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TO: Members of the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: Jon Sherrill, Chandler, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Thursday, August 22, 2019 - 1:30 p.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200 - Saguaro Room
302 North 1t Avenue, Phoenix

A meeting of the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee has been scheduled for
the time and place noted above. Members of the Air Quality Technical Advisory
Committee may attend the meeting either in person, by videoconference or by telephone
conference call. Those attending by videoconference must notify the MAG site three
business days prior to the meeting. If you have any questions regarding the meeting,
please contact Chair Sherrill or Lindy Bauer at 602-254-6300.

Please park in the garage underneath the building, bring your ticket, and parking will be
validated. For those using transit, Valley Metro/Regional Public Transportation Authority
will provide transit tickets for your trip. For those using bicycles, please lock your bicycle
in the bike rack in the garage.

In 1996, the Regional Council approved a simple majority quorum for all MAG advisory
committees. If the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee does not meet the
quorum requirement, members who arrived at the meeting will be instructed a legal
meeting cannot occur and subsequently be dismissed. Your attendance at the meeting
is strongly encouraged. If you are unable to attend the meeting, please make
arrangements for a proxy from your entity to represent you.

Pursuant to Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not
discriminate on the basis of disability in admissions to or participation in its public
meetings. Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a
sign language interpreter, by contacting Kelly Taft at the MAG office. Requests should be
made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.
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VIARICOPA
AssocliaTiON of TENTATIVE AGENDA

GOVERNMENTS  August 22, 2019

Call to Order

Call to the Audience

An opportunity will be provided to members of the public to address the Air
Quality Technical Advisory Committee on items that are not on the agenda that
are within the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on the agenda for discussion
but not for action. Citizens will be requested not to exceed a three minute time
period for their comments. A total of 15 minutes will be provided for the Call
to the Audience agenda item, unless the Air Quality Technical Advisory
Committee requests an exception to this limit. Please note that those wishing
to comment on agenda items posted for action will be provided the
opportunity at the time the item is heard.

Action Requested:
Information.

Approval of the May 23, 2019 Meeting Minutes

Action Requested:
Review and approve the May 23, 2019 meeting minutes.

Update on the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program

The Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program (TRP) is an important
transportation control measure in the MAG regional air quality plans. A revised
Travel Reduction Plan format was launched on August 7, 2019. The Maricopa
County TRP Regional Task Force approved the Electric Vehicle Charging Station
Credit Policy in July 17, 2018 that has been reflected in the revised Travel
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Reduction Plan format. In addition, Maricopa County is in the process of
revising the P-7 Maricopa County Trip Reduction Ordinance. A presentation
will be provided. Please refer to the enclosed material.

Action Requested:
For information and discussion.

Draft 2017 Periodic Emissions Inventory for Ozone Precursors for
Maricopa County

The Maricopa County Air Quality Department has prepared a Draft 2017
Periodic Emissions Inventory for the Maricopa County eight-hour ozone
nonattainment areas for the 2008 and 2015 ozone standards. The inventory
provides estimates for three ozone precursors: volatile organic compounds,
carbon monoxide, and nitrogen oxides. The inventory includes emissions from
point, area, nonroad mobile, onroad mobile, and biogenic sources. A
presentation will be provided.

Action Requested:
For information and discussion.

Update on 2015 Ozone Standard

On November 7, 2018, the Environmental Protection Agency issued a final rule
for the Implementation of the 2015 Ozone Standards that addresses the
nonattainment area and state implementation plan requirements. The
Maricopa nonattainment area was classified as a Marginal Area for the 2015
ozone standard of 0.070 parts per million, effective August 3, 2018. The
attainment date for Marginal Areas is August 3, 2021. Since the attainment
date is in the middle of the summer ozone season, the region will need three
years of clean data at the air quality monitors in 2020 (ozone season prior to
the attainment date).

A Marginal Area Plan is due to EPA by August 3, 2020. The EPA assumes that
Marginal Areas will be in attainment of the standard within three years of
designation without any additional control measures. Currently, the region has
93 existing control measures approved by EPA to reduce ozone.
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An update will be provided that includes air quality monitoring data and
possible exceptional events due to wildfires in 2018 and 2019.

Action Requested:
For information and discussion.

EPA Proposed Attainment Determination for the 2008 Ozone Standard

OnJune 13, 2019, EPA published a notice of proposed rulemaking to determine
that the Maricopa Nonattainment Area has attained the 2008 ozone standard
by the attainment date of July 20, 2018. The attainment determination is based
on complete, quality assured, and certified data for 2015-2017. The notice
indicates that the proposed action is necessary to fulfill the EPA's statutory
obligation to determine whether ozone nonattainment areas attained the
standard by the attainment date. Please refer to the enclosed material.

Action Requested:
Information and discussion.

Electric Vehicle Charger Addition Model Plan

The Salt River Project has created a model plan that can be used when installing
an electric vehicle charger at a residence. This plan can be used by any local
jurisdiction to provide to their customers when doing such an installation. The
MAG Building Codes Committee recommended the optional model plan, and
its addition to the MAG Building Code Amendments and Standards Manual as
number 18. On June 26, 2019, the MAG Regional Council approved MAG
Building Code Amendments and Standards Manual number 18, Electric Vehicle
Charger Addition Model Plan. Please refer to the enclosed material.

Action Requested:
Information and discussion.

CMAQ Annual Report

In accordance with federal guidance, the 2018 Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Funds Annual Report describes how funds have
been spent and the expected air quality benefits. Project data for the report
was uploaded to the Federal Highway Administration CMAQ Project Tracking
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System by MAG and the Arizona Department of Transportation staff. It
includes projects for the Maricopa County nonattainment and maintenance
areas. The report is in the format generated by the CMAQ Project Tracking
System. Please refer to the enclosed material.

Action Requested:
Information and discussion.

10.

Request for Future Agenda Items

Topics or issues of interest that the Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee
would like to have considered for discussion at a future meeting will be
requested.

Action Requested:
Information.

11.

Adjournment
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1.

Call to Order

A meeting of the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) Air Quality Technical
Advisory Committee (AQTAC) was conducted on May 23, 2019. Megan Sheldon,
City of Glendale, Vice Chair, called the meeting to order at approximately 1:35 p.m.
Jon Sherrill, City of Chandler; Robert van den Akker, City of Buckeye; Benjamin
Cereceres, City of Maricopa; Susie Stevens, Western States Petroleum Association;
Liz Foster, Maricopa County Farm Bureau; Steve Trussell, Arizona Rock Products
Association; Walter Bouchard, American Lung Association of Arizona; Kai Umeda,
University of Arizona Cooperative Extension; Michelle Wilson, Arizona Department
of Agriculture, Weights and Measures; and JC Porter, Arizona State University,
attended the meeting via telephone conference call.

Vice Chair Sheldon indicated that copies of the handouts for the meeting are
available. She noted for members attending through audio conference, the
presentations for the meeting will be posted on the MAG website under Materials
for the Committee agenda, whenever possible. If it is not possible to post them
before the meeting, they will be posted after the meeting.

Call to the Audience

Vice Chair Sheldon stated that the Call to the Audience provides an opportunity for
members of the public to address the Committee on items not scheduled on the
agenda that fall under the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on the agenda for
discussion but not for action. Comment cards for those wishing to speak are
available on the tables adjacent to the doorways inside the meetingroom. Members
of the public will be requested not to exceed a three minute time period for their
comments. A total of 15 minutes will be provided for the Call to the Audience
agenda item, unless the Committee requests an exception to this limit. Please note
that those wishing to comment on action agenda items will be given an opportunity
at the time the item is heard. Vice Chair Sheldon noted that no public comment
cards had been received.

Approval of the February 21, 2019 Meeting Minutes

The Committee reviewed the minutes from the February 21, 2019 meeting. Michael
Denby, Arizona Public Service, moved to approve the February 21, 2019 meeting
minutes. Oddvar Tveit, City of Tempe, seconded, and the motion passed unanimously
with Mr. Sherrill, Mr. van den Akker, Mr. Cereceres, Ms. Stevens, Ms. Foster, Mr.
Trussell, Mr. Bouchard, Mr. Umeda, Ms. Wilson, and Mr. Porter voting in favor of the
motion by teleconference.



4. Update on 2008 Ozone Standard Issues

Matt Poppen, MAG, presented an update on issues related to the 2008 ozone
standard. He stated that the MAG Moderate Area Plan for the 2008 standard (0.075
parts per million) had been submitted to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
by January 1, 2017. The plan contains 93 existing control measures and has an
attainment date of July 20, 2018. In order to meet the attainment date, attainment
must be demonstrated in the prior 2017 ozone season.

Mr. Poppen noted that two wildfire exceptional events have been submitted to EPA
for ozone exceedances in the Maricopa nonattainment area on June 20, 2015 and
July 7,2017. EPA approval of these events is needed in order to meet the attainment
date. In a February 5, 2019 letter, EPA concurred with the exceptional event
documentation for the July 7, 2017 event. Additional supporting documentation for
the June 20, 2015 event was prepared by the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality (ADEQ) and MAG and was transmitted to EPA for review and comment in
late 2018 and early 2019.

Mr. Poppen provided maps and figures to explain the ozone wildfire exceptional
events on June 20, 2015 and July 7, 2017. Mr. Poppen also provided an overview of
the additional supporting documentation prepared by ADEQ and MAG and
transmitted to EPA. The additional analyses include in the documentation include:
NOAA smoke forecast animation, hourly wind and water vapor modeling, HYSPLIT
trajectories, satellite imagery, analysis of low dew point, analysis of ozone mixing
event, and an analysis of the vertical distribution of water vapor as a tracer for the
downward movement of air.

Mr. Poppen reported that ADEQ and MAG discussed the additional analyses with
EPA on February 6 and February 13, 2019 and that EPA responded to the analyses
with positive feedback. He stated that ADEQ and MAG prepared an addendum that
contains the additional supporting documentation and submitted it to EPA on
March 26, 2019.

Mr. Poppen reported that EPA concurred with the exceptional event documentation
for the June 20, 2015 exceptional event in a May 7, 2019 letter. He stated that it is
anticipated that EPA will publish in the Federal Register a determination that the
Maricopa nonattainment area has attained the 2008 ozone standard within the next
month.

Mr. Denby commented that it was positive to hear this news and requested applause.

5. EPA Proposed PM-2.5 Attainment Determination for Pinal County

Lindy Bauer, MAG, indicated that on April 25, 2019, the Environmental Protection
Agency published a proposed rule to determine that the West Central Pinal County
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nonattainment area has attained the PM-2.5 particulate standard. This determination
is based upon quality assured monitoring data for 2015-2017. The attainment date
was December 31, 2017. The PM-2.5 nonattainment area is nested within the larger
Pinal County PM-10 nonattainment area. This is good news for Pinal County.

Update on 2015 Ozone Standard

Mr. Poppen presented an update on issues related to the 2015 ozone standard. He
stated that the Maricopa nonattainment area was classified as a Marginal Area for the
2015 ozone standard (0.070 parts per million) effective August 3, 2018. Mr. Poppen
stated that the attainment date for Marginal Areas is August 3, 2021. Since the
attainment date is in the middle of the 2021 ozone season, Marginal Areas will be
required to attain the standard in the prior 2020 ozone season. Three years (2018-
2020) of clean data at the monitors in 2020 will be needed to meet the standard.

Mr. Poppen presented a map of the Maricopa nonattainment area for the 2015 ozone
standard. He reported that the boundary of the nonattainment area has been
expanded to include the Tonto National Monument monitor in Gila County and the
Queen Valley monitor in Pinal County.

Mr. Poppen presented a figure containing eight-hour ozone monitoring data for the
Maricopa nonattainment area and NOAA climate extreme index data for the
southwest region. Mr. Poppen reported that there was an uptick in ozone
concentrations in 2018, likely due to extensive wildfires burning throughout the west
and southwest.

Mr. Poppen presented the requirements for a Marginal Area plan including: a baseline
emissions inventory, periodic emissions inventory updates, emissions statement rule,
Nonattainment New Source Review (NNSR) program, emissions offset ratio of 1.1 to
1 for major sources, and transportation conformity. He stated that a Marginal Area
plan is due to EPA by August 3, 2020.

Mr. Poppen reported that Marginal Areas are not required to submit an attainment
demonstration, reasonably available control technologies and measures, reasonable
further progress demonstration and contingency measures. He stated the EPA
assumes Marginal Areas will be in attainment of the standard within three years of
designation without any additional control measures. Currently, the Maricopa region
has 93 existing control measures approved by EPA to reduce ozone.

Mr. Poppen reported that in coordination with the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality, MAG has been evaluating the impacts of some hypothetical
measures on 2017 ozone concentrations in the Maricopa nonattainment area,
including: setting the compliance rate of the vehicle inspection and maintenance
program to 100 percent, expanding Area A to cover all of Maricopa County and Pinal
County, using California Air Resources Board (CARB) Phase 3 gasoline in the summer,
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replacing 10-50 percent of light-duty vehicles in Maricopa County with electric
vehicles, 20 percent reduction in vehicle miles traveled in the Maricopa
nonattainment area, and removing model year 2003 and older passenger cars and
trucks in the Maricopa nonattainment area.

Mr. Denby asked what is considered a light-duty vehicle. Mr. Poppen replied that a
light-duty vehicle is a passenger car. He added that electric vehicles are primarily
passenger vehicles at this point in time; therefore, trucks were not included. Mr.
Poppen stated that the hypothetical measure to remove model year 2003 and older
passenger cars and trucks includes both gasoline and diesel.

Mr. Poppen presented a table showing the impact of the hypothetical measures on
NOx and VOC emissions and 2017 concentrations in the Maricopa nonattainment
area. He stated that the impact of the hypothetical measures on ozone
concentrations range from 0.0001 to 0.0024 parts per million. The 2015 ozone
standard is 0.070 parts per million.

Ms. Bauer referred to the hypothetical measure to remove model year 2003 and older
passenger cars and trucks in the Maricopa nonattainment area. She noted that fleet
turnover has always had a big impact. Anything that can be done voluntarily to
expedite the benefits of fleet turnover is helpful.

Mr. Denby commented that the people that can afford to turn over the fleet typically
have newer cars already. He noted that people turning over a 2003 or older vehicle
may not be replacing it with a brand new vehicle. Mr. Denby inquired about the
assumptions for the hypothetical measure. Mr. Poppen responded that there is a
distribution of cars between 2019 and 2004. The assumption is not that everyone
would by a new car.

Mr. Denby commented on when a vehicle is being removed from the road and
replaced with an electric car. He noted that the statistic for the average person buying
an electric car is that their annual income is approximately $100,000. He stated that
he likes the sounds of some of the options being presented and the opportunity to
do multiple. He indicated that he would like to know more about which direction the
granular data points. Mr. Poppen stated that the EPA MOVES model currently does
not consider electric vehicles. Therefore, EPA will need to update its models as
electric vehicles become more prevalent. He noted that this may change some of the
results. For the current analysis, MAG zeroed out 10-50 percent of the emissions
since the MOVES model does not take into account electric vehicles.

Amanda McGennis, Associated General Contractors, inquired about setting the
compliance rate of the vehicle inspection and maintenance program to 100 percent.
She asked how that works now that ADEQ has gone to self-inspection and if
compliance with decrease. Mr. Poppen replied that the compliance rate is currently
over 90 percent. Ms. McGennis noted that the 90 percent compliance is with the
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mandatory program where people need to drive to the station for inspection. She
commented that the compliance rate may fall with self-inspection. Mr. Poppen noted
that is something to keep in mind.

Ramona Simpson, Town of Queen Creek, stated that the Town self-certifies for its
fleet. She noted that there is a process and certain equipment is needed to self-
certify. Ms. Simpson noted that potentially there would be a system that lets people
know when emissions are due and in order to stay self-certified, certain criteria would
need to be met.

Mr. Denby commented on the hypothetical measure of 20 percent reduction in
vehicle miles traveled. He inquired about the growth rate for vehicle miles traveled
for the region. Ms. Bauer replied that for most years in the region’s history, vehicle
miles traveled has grown. She noted that while vehicle miles of travel have increased,
emissions are coming down due to the federal tailpipe standards and fuels. She
noted that MAG has been asked questions about these options and they are
hypothetical measures.

Mr. Poppen reported that the impact of the hypothetical measures on ozone
concentrations will be even less in future years (i.e., later than 2017) as the vehicle
fleet continues to get cleaner. He stated that the control measures with the greatest
ozone impacts going forward remain the federal tailpipe standards, fuel measures
(e.g., Tier 3) and continued vehicle fleet turnover.

Mr. Denby inquired about the tailpipe standards and fuel standards. Mr. Poppen
responded that the tailpipe standards are in pounds per mile. Regardless of the fuel
economy of your vehicle, the tailpipe can only put out 30 milligrams per mile per Tier
3 Standards. He noted that driving 12,000 miles per year equates to approximately
one pound of emissions per year. Mr. Poppen stated that is why the impacts are
small when switching to electric. He stated that the Tier 3 Standards and Greenhouse
Gas Standards are separate in terms of fuel economy and emissions that come from
the tailpipe.

Martin Lucero, City of Surprise, inquired about how to remove model year 2003
vehicles and older without federal dollars to incentivize people to get rid of these
vehicles. He commented on instances where people may keep older vehicles. Mr.
Lucero discussed the federal program approximately 10 years ago to get rid of
“junkers.” He asked if MAG will be requesting federal funds or looking for regional
funding to implement this type of program. Ms. Bauer replied that these are
hypothetical measures that MAG modeled, which shows that fleet turnover has the
biggest impact. She referred to the Cash for Clunkers Program and noted that EPA
used to have funding through 2009. Ms. Bauer discussed that the Maricopa County
Trip Reduction Program, which is mandatory, agreed to incorporate voluntary
removal of pre-1980 vehicles. She stated that the County gives credit to companies
that participate in the program that mark on their application when alternative fuel
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vehicles are used. Maricopa County made a commitment to do so. Ms. Bauer stated
that MAG modeled some hypothetical measures since people have been asking
questions.

Mr. Lucero asked if the next step will be taken to have a policy discussion on this
measure. He commented that it has the biggest impact and it is anticipated that the
ozone standards will only get lower. He asked if there is a larger policy discussion
that needs to occur. Ms. Bauer discussed electric vehicle charging stations. She noted
that some MAG member agencies have expressed interest in them. This is one of
many things the MAG Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) may be considering
when they look at moving forward with potential extension of the Proposition 400
sales tax. MAG has also been looking at what other metropolitan planning
organizations across the county are doing.

Mr. Denby asked if it would be possible to determine the hypothetical cost associated
with each measure. Ms. Bauer responded that it would be possible. She stated that
years ago MAG looked into vehicle scrappage programs. Ms. Bauer indicated that
the region needs to careful with incentives, referring to the situation that occurred
with the alternative fuel incentive program in the year 2000.

Vice Chair Sheldon commented on the list of existing ozone control measures
included in the agenda packet. She noted that numbers 55 and 60 may have been
rescinded by Maricopa County. Vice Chair Sheldon inquired about updating the
table. Mr. Poppen replied that the list could be updated in future plans. He stated
that these measures are in the base and have already provided their benefit. Some
have future and ongoing benefits. Mr. Poppen indicated that the point was to include
all of the measures that have been approved in prior plans by EPA. Vice Chair Sheldon
stated that she believes these particular rules were rescinded since that business did
not exist within the Maricopa County.

Mario Saldamando, City of Goodyear, inquired about next steps. He asked if this
information will be shared with the TPC. Ms. Bauer responded that the timeline for
the TPC is currently unknown; however, MAG is currently researching what other
metropolitan planning organizations are doing with regard to electric vehicle
charging stations. She stated that as more and more zero emitting vehicles are in the
marketplace, then the charging stations may increase. She commented on the
number of Tesla charging stations already in place. Mr. Poppen commented that we
will need to see what happens with regard to ozone concentrations. He stated that
there have been some bad years with wildfires and this year has been good so far.

Mr. Denby stated that APS and the other utilities regulated by Arizona Corporation
Commission (ACC) have been asked to look at vehicle electrification projects and
where the ACC can help to drive that process. The questions becomes do the
regulated utilities spend $500 million putting in electrification charging stations or
wait until it is completed by the third parties. He stated that it is a “chicken or egg”
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scenario. Do you put in the electrification to draw the cars or wait until the cars are
here to put in the electrification? He noted that it is a top topic at the ACC.

Ms. Simpson mentioned the potential of trading one issue for another. She inquired
if our electricity is provided using coal. Ms. Simpson asked if we are setting ourselves
up by using so much electricity with regard to rolling blackouts or other issues. She
commented that a holistic approach is needed.

Ms. McGennis reminded the Committee that the more electric vehicles on the road,
the less gas tax for the region to repair infrastructure that the electric vehicles are
also using.

Mr. Denby stated that a balance is needed. He added that electric consumption is
not an issue. Mr. Denby stated that the price of natural gas is below $2.00, which use
to be $6.00 - $8.00. Gas is cheap. He stated that solar and renewables are now
coming on. One of the biggest problems APS and SRP are dealing with now is this
period from 10:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. when there is a lot of surplus energy that the
fossil fleet idles due to the solar from California and Arizona. Once piece of the
electrification element is if you put in chargers, can people be incentivized to charge
from 10:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. and not from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. when people need
the power the most. The point is to balance the grid, which is a very involved process.

Ms. Bauer reiterated that these are hypothetical measures. Questions have been
posed to MAG; these are just hypothetical. As mentioned, the Marginal Area plan
does not require a modeling attainment demonstration or additional measures.

Mr. Denby asked if a new baseline emissions inventory will be needed for the
Marginal Area plan. Mr. Poppen replied that 2017 will be the baseline. Maricopa
County is currently in the process of creating the emissions inventory. He stated that
it should be completed this year.

. Update on Air Quality Monitoring Data

Julie Hoffman, MAG, provided an update on the air quality monitoring data for
carbon monoxide, ozone, and PM-10. She stated that for carbon monoxide, the
region now has 22 years of clean data with the last violation occurring in 1996. Ms.
Hoffman provided a chart that showed the downward trend in carbon monoxide
concentrations since 1984. She noted that the region is 68 percent below the eight-
hour carbon monoxide standard of 9 parts per million.

Ms. Hoffman discussed ozone concentrations. She stated that the region has
already met the one-hour ozone standard and the 1997 eight-hour ozone standard.
In addition, the region has now met the 2008 eight-hour ozone standard, based on
2015-2017 monitoring data, with EPA approval of the two wildfire exceptional
events. She stated that the data indicates three monitors violating the 2008 standard
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in 2018. However, it is important to note that 2018 exceedances of both the 2008
and 2015 ozone standards are being evaluated for possible impacts from wildfire
exceptional events. She mentioned that there were 14 monitors violating the 2015
ozone standard and seven meeting the standard in 2018.

Ms. Hoffman indicated that at each place are the exceedances the region has
experienced so far in 2019. She noted that it has been a good start to the ozone
season, which began April 1. There have only been two exceedances days: May 3™
and May 4. In comparison to 2018, the region had experienced 11 exceedance
days by this time last year. Ms. Hoffman provided a chart to show the overall decline
in ozone concentrations in the region since 2000.

Mr. Denby asked if the ozone exceedance table current through May 23, 2019. Ms.
Hoffman replied yes.

Ms. Hoffman discussed the PM-10 monitoring data. She provided a chart with the
number of PM-10 exceedance days each year since 1988 and exceptional events
noted. Ms. Hoffman indicated that for the past seven years, the region has met the
PM-10 standard. For 2018, there were 14 exceedance days; however, 13 were due
to exceptional events. At each place are the 2019 PM-10 exceedances to date. She
stated that there have been two exceedances days in 2019: April 9" and April 10™.
Ms. Hoffman noted that the exceedances on these days were due to exceptional
events.

. Call for Future Agenda Items

Vice Chair Sheldon indicated that the next meeting of the Committee has been
scheduled for Thursday, June 27, 2019 at 1:30 p.m. She requested suggestions for
future agenda items. No suggestions were provided.

. Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 2:26 p.m.



Ag;h“da Ttem #4

Substantive Policy Statement; SPS-2018-006
‘Travel Reduction Progtam- Electtic Vehicle
Charging Station Credit

Jerry Geeting, Chairman
Travel Reduction Program Regional T'ask Fotce

A substantive policy statement is advisoty only. A substantive policy statement does not include
internal procedural documents that only affect the internal procedutes of the county and does not
impose additional requitements or penalties on tegulated parties ot inclede confidential infotmation
ot tules or ordinances adopted pursuant to Atizona Revised Statutes (AR.S) 'Tide 49 (The
Environment), Chapter 3 (Air Quality) [AR.S. §§ 11-1601(8), 49-471(17)]

If you believe that this substantive policy statement does impose additional requirements or penalties
on regulated pattics, you may petition the agency under A.R.S. § 41-1033 for a review of the statement.
[AR.S. § 41-1033]

An applicant fot a license subject to A.R.S. Title 11 (Counties), Chapter 11 (County Regulations),
Article 1 (Genetal Provislons) may tequest a county to clatify its intetpretation ot application of a
statute, otdinance, regulation, delegation agreement ot anthotized substantive policy statement
affecting the procutement of that license by providing the couniy with a weitten tequest that satisfies
the requitements of A.R.S. § 11-1609(A) [AR.S. § 11-1609]

I.  Purpose :
To provide guidance to companies in the Ttavel Reduction Program (TRP) that have electric
vehicle charging stations at one ot multiple sites and that request credit on their Travel Reduction
plan for the funding that is budgeted towatd the annual/monthly costs; whereby the employer

subsidizes an employee’s charging of an employee-owned electric ot hybtid vehicle on the
employer’s site facility,

II.  Applicability
"This substantive policy statement applies to companies in TRP that have electric vehicle charging
stations at one or multiple sites and that request credit on theit Travel Reduction plan for the
funding fhat is budgeted towatd the annual/monthly costs.

III. Definitions

A Approvable Travel Reduction Plan~ A plan thatis submitted by 2 major employer and that
meets the tequitements set forth in AR.S. § 49-588,

B. Electtic Vehicle Chatging Station (EVCS) — An element in an infrastructate that supplies
electtic energy for the techarping of electiic vehicles, Types of stations include, but ate not
limited to, the Combined Chatging Station, CITAdeMO and Tesla Sup erchatget.




V.

VL

C. Electtic Vehicle (EV) — A plug-in electtic vehicle to include electric cats, neighborhood
electtic vehicles (NEV), plug-in hybrids (PHEV) and electric mototcycles, A type of vehicle
used to transport a petson from home to theit work-site.

D. Main Site - A site deszgnated by the Transpottation Coordinator (TC) and TRP staff that is
referred to as the ptimary site. A company may have mote than one main site,

E. SOVMT - Smglc Occupant Vehicle Miles Traveled,

B, Transpostation Coordinator - A pesson designated by an employer, ptopetty manager ot
transpottation management association as the lead person in developing and implementing a
travel reduction plan,

G. Travel Reduction Plan — A written repott outlining travel teduction measures.

H. Travel Reduction Progtam - A program that implements a travel reduction plan by an
employer and is designed to achieve a predetettmined level of travel reduction through vatious
incentives and disincentives.

I. Work Site — A building and any grouping of buildings which ate on physically contiguous
patcels of land or on patcels separated solely by private ot public toadways or tights-of-way
and which are owned or opetated by the same employer,

Discussion
Not applicable 1

Statutoty Authotity

A, ARS. §§49-581 —49-593 [Litle 49-The Enmonment, Chapter 3-Ait Quality, Article 8-Travel
Reduction Programs]

Procedures

A. Requesting Credit For EV Charging Stations

1. An organization that requests credit on their TRP plan is requited to track and log data
and expenses for the EVCS’s located on the cmployet’s property. Credit will apply to the
company’s plan, even if the EVCS is not at the main site, Stations for which organizations
ate requesting ctedit must be located In the Maticopa County atea fot any one of an
employer’s sites that participate in the TRP.

2. Credit will be given in dollar amounts on an employer’s plan, indicated in Section 7 of the
‘TRP plan.

3. Credit will not be given to employeis or employees for privately owned EVCS that are not
located on an employcr s ptemises.

2




4. Credit will not be given to employers or employees for charges that an employee may

receive as a subsidy from their employer ot be reimbutsed when using an BVCS at theit
private residence, anothet commercial business ot from a test facility.

Otpanizations that alteady have an EVCS on-site can have theit costs ‘grandfathered” into
theit cutrent plan. As a otie-time credit, past installation and set-up costs may be ctedited
but at a reduced amount, L.e., if an EVCS was installed five years priot to the request for
credit, the employer will be allowed one-fifth of the initial cost of the station and any
associated costs. The EVCS must be in opetating condition and cutrently in use to receive
the ‘grandfathered’ credit. :

¥l out the total amount of dollats spent for each BVCS and for any md1v1dua1 equipment
that may have been bought at the initial pm.chase

B. Authosized Credit

1.

Some items may be 2 otte-titne/initial ctedit ot may be faken each plan yeat. This must be
indicated on the spreadsheet. See attached.

Ttems authotized for credit/cost are as follows, but are not imited to:

2. Charging station

b, Initlal installation fee for chasging station(s)

¢ Activation chatge

d. Monthly electtic charges fncurred for chazging employee’s vehicles

e, Setvice watranty, may also be known' as network setvice plan ox extended warranty

f. Setvice maintenance

g Signage cost for parking spots for EVCS

C. Submitting For Credit

1.

The TC must: submit the following information in a spreadsheet when the annual plan is
submitted to the TRP office:

a, Location of BVCS(s)
b. Date when station was put into service

¢, Name/type of EVCS




VIIL

VIIL

d. Model and serial number of station

e. Watranty information — dutation, cost per yeat

2. Fill out the total number of the dollats spent on each BVCS and associated equipment for
the cutrent plan year, This will be the monthly out-lay for each piece of equipment.

D. The TRP staff will process the plan tequest and the TC (employer) is responsible for
documentation that will be checked at the annual audit conducted by TRP staff.

Divisions Affected

A. Travel Reduction Progam
References

Not applicable

Revision Histoty

l Vetsion Revision Date

Description of Revision

1 07-17-2018

Initial version

2
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commants electronically, by mail, or
through hand delivery or courier
following the directions in the
ADDRESSES section of this Federal
Register,

IX. Statutory and Exsecutive Order
Reviews

Under the Clean Air Act, the
Administrator is required to approve a
SIP submission that complies with the
provisions of the CAA and applicable
Federal regulations, 42 U.S8.C. 7410{k);
40 CFR 52.02(a). Thus, in reviewing SIP
submissions, the EPA’s role is to
approve state choices, provided that
they mest the criteria of the Clean Air
Act, Accordingly, this action merely
approves state law as meeting Federal
raquirsments and does not impose
additional requirements heyond those
imposed by state law, For that reason,
this action:

¢ Is not a “significant regulatory
action’” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and 13563 (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011);

¢ Does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.8.C, 3501 ef seq.};

e Ig certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act {5
U.5.C. 601 et seq.);

* Does not contain any wmfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reforin Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

* Does not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999); ‘

* Is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

s Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

« Is not subject to requirements of
section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the Clean Air Act;
and

» Does not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

This proposed rulemaking pertaining
to New York’s section 110(a)(2)
infrastructure requirdments for the 2008
Qzone NAAQS, 2012 PM, s NAAQS,
and 2010 80, NAAQS doas not have
tribal implications as specified by
Executive Order 13175 (65 FR 67249,
November 8, 2000], because the SIP is
not approved to apply in Indian country
located in the State, and EPA notes it
will not impose substantial direct costs 7
on tribal governments or preempt tribal
law,

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pallution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Ozone, Particulate matter, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements, Sulur
oxides, Volatile organic compounds.

Authority: 42 U.8.C. 7401 et seq.
Datod: May 28, 2018,

_ Peter D). Lopesz,

Regional Administrator, Region 2.
[FR Doc, 2019-12181 Filed 6-12-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-60-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 52 and 81

[EPA-RS-0OAR-2018-0821 FRL-9995~11~
Region 9]

Determination of Aftainment by the
Attainment Date for the 2008 Ozone
National Ambient Air Quality
Standards; Phoenix-Mesa, Arizona

AGENcY: Environmental Protection
Apgency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule,

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA} is proposing to determine
that the Phoenix-Mesa ozone
nonattainment area (“Phoenix NAA™),
which is classified as “Moderate” for
the 2008 ozone National Ambient Air
(luality Standards (NAAQS or
“standards™}, attained the NAAQS by its
Moderate area attainment date of July
20, 2018, This determination is based on
complete, quality-assured, and certified
data for 2015-2017, This proposed
action is necessary to fulfill the EPA's
statutory obligation to determine
whether ozone nonattainment areas
attained the NAAQS by the attainment
date.

DATES: Any comments must arrive by
July 15, 2019, :
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-R0g~
OAR-2018-0821 at htfps://
www.regulations.gov. For comments

submitted at Regulations.gov, follow the
online instructions for submitting
comments, Once submitted, comments
cannot be edited or removed from
Regulations.gov. The EPA may publish
any comunent received to its public
dacket. Do not submit electronically any
information you consider to be
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Multimedia
submissions {audio, video, etc.) must be
accompanied by a written comment.
The written comment is considerad the
official comment and should include
discussion of all points you wish to
make, The EPA will generally not
consider comments or comment
contents located outside of the primary
submission (i.e., on the web, cloud, or
other fila sharing system). For
additional submission methods, please
contact the person identified in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section,
For the full EPA public comment policy,
information about CBI or multimedia
submissions, and general guidance on
making effective comments, please visit
hitps:/fwww.epa.gov/dockots/
commenting-epa-dockets, )

FOR FURTHER INFORMATI!ON CONTACT:
Nancy Levin, EPA Region IX, 75
Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA
94105. By phone: (415) 9723848 or hy
email at levin.nancy@epa.gov,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this docwment, “we,” “us,”
and ‘“‘our” refer to the EPA.

Table of Contents

L. What is the Background for this action?
A. Qzone NAAC)S, Area Designations, and
Classifications
B. Ambient Air Quality Monitoring Data
IL. What is the EPA’s analysis of the relevant
air quality data?
A. Moenitoring Network and Data
Considerations
B. Evaluation of the Armbient Air Quality
Data
III. Proposed Action
IV. Environmental Justice Considerations
V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

1. What is the background for this
action?

A. Ozone NAAQS, Area Designations,
and Classifications

The Clean Air Act (CAA or “Act”)
requires the EPA to establish national
primary and secondary standards for
certain widespread pollutants, such as
ozons, which cause or contribute to air
pollution that is reasonably anticipated
to endanger public health or welfare.? In

-

1CAA sections 108 and 109, Primary standards
reprasant ambient air quality standards the
attainment and maintenance of which the EPA has
determinad, including a margin of safety, are
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the 1970s, the EPA promulgated
primary and secondary ozone standards
based on a 1-hour average. In 1897, we
replaced the 1-hour ozone standards
with primary and secondary 8-hour
ozone standards. Ti. 2008, we revised the
8-hour ozone standards to the level of
0.075 parts per million (ppm), daily
maximum 8-hour average.? Since the
primary and secondary ozone standards
are the same, we refer to them hereafter
in this document using the singular
“2008 ozone standard” (or simply
“standard™) or NAAQS. The 2008 ozone
standard is met at an ambient air quality
monitoring site when the design value
is less than or equal to 0.075 ppm, as
determined in accordance with 40 CFR
part 50, appendix P.? The design value
is a statistic that describes the air
quality status of a given location relative
to the level of the NAAQS, For the
purpose of comparison with the 2008
ozone standard, the design value fora
site is the 3-year average of the annual
fourth-highest daily maximum 8-hour
average ozone concentrations.

The EPA designated NAAs for the
2008 ozone standard on May 21, 2012,
effective July 20, 2012.4 In. that action,
the EPA classified (by operation of law)
the Phoenix NAA as “Marginal”
nonattainment, The original attainment
date for the 2008 ozone standard for this
Marginal ozone NAA was as expeditious
as practicable but not later than July 20,
2015.5

Section 181(b}(2}{A) of the CAA
requires that within 6 months following
the applicable attainment date, the EPA
must determine whether an ozone NAA
attained the ozone standard based on
the area's design value as of that date.
In. May 2016, the EPA determined that
the Phoenix NAA failed to attain the
2008 ozone standard by the applicable
attainment date of July 20, 2015, and
reclassified the area to the next higher
classification, 1.e., “Moderate,” Qur
determination was based on complets,
quality-assured, and certified data for

requisite to protect the public health. Secondary
standards represent ambient air quality standards
the ettainment and maintenance of which the EPA
has determined are requisite to protect the public
woelfare from any known or anticipated adverse
effacts associated with the presence of such air
pollutant in the ambient air. CAA section 108(b).

273 FR 16436 (March 27, 2008); 40 CFR 50.15.
In 2015, wa tightened the ozone National Ambient
Adr Quality Standards {NAAQS or "standards”)
even further and estabiished 9.070 parts per million
(ppm), 8-hour average, as the new ozone NAAQS.
80 FR 65292 (October 26, 2015). While the 1979 1-
hour ozone NAAQS and 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS
have haan raveked, the 2008 ozons NAAGS remains
in. effect.

340 CFR 50.15.

177 FR 30088,

540 GFR 51,1103(a).

2012-2014.5 States with Moderate
ozone areas are required to submit
revisions to the applicable state
implementation plan (SIP) that comply
with the requirements set forth in
subpart 2 of part D of title I of the CAA
and in the EPA’s ozone implementation
rule for the 2008 ozone NAAQS in 40
CFR part 51, subpart AA. The relevant
SIP requirements include, among other
requirements, attainment
demonstrations and associated
reasonably available control measures,
reasonable further progress {RFF) plans,
and contingency measures for failure to
attain or make RFP, The applicable
attainment date for areas classified as
Moderate nonattainment for the 2008
ozone NAAQS is as expeditious as
practicable but not later than July 20,
2018.7 Because the design value is based
on the three most recent, completa
calendar years of data, attainment must
occur no later than December 31 of the
year prior to the attainment date (i.e.,
December 31, 2017, in the case of
Moderate NAAs for the 2008 ozone
NAAQS).

B, Ambient Air Quality Monitoring Data

A determination of whether an area’s
air quality meets the 2008 ozone
NAAQS is generally based upon three
consecutive calendar years of complete,
quality-assured data measured at
established State and Local Air
Monitoring Stations {SLAMS} in the
NAA and entered into the EPA Air
Quality System (AQS) database. Data
from ambient air monitoring sites
operated by state or local agencies in
compliance with EPA monitoring
requirements must be submitted to
AQS. Heads of monitoring agencies
annually certify that these data are
accurate to the best of their knowledge.
Accordingly, the EPA relies primarily
on data in AQS when determining the
attainment status of an area.? All ozone
data are reviewed to determine the
area’s air quality status in accordance
with 40 CFR part 50, appendix P,

‘When the design value is less than or
equal to 0.075 ppm (based on the
rounding convention in 40 CFR part 50,
appendix P} at each monitoring site
within the area, then the area is meeting
the 2008 ozone NAAQS. To make the
datermination that an area attains the
NAAQS, each monitor must have a

881 FR 26697 (May 4, 2018}, The 2012-2014
design value for the Phoenix NAA was 0.080 parts
per million, which exceeded the 2008 ozone
NAAQS of 0,075 ppm. We nots that today's action
is based on the 20152017 design value.

740 CFK 51.1103,

240 CFR 50,15; 40 CFR part 50, appendix P; 40
CFR part 53; 40 CFR part 68, appendices A, C, D
and E,

valid design value ® mesting the
standard,

II. What is the EPA’s analysis of the
relevant air quality data?

A, Monitoring Network and Data
Considerations

The Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality (ADEQ or
“State”), Maricopa County Air Quality
Department (MCAQD), Pinal County Air
(Quality Control District (PCAQCD), and
Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community (SRPMIC) operate a
combined 24 ozone SLAMS in the
Phoenix NAA (see Table 1 for AQS
identification number, site name, design
value, and completeness data for 2015—
2017 (i.e., the design value period)).
MCAQD operates 18 of these ozone sites
in the Phoenix NAA, however one of
these sitas (AQS# 040139708, Rio
Verde) was approved by the EPA for
closure in 2017.1¢ 11 ADEQ) operates one
ozone site in the Phoenix NAA (JL.G
Supersite). PCAQCD operates one ozone
site in the Phosnix NAA (AJ
Maintenance Yard). SRPMIC operates
four ozone sites in the Phoenix NAA
(Senior Center, Red Mountain, Lehi, and
High School).

State and local air monitoring
agencies are required to subimit annual
monitoring network plans ta the EPA.22
Tribal monitoring agencies may also
submit such plans, An annual
monitoring network plan discusses the
status of the air monitoring network, as
required under 40 CFR 58.10. MCAQD,
PCAQCD, ADE(Q) and SRPMIC submit
annual monitoring network plans for
ozone SLAMS in the Phoenix NAA,
Since 2007, the EPA has regularly
reviewed these annual monitoring
network plans for compliance with the
applicable requirements in 40 CFR part
58, With respect to ozone, the EPA has
found that the area’s annual monitoring
network plans for 2015 through 2017
mest the applicable requirements under
40 CFR part 58.13 141516 Fyrthermore,

2Design values attaining the 2008 ozone NAAQS
alse must meet minimwm data completeness
requirements specified in 40 CFR part 50, appendix
P to be considered valid.

10 Biue Point-Sheriff Station-Tonto NF-Salt River
Rac. Area, Buckeye, Cave Cresk, Central Phoenix,
Dysart, Falcon Field, Fountain Hills, Glendale,
Humboldt Mountain, Mesa, North Phoenix,
Pinnacle Peak, Rio Verds, South Phosnix, South
Seottsdale, Temps, Wast Chandler, West Phoenix.

1 Lgtter from Elizabeth ]. Adams, Acting Director,
Ajr Division, EPA Region IX, to Ben Davis, Director,
Air Monitoring Manager, Maricopa County Air
Quality Department (MCAQD), dated September 135,
2017, approving MCAQID’s closura of the Rio Verda
ozona SLAMS site.

124() CFR 58.10(a)(1).

13 Letter from Gwen Yoshimura, Acting Menager,
Adr Quality Analysis Office, EPA Region IX, to

Continued
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the EPA concluded from its Tachnical
Systems Audits (TSAs) of ADEQ,
MCAQD, and PCAQCD, that the
combined ambient air monitoring
network currently meets or exceeds the
requirements for the minimum number
of SLAMS in the Phoenix NAA for the
2008 ozone standard,}? 1819 The EPA

Philip A. McNeely, Director, Maricopa County Air
Quality Department (MCAQD), dated October 31,
2018, approving MCAQD’s 2015 annual maonitoring
network plan; Letter from Gwen Yoshimura,
Manager, Air Quality Analysis Office, EPA Region
I¥, to Philip A. MoNesly, Director, Marlcopa
County Air Quality Department (MCAQD), dated
Octaber 30, 2017, approving MCAQD’s 2016 annual
monitoring network plan; Letter from Gwen
Yoshimura, Manager, Air Quality Analysis Office,
EPA Region IX, to Philip A. McNesly, Directar,
Maricopa County Air (quality Department
(MCAQD), dated October 30, 20118, approving
MCAQD's 2017 annual monitoring network plan,

4 Letter from Gwen Yoshimura, Acting Manager,
Air Quality Analysis Office, EPA Region IX, to
Michael Sundblom, Diractor, Pinal County Air
Quality Control District (PCAQCD), dated October
31, 2018, approving PCAQCD's 2015 anngal
monitoring network plan; Letter from Gwen
Yoshimura, Manager, Air Quality Analysis Oifice,
EPA Region IX, to Michael Sundblom, Diractor,
Pinal County Air Quality Control District
{PCAQCD), dated Qctober 30, 2016, approving
PCAQCD's 2016 annual monitoring network plen;
Letter from Gwen Yoshimura, Manager, Air Quality
Analysis Office, EPA Region IX, to Michae}
Sundblom, Directer, Pinal County Aiz Quality
Contrai District (PCAQCD), dated October 30, 2018,
approving PCAQCDs 2017 annuei monitozing
netwark plan,

151 gtter from Gwen Yoshimura, Acting Managez,
Aifr (Quality Analysis Office, EPA. Region IX, to
Timethy S, Franquist, Director, Air Quality
Divisicdn, Arizana Pepartment of Environmental
Quality (ADEQ), dated November 3, 2018,
approving ADEQ's 2015 ennual monitoring network
plan; Letter from Gwen Yoshimura, Manager, Air
Quaelity Analysis Office, EPA Region IX, to Timothy
S. Franquist, Director, Afr Quality Division, Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ),
dated November 3, 2018, approving ADE()Y's 2016
annuai monitoring network plan; Letter from Gwen
Yoshimura, Manager, Air Quality Analysis Office,
EPA Region IX, to Timothy S, Franquist, Director,
Air Quality Division, Arizons Department of
Environmental Quality {ADEQ), dated October 30,
2017, approving ADEQ's 2017 annual moniforing
network plan,

16 | ptter from Gwen Yoshimura, Acting Manager,
Aly Quality Analysis Office, EBA Region IX, to
Christopher Horan, Diviston Manager,
Environmental Protection & Natural Resources
Division, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community {SRPMIC), dated October 31, 2016,
approving SRPMIC’s 2015 arnual monitoring
network plan; Letter from Gwen Yoshimura,
Manager, Air Quality Analysis Offica, EPA Region
I¥, to Christopher Haran, Division Manager,
Environmental Protection & Natural Resources
Division, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Compmunity (SRPMIC}, dated Qetober 30, 2017,
approving SRPMIC's 2016 annual monitoring
natwork plan; Letter from Gwen Yoshimura,
Managesr, Air Quality Analysis Office, EPA Region
IX, to Christopher Horan, Division Manager,
Envircnmental Protection & Natural Resources
Division, Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community (SRPMIC}, dated Qctober 30, 2018,
approving SRPMIC's 2017 annual monitoring
network plan.

17 Letter from Elizabeth J. Adams, Director, Air
Division, EPA Region IX, to Mr, Timothy Franquist,
Director, Air Quality Division, ADEQ, dated April

also conducted a TSA of SRPMIC, but,
as a tribal agency, minimum monitoring
requirements do not apply to SRPMIC,20

MCAQD, PCAQCD, ADEQ and
SRPMIC oversee the quality assurance
of data collected from their sites and
annually certify that their respective
data submitted to AQS are complete and
quality-assured, and have done so for
each year relevant to our determination
of attainment, 2015201721 222324

25, 2019, transmitting findings from the EPA's 2018
TSA of the ADEQ’s amblent air monitoring
program,

18 Lgtter from Elizabeth ], Adams, Acting Director,
Alr Division, EPA Region I¥X, to Mr, Michael
Sundblom, Director, PCAQCD, dated September,
28, 2018, transmitting findings from the EPA’s 2016
TSA. of the PCAQCD's ambient air menitoring
Program.

12 Latter from Elizabeth J. Adams, Acting Director,
Air Division, EPA Region IX, to Philip A. McNeely,
Director, MCAQD, dated June 12, 2017, transmitting
findings from the EPA's 2016 TSA of the MCAQD's
ambient air monttoring program.

201 atter from Elizabsth J. Adams, Acting Director,
Air Division, EPA Region IX, to Mr, Christopher
Heran, Environmental Director, SRPMIC, dated
August 29, 2017, transmitting findings from the
EPA’s 2016 TSA of the SRPMIC's ambient afr

- monitoring program.

#1Letter from Timothy Franquist Jr, Deputy
Diractor, Al Quality Division, Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality, to Deborah Jordan, EPA
Region IX, dated April 27, 2016 [corract date was
Apzil 27, 2018}, Certification of 2015 Ambient Air
Data and Re-Certification of 2014 Ambient Air Data
in AQS Datebase Reported by ADEQ; Letter from
Timothy S. Franquist, Divector, Air Quality
Division, Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality, to Elizabeth Adams, Acting Air Division
Director, Air Division, EPA Region IX, dated April
5, 2017, Certification of 2016 Ambient Air Data and
Re-Certification of 2016 Ambient Air Data in AQS
Database Reported by ADEQ); Letter from Timolivy
S. Franquist, Director, Air Quality Division, te
Elizebeth Adams, Air Division Director, EPA Region
IX, dated April 27, 2018, Cestification of 2017
Ambient Air Data and Re-Certification of 2016
Ambient Air Data in AQS Database Repaorted by

22 Latter from Philip A, McNeely, Director,
Miricopa County Air Quality Department, to
Deborah Jordan, Adr Division, EPA Region IX, dated
April 25, 2016, 2015 Data Certification Letter; Latter
from Philip A. McNeely, Director, Maricopa County
Air Quality Depariment, to Elizabath Adams, Acting
Director, Air Division, EPA Raegion IX, dated April
7, 2017, 2016 Data Cartification Latter; Letter from
Philip A. McNealy, Director, Maricopa County Air
Quality Depariment, to EXizabeth Adams, Acting
Director, Air Division, EPA Regien TX, dated Apsil
10, 2018, 2017 Data Certification.

23 Letter from josh DeZesuw, Alr Quality
Manager, Pinal County Afr Quality Control District,
to Deborah Jordan, dated April 29, 2016, AQS Data
Certification—2045; Letter from Josh DeZssuw, Air
Quality Manager, Pinal County Air Quality Control
District, to Elizaheth Adams, dated April 28, 2017,
AQS Data Cartification—2018; Letter from. Josh
DeZeouw, Air Quality Manager, Pinal County Air
Quality Control District, to Elizabeth Adams, dated
April 30, 2018, AQS Data Certification—2017,

24 Lotter from Christopher Horan, Environmental
Protection & Natural Resources Manager, Salt River
Pima Maricopa Indian Community, to Deborah
jordan, Diractor, Air Division, EPA Region IX, dated
April 27, 2018, 2015 AQS Data Certification of
Ambient Air Monitoring Data; Latter from
Christopher Horan, Environmental Protection &
Natural Resources Manager, Salt River Pima

Lastly, consistent with the
requirements contained in 40 CFR part
50, the EPA has reviewed the quality-
assured and certified ozone ambient air
moenitoring data for completeness. The
EPA reviewed the data as recorded in
AQS for the applicable monitoring
period, collected at the monitoring sites
in the Phoenix NAA, and has
determined that the data are complete,
except for the Tempe monitoring
station.25 Monitoring at the Tempe
station was temporarily suspended from
April to October in 2015 as a result of
significant modifications by the
landowner to the site. MCAQD notified
the EPA of this temporary closure in
MCAQD's 2015 annual ambient air
monitoring plan.?® The Tempe
monitoring site was not the design value
monitor in the Phoenix NAA for the five
previous valid design value years
{2010-2014). In addition, Tempe did not
have the highest fourth-highest daily
maximu. 8-hour ezone concentrations
in the NAA in 2016 or 2017, For these
reasons, the temporary closure and
invalid 2017 design value at the Tempe
manitoring site doss not affect the EPA’s
ability to determine the design value for
the area. For the remaining ozone
monitoring sites in the Phoenix NAA,
daily maximum 8-hour average
concentrations are available for at least
90 percent of the days within the ozone
monitoring season, on average for the
2015-2017 period, and daily maximum
8-hour average concentrations are
available for at least 75 percent of the
days within the ozone monitoring
season for each individual year within
that period. Therefore, the remaining

‘sites meet the data completeness

requirements of 40 CFR part 50,
appendix P.27

B. Evaluation of the Ambient Air
Quality Data

As noted previously, the applicable
attainment date for the Phoenix NAA is
july 20, 2018, We have reviewed the

Maricopa Indian Community, to Elizebeth Adams,
Acting Directar, Air Division, EPA Ragion IX, dated
March 31, 2016 [correct date was March 31, 20171,
2016 AQS Data Certification of Ambient Air
Monritoring Data; Letter from Christopher Horan,
Environmental Protection & Natural Resources
Manager, Satt River Pima Maricopa Indian
Comrmunity, to Elizabeth Adams, Acting Director,
Adr Division, BPA Region IX, datad April 13, 2018,
2017 AQS Ambient Afr Monitoring Data
Certification,

25 Sge EPA, Adr Quality System, Dasign Value
Report, May 20, 2019,

282015 Air Monitoring Network Plan, Philip A.
McNesly, Dirsctor, MCAQD, submitted June 30,
2018,

27The Rio Verds Ozone SLAMS was approvad for
closure in 2017, howevar, there ware sufficient data
for the monitor to still have a valid 2015-2017
design value.
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data collected at the monitoring sites
within that area during the three-ysar
period preceding the attainment date
{2015-2017) to determine whether the
area attained the 2008 ozone standard

by the attainment date. Table 1 shows
the fourth-highest daily maximum 8-
hour ozone concentrations for 2015
through 2017, 2015-2017 design values,
and data completness for ozone

monitors within the Phoenix NAA. The
design value for a given area is based on
the monitoring site in the area with the
highest design value.

TABLE 1—PHOENIX NAA: 2015-2017 MONITORING SITE-LEVEL DESIGN VALUES FOR THE 2008 8-Hour OzoNE NAAQS

4th Higt;est datly Percent complete
maximum
8-hour 2015-2017 2%\/59;20;7
AQS site 1D Site name average value Design erceﬁt
{ppm) vaius 2015 2016 2017 C%mpiete
2018 2016 2017

040130019 Waest Phoenix ....... 074 071 077 074 100 100 100 100
040131003 ... MBSa ...ovrvvrrrirninens 072 075 078 075 100 100 100 100
040131004 ... North Phoenix ....... 074 075 077 075 100 99 100 100
040131010 ... Falcon Fietd .......... 072 073 078 074 100 98 89 o9
040132001 ... Glendale ... 087y 066 .068 067 98 99 a8 98
040132005 ... Pinnacle Peak ...... 074 074 077 075 99 100 98 99
040133002 ... Centrat Phoenix ... 071 070 071 .070 100 100 as 100
040133003 .. South Scottsdale .. .068 070 070 068 98 a9 99 98
040134003 .. South Phoenix ...... 070 .087 072 068 1060 100 j2f2] 100
040134004 ... West Chandler ...... 070 069 074 .071 160 100 100 100
040134005 ... Tempe .o N/A .068 065 N/A 12 100 212} 76
040134008 .. Cave Creek .......... .069 071 071 070 100 100 a9 99
040134010 . S1TET: 11 SN 087 .0683 076 .068 100 100 89 95
040134011 .. Buckeye ..vvevicveeen 060 089 070 063 b 1] 99 a1 95
040139508 ... Humboldt Min ....... 073 072 074 073 97 100 100 g9
040139702 .. Biue Polnt .....oeene 071 071 074 072 99 100 a9 100
040138704 .. Fountain Hills ........ .069 068 073 070 100 100 97 39
040139706 Rio Verde ....veeeee 068 070 .068 .068 100 100 83 92
040139997 - | JLG Supersite ....... 075 .075 078 .075 a8 94 98 97
040137020 ............ | Senior Center ....... 073 070 075 072 100 100 99 100
040137021 Red Mountain ....... 074 .071 079 074 100 99 89 99
040137022 Lehi ooevrevreriiserernrsnes 076 072 077 075 100 a9 97 a9
040137024 High Schoaol .......... 072 070 075 072 96 98 98 98
040213001 AJ Maintenance ... ( 078 072 .079 074 97 a7 96 97

In the EPA’'s review of monitoring
data for the 2008 ozone standard for the
Phoenix NAA, the EPA is excluding
certain exceedances of the standard
from the attainment determination
presented hersin because they were the
result of exceptional events. ADEQ
provided documentation supporting
requests for concurrence on wildfire
ozone exceptional events covering a
total of 14 exceedances recorded on
June 20, 2015, and July 7, 2017, at
monitors within the Phoenix NAA. The
EPA reviewed the documentation that
ADEQ provided to demonstrate that
these exceedances meet the criteria for
exceptional events under the EPA’s
Exceptional Events Rule.28 The EPA
concurred with ADE(Q’s requests for
determinations that, based on the
weight of evidence, the exceedances
were caused by wildfire ozons

2840 CFR §0.1(j}, (k). (i), {m), (n), (o), (p}, (a}, (r);
50.14; 51.930. See also 40 CFR part 50, appendix
P, section 1,1, (determinations of whether to
exclude, retain, or make adjustments to the data
affocted by exceptional events is determined by the
requirements under 40 CFR 50,1, 50,14 and 51.930).

exceptional events.2® Accordingly, the
EPA has determined that the monitored
exceedances associated with these
exceptional events should be excluded
from use in determinations of
oxcesdances and vielations, including
the evaluation of whether the Phoenix
NAA has attained by the attainment
date in accordance with CAA section
181(b)(2){A),

Our proposed determination that the
area has attained the 2008 ozone
NAAQS is based in part on our
concurrence with ADEQ that the
exceedances monitored in the Phoenix
NAA on June 20, 2015, and July 7, 2017,
were caused by wildfire ozone
exceptional events, and our related
exclusion of these exceedances from th
attainment determination, :

III. Proposed Action

The EPA is proposing to determing
that the Phoenix NAA has attained the
2008 ozone standard by its Moderate
area attainment date of July 20, 2018,

2¢ Soa latters from Elizabeth ]. Adams, Director,
Adr Division, EPA Region IX, to Timothy §.
Franquist, Birector, Air Quality Division, ADEQ,
dated February b, 2018, and May 7, 2010,

based on complete, quality-assured, and
certified ambient air quality monitoring
data for the 2015-2017 monitoring
period. Based on our proposed finding
of attainment by the applicable
attainment date, we are also proposing
t0 determine that the CAA requirement
for the SIP to provide for contingency
measures to be implemented in the
event the area fails to attain
(“attainment contingency measures”)
will no longer apply to the Phoenix
NAA. Under CAA section 172(c)(9),
attainment contingency measures must
be implemented only if the area fails to
attain by the attainment date. Therefore,
if we finalize the determination that the
Phoenix NAA has attained the 2008
ozone standard, attainment contingency
measures for this NAAQS would never
be required to be implemented,
regardless of whether the area continues
to attain the NAAQS. The State
submitted contingency measures as part
of the Phoenix area 2008 Moderats
ozone plan adopted in December 2016.
We will defer taking any action on these
measures in light of this proposed
finding of attainment by the applicable
attainment date and resulting
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determination that the attainment
contingency measure requirement no
longer applies to the area, The State may
elect to withdraw the attainment
contingency measurss to lift the
obligation on the EPA under section
110(k]} to act on these measures.

Woe are not proposing to suspend the
attainment-related requirements for the
Phoenix NAA under 40 CFR 51,1118 at
this time because ozone monitoring data
for 2018 are not consistent with
continued attainment of the standard in
the Phoenix NAA.

We also note that, if finalized, this
proposed determination that the
Phoenix ozone NAA has attained the
2008 ozone NAAQS would not
constitute a redesignation of the area to
attainment for the 2008 ozone standaxd.
Under CAA section 107(d)(3)(E),
redesignations to attainment require
states to meet 2 number of additional
statutory criteria, including the EPA’s
approval of a SIP revision
demonstrating maintenance of the
standard for 10 years after
redesignation. The designation status of
the Phoenix area will remain Moderate
nonattainment for the 2008 ozone
NAAQS until such time as the EPA
determines that the area mests the CAA
requirements for redesignation to
aftainment.

1V, Environmental Justice
Considerations

The EPA believes that this proposed
action will not have disproportionately
high or adverse human health or
environmental effects on minority, low-
income, or indigenous populations.

The purpose of this rule is to
determine whether the Phoenix NAA
attained the 2008 ozone standard by its
Moderate area attainment date, which is
reguired under the CAA for purposes of
implementing the 2008 ozone standard,
As such, this action does not dirsctly
affect the level of protection provided
for human health or the environment.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

A. Executive Order 12866; Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Review

This action is not a significant
regulatory action and was therefore not
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB} for review.

B. Executive Order 13771: Reducing
Regulations and Controlling Regulatory
Costs

This action is not expected to be an
Executive Order 13771 regulatory action

because this action is not significant
under Executive Order 12866.

C. Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA)

This rule does not impose any new
information collection burden under the
PRA not already approved by the OMB.

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)

1 certify that this action will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the RFA. This action will not
impose any requirements on small
entities.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMBRA)

This action does not contain any
unfunded mandate as described in
UMRA, 2 U.S.C. 1531-1538, and does
not significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. This action imposes no
enforceable duty on any state, local or
tribal governments, or the private sector.

F. Executive Order 13132; Federalism

This action doss not have federalism
implications, it will not have suhstantial
direct effects on the states, tribes, or the
relationship between the national
government and the states and tribes, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

G. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governimenis

This action has tribal implications.
However, it will neither impose
substantial direct compliance costs on
federally recognized tribal governments,
nor preempt tribal law. Four tribes have
areas of Indian country within or
directly adjacent to the Phoenix NAA:
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, Gila
River Indian Community, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community of
the Salt River Reservation, and the
Tohono O’odham Nation of Arizona.
The EPA intends to communicate with
potentially affected tribes located within
or directly adjacent to the boundaries of
the Phoenix NAA as the agency moves
forward in developing a final rule,

H. Executive Order 13045; Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
and Safety Risks

The EPA interprets Executive Order
13045 as applying only to those
regulatory actions that concern
environmental health or safety risks that
the EPA has reason to believe may
disproportionately affect children, per
the definition of “covered regulatory
action” in section 2-202 of the
Executive QOrder, This action is not

subject to Executive Order 13045
because it does not concern an
environmental health risk or safety risk.

1. Executive Order 13211; Actions That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

This action is not subject to Executive
Order 13211, because itis nota
significant regulatory action under
Executive Order 12866,

J. National Technology Transfer
Advancement Act (NTTAA)

This rulemaking does not involve
technical standards.

K. Executive Order 12898: Federal
Actions To Address Environmental
Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations

The EPA believes the human health or
environmental risk addressed by this
action will not have potential
disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects
on minority, low-income, or indiganous
populations. The results of this
evaluation are contained in the section
of the preamble titled “Environmental
Justice Considerations.”

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Oxides of nitrogen, Ozone, Volatile
crganic compounds,

Dated: May 31, 2019,
Deborah fordan,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
{FR Doc. 201912517 Filed 6—12—19; 8:45 amn)
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 54
[WC Dacket No. 06-122; FCC 19--46]

Universal Service Contribution
Methodology

AGENCY: Faderal Communications
Comimission.

ACTION: Proposed rula,

SUMMARY: In this document, the Federal
Communications Commission
(Commission) seeks comment on
establishing a cap on the Universal
Service Fund (USYF or Fund) and ways
it could enable the Commission to
evaluate the financial aspects of the four
USF programs in a more holistic way,
and thershy better achisve the
overarching universal service principles
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SR~ For Level 2 EV Charger

Delivering water and power™

Submittal Package Instructions

The MAG Model Plan may be used to assist your Customer or Electrical Contractor in obtaining proper
permits for a legal and safe installation of a Level 2 Electrical Charger in a single family home.

PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING:

1. MAG Model Plan — Utilize the Model plan to evaluate your existing electrical service and to
perform the load calculation required by the building department of the jurisdiction where the
single family home is located.

2. EV Charger Installation Documents — Provide the installation documents from the charger you
intend to install.

3. Provide the correct square footage of the existing home per the Maricopa County Assessors
website: Maricopa County Assessor's Office

4. Provide a plot plan showing the property with a simple floor plan. Use this to show:
a. Location of Service Entrance Section (SES)

Route of conduit from SES to location of EV Charger.

Note conduit length from SES to location of EV Charger.

Note conductor size selection.

Note height of charger between 15” min. and 48” max. above the finish floor.

mao T

5. Provide contractor license info and home owner information.

Bonesteel: 2019 MAG LEVEL 2 EV CHARGER MODEL PLAN iNSTRUCTIONS
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ONE-LINE GENERAL NOTES L NOTES 1.   THE GENERAL/ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD VERIFY ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS TO FULLY FAMILIARIZE THEMSELVES WITH ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS THE GENERAL/ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD VERIFY ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS TO FULLY FAMILIARIZE THEMSELVES WITH ALL EXISTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO BID. NO ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS WILL BE ALLOWED AFTER THE BID.  NO ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS WILL BE ALLOWED AFTER THE BID. . 2.  THE ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFYING ALL EXISTING SWITCH, FUSE, CONDUCTOR, CIRCUIT BREAKER SIZES, ETC., FOR CODE   COMPLIANCE.  NOTIFY ENGINEER OF ANY AND ALL DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO HIS BID. 3.  GFP MUST BE ON-SITE TESTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH MANUFACTURER'S INSTRUCTIONS.  ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE COPY OF     MANUFACTURER'S INSTRUCTIONS AND TEST RESULTS TO AUTHORITY HAVING JURISDICTION. 4.  ALL NEW OR MODIFIED ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT RATED @ 1000 AMPS OR MORE SHALL BE TESTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH UL STANDARD 869 OR 891 FOR  INSULATION BREAKDOWN PRIOR  TO BEING ENERGIZED.  THIS TEST SHALL BE PERFORMED BY A TESTING FACILITY APPROVED BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL.  TO BEING ENERGIZED.  THIS TEST SHALL BE PERFORMED BY A TESTING FACILITY APPROVED BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL.  (SEE SECTION 4.6 OF ELECTRICAL  SYSTEM SPECIFICATIONS) SYSTEM SPECIFICATIONS) 5.  SERVICE ENTRANCE SECTION SHALL BE MARKED IN ACCORDANCE WITH NEC ARTICLE 110.16 FOR FLASH PROTECTION HAZARDS. (REFERENCE NFPA      70E-2000 AND ANSI Z535.4-1998) SERVICE EQUIPMENT RATING INFORMATION
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1.  THIS ELECTRICAL SYSTEM SHALL BE A U.L. LISTED SERIES RATED ____ FUSE ___ CIRCUIT  THIS ELECTRICAL SYSTEM SHALL BE A U.L. LISTED SERIES RATED ____ FUSE ___ CIRCUIT  BREAKER - CIRCUIT BREAKER COMBINATION. 2.  PUBLISHED AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT FROM SERVING UTILITY =   21,188 AMPERES. PUBLISHED AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT FROM SERVING UTILITY =   21,188 AMPERES. 21,188 AMPERES. 3.  MOTOR F.L.A. CONTRIBUTION DOES NOT EXCEED 1% OF THE INTERRUPT RATING OF DOWN  MOTOR F.L.A. CONTRIBUTION DOES NOT EXCEED 1% OF THE INTERRUPT RATING OF DOWN  STREAM A.I.C. SERIES RATED DEVICE.  WORST CASE DOWN STREAM A.I.C. RATING = 10,000 AMPERES. WORST CASE TOTAL MOTOR FULL LOAD AMPS.  < 99 AMPS. 4.  NO DESIGN CHANGES MAY BE MADE TO THIS SYSTEM WITHOUT APPROVAL 0F THE AUTHORITY NO DESIGN CHANGES MAY BE MADE TO THIS SYSTEM WITHOUT APPROVAL 0F THE AUTHORITY HAVING JURISDICTION.  THIS SYSTEM SHALL BE INSTALLED EXACTLY AS INDICATED ON THESE PLANS. 5.   PROVIDE LABEL FOR EACH SERIES/FULLY RATED PANELBOARD AS INDICATED BELOW IN  PROVIDE LABEL FOR EACH SERIES/FULLY RATED PANELBOARD AS INDICATED BELOW IN  ACCORDANCE WITH NEC #110.22 6.   PANELS, BUSSBARS, CONTACTORS, TERMINATIONS AND ALL INTERNAL COMPONENTS OF ALL PANELS, BUSSBARS, CONTACTORS, TERMINATIONS AND ALL INTERNAL COMPONENTS OF ALL SWITCHBOARDS, PANELBOARDS AND LOAD CENTERS SHALL BE FULLY BRACED FOR THE  AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT AVAILABLE AT THE TERMINALS OF THE EQUIPMENT.  SERIES  RATINGS SPECIFIED, PER THESE DOCUMENTS, APPLY SOLELY TO THE OVERCURRENT DEVICES INSTALLED THEREIN UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.   PERMISSIBLE SUBSTITUTION OF A FULLY RATED CIRCUIT BREAKER SYSTEM IS ALLOWABLE PROVIDED THE PANELBOARD AND CIRCUIT BREAKER AIC RATING IS GREATER THAN AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT AS INDICATED THIS SHEET AND LABELED AS A "FULLY RATED SYSTEM".
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WHERE: L  = LENGTH IN FEET = LENGTH IN FEET I  = UTILITY CONTRIBUTED FAULT CURRENT, IN AMPERES = UTILITY CONTRIBUTED FAULT CURRENT, IN AMPERES C  = CONSTANT PER 'BUSSMAN' SPD MANUAL = CONSTANT PER 'BUSSMAN' SPD MANUAL E  = VOLTAGE = VOLTAGE N  = NUMBER OF CONDUCTORS, PER PHASE = NUMBER OF CONDUCTORS, PER PHASE NOTE: ALL RACEWAYS ARE NON-MAGNETIC UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL RACEWAYS AND CONDUCTORS WITH THE MINIMUMUM LENGTH ("L") SHOWN, NO EXCEPTIONS.
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NOTE (x)

(1)
(1)
(1)
(1)
(1)
(1)(3)
(1)(3)
(1)(3)

NOTE (x)
(2)(7)
(3)(7)
(3)(7)
(3)(7)
(4)(7)

(7)
(4)(7)
(7)
(4)(7)
(3)(5)
(3)(5)
(6)
(6)
(6)
(6)
(6)

RESIDENTIAL LOAD CALCULATION
USING THE OPTIONAL METHOD PER NEC 220.82

LIGHTING CALCULATION (LOAD 1):

LIVEABLE SQUARE FOOTAGE OF THE HOME:

LIGHTING LOAD VA (EA) TOTALVA

HOME SQUARE FOOTAGE MULTIPLIED BY 3 VA PER SQUARE FOOT:

FIXED LIGHTING LOADS
BATHROOMS
KITCHEN
EXTERIOR
RECESSED LTG
GARAGE
CEILING FANS (60 WATTS EACH)
CEILING FANS WITH LIGHT KIT (240 WATTS EACH)

OTHER
TOTAL LIGHTING LOAD:

APPLIANCE OR CIRCUIT NUMBER OF UNITS (7) VA (EA) TOTALVA
SMALL APPLIANCE CIRCUITS 1,500
DISHWASHER 1,500
DISPOSAL 760
MICROWAVE 1,500
OVEN/RANGE 8,000
LAUNDRY CIRCUIT 1,500
CLOTHS DRYER 5,000
WATER HEATER 4,500
COOKTOP
WARMING DRAWER
SPATUB

DEDICATED REFRIDERATOR CIRCUIT
DEDICATED FREEZER CIRCUIT
POOL MOTOR
POOL HEATER
POOL LIGHT
TOTAL OF ALL LOADS FROM ABOVE:

FINAL LIGHTING LOAD CALCULATION
FIRST 10,000 VA OF THE ABOVE LIGHTING LOAD at 100%: 10,000

REMAINDER OF THE ABOVE LIGHTINTG LOAD AT 40%:
TOTAL LIGHTING LOAD (LOAD 1):

NOTE (x)
(8)
(8)
(8)
(8)
()
(8)
(8)
(8)

(3)(5)
(3)(5)
3)(5)
3)(5)
3)(5)

HEATING/AIR CONDITIONING (LOAD 2)

APPLIANCE OR CIRCUIT NUMBER OF UNITS (7) VA (EA) TOTALVA

ROOF TOP UNIT 1 (PACKAGED UNIT)
ROOF TOP UNIT 2 (PACKAGED UNIT)
CONDENSING UNIT 1
CONDENSING UNIT 2

AIR HANDLER 1
AIR HANDLER 2

EVAPORATIVE COOLER

OTHER

OTHER LOADS NOT SHOWN ABOVE AT 100%
OTHER LIST:
OTHER LIST:
OTHER LIST:
OTHER LIST:
OTHER LIST:

TOTAL OF HEATING/AIR CONDIONING LOAD (LOAD 2):
OTHER LOADS (LOAD 3)

NUMBER OF UNITS (7) VA (EA) TOTALVA

TOTAL OF OTHER LOADS (LOAD 3):

FINAL LOAD CALCULATION
TOTALVA
TOTAL LIGHTING LOAD (LOAD 1 FROM ABOVE):
TOTAL HEATING/AIR CONDTITIONING LOAD (LOAD 2 FROM ABOVE):
TOTAL OTHER LOAD (LOAD 3 FROM ABOVE):

TOTAL PROJECT LOAD IN VOLT AMPERES (VA)

CONVERT VOLT AMPERES TO AMPERES
VOLT AMPERES DIVIDED BY 240 VOLTS = AMPERES @ 240 VOLTS

TOTAL AMPERES - THIS SERVICE:

FOOTNOTES (x)

(1): USE THE FIXTURE MAXIMUM RATING IN WATTS, NOT THE LAMP SIZE.

(2): EACH HOME WILL HAVE A MINIMM OF TWO SMALL APPLIANCE CIRCUITS BUT MAY HAVE MORE THAN TWO.

(3): USE ACTUAL APPLIANCE VA (WATTS OR VOLTAMPS) WHERE POSSIBLE

(4): IF A GAS APPLIANCE, PLEASE MARK AS "GAS" IN CALCULATION TO ASSIST IN THE PERMIT PROCESS

(5): MAY NOT APPLY, PLEAE MARK AS "N/A" TO ASSIST IN THE PLAN REVIEW PROCESS

(6): THESE APPLIANCES MAY BE SUPPLIED BY THE SMALL APPLIANCE BRANCH CIRCUIT. WHERE THIS OCCURS,
PLEASE SHOW THE LOAD AS "N/A" TO ASSIST IN THE PLAN REVIEW PROCESS

(7): WHERE MORE THAN ONE APPLICANCE OR PIECE OF EQUIPMENT IS PRESENT, MULTIPLY BY THE APPROPRIATE
NUMBER OF UNITS.

(8): USE THE MIMIMUM CIRCUIT AMPACITY (MCA) OF UNIT FOR THE CALCULATIONS UNLESS A TOTAL AMPERE LOAD IS LISTED.

DO NOT USE - FOR REGULATORY APPROVAL ONLY

PROPERY ADDRESS

CALCULATIONS

E-3




Agenda Item #9

August 15, 2019

CMAQ Detailed Project Listing Report for 2018

Project located at Is this a Is this a
Is this a de- OPERATING Nonattainment/ | |s this an TCM in an congestion | Does this project
CMAQ PROJECT CONTINUING| Approval | obligating CAPITAL ASSISTANCE Non CMAQ TOTAL PROJECT voc co NOx PM-10 STATE FMIS Maintenance outreach approved reduction [include operating
STATE D YEAR | PROJECT? Status project? AMOUNT AMOUNT Funding AMOUNT PROJECT TYPE PROJECT TITLE PROJECT DESCRIPTION (kg/day) | (kg/day) | (kg/day) | (Kg/Day) | PROJECT ID | PROJECT ID [TIP PROJECT ID MPO Area? activity? sIp? project? assistance?
Congestion Reduction Apache Junction: Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Intelligent Transportation [Install wireless communication to all Association of
Arizona AZ20180002 2018 No by HQ No $267,341.00 $0.00 $16,160.00 $283,501.00 Improvements Systems project Apache Junction traffic signals citywide 0.651 10.591 0.374 0.728 |T010401C APJ0215 APJ18-460 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Fountain Hills: Pave Construct/Pave Dirt Shoulders on Maricopa
Approved Unpaved Shoulders Fountain Hills Blvd from Segundo Dr to Association of
Arizona AZ20180003 2018 No by HQ No $559,440.00 $0.00 $353,760.00 $913,200.00 Other project Pinto Dr for a distance of 2.3 miles 5.583 |SZ03901C FTH0208 FTH14-102 Governments Yes No No No No
Congestion Reduction Goodyear: Intelligent Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Transportation Systems  |Install fiber and signal communications Association of
Arizona AZ20180004 2018 No by HQ No $820,001.00 $0.00 $49,566.00 $869,567.00 Improvements project hardware at various locations 0.167 2.299 0.232 0.151 |SZ12001C GDY0210 GDY17-402 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Construct multiuse path and canal
crossing on New River North Shared Use Maricopa
Approved Bicycle and Pedestrian  [Glendale: Bicycle and Pathway from Patrick Ln to Hillcrest Blvd, Association of
Arizona AZ20180005 2018 No by HQ No $606,724.00 $0.00 $36,674.00 $643,398.00 Facilities and Programs [Pedestrian project a distance of 0.25 mile. 0.052 0.492 0.05 0.051 |Sz10701C GLN0242 GLN16-405 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Construct multiple access points on Maricopa
Approved Bicycle and Pedestrian  [Glendale: Bicycle and Thunderbird Paseo Pathway at Association of
Arizona AZ20180006 2018 No by HQ No $107,832.00 $0.00 $234,456.25 $342,288.25 Facilities and Programs [Pedestrian project Sweetwater Ave, Hearn Rd, and 71st Ave 0.001 0.01 0.001 0.001 [Sz10801C GLNO0243 GLN16-404 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Maricopa Association of
Governments: PM-10 Purchase 14 PM-10 Certified Street Maricopa
Approved Certified Street Sweeper [Sweepers and Program Implementation Association of
Arizona AZ20180007 2018 No by HQ No $3,762,077.00 $0.00 $227,399.00 $3,989,476.00 |Other Projects regionwide 703.122 [PMG1811P MAGC181 MAG18-701 Governments Yes No No No No
Maricopa Association of  |Pooling of low emission vehicles,
Governments: Regional Description, Valley Metro/RPTA Regional Maricopa
Approved Rideshare and Telework |Rideshare and Telework Program for Association of
Arizona AZ20180008 2018 No by HQ No $594,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $594,000.00 Ride Sharing Program carpooling 41.15 639.46 74.44 91.77 PMG1806P MAGQO018 MAG18-702 Governments Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Pooling of low emission vehicles,
Maricopa Association of  [Description, Maricopa Association of Maricopa
Approved Governments: Travel Governments: Travel Reduction Program Association of
Arizona AZ20180009 2018 No by HQ No $135,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $135,000.00 Ride Sharing Reduction Program for Carpooling 0.47 7.28 0.85 1.04 PMG1806P MAGQ018 MAG18-703 Governments Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Maricopa Association of Maricopa
Approved Governments: Trip Association of
Arizona AZ20180010 2018 No by HQ No $962,347.00 $0.00 $0.00 $962,347.00 Ride Sharing Reduction Program Maricopa County Trip Reduction Program| 75.14 1161.25 135.03 166.04 |PMG1806P MAGQ018 MAG18-704 Governments Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Maricopa Association of  [Trip Reduction, Travel Reduction, and Maricopa
Approved Governments: Program Regional Rideshare Program Association of
Arizona AZ20180011 2018 No by HQ No $56,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $56,000.00 Ride Sharing Implementation Implementation 6.14 95.16 11.07 13.62 PMG1806P MAGQO018 MAG18-702 Governments Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Congestion Reduction Mesa: Intelligent Install cabinets and controllers at 50 Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Transportation Systems  |locations and establish communications Association of
Arizona AZ20180012 2018 No by HQ No $1,148,462.00 $0.00 $69,419.00 $1,217,881.00 |Improvements project citywide 0.389 3.123 0.571 0.376 |7012301C MES0235 MES18-460 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Upgrade TMC workstations, video wall
Congestion Reduction Maricopa County: display, network equipment, and system Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Intelligent Transportation |at the Maricopa County Transportation Association of
Arizona AZ20180013 2018 No by HQ No $229,874.00 $0.00 $108,126.00 $338,000.00 Improvements Systems project Management Center 4.665 64.819 6.634 4,914 |T010601X MMAO0271 MMA18-460 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Congestion Reduction Peoria: Intelligent Upgrade TMC Equipment at City of Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Transportation Systems  |Peoria, DCSB Building, 9875 N. 85th Association of
Arizona AZ20180014 2018 No by HQ No $482,345.00 $0.00 $29,156.00 $511,501.00 Improvements project Avenue 10.19 134.334 4.092 11.146 |T000101C PEO0223 PEO17-401 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Congestion Reduction Phoenix: Intelligent Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Transportation Systems  [Upgrade Downtown Traffic Management Association of
Arizona AZ20180015 2018 No by HQ No $1,048,176.00 $0.00 $63,357.00 $1,111,533.00 |Improvements project System and additional DMSs 8.927 101.631 10.828 3.915 |T012401C PHX0338 PHX17-416 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Maricopa
Approved Phoenix: Pave Unpaved Pave unpaved alley at various locations Association of
Arizona AZ20180016 2018 No by HQ No $2,662,719.00 $0.00 $187,000.00 $2,849,719.00 |Other Alleys project for 29.7 miles 176.299 |T013701C PHX0345 PHX18-450C Governments Yes No No No No
Congestion Reduction Scottsdale: Intelligent Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Transportation Systems Association of
Arizona AZ20180017 2018 No by HQ No $678,960.00 $0.00 $41,040.00 $720,000.00 Improvements project Upgrade Traffic Signal Cabinets citywide 5.251 71.452 7.326 5.036 |T016001X SCT0231 SCT16-401 Governments Yes No No Yes No
Intelligent Transportation Systems,
Freeway Management Systems, Traffic
Operations Centers, Description,
Congestion Reduction Arizona Department of Construct Freeway Management System Maricopa
Approved and Traffic Flow Transportation:Freeway [on Interstate-10 from Perryville Rd to Association of
Arizona AZ20180018 2018 No by HQ No $3,341,620.00 $0.00 $200,482.00 $3,542,102.00 |Improvements Management System Bullard Ave 0.034 0.063 0.005 0.044 |H881901C 010B216 DOT18-460 Governments Yes No No Yes No
States total... $17,462,918.00 $0.00 $1,616,595.25 | $19,079,513.25




	MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee
	1. Call to Order
	2. Call to the Audience
	3. Approval of the May 23, 2019 Meeting Minutes
	DRAFT May 23, 2019 AQTAC Minutes

	4. Update on the Maricopa County Travel Reduction Program
	Agenda Item #4 TRP Electric Vehicle Charging Station Credit

	5. Draft 2017 Periodic Emissions Inventory for Ozone Precursors for Maricopa County
	6. Update on 2015 Ozone Standard
	7. EPA Proposed Attainment Determination for the 2008 Ozone Standard
	Agenda Item #7 EPA Proposed Attainment Determination for the 2008 Ozone Standard

	8. Electric Vehicle Charger Addition Model Plan
	Agenda Item #8 MAG Model Plan for Level 2 EV Charger

	9. CMAQ Annual Report
	Agenda Item #9 CMAQ Detailed Project Listing Report for 2018

	10. Request for Future Agenda Items
	11. Adjournment



