months to two years after the date that EPA finds a motor
vehicle emissions budget to be adequate or approves an implementation plan that establishes
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a motor vehicle emissions budget, or when EPA promulgates an implementation plan that
establishes or revises a motor vehicle emissions budget.

The requirement for frequency of conformity determinations on updated transportation plans
and programs is changed from three to four years, except when the MPO elects to update a
transportation plan or program more frequently, or when the MPO is required to determine
conformity after EPA finds a motor vehicle emissions budget to be adequate or approves an
implementation plan that establishes a motor vehicle emissions budget, or when EPA
promulgates an implementation plan that establishes or revises a motor vehicle emissions
budget.

Conformity determinations for transportation plans shall include the final year of the
transportation plan as a horizon year, or optionally, after consultation with the air pollution
control agency and the public and consideration of comments, the MPO may elect the longest
of the following periods: the first 10-year period of the transportation plan; the latest year in
the implementation plan that contains a motor vehicle emissions budget; the year after the
completion date of a regionally significant project if the project is included in the
transportation improvement program or the project requires approval before the subsequent
conformity determination.

In addition, if the MPO elects to determine conformity for a period less than the last horizon
year of the transportation plan, the conformity determination must include a regional
emissions analysis for the last year of the transportation plan and for any year shown to
exceed emission budgets from a previous conformity determination, for information only.
The analysis years selected for the 2012 MAG Conformity Analysis are described later in this
section, and include the last year of the MAG Regional Transportation Plan 2010 Update.

Allows the substitution of transportation control measures in an implementation plan that
achieve equivalent or greater emissions reductions than the control measure to be replaced
and that are consistent with the schedule provided for control measures in the plan. The
substitution or addition of a transportation control measure shall not require a new
conformity determination for the transportation plan or a revision of the implementation plan.

An additional 12 month grace period is provided after a missed deadline before conformity
lapses on a transportation plan or program. This provision applies to two types of conformity
determination deadlines: the deadline resulting from the requirement to determine conformity
for the transportation plan and program at regular intervals and the deadlines resulting from
the requirement for a conformity redetermination within two years of an EPA action
approving or finding a motor vehicle emissions budget adequate.

Requires a conformity SIP amendment addressing requirements from Title 40 CFR sections
93.105, 93.122(a)(4)(ii), and 93.125(c) of the federal transportation conformity regulations.



In addition, on April 5, 2006 EPA rules became effective for establishing criteria for determining
which transportation projects must be analyzed for particulate emissions impacts in PM-2.5 and
PM-10 nonattainment and maintenance areas.

State Rule

State rules for transportation conformity were adopted on April 12, 1995, by the Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), in response to requirements in Section 176(c)(4)(C) of the Clean
Air Act as amended in 1990 (ADEQ), 1995). These rules became effective upon their certification
by the Arizona Attorney General on June 15, 1995 and, as required by the federal conformity rule,
were submitted to EPA as a revision to the State transportation conformity SIP.

To date, a State transportation conformity SIP has not received approval by EPA. Section 51.390(b)
of the federal conformity rule states: “Following EPA approval of the State conformity provisions
(or a portion thereof) in a revision to the applicable implementation plan, conformity determinations
would be governed by the approved (or approved portion of the) State criteria and procedures.” The
federal transportation conformity rule therefore still governs, as a transportation conformity SIP has
not yet been approved for this area.

The State rule specifies that MPOs (i.e., MAG, for this region) must develop specific conformity
guidance and consultation procedures and processes. MAG has developed and adopted two
conformity guidance documents to meet State requirements. MAG developed the “Transportation
Conformity Guidance and Procedures” document, which was adopted initially on
September 27, 1995 by the MAG Regional Council. The document was revised by the MAG
Regional Council on March 27, 1996 (MAG, 1996b). This guidance document addresses both the
determination of “regional significance” status for individual transportation projects, and the process
by which regionally significant projects may be approved.

MAG also developed the “Conformity Consultation Processes” document, which was adopted on
February 28, 1996 by the MAG Regional Council (MAG, 1996a). This guidance document details
the public and interagency consultation processes to be used in the development of regional
transportation plans, programs, and projects within the Maricopa County nonattainment area.

Case Law

On November 14, 1997, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia issued an opinion
in Sierra Club v. EPA involving the 1995 transportation conformity amendment that allowed new
nonattainment areas a one-year grace period. Under this ruling, conformity applied as soon as an
area was designated nonattainment. The EPA issued a final rule on April 10, 2000 in the Federal
Register deleting 40 CFR 93.102(d) that allowed the grace period for new nonattainment areas
(EPA, 2000a). Then, on October 27, 2000, the FY 2001 EPA Appropriations bill included an
amendment to Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act that adds the one-year grace period to the
statutory language.



On March 2, 1999, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia issued an opinion in
Environmental Defense Fund v. EPA involving the 1997 transportation conformity amendments.
In general, the court struck down 40 CFR 93.120(a)(2) which permitted a 120-day grace period after
disapproval of a SIP; determined that the EPA must approve a “safety margin” prior to its use for
conformity in 40 CFR 93.124(b); concluded that a submitted SIP budget must be found by EPA to
be adequate, based on criteria found in 40 CFR 93.118(e)(4) before it can be used in a conformity
determination; and ended a provision that allowed “grandfathered” projects to proceed during a
conformity lapse.

Following the court ruling, the EPA and U.S. DOT issued guidance to address implementation of
conformity requirements based on the court findings. The EPA issued guidance contained in a
May 14, 1999 memorandum (EPA, 1999b). In addition, the U.S. DOT issued guidance on
June 18, 1999 that incorporates all U.S. DOT guidance in response to the court decision in a single
document (U.S. DOT, 1999). On July 1, 2004, transportation conformity rule amendments were
published in the Federal Register to incorporate provisions of the Environmental Defense Fund v.
EPA court decision.

On October 20, 2006, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia filed an opinion
vacating a provision of the transportation conformity rule at 40 CFR 93.109(e)(2)(v) that allowed
areas to use the interim emission tests instead of the one-hour budgets. All other provisions
regarding the use of the interim emissions tests remain unaffected by the court decision. Table A-1
summarizes the criteria for conformity determinations for transportation projects, programs, and
plans, as specified in amendments to the federal conformity rule.

CONFORMITY RULE REQUIREMENTS

The federal regulations identify general criteria and procedures that apply to all transportation
conformity determinations, regardless of pollutant and implementation plan status. These include:

1) Conformity Tests — Sections 93.118 and 93.119 specify emission tests (budget and interim
emissions) that the TIP and RTP must satisfy in order for a determination of conformity to
be found. The final transportation conformity rule issued in March 2010 requires a submitted
SIP motor vehicle emissions budget to be affirmed as adequate by EPA prior to use for
making conformity determinations. The budget must be used on or after the effective date
of EPA’s finding of adequacy.

2) Methods / Modeling:

Latest Planning Assumptions — Section 93.110 specifies that conformity determinations
must be based upon the most recent planning assumptions in force at the time the conformity
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TABLE A-1
CONFORMITY CRITERIA FROM THE FINAL RULE

Applicability Pollutant Section Requirement

All Actions at CO, Ozone, PM-10  93.110 Latest Planning Assumptions
All Times

93.111 Latest Emissions Model

93.112 Consultation

Transportation CO, Ozone, PM-10  93.113(b) TCMs

Plan (RTP)
93.118 Emissions Budget and/or Interim
and/or Emissions
93.119

TIP CO, Ozone, PM-10  93.113(c) TCMs
93.118 Emissions Budget and/or Interim
and/or Emissions
93.119

Project (From a
Conforming Plan CO, Ozone, PM-10 93.114 Currently Conforming Plan and TIP
and TIP)
93.115 Project From a Conforming Plan and TIP

CO and PM-10 93.116 CO, PM-10, and PM-2.5 Hot-Spots
PM-10 93.117 PM-10 and PM-2.5 Control Measures
Project (Not
From a Conform- CO, Ozone, PM-10  93.113(d) TCMs
ing Plan or TIP)
93.114 Currently Conforming Plan and TIP
CO and PM-10 93.116 CO, PM-10, and PM-2.5 Hot-Spots
PM-10 93.117 PM-10 and PM-2.5 Control Measures

CO, Ozone, PM-10  93.118 Emissions Budget and/or Interim
and/or Emissions
93.119

Source: Adapted from (EPA, 2010), Section 93.109(b), “Table 1 - Conformity Criteria”.
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3)

4)

analysis begins, which is “the point at which the MPO or other designated agency begins to
model the impact of the proposed transportation plan or TIP on travel and/or emissions. New
data that becomes available after an analysis begins is required to be used in the conformity
determination only if a significant delay in the analysis has occurred, as determined through
interagency consultation.” (EPA, 2010) This section of the conformity rule also requires
reasonable assumptions to be made regarding transit service and changes in projected fares.
Latest Emissions Models — Section 93.111 requires that the latest emission estimation
models specified for use in SIPs must be used for the conformity analysis.

Timely Implementation of TCMs — Section 93.113 provides a detailed description of the
steps necessary to demonstrate that the TIP and RTP are providing for the timely
implementation of TCMs, as well as demonstrate that the plan and/or program is not
interfering with this implementation.

Consultation — Section 93.105 requires that the conformity determination be made in
accordance with the consultation procedures outlined in the federal regulations. These
include:

*  MAG srequired to provide reasonable opportunity for consultation with local air quality
and transportation agencies, state air and transportation agencies, and the U.S. DOT and
EPA (Section 93.105(c)(1)).

*  MAG is required to establish a proactive public involvement process which provides
opportunity for public review and comment prior to taking formal action on a conformity
determination (Section 93.105(e)).

Under the interagency consultation procedures, the RTP is prepared by MAG staff with
guidance from the MAG Transportation Policy Committee, the MAG Management
Committee, and the MAG Regional Council. Copies of the final Draft are provided to MAG
member agencies and others, including the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), ADEQ,
Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA), Valley Metro Rail, City of Phoenix
Public Transit Department, Pinal County Air Quality Control District (PCAQCD), Central
Arizona Association of Governments (CAAG), Maricopa County Air Quality Department
(MCAQD), and EPA. The RTP is required to be publicly available and an opportunity for
public review and comment is provided.

The TIP is prepared by MAG staff with the assistance of the MAG modal committees,
Transportation Review Committee, and Transportation Policy Committee. Copies of the
Draft TIP are provided to MAG member agencies and others, including FTA, FHWA,
ADOT, ADEQ, RPTA, Valley Metro Rail, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department,
MCAQD, CAAG, PCAQCD, and EPA for review. As with the RTP, the TIP is required to
be publicly available and an opportunity for public review and comment is provided.
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AIR QUALITY PLANS AND DESIGNATIONS

Portions of Maricopa County are currently designated as nonattainment or maintenance for the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for carbon monoxide (CO), eight-hour ozone,
and particulate matter less than or equal to ten microns in diameter (PM-10). Air quality plans have
been prepared to address carbon monoxide, one-hour ozone, eight-hour ozone, and PM-10:

The Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Carbon Monoxide Plan, reflecting the repeal of the
remote sensing program by the Arizona Legislature in 2000, was submitted to EPA in
March 2001 and approved by EPA effective April 8, 2005;

The Carbon Monoxide Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan for the Maricopa
County Nonattainment Area was submitted to EPA in June 2003 and approved by EPA
effective April 8, 2005;

The EPA approved and promulgated a Revised 1998 15 Percent Rate of Progress Plan for
Ozone (Revised ROP FIP) for the Maricopa County nonattainment area, effective
August 5, 1999;

The Serious Area Ozone State Implementation Plan for Maricopa County was prepared
by ADEQ and submitted to EPA in December 2000 to meet the Serious Area
requirements. No budget is contained in the Serious Area Ozone Plan. EPA approved the
Serious Area Ozone Plan, effective June 14, 2005;

The One-Hour Ozone Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan for the Maricopa
County Nonattainment Area was submitted to EPA in May 2004 and approved by EPA
effective June 14, 2005;

The MAG Eight-Hour Ozone Plan for the Maricopa Nonattainment Area was submitted
to EPA by June 15, 2007,

The Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area Particulate Plan for PM-10 was submitted to EPA
in February 2000 and approved by EPA effective August 26, 2002;

The MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for the Maricopa County Nonattainment
Area was submitted to EPA by December 31, 2007. On September 9, 2010, EPA
proposed to partially approve and partially disapprove the Five Percent Plan. On
January 25, 2011, prior to any final EPA action, Arizona withdrew the Five Percent Plan
from EPA consideration. On February 9,2011, EPA published a notice of withdrawal of
the May 30, 2008 adequacy finding on the PM-10 motor vehicle missions budget from the
Five Percent Plan, effective January 31, 2011. On February 14, 2011, EPA made a
finding that Arizona failed to submit the plan as required under the Clean Air Act, which
triggered the sanctions clocks and obligation to impose a federal implementation plan if
a new complete plan is not submitted. This EPA finding began an 18-month clock for
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mandatory application of sanctions and a two-year clock for a Federal Implementation
Plan. The EPA published a corrected notice of withdrawal on February 28, 2011; and 7

. The MAG Eight-Hour Ozone Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan for the
Maricopa Nonattainment Area was submitted to EPA in March 20009.

The boundaries of the nonattainment and maintenance areas are identified below, followed by a
summary of the attainment status for each pollutant for the Maricopa County region.

Nonattainment and Maintenance Boundaries

Nonattainment and maintenance areas in Maricopa County are shown in Figure A-1. The carbon
monoxide maintenance boundary, encompasses 1,814 square miles (approximately 20 percent) of
the county. This boundary was originally specified in 1974.

On March 9, 2005, EPA published a final rule redesignating portions of Maricopa County to
attainment for carbon monoxide and also removed the Gila River Indian Community from the
Maricopa County maintenance area, effective April 8, 2005 (EPA, 2005a).

Portions of the Maricopa County area, including the Gila River Indian Community, were designated
nonattainment for one-hour ozone in September 1979. On June 14,2005, EPA redesignated the area
to attainment for one-hour ozone. The associated designations and classifications for the one-hour
standard were revoked on June 15,2005. On November 10, 2005, EPA published a direct final rule
to correct the boundary of the Phoenix metropolitan one-hour ozone nonattainment area to exclude
a portion of the Gila River Indian Community, effective January 9, 2006.

On April 15, 2004, EPA designated an eight-hour ozone nonattainment area located mainly in
Maricopa County and Apache Junction in Pinal County. On April 30, 2004, EPA published the air
quality designations and classifications for the eight-hour ozone standard that includes T1N, R8E
and sections 1 through 12 of T1S, R8E in Pinal County (EPA, 2004b). As shown in Figure A-1, the
eight-hour boundary excludes the Gila River Indian Community. The eight-hour ozone
nonattainment area covers approximately 4,880 square miles.

Following promulgation of the PM-10 standard in 1987, EPA identified a larger PM-10
nonattainment area in 1990. The PM-10 nonattainment area encompasses 2,916 square miles,
consisting of a 48 by 60 mile rectangular grid encompassing eastern Maricopa County, plus a six by
six mile section that includes a portion of the City of Apache Junction in Pinal County.

Attainment Status
Following the requirements of the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments, EPA initially classified the

MAG region as a “Moderate” nonattainment area for the eight-hour CO standard, with <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>