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U.S.Department California Division 650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100
of Transportation Sacramento, CA 95814
Federal Highway August 13,2021 (916) 498-5001

Administration

In Reply Refer To:
HDA-CA
ELECTRONIC CORRESPONDENCE ONLY

San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies’ Directors

Attn: Ryan Niblock, Air Quality and Conformity Regional Coordinator
555 E. Weber Ave

Stockton, CA 95202

SUBJECT:  San Joaquin Valley 2021 Conformity Analyses and Determination
Dear SJV RPA Directors:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have
completed our review of the following six San Joaquin Valley 2021 Conformity
Analyses/Redeterminations (Conformity Analyses), Submitted by your email dated July 19, 2021.

e Kern Council of Government: Resolution 21-15

o King County Association of Governments: Resolution 21-12

e Madera County Transportation Commission: Resolution 21-09

e Merced County Associations of Government: Minute Order July 15, 2021
e San Joaquin Council of Governments: Resolution R-21-34

o Stanislaus Council of Governments: Resolution 20-50

Additionally, the FHWA and the FTA have completed our review of the following two Conformity
Analyses, submitted electronically on July 21, 2021, and July 27, 2021.

e Fresno Council of Governments: Resolution 2021-32
e Tulare County Association of Governments: Resolution 2021-145

A FHWA/FTA air quality conformity determination is required due to the anticipated availability of
new transportation conformity budgets pursuant to the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA)
Transportation Conformity Rule, 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93, and the United States Department of
Transportation's Final Rule on Statewide and Metropolitan Planning, 23 CFR Part 450.

The conformity analyses submitted indicate that all air quality conformity requirements have been met.
Based on our review and after consultation with the EPA Region IX, we find that the associated
Regional Transportation Plans (RTP), Federal Transportation Improvement Programs (FTIP), and
associated amendments conform to the applicable State Implementation Plan. Per the February 14,
2018, Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the FHWA California Division and the FTA,
Region IX, the FTA has concurred with this conformity determination

In accordance with the above MOU, the FHWA's single signature constitutes FHWA's and FTA's joint
air quality conformity determination of the eight San Joaquin Valley's RTPs, FTIPs, and associated
amendments.



If you have any questions about FHWA/FTA's conformity determination, please contact me at (916)
498-5889 or Antonio.Johnson@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

Antonio Johnson, Team Leader
Planning and Air Quality
Federal Highway Administration
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CC:

Alex Marcucci, Trinity Consultants
Christopher Xiong, KCAG

Dylan Stone, MCTC

Gabriel Gutierrez, TCAG

Isael Ojeda, StanCOG

Matt Fell, MCAG

S Martinez, Fresno COG

V Liu, Kern COG

Abhijit Bagde, Caltrans
Muhaned Aljabiry, Caltrans
Rodney Tavitas, Caltrans
Lucas Sanchez, Caltrans
Karina O’Conner, EPA
Charlene Lee-Lorenzo, FTA
Ted Matley, FTA

Paul Schneider, FHWA
CA-Planners, FHWA

AMarcucci(@trinityconsultants.com
Christopher.Xiong@co.kings.ca.us
dylan@maderactc.org
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July 13,2021

Antonio Johnson

Planning and Air Quality Team Leader
Federal Highway Administration
California Division

650 Capitol Mall Suite 4-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: 2021 Conformity Analysis (Redetermination) for the 2018 RTP and 2021 FTIP
Mr. Johnson,

On July 13, 2021, the Kern Council of Governments Executive Director adopted, via resolution,
the Final 2021 Conformity Analysis, as authorized by the Kern Council of Governments Policy
Board at their June 17, 2021 regularly scheduled meeting. Associated documentation is attached
for your review and approval. The final adopted documents meet all applicable transportation
planning requirements per 23 CFR Part 450 and 40 CFR Part 93. Associated documentation is
attached as indicated below.

e Conformity Requirements: Attachment 1 includes the Final 2021 Conformity Analysis,
which supports a finding that the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP (as amended if applicable) meet
air quality conformity requirements for ozone and particulate matter. The 2021 Conformity
Analysis is a conformity redetermination for the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP with no project
changes due to anticipated availability of new transportation conformity budgets in the
2018 PM2.5 Plan that are currently undergoing EPA review.

e Public Involvement: Attachment 2 includes the Public Notice and Adoption Resolution.

Kern Council of Governments conducted a 30-day public review and interagency consultation that
was completed on July 2, 2021. No comments were received. The public consultation period is
consistent with Kern Council of Governments Public Participation Plan.

Included with this letter is an electric copy of the Final 2021 Conformity Analysis. The documents
are also available at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/ftip/.

In conclusion, the 2021 Conformity Analysis meet all applicable transportation planning
requirements per 23 CFR Part 450, 40 CFR Part 93, and conform to the applicable SIPs. If you
have any questions or would like to submit comments, please contact Vincent Liu at (661) 319-
3131 or via email vliu@kerncog.org.
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2021 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS
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This report was funded in part through grant(s) from the Federal Highway Administration and
Federal Transit Administration, U. S. Department of Transportation. The views and opinions of
Kern Council of Governments expressed herein do not necessarily state or reflect those of the
U.S. Department of Transportation
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the 2021 Conformity Analysis for the 2021 Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (2021 FTIP) and 2018 Regional Transportation Plan Amendment #Y (2018
RTP). The 2021 Conformity Analysis is a conformity redetermination for the 2021 FTIP and 2018
RTP with no project changes due to anticipated availability of new transportation conformity
budgets in the 2018 PM2.5 Plan, as described below. Kern Council of Governments is the
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) in Kern County, California, and is
responsible for regional transportation planning.

The 2018 PM2.5 Plan addressing 1997, 2006 and 2012 PM2.5 standards was adopted by the San
Joaquin Valley Air District on November 15, 2018 and California Air Resources Board on January
24, 2019 and subsequently submitted for EPA review. On March 27, EPA published a proposed
rule approving portions of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan, including the 2006 PM2.5 conformity budgets and
trading mechanism. Final rule on sections that pertain to 2006 24-hour PM2.5 standard Serious area
nonattainment was released on July 22, 2020 therefore this conformity analysis incorporates new
2018 PM2.5 SIP budgets for the 2006 24-hour PM2.5 standards. In the summer of 2021, EPA
published proposed approval of the moderate area SIP budgets for the 2012 PM2.5 standard
contained in the 2016 Moderate Area PM2.5 Plan and portions of the 2018 PM2.5 plan that pertain
to the moderate requirements for the 2012 PM2.5 standard. Final federal action is anticipated this
summer. The remaining components of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan addressing the 1997 and 2012 PM2.5
serious nonattainment area requirements are currently undergoing EPA review. Should EPA act on
these additional SIP elements, this conformity analysis includes an “upcoming budget test” to
address conformity to the budgets anticipated to be available by end of this year.

This analysis demonstrates that the criteria specified in the transportation conformity regulations
for a conformity determination are satisfied by the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP; a finding of
conformity is therefore supported. The 2021 Conformity Analysis were approved by Kern Council
of Governments’ Executive Director on July 13, 2021 via delegated authority. Federal approval is
anticipated on or before August 14, 2021. FHWA/FTA last issued a finding of conformity for the
2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP, as amended if applicable, on April 16, 2021.

The 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP have been financially constrained in accordance with the
requirements of 40 CFR 93.108 and consistent with the U.S. DOT metropolitan planning
regulations (23 CFR Part 450). A discussion of financial constraint and funding sources is included
in the appropriate documents.

The applicable Federal criteria or requirements for conformity determinations, the conformity tests
applied, the results of the conformity assessment, and an overview of the organization of this report
are summarized below.
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CONFORMITY REQUIREMENTS

The Federal transportation conformity regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 51 and
93) specify criteria and procedures for conformity determinations for transportation plans,
programs, and projects and their respective amendments. The Federal transportation conformity
regulation was first promulgated in 1993 by the U.S. EPA, following the passage of amendments
to the Federal Clean Air Act in 1990. The Federal transportation conformity regulation has been
revised several times since its initial release to reflect both EPA rule changes and court opinions.
The transportation conformity regulation is summarized in Chapter 1.

The conformity regulation applies nationwide to “all nonattainment and maintenance areas for
transportation-related criteria pollutants for which the area is designated nonattainment or has a
maintenance plan” (40 CFR 93.102). Currently, the San Joaquin Valley (or portions thereof) is
designated as nonattainment with respect to Federal air quality standards for ozone, and particulate
matter under 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5); and has a maintenance plan for particulate matter
under 10 microns in diameter (PM-10). Therefore, transportation plans and programs for the
nonattainment areas for Kern County area must satisfy the requirements of the Federal
transportation conformity regulation. Note that the urbanized/metropolitan areas of Kern, Fresno,
Stanislaus and San Joaquin Counties have attained the CO standard and maintained attainment for
20 years. In accordance with Section 93.102(b)(4), conformity requirements for the CO standard
stop applying 20 years after EPA approves an attainment redesignation request or as of June 1,
2018. Therefore, future conformity analysis for the TIP and RTP no longer include a CO conformity
demonstration.
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Kern COG is also located in the federally designated Mojave Desert, portions of the Indian Wells
Valley Planning Area, and the portion of the San Joaquin Valley (SJV) PM-10 nonattainment area
that lies within the Kern County Air Pollution Control District (this area is not included in the SJV
2007 PM-10 Maintenance Plan and has been labeled the East Kern PM-10 Area). The Mojave
Desert (Eastern Kern) area is currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for 2008 and 2015 8-hour ozone; whereas the Indian Wells Valley
Planning area is designated as a maintenance area for PM-10. The Kern COG transportation plans
and programs also satisfy the requirements of the transportation conformity regulation for these
nonattainment areas.

Under the transportation conformity regulation, the principal criteria for a determination of
conformity for transportation plans and programs are:

(1) the TIP and RTP must pass an emissions budget test using a budget that has been found to be
adequate by EPA for transportation conformity purposes, or an interim emission test;

(2) the latest planning assumptions and emission models specified for use in conformity
determinations must be employed;

(3) the TIP and RTP must provide for the timely implementation of transportation control measures
(TCMs) specified in the applicable air quality implementation plans; and

(4) interagency and public consultation.
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On-going interagency consultation is conducted through the San Joaquin Valley Interagency
Consultation Group to ensure Valley-wide coordination, communication and compliance with
Federal and California Clean Air Act requirements. Each of the eight Valley MPOs and the San
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Air District) are represented. The Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the U.S. EPA, the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) and Caltrans are also represented on the committee. The
final determination of conformity for the TIP and RTP is the responsibility of FHWA, and FTA
within the U.S. DOT.

FHWA has developed a Conformity Checklist (included in Appendix A) that contains the required
items to complete a conformity determination. Appropriate references to these items are noted on
the checklist.

CONFORMITY TESTS

The conformity tests specified in the Federal transportation conformity regulation are: (1) the
emissions budget test, and (2) the interim emission test. For the emissions budget test, predicted
emissions for the TIP/RTP must be less than or equal to the motor vehicle emissions budget
specified in the approved air quality implementation plan or the emissions budget found to be
adequate for transportation conformity purposes. If there is no approved air quality plan for a
pollutant for which the region is in nonattainment or no emission budget has been found to be
adequate for transportation conformity purposes, the interim emission test applies. Chapter 1
summarizes the applicable air quality implementation plans and conformity tests for ozone, PM-
10, and PM2.5.
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RESULTS OF THE CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

A regional emissions analysis was conducted for the years 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024, 2025, 2026,
2029, 2031, 2037 and 2042 for each applicable pollutant. All analyses were conducted using the
latest planning assumptions and emissions models. The major conclusions of the 2021 Conformity
Analysis for the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP are:

e For 2008 and 2015 8-hour ozone, the total regional on-road vehicle-related emissions (ROG
and NOx) associated with implementation of the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP for all years
tested are projected to be less than the approved emissions budgets specified in the 2018
Updates to the California State Implementation Plan for the San Joaquin Valley (2018 SIP
Update). The conformity tests for ozone are therefore satisfied.

e For PM-10, the total regional vehicle-related emissions (PM-10 and NOx) associated with
implementation of the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP for all years tested are either (1) projected
to be less than the approved emissions budgets, or (2) less than the emission budgets using the
approved PM-10 and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity purposes from the
2007 PM-10 Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015). The conformity tests for PM-10 are
therefore satisfied.

e For the 1997 annual and 24-hour standards, the total regional on-road vehicle-related emissions
associated with implementation of the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP for the analysis years are
either (1) projected to be less than the approved emission budgets, or (2) less than the emission
budgets using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity
purposes from the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 2011). In addition, this conformity analysis
includes an “upcoming budget test” demonstrating conformity to the transportation conformity
budgets contained in the 2018 PM2.5 Plan for the 1997 PM2.5 serious area requirements. The
conformity tests for 1997 PM2.5 standards are therefore satisfied.

e For the 2006 24-hour PM2.5 standard, the total regional on-road vehicle-related emissions
associated with implementation of the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP for the analysis years are
either (1) projected to be less than the approved emission budgets, or (2) less than the emission
budgets using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity
purposes from the 2018 Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 2012 PM2.5 Standards (2018 PM2.5
Plan). The conformity tests for the 2006 PM2.5 standard are therefore satisfied.

e For the 2012 annual PM2.5 standard, the total regional on-road vehicle-related emissions
associated with implementation of the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP for the analysis years are
either (1) projected to be less than the approved emission budgets, or (2) less than the emission
budgets using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity
purposes from the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 2011). In addition, this conformity analysis
includes an “upcoming budget test” demonstrating conformity to the moderate (2022) budgets
contained in the 2018 Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 2012 PM2.5 Standards (2018 PM2.5 Plan)
and to the budgets contained in the 2018 PM2.5 Plan for serious area requirements. The
conformity tests for the 2012 PM2.5 standard are therefore satisfied.
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The 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP will not impede and will support timely implementation of the
TCMs that have been adopted as part of applicable air quality implementation plans. The current
status of TCM implementation is documented in Chapter 4 of this report. Since the local SJV
procedures (e.g., Air District Rule 9120 Transportation Conformity) have not been approved by
EPA, consultation has been conducted in accordance with Federal requirements.

Regional emissions analyses were also conducted for 2021, 2023, 2026, 2029, 2037, and 2042 for
the Eastern Kern ozone area and the Indian Wells Valley PM-10 area. No emissions analysis was
completed for the portion of the SJV PM-10 nonattainment area that is under Kern County Air
Pollution Control District jurisdiction (East Kern PM-10 Area).

e For Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern) ozone (2008 and 2015 standards), the total regional on-road
vehicle-related emissions (ROG and NOx) associated with implementation of the 2021 FTIP
and the 2018 RTP for all years tested are projected to be less than the approved emissions
budgets specified in the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan. The conformity tests for ozone are
therefore satisfied.

e For Indian Wells Valley PM-10, the total regional vehicle-related emissions associated with
implementation of the 2021 FTIP and the 2018 RTP for all years tested are projected to be less
than the approved emissions budgets from the PM-10 Attainment Demonstration, Maintenance
Plan, and Re-designation Request. The conformity tests for PM-10 are therefore satisfied.

e For the portion of the SJV PM-10 nonattainment area that is under the jurisdiction of the Kern
County APCD (East Kern PM-10 Area), the interim emissions test is satisfied for all years
since the transportation projects and planning assumptions in both the “action” and “baseline”
scenarios are exactly the same. In accordance with Section 93.119(g)(2), the emissions
predicted in the “action” scenario are not greater than the emissions predicted in the “Baseline”
scenario for such analysis years. The conformity tests for PM-10 are therefore satisfied.

REPORT ORGANIZATION

The report is organized into six chapters. Chapter 1 provides an overview of the applicable Federal
and State conformity regulations and requirements, air quality implementation plans, and
conformity test requirements. Chapter 2 contains a discussion of the latest planning assumptions
and transportation modeling. Chapter 3 describes the air quality modeling used to estimate emission
factors and mobile source emissions. Chapter 4 contains the documentation required under the
Federal transportation conformity regulation for transportation control measures. Chapter 5
provides an overview of the interagency requirements and the general approach to compliance used
by the San Joaquin Valley MPOs. The results of the conformity analysis for the TIP/RTP are
provided in Chapter 6.

Appendix E includes public hearing documentation conducted on the 2021 Conformity Analysis
on June 2,2021. Comments received on the conformity analysis and responses made as part of the
public involvement process are included in Appendix F.
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CHAPTER 1:
FEDERAL AND STATE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

The criteria for determining conformity of transportation programs and plans under the Federal
transportation conformity regulation (40 CFR Parts 51 and 93) and the applicable conformity tests
for the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment areas are summarized in this section. The 2021
Conformity Analysis for and the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP was prepared based on these criteria
and tests. Presented first is a review of the development of the applicable conformity regulation
and guidance procedures, followed by summaries of conformity regulation requirements, air quality
designation status, conformity test requirements, and analysis years for the Conformity Analysis.

Kern Council of Governments is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for
Kern County in the San Joaquin Valley. As a result of this designation Kern Council of
Governments prepares the TIP, RTP, and associated conformity analyses. The TIP serves as a
detailed four year (FY 2020/21 —2023/24) programming document for the preservation, expansion,
and management of the transportation system. The 2018 RTP has a 2042 horizon that provides the
long term direction for the continued implementation of the freeway/expressway plan, as well as
improvements to arterial streets, transit, and travel demand management programs. The TIP and
RTP include capacity enhancements to the freeway/expressway system commensurate with
available funding.

A. FEDERAL AND STATE CONFORMITY REGULATIONS

CLEAN AIR ACT AMENDMENTS

Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA, 1990) requires that Federal agencies and MPOs not
approve any transportation plan, program, or project that does not conform to 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.”

Section 176(c) also provides conditions for the approval of transportation plans, programs, and
projects, and requirements that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgate
conformity determination criteria and procedures no later than November 15, 1991.
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FEDERAL RULE

The initial November 15, 1991 deadline for conformity criteria and procedures was partially
completed through the issuance of supplemental interim conformity guidance issued on June 7,
1991 for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulate matter ten microns or less in diameter (PM-10).
EPA subsequently promulgated the Conformity Final Rule in the November 24, 1993 Federal
Register (EPA, 1993). The 1993 Rule became effective on December 27, 1993. The Federal
Transportation Conformity Final Rule has been amended several times from 1993 to present. These
amendments have addressed a number of items related to conformity lapses, grace periods, and
other related issues to streamline the conformity process.

EPA published the Transportation Conformity Rule PM2.5 and PM10 Amendments on March 24,
2010; the rule became effective on April 23, 2010 (EPA, 2010a). This PM amendments final rule
amends the conformity regulation to address the 2006 PM2.5 national ambient air quality standard
(NAAQS). The final PM amendments rule also addresses hot-spot analyses in PM2.5 and PM10
and carbon monoxide nonattainment and maintenance areas.

On March 14, 2012, EPA published the Transportation Conformity Rule Restructuring
Amendments, effective April 13,2012 (EPA, 2012a). The amendments restructure several sections
of the rule so that they apply to any new or revised NAAQS. In addition, several clarifications to
improve implementation of the rule were finalized.

On March 6, 2015, EPA published Implementation of the 2008 National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Ozone: State Implementation Plan Requirements final rule (effective April 6, 2015),
which shifted the San Joaquin Valley 2008 Ozone Standard attainment date from December 31,
2032 to July 20, 2032 (EPA, 2015). EPA’s March 2015 ozone implementation rule also revoked
the 1997 Ozone Standard for transportation conformity purposes. On February 16, 2018, the U.S.
Court of Appeals ruled against parts of the EPA’s 2015 Ozone Implementation Rule related to the
revocation of the 1997 ozone standard and the relevant “anti-backsliding” requirements. However,
according to Transportation Conformity Guidance for the South Coast Il Court Decision,
nonattainment areas with existing 2008 ozone conformity budgets are not required to address the
1997 ozone standards for conformity purposes.

On December 6, 2018, EPA published the Implementation of the 2015 National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for Ozone: Nonattainment Area State Implementation Plan Requirements final
rule, effective February 4, 2019 (EPA, 2018). The rule clarified that nonattainment areas must
continue to demonstrate conformity to the 2008 ozone standards.

On August 24, 2016, EPA published its Final Rule titled Implementing National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for Fine Particles: State Implementation Plan Requirements. According to the
implementation rule, areas designated as nonattainment for the 1997 PM2.5 standards, must
continue to demonstrate conformity to these standards until attainment (EPA, 2016).



Kern Council of Governments
2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL GUIDANCE

EPA reissued Guidance for Transportation Conformity Implementation in Multi-Jurisdictional
Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas in July 2012 (EPA, 2012c). This guidance updates and
supersedes the July 2004 “multi-jurisdictional” guidance (EPA, 2004a), but does not change the
substance of the guidance on how nonattainment areas with multiple agencies should conduct
conformity determinations. This guidance applies to the San Joaquin Valley since there are
multiple MPOs within a single nonattainment area. The main principle of the guidance is that one
regional emissions analysis is required for the entire nonattainment area. However, separate
modeling and conformity documents may be developed by each MPO. The Transportation
Conformity Guidance for 2015 Ozone NAAQS Nonattainment Areas released in June 2018
incorporates the 2012 Multi-Jurisdictional Guidance by reference.

Part 3 of the guidance applies to nonattainment areas that have adequate or approved conformity
budgets addressing a particular air quality standard. This Part currently applies to the San Joaquin
Valley for ozone and PM-10. The guidance allows MPOs to make independent conformity
determinations for their plans and TIPs as long as all of the other subareas in the nonattainment
area have conforming transportation plans and TIPs in place at the time of each MPO and the
Department of Transportation (DOT) conformity determination.

With respect to PM2.5, the Transportation Conformity Rule PM2.5 and PM10 Amendments
published on March 24, 2010 effectively incorporates the “multi-jurisdictional” guidance directly
into the rule. The Rule allows MPOs to make independent conformity determinations for their plans
and TIPs as long as all of the other subareas in the nonattainment area have conforming
transportation plans and TIPs in place at the time of each MPO and DOT conformity determination.

DISTRICT RULE

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Air District) adopted Rule 9120
Transportation Conformity on January 19, 1995 in response to requirements in Section 176(c)(4)(c)
of the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments. In May 2015, the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District requested ARB to withdraw Rule 9120 from California State
Implementation Plan consideration.

In July of 2015, ARB sent a letter to EPA withdrawing Rule 9120 from the California State
Implementation Plan. Therefore, EPA can no longer act on the Rule. It should also be noted that
EPA has changed 40 CFR 51.390 to streamline the requirements for State conformity SIPs. Since
a transportation conformity SIP cannot be approved for the San Joaquin Valley, the Federal
transportation conformity rule governs.

B. CONFORMITY REGULATION 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:
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1)

2)

3)

4)

Conformity Tests — Sections 93.118 and 93.119 specify emissions tests (budget and interim
emissions) that the TIP/RTP must satisfy in order for a determination of conformity to be found.
The final transportation conformity regulation issued on July 1, 2004 requires a submitted SIP
motor vehicle emissions budget to be found adequate or approved by EPA prior to use for
making conformity determinations. The budget must be used on or after the effective date of
EPA’s adequacy finding or approval.

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 analysis
begins. This is defined as “the point at which the MPO 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, 2010b). All analyses for the Conformity Analysis were conducted using
the latest planning assumptions and emissions models in force at the time the conformity
analysis started in September 2020 (see Chapter 2).

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. EPA has approved
EMFAC2017 for conformity use on August 15, 2019 and the final rule started the two-year
grace period to transition to the new emissions model for use in conformity demonstrations.
Therefore, EMFAC2014 continued to be used in this conformity analysis as documented in
Chapter 3. EPA issued a federal register notice on December 14, 2015 formally approving
EMFAC2014 for use in conformity determinations. On November 20, 2019, California Air
Resources Board (CARB) released “EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors to Account for
the SAFE Vehicles Rule Part One” for use in regional conformity analyses. On March 12, 2020,
EPA concurred on the use of CARB’s EMFAC off-model adjustment factors in conformity
demonstrations. On April 30, EPA and NHTSA published SAFE Vehicles Rule for Model
Years 2021-2026 Passenger Cars and Light Trucks (Final SAFE Rule) rolling back federal fuel
economy standards. On June 26, 2020 CARB issued a public notice stating that EMFAC
adjustments released in November continue to be suitable for conformity purposes. The 2021
Conformity Analysis for the 2021 FTIP Amendment and 2018 RTP incorporates these
adjustments.

Timely Implementation of TCMs — Section 93.113 provides a detailed description of the steps
necessary to demonstrate that the TIP/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. TCM documentation is included in Chapter 4 of the Conformity Analysis.

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

e MPOs are required to provide reasonable opportunity for consultation with State air
agencies, local air quality and transportation agencies, the USDOT and EPA (Section
93.105(a)(1)).

e MPOs are 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)).
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The TIP, RTP, and corresponding conformity determinations are prepared by each MPO. Copies
of the Draft documents are provided to member agencies and others, including FHWA, Federal
Transit Administration (FTA), EPA, Caltrans, CARB, and the Air District for review. The
conformity analysis is required to be publicly available and an opportunity for public review and
comment is provided. Kern Council of Governments adopted consultation process and policy for
conformity analysis includes a 30-day comment period followed by a public meeting.

C. AIR QUALITY DESIGNATIONS APPLICABLE TO THE SAN
JOAQUIN VALLEY

The conformity regulation (section 93.102) requires documentation of the applicable pollutants and
precursors for which EPA has designated the area nonattainment or maintenance. In addition, the
nonattainment or maintenance area and its boundaries should be described.

Kern Council of Governments is located in the federally designated San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.
The borders of the basin are defined by mountain and foothill ranges to the east and west. The
northern border is consistent with the county line between San Joaquin and Sacramento Counties.
The southern border is less defined, but is roughly bounded by the Tehachapi Mountains and, to
some extent, the Sierra Nevada range. The 2021 Conformity Analysis for the 2021 FTIP and 2018
RTP includes analyses of existing and future air quality impacts for each applicable pollutant.

The San Joaquin Valley is currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) for 8-hour ozone (revoked 1997, 2008 and 2015 standards), particulate
matter under 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) (1997, 2006 and 2012 standards); and has a
maintenance plan for particulate matter under 10 microns in diameter (PM-10). Note that the
urbanized/metropolitan areas of Kern, Fresno, Stanislaus and San Joaquin Counties have attained
the CO standard and maintained attainment for 20 years. In accordance with Section 93.102(b)(4),
conformity requirements for the CO standard stop applying 20 years after EPA approves an
attainment redesignation request or as of June 1, 2018. Therefore, future conformity analyses no
longer include a CO conformity demonstration.

State Implementation Plans have been prepared to address ozone, PM-10 and PM2.5:

e The 2016 Ozone Plan (2008 standard) was adopted by the Air District on June 16, 2016
and subsequently adopted by ARB on July 21, 2016. EPA found the new ozone budgets
adequate on June 29, 2017 (effective July 14, 2017). In response to recent court decisions
regarding the baseline RFP year, ARB adopted the revised 2008 ozone conformity budgets
as part of the 2018 Updates to the California State Implementation Plan (2018 SIP Update)
on October 25, 2018. EPA approved the 2016 Ozone Plan and the budgets on March 25,
2019.

e The 2007 PM-10 Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015) was approved by EPA on July §,
2016 (effective September 30, 2016).

11
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e The 2008 PM2.5 Plan (1997 Standard), as revised in 2011, was approved by EPA on
November 9, 2011 (effective January 9, 2012).

e The 2016 PM2.5 Plan and portions of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan (2012 Standard, moderate)
were proposed to be approved by EPA in the summer of 2021. Final action is anticipated
this fall.

e The 2018 PM2.5 Plan was partially approved by EPA on July 22, 2020 (effective as of
publication) inclusive of the revised conformity budgets and trading mechanism for the
2006 24-hr PM2.5 standard. The remaining portions of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan pertaining to
the serious 1997 (annual and 24-hour) and 2012 annual PM2.5 standards are expected to
be finalized by end of this year or early next year.

EPA’s March 2015 final rule implementing the 2008 Ozone Standard also revoked the 1997 Ozone
Standard for transportation conformity purposes. This revocation became effective April 6, 2015.
On February 16, 2018, the U.S. Court of Appeals ruled against parts of the EPA’s 2015 Ozone
Implementation Rule related to the revocation of the 1997 ozone standard and the relevant “anti-
backsliding” requirements. However, according to the Transportation Conformity Guidance for the
South Coast Il Court Decision, nonattainment areas with existing 2008 ozone conformity budgets
are not required to address the 1997 ozone standards for conformity purposes.

EPA designated the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment area for the 2008 Ozone Standard, effective
July 20, 2012. Transportation conformity applies one year after the effective date (July 20, 2013).
Federal approval for the eight SJV MPO’s 2008 Ozone standard conformity demonstrations was
received on July 8, 2013.

On June 4, 2018 EPA published final designations classifying the San Joaquin Valley as “extreme”
nonattainment for 2015 ozone with an attainment deadline of 2038, effective August 3, 2018.
Transportation conformity applies one year after the effective date or August 3, 2019. It is
important to note that the 2015 ozone standard nonattainment area boundary for the San Joaquin
Valley is exactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary for the 2008 ozone standard.

In addition, on May 4, 2016 the Eastern portion of Kern County, the Mojave Desert, was designated
nonattainment for the 2008 ozone standard and classified “moderate” with an attainment date July
20, 2018. ARB adopted the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan on September 28, 2017 including a
request to reclassify the area to “serious” nonattainment for the 2008 ozone standard. On July 5,
2018 EPA approved the reclassification request to “serious” including the new attainment deadline
of 2021. On June 25, 2021, the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan was approved by EPA.
Subsequently, on May 15, 2021, CARB sent a letter to EPA requesting voluntary reclassification
request for Eastern Kern from Serious to Severe nonattainment with a new attainment date of 2026.

On June 4, 2018 EPA issued final designations classifying Eastern Kern as “moderate” non-
attainment for the 2015 ozone standard with an attainment date of 2024. Subsequently, on May
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15,2021, CARB sent a letter to EPA requesting voluntary reclassification request for Eastern Kern
for the 2015 8-hour ozone standard from Moderate to Serious nonattainment with an attainment
data of 2026. It is important to note that the 2015 ozone standard nonattainment area boundary for
Eastern Kern is exactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary for the 2008 ozone standard.

On November 13, 2009, EPA published Air Quality Designations for the 2006 24-hour PM2.5
standard, effective December 14, 2009. Nonattainment areas are required to meet the standard by
2014; transportation conformity began to apply on December 14, 2010. On January 20, 2016 EPA
published Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; California; San Joaquin
Valley; Reclassification as Serious Nonattainment for the 2006 PM2.5 NAAQS finalizing SIV
reclassification to Serious nonattainment effective February 19, 2016. Nonattainment areas are
required to meet the standard as expeditiously as practicable, but no later than December 31, 2019.
It is important to note that the 2006 24-hour PM2.5 nonattainment area boundary for the San
Joaquin Valley is exactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary for the 1997 annual PM2.5
standard.

EPA’s nonattainment area designations for the new 2012 PM2.5 standards became effective on
April 15, 2015. Conformity for a given pollutant and standard applies one year after the effective
date (April 15, 2016). It is important to note that the 2012 PM2.5 standards nonattainment area
boundary for the San Joaquin Valley are exactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary for
the 1997 annual PM2.5 standard.

On July 29, 2016, EPA released its Final Rule for Implementing National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Fine Particles. According to the implementation rule, areas designated as
nonattainment for the 1997 PM 2.5 standards, must continue to demonstrate conformity to these
standards until attainment. In the San Joaquin Valley, the 1997 standards (both 24-hour and annual)
continue to apply.

D. CONFORMITY TEST REQUIREMENTS

The conformity (Section 93.109(c)—(k)) rule requires that either a table or text description be
provided that details, for each pollutant and precursor, whether the interim emissions tests and/or
the budget test apply for conformity. In addition, documentation regarding which emissions
budgets have been found adequate by EPA, and which budgets are currently applicable for what
analysis years is required.

Specific conformity test requirements established for the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment areas
for ozone, and particulate matter are summarized below.

Section 93.124(d) of the 1997 Final Transportation Conformity regulation allows for conformity
determinations for sub-regional emission budgets by MPOs if the applicable implementation plans
(or implementation plan submission) explicitly indicates an intent to create such sub-regional
budgets for the purpose of conformity. In addition, Section 93.124(e) of the 1997 rules states:
“...if a nonattainment area includes more than one MPO, the implementation plan may establish
motor vehicle emission budgets for each MPO, or else the MPOs must collectively make a
conformity determination for the entire nonattainment area.” Each applicable implementation plan
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and estimate of baseline emissions in the San Joaquin Valley provides motor vehicle emission
budgets by county, to facilitate county-level conformity findings.

OZONE (2008 AND 2015 STANDARDS)

The San Joaquin Valley currently violates both the 2008 and 2015 ozone standards; thus the
conformity determination includes all corresponding analyses (see discussion under Air Quality
Designations Applicable to the San Joaquin Valley above). Under the existing conformity
regulations, regional emissions analyses for ozone areas must address nitrogen oxides (NOx) and
volatile organic compounds (VOC) precursors. It is important to note that in California, reactive
organic gases (ROG) are considered equivalent to and are used in place of volatile organic
compounds (VOC).

EPA’s final rule implementing the 2008 ozone standard also revoked the 1997 ozone standard for
transportation conformity purposes. This revocation became effective April 6, 2015. Current
federal guidance does not require 2008 ozone nonattainment areas to address the 1997 ozone
standard for conformity purposes.

On March 25, 2019, EPA published a final rule approving the 2008 ozone conformity budgets and
the 2018 Updates to the California State Implementation Plan. The EPA final rule identified both
reactive organic gases (ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) subarea budgets in tons per average
summer day for each MPO in the nonattainment area.

In accordance with Section 93.109(c)(2) of the conformity rule and the 2015 Ozone Transportation
Conformity Guidance, if a 2015 ozone nonattainment area has adequate or approved SIP budgets
that address the 2008 ozone standard, it must use the budget test until new 2015 ozone standard
budgets are found adequate or approved. It is important to note that the boundaries for the 2015
ozone standard and 2008 ozone standard are identical. In addition, the 2015 Ozone Implementation
Rule did not revoke 2008 standard requirements. Consequently, for this conformity analysis, the
SJV MPOs will conduct demonstrations for both 2008 and 2015 ozone standards using subarea
emissions budgets as established in the 2018 Updates to the California State Implementation Plan.

The conformity budgets from Table 1 of the March 25, 2019 Federal Register are provided in Table

1-1 below. These budgets will be used to compare to emissions resulting from the 2021 FTIP and
the 2018 RTP.
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Table 1-1:
On-Road Motor Vehicle 2008 and 2015 Ozone Standard Emissions Budgets
(summer tons/day)

2020 2023 2026 2029 2031

County | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx [ ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx
Fresno 6.7 239 5.5 14.1 4.9 13.2 4.5 12.4 4.2 12.1
Kern (SJV) 5.4 20.9 4.5 14.5 4.2 14.4 4.0 14.3 3.9 14.3
Kings 1.2 4.5 1.0 2.7 0.9 2.6 0.8 2.6 0.8 2.6
Madera 1.5 43 1.1 2.7 1.0 25 0.9 24 0.8 23
Merced 2.2 8.8 1.7 6.0 1.5 5.9 1.3 5.6 1.2 54
San Joaquin | 4.7 11.2 3.9 7.4 3.5 7.0 3.1 6.6 2.8 6.3
Stanislaus 3.1 8.8 2.6 5.6 2.2 4.9 2.0 4.5 1.8 43
Tulare 3.0 7.6 24 4.6 2.1 4.0 1.8 3.7 1.7 3.5

@ Note that 2008 ozone budgets were established by rounding up each county’s emissions totals to the nearest tenth of
a ton.

PM-10

The 2007 PM-10 Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015) was approved by EPA on July 8, 2016
(effective September 30, 2016), which contains motor vehicle emission budgets for PM-10 and
NOx, as well as a trading mechanism. Motor vehicle emission budgets are established based on
average annual daily emissions. The motor vehicle emissions budget for PM-10 includes regional
re-entrained dust from travel on paved roads, vehicular exhaust, travel on unpaved roads, and road
construction. The conformity budgets from Table 2 of the August 12, 2016 Federal Register are
provided below and will be used to compare emissions for each analysis year.

The PM-10 SIP allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for the PM-10 precursor
NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary PM-10 using a 1.5 to 1 ratio. The trading
mechanism allows the agencies responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity in the San
Joaquin Valley to supplement the 2005 budget for PM-10 with a portion of the 2005 budget for
NOx, and use these adjusted motor vehicle emissions budgets for PM-10 and NOx to demonstrate
transportation conformity with the PM-10 SIP for analysis years after 2005. As noted above, EPA
approved the 2007 PM-10 Maintenance Plan (with minor technical corrections to the conformity
budgets) on July 8, 2016, which includes continued approval of the trading mechanism.

The trading mechanism will be used only for conformity analyses for analysis years after 2005. To
ensure that the trading mechanism does not impact the ability to meet the NOx budget, the NOx
emission reductions available to supplement the PM-10 budget shall only be those remaining after
the NOx budget has been met.
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Table 1-2:
On-Road Motor Vehicle PM-10 Emissions Budgets
(tons per average annual day)

2020™
County PM-10 NOx
Fresno 7.0 25.4
Kern® 7.4 23.3
Kings 1.8 4.8
Madera 2.5 4.7
Merced 3.8 8.9
San Joaquin 4.6 11.9
Stanislaus 3.7 9.6
Tulare 34 8.4

@Kern County subarea includes only the portion of Kern County within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.
® Note that EPA did not take action on the 2005 budgets of the 2007 PM 10 Maintenance Plan (as revised in
2015). These budgets are not in the timeframe of this conformity analysis.

PM2.5

EPA and FHWA have indicated that areas violating both the annual and 24-hour standards for
PM2.5 must address all standards in the conformity determination. The San Joaquin Valley
currently violates both the 1997 annual and 24-hour and 2012 annual PM2.5 standards and the 2006
24-hour PM2.5 standards; thus the conformity determination includes all corresponding analyses
(see discussion under Air Quality Designations Applicable to the San Joaquin Valley above).

The 2016 PM2.5 Plan addressing moderate area requirements for the 2012 PM2.5 standard was
adopted by the San Joaquin Valley Air District on September 15, 2016. The 2018 PM2.5 Plan
addressing 1997, 2006 and 2012 PM2.5 standards was adopted by the San Joaquin Valley Air
District on November 15, 2018 and California Air Resources Board on January 24, 2019, and
subsequently submitted for EPA review together with the 2016 PM2.5 Plan and reclassification to
serious request. On March 27, EPA published a proposed rule approving portions of the 2018
PM2.5 Plan, including the 2006 PM2.5 conformity budgets and trading mechanism. Final rule on
sections that pertain to 2006 24-hour PM2.5 standard Serious area nonattainment was released on
July 22, 2020 (effective as of publication), therefore this conformity analysis incorporates new
2018 PM2.5 SIP budgets for the 2006 24-hour PM2.5 standard.

Given that EPA may act on the 2016 PM2.5 Plan and the remaining components of the 2018 PM2.5
Plan prior to federal approval of the 2021 conformity analysis, the new transportation conformity
budgets addressing the 1997 and 2012 moderate and serious PM2.5 standards are also included in
this conformity analysis (“upcoming budget test”).
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APPENDIX C

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS DOCUMENTATION

2021 Conformity EMFAC Spreadsheet

2021 Conformity Paved Road Spreadsheet

2021 Conformity Unpaved Road Dust Spreadsheet
2021 Conformity Construction Spreadsheet

2021 Conformity Totals Spreadsheet

2021 Conformity PM10 Trading Spreadsheet

2021 Conformity PM2.5 Trading Spreadsheet



EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)

Kern
Pollutant Source Description
2023 2026 2029 2031 2037 2042
Ozone EMFAC 2014 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) [#49 ] [419 | 398 | 38 | 346 | 327 |
2008 and 2015 standards
(2016 Ozone SIP)
Ozone EMFAC 2014 (Summer Run) NOXx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | 11.82 ] | 1093 | 1028 | 999 | 9.62 | 9.48 |
2008 and 2015 standards
(2016 Ozone SIP)
2021 2029 2037 2042
PM-10 EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)  PM-10 Total (All Vehicles Total) [ 165 | [18a [ 191 |
(2007 Maintenance SIP) * includes tire & brake wear
PM-10 EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)  NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 19.63 | 10.69 | | 998 | 983 |
(2007 Maintenance SIP)
2021 2029 2037 2042
PM2.5 Annual EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)  PM2.5 Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) [ o068 | [[075 [ o077 |
1997 standards * includes tire & brake wear
(2008 PM2.5 SIP)
PM2.5 Annual EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)  NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 19.63 | 10.69 | | 998 | 9.83 |

1997 standards
(2008 PM2.5 SIP)

(Conformity Total 1960 - 1070 | 1000 980

|
2023 2024 2031 2037 2042

PM2.5 24-hour EMFAC 2014 (Winter Run)  PM2.5 Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) [To70 [ 075 [ o077 |
(2006 standard) * includes tire & brake wear
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

Conformity Total . o070 070 . o070 08 080
PM2.5 24-hour EMFAC 2014 (Winter Run)  NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) [T1058 | 10.15 | 9.99 |
(2006 standard)
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

(Conformity Total . 1270 1230 | 1060 1020 10.00
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UPCOMING BUDGET TEST

(Note: EPA Action is Pending as of This Analysis; The 1997 and 2012 PM2.5 Budget Test Above Will be Used if EPA Doesn’t Determine Adequacy or Approval of the New Budgets before Federal Approval of the 2021 FTIP

PM2.5 Annual
(1997 standard)
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
(1997 standard)
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
(2012 standard)
(Moderate Area
2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
(2012 standard)
(Moderate Area
2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
(2012 standard)
(Serious Area
2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
(2012 standard)
(Serious Area
2018 PM2.5 SIP)

EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2014 (Annual Run)

PM2.5 Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

* includes tire & brake wear

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

PM2.5 Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

* includes tire & brake wear

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

PM2.5 Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)
* includes tire & brake wear
Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

Conformity Analysis)

2021

0.70

19.70

2022

18.10

2022

0.70

18.10

2029 2037 = 2042
[ 068 1] [ o075 T 077 1]

0.70 0.80 0.80
[ 1069 ] [ 998 T 983 ]
10.70 10.00 9.90

2029 2037 = 2042
| o068 | | o075 | o077 |

0.70 0.80 0.80
[ 1069 | [ 998 [ 983 ]
10.70 10.00 9.90

2025 2029 2037 = 2042
065 | 068 | [ o075 T 077 ]
0.70 0.70 0.80 0.80
[ 1168 T 1069 | [ 998 T 983 ]
1170 10.70 10.00 9.90



Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)
KERN - MD

Pollutant Source

2008 and 2015 Ozone EMFAC 2014 (Summer Run)

2008 and 2015 Ozone EMFAC 2014 (Summer Run)

Description
2023 2029 2037 2042
ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 0.79 | o065 ] 053 | o051 |
Conformity Total 0.80 0.70 0.60 0.60
NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 1.88 | 154 | 146 | 151 |
Conformity Total 1.90 1.60 1.50 1.60

UPCOMING BUDGET TEST

(Note: EPA Action is Pending as of This Analysis; The 1997 and 2012 PM2.5 Budget Test Above Will be Used if EPA Doesn’t Determine Adequacy or Approval of the New Budgets before Federal

2008 and 2015 Ozone EMFAC 2014 (Summer Run)

2008 and 2015 Ozone EMFAC 2014 (Summer Run)

Approval of the 2021 Conformity Analysis)

2023 2026 2029 2037 2042

ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) [ o79 | o071 ] o065 | 053 | 051 |

Conformity Total 0.80 0.80 0.70 0.60 0.60

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | 188 | 167 | 154 | 146 | 151 |

Conformity Total 1.90 1.70 1.60 1.50 1.60
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Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

KERN 2042
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions [8061/ISR Control| Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) [ (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Enter Freeway VMT ==> Freeway 14,771,499 5,392 411.967 401.502 1.100 0.147| 0.938
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 12,534,732 4,575 581.725 566.947 1.553 0.337] 1.030
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 584,643 213 27.133 26.443 0.072 0.666| 0.024
Urban 872,332 318 303.298 295.593 0.810 0.679| 0.260
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 907,937 331 1365.545 1330.855 3.646 0.090] 3.318
Rural Local VMT Here => | 1,780,269
Totals 29,671,143 10,830 2689.668 2621.341 7.182 5.570
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
Base EF (Ib
KERN Road Type |PM10/ VMT
HPMS Local Urban/Rural Percent Freeway 0.000152818
From 1998 Assembly of Statistical Reports - Caltrans Arterial 0.000254296
49.0% Urban Collector 0.000254296
51.0% Rural Local 0.00190513
100.0% Total Rural 0.008241141
KERN
January February March April May June July August September | October November December| Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 1.8 0.0 0 0 1.0 1.4 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.94 0.94 0.95 0.97 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.97




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP

and 2018 RTP

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>

Enter Total of Urban and
Rural Local VMT Here =>

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>

Enter Total of Urban and
Rural Local VMT Here =>

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>

Enter Total of Urban and
Rural Local VMT Here =>

Paved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN 2021
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Arterial 456,182 167 21.171 20.633 0.057
Collector 24,135 9 1.120 1.092 0.003
Urban 15,023 5 5.223 5.090 0.014
Rural 15,636 6 23.516 22.919 0.063
| 30,659
Totals 510,976 187 51.031 49.734 0.136
KERN 2029
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Arterial 531,754 194 24.678 24.051 0.066
Collector 25,134 9 1.166 1.137 0.003
Urban 17,418 6 6.056 5.902 0.016
Rural 18,128 7 27.265 26.573 0.073
| 35,546
Totals 592,434 216 59.166 57.663 0.158
KERN 2037
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Arterial 644,698 235 29.920 29.160 0.080
Collector 26,445 10 1.227 1.196 0.003
Urban 20,991 8 7.298 7.113 0.019
Rural 21,848 8 32.859 32.025 0.088
| 42,839
Totals 713,982 261 71.305 69.493 0.190




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

KERN 2042
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) [ (PM10 tons/day)
Enter Freeway VMT ==> Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 718,343 262 33.338 32.491 0.089
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 27,700 10 1.286 1.253 0.003
Urban 23,334 9 8.113 7.907 0.022
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 24,286 9 36.526 35.599 0.098
Rural Local VMT Here => | 47,620
Totals 793,663 290 79.262 77.249 0.212
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
Base EF (Ib
KERN Road Type [PM10/ VMT
HPMS Local Urban/Rural Percent Freeway 0.000152818
From 1998 Assembly of Statistical Reports - Caltrans Arterial 0.000254296
49.0% Urban Collector 0.000254296)
51.0% Rural Local 0.00190513
100.0% Total Rural 0.008241141
KERN
January February March April May June July August September | October November December| Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 1.8 0.0 0 0 1.0 1.4 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.94 0.94 0.95 0.97 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.97




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

Unpaved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN 2021
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
|city/Cuunty 74.0 10 270.1 270.100] 242.654] 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2029
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR | Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissi
[CityCounty 74.0 10 2701 270.100 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2037
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
|Citleounty 74.0 10 270.1 270.100 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2042
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR | Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
|Citleounty 74.0 10 270.1 270.100] 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343]
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
KERN
January February March April May June July August September October November December Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 1.8 0.0 0 0 1.0 1.4 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.77 0.76 0.81 0.87 0.94 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.87 0.84 0.90




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

Unpaved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN -- IWV 2021

Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
|Citleounty 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
KERN -- IWV 2029
Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
|City/County 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
KERN -- IWV 2037
Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
|City/County 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
KERN -- IWV 2042
Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
|Citleounty 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP

and 2018 RTP

Road Construction Dust

KERN
Description
2021 2029 2037 2042

Year | Lane Miles| Year |[Lane Miles| Year |Lane Miles| Year Lane Miles
Baseline 2005 4790 2021 5833| 2029 5990 2037 7012
Horizon 2021 5833] 2029 5990 2037 7012 2042 7045
Difference 16 1043 8 157 8 1022 5 33
Lane Miles per Year 65 20 128 7
Acres Disturbed 253 76 496 26
Acre-Months 4551 1370 8919 461
Emissions (tons/year) 500.640 150.720 981.120 50.688
Annual Average Day Emissions (tons) 1.372 0.413 2.688 0.139
District Rule 8021 Control Rates 0.290 0.290 0.290 0.290
Total Emissions (tons per day) 0.974 0.293 1.908 0.099




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP

and 2018 RTP

Road Construction Dust

KERN - INDIAN WELLS VALLEY

Description
2021 2029 2037 2042

Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles
Baseline 2005 266] 2021 3711 2029 381] 2037 406
Horizon 2021 371l 2029 3811 2037 406] 2042 420
Difference 16 105 8 10 8 25 5 14
Lane Miles per Year 7 1 3 3
Acres Disturbed 25 5 12 11
Acre-Months 458 87 218 195
Emissions (tons/year) 50.400 9.600 24.000 21.504
Total Emissions (tons per day) 0.138 0.026 0.066 0.059




2021 Conformity Analysis Results Summary -- Kern

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2023 Budget 45 14.5
2023 45 11.9 YES YES
2026 Budget 4.2 14.4
2026 4.2 11.0 YES YES
2008 and
2015 Ozone 2029 Budget 4.0 14.3
2029 4.0 10.3 YES YES
2031 Budget 3.9 14.3
2031 3.9 10.0 YES YES
2037 3.5 9.7 YES YES
2042 3.3 9.5 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM-10 NOx
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2021 6.9 19.6 YES YES
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2029 7.0 10.7 YES YES
PM-10
Adjusted 2020 Budget 7.5 23.2
2037 7.5 10.0 YES YES
Adjusted 2020 Budget 7.9 22.6
2042 7.9 9.8 YES YES
PM-10 Total On-Road Exhaust Paved Road Dust | Unpaved Road Dust | Road Construction Dust Total
PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox
2021 1.504 19.628 4.075 0.343 0.974 6.9 19.6
2029 1.652 10.691 4.732 0.343 0.293 7.0 10.7
2037 1.843 9.978 3.435 0.343 1.908 7.5 10.0
2042 1.913 9.832 5.570 0.343 0.099 7.9 9.8




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP

and 2018 RTP

Standard

Analysis Year

Emissions Total

DID YOU PASS?

PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2021 0.7 19.6 YES YES
1997 24-Hour 2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
and Annual
& 2012 2029 0.7 10.7 YES YES
Annual
PM2.5
Standards 2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2037 0.7 10.0 YES YES
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2042 0.8 9.8 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2023 Budget 0.7 13.6
2023 0.7 12.7 YES YES
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2024 0.7 12.3 YES YES
2006 PM2.5
Winter 24- 2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
Hour
Standard 2031 0.7 10.6 YES YES
Adjusted 2024 Budget 0.8 13.2
2037 0.8 10.2 YES YES
Adjusted 2024 Budget 0.8 13.2
2042 0.8 10.0 YES YES




Kern Council of Governments
2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

UPCOMING BUDGET TEST

(Note: EPA Action is Pending as of This Analysis; The 1997 and 2012 PM2.5 Budget Test Above Will be Used if EPA Doesn’t Determine
Adequacy or Approval of the New Budgets before Federal Approval of the 2021 Conformity Analysis)

PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2021 0.7 19.7 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
1997 24-Hour
and Annual 2029 0.7 10.7 YES YES
PM2.5
Standards
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2037 0.8 10.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2042 0.8 9.9 YES YES
PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2022 0.7 18.1 YES YES
2012 Annual 2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
PM2.5 2029 YES YES
Standard 0.7 10.7
(Moderate
Area SIP) 2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2037 0.8 10.0 YES YES
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2042 0.8 9.9 YES YES
PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2022 07 18.1 YES YES
2025 Budget 0.8 12.8
2025 0.7 11.7 YES YES
2012 Annual
PM2.5
Standards 2025 Budget 0.8 12.8
(Serious 2029 0.7 10.7 YES YES
Area SIP)
2025 Budget 0.8 12.8
2037 0.8 10.0 YES YES
2025 Budget 0.8 12.8
2042 0.8 9.9 YES YES




Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP

and 2018 RTP

2021 Conformity Results Summary -- Kern (Mojave Desert)

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOXx
2020 Budget 1.3 3.6
2023 0.8 1.9 YES YES
2008 and 2015 2026 0.8 1.7 YES YES
Ozone
2029 0.7 1.6 YES YES
2037 0.6 1.5 YES YES
2042 0.6 1.6 YES YES
2021 Conformity Summary -- Kern (Indian Wells Valley)
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) PM-10
2013 Budget 1.7
2021 0.7 YES
2013 Budget 1.7
2029 0.7 YES
PM-10
2013 Budget 1.7
2037 0.7 YES
2013 Budget 1.7
2042 0.7 YES
PM-10 Paved Road Dust Unpaved Road Dust | Road Construction Dust Total
PM-10 PM-10 PM-10 PM-10
2021 0.136 0.467 0.138 0.7
2029 0.158 0.467 0.026 0.7
2037 0.190 0.467 0.066 0.7
2042 0.212 0.467 0.059 0.7
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Kern Council of Governments

2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP

and 2018 RTP

2006 24-hr Winter PM2.5 Emission Trading Worksheet

Kern (SJV) CONFORMITY ESTIMATES (tons/day)

2023 2024 2031 2037
PM2.5 NOx PM2.5 NOx PM2.5 NOx PM2.5 NOx
Total On-Road Exhaust 0.70 12.70 0.70 12.30, 0.70 10.60) 0.80 10.20,
2042
PM2.5 NOx
Difference (2023 Budget - 2023) 0.80 10.00
PM2.5 NOx
2023 Budgets 0.7 13.6
2023 0.7 12.7
Difference 0.0 0.9
* 2 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.0
Difference (2024 Budget - 2024)
PM2.5 NOx
2024 Budgets 0.7 13.4
2024 0.7] 12.3
Difference 0.0 1.1
* 2 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.0
Difference (2024 Budget - 2031)
PM2.5 NOx
2024 Budgets 0.7 13.4
2031 0.7 10.6
Difference 0.0 2.8
* 2 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.0
Difference (2024 Budget - 2037)
PM2.5 NOx
2024 Budgets 0.7 13.4
2037 0.8 10.2
Difference -0.1 3.2
* 2 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.2
Difference (2024 Budget - 2042)
PM2.5 | NOx
2024 Budgets 0.7 13.4
2042 0.8 10.0
Difference -0.1 3.4
* 2 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.2
1:2 PM2.5 to NOx Trading
Adjusted 2023 Budget 0.7 13.6 NOTE: FINAL DIFFERENCE MUST BE POSITIVE
2023 Conformity Total 0.7| 12.7
Difference 0.0 0.9
Adjusted 2024 Budget 0.7| 13.4 NOTE: FINAL DIFFERENCE MUST BE POSITIVE
2024 Conformity Total 0.7 12.3
Difference 0.0 1.1
Adjusted 2024 Budget 0.7| 13.4 NOTE: FINAL DIFFERENCE MUST BE POSITIVE
2031 Conformity Total 0.7| 10.6
Difference 0.0 2.8
Adjusted 2024 Budget 0.8| 13.2 NOTE: FINAL DIFFERENCE MUST BE POSITIVE
2037 Conformity Total 0.8| 10.2
Difference 0.0 3.0 TRADING WAS IMPLEMENTED
Adjusted 2024 Budget 0.8| 13.2 NOTE: FINAL DIFFERENCE MUST BE POSITIVE
2042 Conformity Total 0.8] 10.0
Difference 0.0| 3.2 TRADING WAS IMPLEMENTED
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PUBLIC MEETING PROCESS DOCUMENTATION



Kern Council of Governments
2021 Conformity Analysis for 2021 FTIP
and 2018 RTP

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON THE DRAFT 2021 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Kern Council of Governments will hold a public hearing
at 6:30 P.M. June 17, 2021 at Kern COG’s office, 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield,
CA 93301 regarding Draft 2021 Conformity Analysis. The hearing is being held to receive
public comments.

e The 2021 Conformity Analysis contains the documentation to support a finding that
the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP (as amended if applicable) meet the air quality
conformity requirements for ozone and particulate matter.

Individuals with disabilities may call Kern COG at (661) 635-2900 with 3-working-day
advance notice to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public hearing.
Translation services are available (with 3-working-day advance notice) to participate
speaking any language with available professional translation services.

A 30-day public review and comment period will begin June 2, 2021 and conclude July 2,
2021. The Draft 2021 Conformity Analysis document is available for review at Kern COG’s
office and on Kern COG’s website at www.kerncog.org/category/docs/ftip/

Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5 P.M.
July 2, 2021 to Ahron Hakimi at the address below.

At the June 17, 2021 Kern COG Board meeting, staff will request delegated authority from
the Kern COG Board authorizing Kern COG’s Executive Director to approve the
document, via resolution, upon the close of the public comment period and review of all
comments. Upon the Executive Director's approval, the document will then be submitted
to state and federal agencies for approval.

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments
1401 19t Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, CA 93301

(661) 635-2900
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APPENDIX F

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS

No public comments were received.



ATTACHMENT 2

PUBLIC NOTICE AND ADOPTION RESOLUTION



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON THE DRAFT 2021 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Kern Council of Governments will hold a public hearing at 6:30 P.M. June
17, 2021 at Kern COG'’s office, 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301 regarding Draft 2021
Conformity Analysis. The hearing is being held to receive public comments.

e The 2021 Conformity Analysis contains the documentation to support a finding that the 2021 FTIP and
2018 RTP (as amended if applicable) meet the air quality conformity requirements for ozone and
particulate matter.

Individuals with disabilities may call Kern COG at (661) 635-2900 with 3-working-day advance notice to
request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public hearing. Translation services are available (with
3-working-day advance notice) to participate speaking any language with available professional translation
services.

A 30-day public review and comment period will begin June 2, 2021 and conclude July 2, 2021. The Draft
2021 Conformity Analysis document is available for review at Kern COG’s office and on Kern COG’s
website at www.kerncog.org/category/docs/ftip/

Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5 P.M. July 2, 2021 to
Ahron Hakimi at the address below.

At the June 17, 2021 Kern COG Board meeting, staff will request delegated authority from the Kern COG
Board authorizing Kern COG’s Executive Director to approve the document, via resolution, upon the close
of the public comment period and review of all comments. Upon the Executive Director’s approval, the
document will then be submitted to state and federal agencies for approval.

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments
1401 19" Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, CA 93301

(661) 635-2900



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN

RESOLUTION NO. 21-15
In the Matter of:

2021 Conformity Analysis

WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is a Regional Transportation Planning
Agency and a Metropolitan Planning Organization, pursuant to State and Federal designation; and

WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require Metropolitan Planning Organizations to prepare and
adopt a long range Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for their region; and

WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require that Metropolitan Planning Organizations prepare
and adopt a short range Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) for their region; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 FTIP program listing is consistent with: 1) the 2018 RTP; 2) the 2020 State
Transportation Improvement Program; and 3) the corresponding 2021 Conformity Analysis; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 FTIP contains the MPO’s certification of the transportation planning process
assuring that all federal requirements have been fulfilled; and

WHEREAS, the MPO must demonstrate conformity per 40 CFR Part 93 for the RTP and FTIP; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 Conformity Analysis was conducted to re-determine conformity to new and
upcoming State Implementation Plan conformity budgets for the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 Conformity Analysis supports a finding that the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP
meet the air quality conformity requirements for ozone and particulate matter; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP do not interfere with the timely implementation of the
Transportation Control Measures; and

WHEREAS, the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP conform to the applicable State Implementation Plans;
and

WHEREAS, the documents have been widely circulated and reviewed by Kern COG’s advisory
committees representing the technical and management staffs of the member agencies; representatives of
other governmental agencies, including State and Federal; representatives of special interest groups;
representatives of the private business sector; and residents of Kern County consistent with public
participation process adopted by Kern COG; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was conducted on June 17, 2021 to hear and consider comments on the
2021 Conformity Analysis;

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2021 the Kern COG Board delegated authority to the Executive Director to
approve the 2021 Conformity Analysis;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Kern COG adopts the 2021 Conformity Analysis.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG finds that the 2021 FTIP and 2018 RTP are in
conformity with the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments and applicable State
Implementation Plans for air quality.

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 13TH DAY OF JULY 2021.

7/13/2021

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director Date
Kern Council of Governments

RESOLUTION NO. 21-15
2021 Conformity Analysis
Page 2
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