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Executive Summary 

The California Smog Check Contingency Measure State Implementation Plan Revision 
(Measure) addresses State Implementation Plan (SIP) contingency measure requirements of 
the federal Clean Air Act (Act) for certain areas designated as nonattainment of the national 
ambient air quality standards (NAAQS or standards) within the State. This Measure is 
necessary to address contingency measure requirements and respond to recent court 
actions to meet statutory deadlines related to contingency measures. This Measure includes 
an action that is triggered if a nonattainment area fails to attain by the applicable attainment 
date, fails to meet a reasonable further progress (RFP) milestone, fails to meet a quantitative 
milestone, or fails to submit a required quantitative milestone report or milestone 
compliance demonstration (collectively referred to as “Triggering Events”). 

The Motor Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance Program (Smog Check Program) is a vehicle 
inspection and maintenance program administered by the California Bureau of Automotive 
Repair (BAR) that identifies vehicles with faulty emission control components. Smog Check 
inspections are required biennially as a part of the vehicle registration process and/or when 
a vehicle changes ownership or is registered for the first time in California. In 2017, 
Assembly Bill (AB) 1274 added Health and Safety Code (H&SC) § 44011(a)(4)(B)(ii) which 
allowed vehicles eight or less model-years old to be exempt from requirements for Smog 
Check inspections. In lieu of an inspection, this law requires seven and eight model-year old 
vehicles owners to pay an annual Smog Abatement Fee of $25, $21 of which goes to the Air 
Pollution Control Fund for use to incentivize clean vehicles and equipment through the Carl 
Moyer Memorial Air Quality Standards Attainment Program (Moyer Program). This law also 
specifies that this exemption is allowed unless CARB determines that exempting these 
vehicles prohibits the State from meeting SIP commitments. At that time, the AB 1274 
analysis1 indicated that the emissions reductions from the increase in funding to the Moyer 
Program would outweigh the benefits of requiring seven and eight model-year old vehicles 
to obtain a Smog Check inspection. 

CARB staff has now determined that removal of these exemptions may be needed to meet 
the contingency measure SIP requirements. CARB staff has also determined that in all of the 
relevant nonattainment areas, requiring a Smog Check inspection on eight model-year old 
vehicles provides more emission reductions than the potential loss in Moyer Program 
emission reductions that would result from the foregone funding. In 2017, when AB 1274 
enacted this change in Smog Check exemptions, the benefit from additional funding for 
Moyer Program projects was estimated to outweigh the disbenefit from exempting 
additional vehicles. However, since 2017 the Program has successfully incentivized the 

 
1 Bill Analysis - AB-1274 Smog check: exemption. (ca.gov) 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/california-smog-check-contingency-measure
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billAnalysisClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180AB1274
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turnover of many dirty engines and equipment and Moyer Program projects are now less 
cost-effective than before, resulting in a net benefit from this Measure.  

If a Triggering Event occurs, the Measure would: 

• Change the existing smog check inspection exemptions in the California Smog 
Check Program in the applicable nonattainment area(s);  

• Apply to the California nonattainment area(s) and standard(s) for which the 
Triggering Event occurs, from those listed on the next page in Table 1.; and 

• Be implemented within 30 days of the effective date of a U.S. EPA finding that a 
Triggering Event occurred. 

Seven areas in California under State jurisdiction are designated as nonattainment for the 
75 parts per billion (ppb) 8-hour ozone standard, and ten areas in California under State 
jurisdiction are designated as nonattainment for the 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standard, with 
classifications of Moderate, Serious, Severe or Extreme. Additionally, the San Joaquin Valley 
is designated as nonattainment for the 80 ppb 8-hour ozone standard, the 12 microgram 
per meter cubed (µg/m3) annual, 15 µg/m3 annual, and 35 µg/m3 24-hour PM2.5 standards. 
The South Coast Air Basin is also designated as nonattainment for the 12 µg/m3 annual 
PM2.5 standard. For all of these standards, nonattainment areas were or will be required to 
submit SIP revisions meeting contingency measure and other applicable requirements of 
the Act.  

CARB staff has worked with local air districts to prepare contingency measure SIP revisions 
which were adopted and submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) 
through CARB. Further, in 2018, CARB staff submitted the 2018 Updates to the California 
State Implementation Plan (2018 SIP Update) which included a statewide contingency 
measure that was developed following U.S. EPA guidance available at the time. However, 
multiple lawsuits challenging U.S. EPA’s interpretation of the Act led to U.S. EPA’s 
determination that the previously submitted 2018 SIP Update contingency measures did not 
fully meet the Act’s requirements. CARB staff is now proposing to submit the Measure to be 
consistent with U.S. EPA’s current interpretation of the contingency measure provisions of 
the Act. The Measure as included in this SIP revision will be applicable for the California 
nonattainment areas and standards as listed in Table 1. 
  

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/2018-updates-california-state-implementation-plan-2018-sip-update
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/2018-updates-california-state-implementation-plan-2018-sip-update
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Table 1. Nonattainment Areas and Applicable Standards 

Area Applicable Standards 

Coachella Valley  70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone 

Eastern Kern County 70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone 

Mariposa County 70 ppb Ozone 

Sacramento Metro Area 70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone 

San Diego County 70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone 

San Joaquin Valley 
70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone, 80 ppb Ozone, 15 µg/m3 PM2.5, 
35 µg/m3 PM2.5, 12 µg/m3 PM2.5 

South Coast Air Basin 12 µg/m3 PM2.5, 70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone 

Ventura County 70 ppb Ozone 

Western Mojave Desert 70 ppb Ozone, 75 ppb Ozone 

Western Nevada  70 ppb Ozone 

CARB staff initiated the public process with release of a concept document and workshop in 
August 2023 to solicit input from the public. The concept document and other materials 
were available in English and Spanish, and the workshop provided a forum in both English 
and Spanish for the proposed Measure to be discussed in a public setting and provide 
additional opportunity for public feedback, input, and ideas. CARB staff also analyzed the 
impacts of the Measure on vehicle owners in disadvantaged communities (DACs). CARB 
staff compared the proportion of the vehicles subject to the Measure if triggered to those 
registered in DACs to the proportion of vehicles subject to the Measure in total using DMV 
data. CARB staff found that, in all nonattainment areas, the proportion of vehicle owners 
potentially impacted by the Measure, if triggered, is not disproportionate to the population 
as a whole. 

CARB staff has determined that the Measure meets the Act contingency measure 
requirements and that exercising H&SC § 44011(a)(4)(B)(ii) is needed to meet the SIP 
requirements.  
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Further, CARB staff last submitted updates to the Smog Check Program to U.S. EPA for 
incorporation into the California SIP in 2009 and U.S. EPA approved them on July 1, 2010.2 
As previously mentioned, the additional exemptions from the Smog Check Program were 
made by AB 1274 in 2017. As a part of this SIP revision, CARB staff is submitting 
H&SC § 44011(a)(4)(A) and (B) into the California SIP to incorporate these changes in the 
Smog Check Program. 

The Board is scheduled to consider the Measure on October 26, 2023. CARB staff 
recommends the Board to adopt the Measure addressing contingency measure 
requirements for the applicable standards and nonattainment areas as listed in Table 1 and 
approve submittal into the California SIP of California H&SC sections 44011(a)(4)(A) and (B). 
If adopted, CARB staff will submit the Measure and H&SC sections 44011(a)(4)(A) and (B) to 
U.S. EPA as a revision to the California SIP. 

 

  

 
2 75 Fed. Reg. 38023 (July 1, 2010) 
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Section 1. Contingency Requirements and Litigation 

The Clean Air Act (“Act”) specifies that SIPs must provide for contingency measures, defined 
in section 172(c)(9) as “specific measures to be undertaken if the area fails to make 
reasonable further progress (RFP), or to attain the national primary ambient air quality 
standard by the attainment date….”3 The Act is silent though on the specific level of 
emission reductions that must flow from contingency measures. In the absence of specific 
requirements for the amount of emission reductions, in 1992, U.S. EPA conveyed that the 
contingency measures should, at a minimum, ensure that an appropriate level of emissions 
reduction progress continues to be made if attainment of RFP is not achieved and additional 
planning by the State is needed (57 Federal Register 13510, 13512 (April 16, 1992)). While 
U.S. EPA’s ozone guidance states “contingency measures should represent one year’s worth 
of progress amounting to reductions of 3 percent of the baseline emissions inventory for the 
nonattainment area”, U.S. EPA has accepted contingency measures that equal less than one 
year’s worth of RFP in some situations. Specifically, U.S. EPA has historically accepted lesser 
amounts as they see appropriate considering “U.S. EPA’s long-standing recommendation 
that states should consider ‘the potential nature and extent of any attainment shortfall for 
the area’ and that contingency measures ‘should represent a portion of the actual emissions 
reductions necessary to bring about attainment in the area.’”4   

In recent years, court decisions, as described below, have excluded a category of 
contingency measures from what U.S. EPA may properly approve. Historically, U.S. EPA 
allowed contingency measure requirements to be met via excess emission reductions from 
ongoing implementation of adopted emission reduction programs. In the past, CARB used 
this method to meet contingency measure requirements. In 2016, in Bahr v. U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency5 (Bahr), the Ninth Circuit determined U.S. EPA erred in 
approving a contingency measure that relied on an already-implemented measure for a 
nonattainment area in Arizona, thereby rejecting U.S. EPA’s longstanding interpretation of 
section 172(c)(9) of the Act. U.S. EPA staff interpreted this decision to mean that contingency 
measures must include a future action triggered by a Triggering Event. This decision was 
applicable to only the states covered by the Ninth Circuit. In the rest of the country, U.S. EPA 
still allowed contingency measures using their pre-Bahr stance. In January 2021, in Sierra 
Club v. Environmental Protection Agency6, the United States Court of Appeals for the D.C. 
Circuit, ruled that already implemented measures do not qualify as contingency measures 
for the rest of the country (Sierra Club).  

 
3 42 U.S.C. § 7502(c)(9). 
4 See, e.g. 78 Fed.Reg. 37741, 37750 (Jun. 24, 2013), approval finalized with 78 Fed.Reg. 64402 (Oct. 29, 
2013). 
5 Bahr v. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, (9th Cir. 2016) 836 F.3d 1218. 
6 Sierra Club v. Environmental Protection Agency, (D.C. Cir. 2021) 985 F.3d 1055. 
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In response to Bahr and as part of the 75 ppb 8-hour ozone SIPs due in 2016, CARB staff 
developed the statewide Enhanced Enforcement Contingency Measure (Enforcement 
Contingency Measure) as a part of the 2018 Updates to the California State Implementation 
Plan to address the need for a triggered action as a part of the contingency measure 
requirement. CARB staff worked closely with U.S. EPA regional staff in developing the 
contingency measure package that included the triggered Enforcement Contingency 
Measure, a district triggered measure and emission reductions from implementing CARB’s 
mobile source emissions program. However, as part of the San Joaquin Valley 2016 Ozone 
Plan for 2008 8-hour Ozone Standard SIP action, U.S. EPA wrote in their final approval that 
the Enforcement Contingency Measure did not satisfy requirements to be approved as a 
“standalone contingency measure” and approved it only as a “SIP strengthening” measure7. 
U.S. EPA did approve the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District triggered 
measure and the implementation of the mobile reductions along with a CARB emission 
reduction commitment as meeting the contingency measure requirement for this SIP.  

Subsequently, the Association of Irritated Residents filed a lawsuit against the U.S. EPA for its 
approval of various elements within the San Joaquin Valley 2016 Ozone Plan for 2008 
8--hour Ozone Standard, including the contingency measure. The Ninth Circuit issued its 
decision in Association of Irritated Residents v. EPA8 (AIR) that U.S. EPA’s approval of the 
contingency element was arbitrary and capricious and rejected the triggered contingency 
measure that achieves much less than one year’s worth of RFP. Most importantly, the Ninth 
Circuit said that, in line with U.S. EPA’s longstanding interpretation of what is required of a 
contingency measure and the purpose it serves, together with Bahr, all reductions needed 
to satisfy the Act’s contingency measure requirements must come from the contingency 
measure itself. The Ninth Circuit also said that the amount of reductions needed for 
contingency should not be reduced absent U.S. EPA adequately explaining its change from 
its historic stance on the amount of reductions required. U.S. EPA staff has interpreted AIR to 
mean that triggered contingency measures must achieve the entirety of the amount of 
emission reductions needed for the contingency measure requirement on their own. In 
addition, surplus emission reductions from ongoing programs cannot reduce the amount of 
reductions needed for the contingency measure requirements.  

In response to Bahr and Sierra Club, in 2021, U.S. EPA convened a nationwide internal task 
force to develop guidance to support states in their development of contingency measures. 
The draft guidance was released in March 2023 and is currently undergoing a public review 
process. The draft guidance proposes a new method for how to calculate one year’s worth 
of progress for the targeted amount of contingency measures reductions and provides new 
clarification on the reasoned justification U.S. EPA requires to facilitate approval of 
contingency measures with lesser amounts of reductions. Per the draft guidance, such a 

 
7 87 Fed. Reg. 59688 (October 3, 2022) 
8 Association of Irritated Residents v. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, (9th Cir. 2021) 10 F.4th 937 
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reasoned justification would need to include an infeasibility analysis detailing why there are 
insufficient measures to meet one year’s worth of progress. U.S. EPA relied on the draft 
guidance when they proposed a federal implementation plan to meet the PM2.5 
contingency measure requirements in the San Joaquin Valley on August 8, 20239. 

Section 2. CARB’s Opportunities for Contingency Measures 

Much has changed since U.S. EPA’s 1992 guidance on contingency measures. Control 
programs across the country have matured as have the health-based standards. U.S. EPA 
strengthened ozone standards in 1997, 2008 and 2015 with attainment dates out to 2037 
for areas in “extreme” nonattainment. California has the only three extreme ozone 
nonattainment areas in the country for the 2015 ozone NAAQS. Extreme ozone 
nonattainment areas are allowed to use a provision in the Act where emission reduction 
measures can wait for technology to advance. California also has multiple PM2.5 
nonattainment areas with the highest possible classification and greatest attainment 
challenges. Thus, control measures are needed for meeting the NAAQS as expeditiously as 
possible, rather than being held in reserve. 

To address contingency measure requirements given the courts’ decisions and U.S. EPA’s 
draft guidance, CARB staff and local air districts would need to develop a measure or 
measures that, when triggered by a Triggering Event, will achieve one year’s worth of 
progress for the given nonattainment area unless it is determined that it is infeasible to 
achieve one year’s worth of emission reductions. Given CARB’s wide array of mobile source 
control programs, the relatively limited portion of emissions primarily regulated by the local 
air districts, and the fact that primarily-federally regulated sources are expected to account 
for approximately 52 percent of statewide nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions by 203710, 
finding triggered measures that will achieve the required reductions is nearly impossible. 
That said, even discounting the amount to reflect the proportion of sources that are 
primarily federally regulated, additional control measures that can be identified by CARB 
staff are scarce or nonexistent that would achieve the required emissions reductions needed 
for a contingency measure.  

Adding to the difficulty of identifying available control measures, not only does the suite of 
contingency measures need to achieve a large amount of reductions, but they will also need 
to achieve these reductions in the year following the year in which the Triggering Event has 
been identified. Although the newly released draft guidance proposes allowing for up to 
two years to achieve those reductions, control measures achieving the level of reductions 
required often take more than two years to implement and will likely not result in immediate 
reductions. In California’s 2022 State SIP Strategy, CARB’s three largest NOx reduction 

 
9 88 Fed. Reg. 53431 (August 8, 2023) 
10 Source: CARB 2022 CEPAM v1.01; based on 2037 emissions totals.  
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measures, In-Use Locomotive Regulation, Advanced Clean Fleets, and Transportation 
Refrigeration Unit II, rely on accelerated turnover of older engines/trucks. The need for 
buildout of potential infrastructure upgrades and market-readiness of new equipment 
options that meet requirements limits the availability to have significant emission reductions 
in a short amount of time. Options for a technically and economically feasible triggered 
measure that can be implemented and achieve the necessary reductions in the time frame 
required are scarce in California. 

CARB has over 50 years of experience reducing emissions from mobile sources like cars and 
trucks, as well as other sources of pollution under State authority. The Reasonably Available 
Control Measures for State Sources analysis that CARB included in all of the 70 ppb 8-hour 
ozone SIPs illustrates the reach of CARB’s current programs and regulations, many of which 
set the standard nationally for other states to follow. Few sources CARB has primary 
regulatory authority over remain without a control measure, and all control measures that 
are in place support the attainment of the NAAQS. There is a lack of additional control 
measures that would be able to achieve the necessary reductions for a contingency 
measure. Due to the unique air quality challenges California faces, should such additional 
measures exist, CARB would pursue those measures to support expeditious attainment of 
the NAAQS and would not reserve such measures for contingency purposes. Nonetheless, 
CARB staff has continued to explore options for potential statewide contingency measures 
utilizing its authorities and applying draft guidance.  

A central difficulty in considering a statewide contingency measure under CARB’s authority, 
is that CARB is already fully committed to driving sources of air pollution in California to 
zero-emission everywhere feasible and as expeditiously as possible. In 2020, Governor 
Newsom signed Executive Order N-79-20 (Figure 1) that established a first-in-the-nation 
goal for 100 percent of California sales of new passenger cars and trucks to be zero 
emission by 2035. The Governor’s order also set a goal to transition 100 percent of the 
drayage truck fleet to zero- emission by 2035, all off-road equipment where feasible to 
zero -emission by 2035, and the remainder of the medium and heavy-duty vehicles to 
zero--emission where feasible by 2045.  
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Figure 1 - Governor Newsom Executive Order N-79-20 

 

California is committed to achieving these goals, and CARB is pursuing an aggressive 
control program in conjunction with other state and local agencies. CARB’s programs not 
only go beyond emissions standards and programs set at the federal level, but many 
include zero-emissions requirements or otherwise, through incentives and voluntary 
programs, that drive mobile sources to zero-emissions, as listed in Table 2 below. CARB is 
also exploring and developing a variety of new measures to drive more source categories to 
zero-emissions and reduce emissions even further, as detailed in the 2022 State SIP 
Strategy. With most source categories being driven to zero-emissions as expeditiously as 
possible, opportunities for having triggered measure that could reduce NOx, reactive 
organic gases (ROG) and PM2.5 emissions by the amount required for contingency 
measures are scarce. 
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Table 2. Emissions Sources and Respective CARB Programs with a Zero-Emissions 
Requirement/Component 

Emission Source Regulatory Programs 

Light-Duty Passenger Vehicles and Light-
Duty Trucks 

• Advanced Clean Cars Program (I and II), including the 
Zero Emission Vehicle Regulation 

• Clean Miles Standard  

Motorcycles • On-Road Motorcycle Regulation* 

Medium Duty-Trucks 

• Advanced Clean Cars Program (I and II), including the 
Zero Emission Vehicle Regulation 

• Zero-Emission Powertrain Certification Regulation 
• Advanced Clean Trucks Regulation 
• Advanced Clean Fleets Regulation 

Heavy-Duty Trucks 

• Zero-Emission Powertrain Certification Regulation 
• Advanced Clean Trucks Regulation 
• Advanced Clean Fleets Regulation 

Heavy-Duty Urban Buses 
• Innovative Clean Transit 
• Advanced Clean Fleets Regulation 

Other Buses, Other Buses – Motor Coach 
• Zero-Emission Airport Shuttle Regulation 
• Advanced Clean Fleets Regulation 

Commercial Harbor Craft • Commercial Harbor Craft Regulation 

Recreational Boats • Spark-Ignition Marine Engine Standards* 

Transport Refrigeration Units 
• Airborne Toxic Control Measure for In-Use Diesel-Fueled 

Transport Refrigeration Units (Parts I and II*) 

Industrial Equipment 
• Zero-Emission Forklifts* 
• Off-Road Zero-Emission Targeted Manufacturer Rule* 

Construction and Mining • Off-Road Zero-Emission Targeted Manufacturer Rule* 

Airport Ground Support Equipment • Zero-Emission Forklifts* 

Port Operations and Rail Operations 
• Cargo Handling Equipment Regulation 
• Off-Road Zero-Emission Targeted Manufacturer Rule* 

Lawn and Garden 
• Small Off-Road Engine Regulation 
• Off-Road Zero-Emission Targeted Manufacturer Rule* 

Ocean-Going Vessels • At Berth Regulation 

Locomotives • In-Use Locomotive Regulation 

*Indicates program or regulation is in development 

Most air pollution sources in California that are not as well controlled are primarily-federally 
regulated sources. (Figure 2). This includes interstate trucks, ships, locomotives, aircraft, and 
certain categories of off-road equipment, constituting a large source of potential emissions 
reductions. Since these are primarily regulated at the federal and, in some cases, 
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international level, options to implement a contingency measure with reductions 
approximately equivalent to one year’s worth of progress are limited.  

Figure 2 - State vs. Federal Mobile Source NOx Emissions 

 

CARB staff has analyzed CARB’s suite of control measures for all sources under CARB 
authority to identify potential contingency measure options. CARB currently has programs in 
place or under development for most sources and have evaluated a variety of regulatory 
mechanisms within existing and new programs for potential contingency triggers. After 
conducting a full analysis of measures for contingency measure opportunities, CARB staff 
determined that changes in the Smog Check Program are appropriate to use to meet the 
Act contingency measure requirement. The Measure was found to be the most feasible 
option given timing and technical constraints for adoption and implementation. The full 
infeasibility analysis can be found in Appendix A. Further, U.S. EPA recently released their 
own infeasibility analysis11 in which they came to the same conclusion with respect to the 
scarcity of available contingency measures in CARB’s mobile source control programs.   

With this proposal, CARB staff would adopt and submit the Measure for the 70 ppb 8-hour 
ozone, 75 ppb 8-hour ozone, 80 ppb 8-hour ozone, the 12 µg/m3 and 15 µg/m3 annual 
PM2.5, and 35 µg/m3 24-hour PM2.5 standards for the relevant nonattainment areas to 
address the contingency measure requirements of the Act as interpreted by U.S. EPA in the 
draft guidance. The Measure consists of a triggered contingency measure that, if triggered, 

 
11 EPA Source Category and Control Measure Assessment and Reasoned Justification Technical Support 
Document; Federal Implementation Plan for Contingency Measures for the Fine Particulate Matter Standards; 
San Joaquin Valley, California. https://www.regulations.gov/docket/EPA-R09-OAR-2023-0352   

https://www.regulations.gov/docket/EPA-R09-OAR-2023-0352
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would change the exemptions for motor vehicles in the California Smog Check Program for 
the relevant local air district and applicable standard as specified in Table 1 that, together 
with the local air districts’ contingency measures, addresses the contingency measure 
requirements of the Act. A detailed description of the Measure is described in Section 4 
below. 
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Section 3. California Smog Check Program  

The Smog Check Program is a vehicle inspection and maintenance program administered 
by BAR. The Smog Check Program aims to reduce air pollution in the state by identifying 
vehicles with harmful excess emissions for repair or retirement. While BAR administers the 
Program, the California Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) provides the vehicle 
registration and licensing information to support administration and enforcement of the 
Smog Check Program. Smog Check inspections are required biennially as a part of the 
vehicle registration process and/or when a vehicle changes ownership or is registered for 
the first time in California, depending on the area and severity of the air quality problem. 
Certain areas with worse air quality issues are subject to an enhanced version of the 
Program with stricter requirements. All gasoline-powered vehicles, hybrid vehicles, and 
alternative-fuel vehicles that are model-year 1976 and newer, as well as all diesel vehicles 
model-year 1998 and newer with a gross-vehicle weight rating of 14,000 pounds and less, 
are subject to Smog Check inspections.  

However, there are several exceptions. Motorcycles and electric-powered vehicles are not 
subject to the Smog Check Program. Additionally, in 2017, California Assembly Bill 
(AB) 1274 was enacted, which amended the H&SC to exempt vehicles up to eight 
model -years old (MYO); previously, vehicles had been exempt up to six MYO. These seven 
and eight MYO vehicles that would otherwise be subject to a Smog Check inspection must 
pay an annual Smog Abatement Fee of $25, $21 of which goes to the Air Pollution Control 
Fund for use through the Moyer Program. Per H&SC § 44011(a)(4)(B)(ii), these motor 
vehicles eight or less MYO are exempted from biennial Smog Check inspection, unless 
CARB finds that providing an exception for these vehicles will prohibit the state from 
meeting the state commitments with respect to the SIP.  

In 2017, when this change in Smog Check exemptions was enacted, the benefit from 
additional funding for Moyer Program projects was estimated to outweigh the disbenefit 
from exempting additional vehicles. However, since 2017, the cost-effectiveness of Moyer 
Program projects has increased as the program has successfully incentivized the turnover of 
many dirty engines and equipment. Moyer Program projects are now less cost-effective than 
before, resulting in a net benefit from this Measure. 

As such, the ability to make the relevant finding for H&SC § 44011(a)(4)(B)(ii) purposes is 
within CARB’s authority, and the other State agencies that implement California’s Smog 
Check Program will be bound by it. CARB staff last submitted updates to the Smog Check 
Program to U.S. EPA for incorporation into the California SIP in 2009 and approved by 
U.S. EPA on July 1, 2010.12 As previously mentioned, the additional exemptions from the 
Smog Check Program were made by AB 1274 in 2017. As a part of this SIP revision, CARB 

 
12 75 Fed. Reg. 38023 (July 1, 2010) 
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staff is also proposing the Board approve submittal of H&SC § 44011(a)(4)(A) and (B) into 
the California SIP to incorporate these changes in the Smog Check Program. The H&SC 
sections are included in Appendix D. 

Further the Smog Check Program meets federal requirements for an inspection and 
maintenance (I/M) program. On March 23, 2023, CARB adopted the California Smog Check 
Performance Standard Modeling (PSM) and Program Certification for the 70 parts per billion 
(ppb) 8-hour Ozone Standard (Smog Check Certification) to address I/M SIP requirements 
for the 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standard. CARB staff submitted it to U.S. EPA as a SIP revision. 
The Smog Check Certification demonstrated that the California’s Smog Check Program 
meets the applicable federal I/M program requirements for all the 70 ppb 8-hour ozone 
nonattainment areas in California. 
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Section 4. Smog Check Contingency Measure 

The Measure will consist of changing the existing Smog Check inspection exemptions in 
California's Smog Check Program in any applicable nonattainment area listed in Table 1. 
that fails to satisfy any one of the following (failures of which are collectively referred to as 
“Triggering Events”): 

• Attain by the applicable attainment date; 
• Meet a reasonable further progress (RFP) milestone; 
• Meet a quantitative milestone; or  
• Submit a required quantitative milestone report or milestone compliance 

demonstration.  

The Measure will be initiated within 30 days of the effective date of a U.S. EPA determination 
of a Triggering Event. The exemption will change from the existing eight or less MYO to 
seven or less MYO in the applicable nonattainment area. If triggered, these additional 
vehicles would then be subject to Smog Check inspections based on the area in which the 
vehicle is registered (i.e., enhanced, basic, and change of ownership), resulting in additional 
emissions control equipment failures being identified and corrected, thereby reducing 
emissions that typically result when emissions control equipment is not performing as 
designed. The emissions reduction estimates from the Measure are detailed for each 
nonattainment area in Section 5 of this report. The methodology for calculating these 
estimates can be found in Appendix B. The Measure can be triggered a second time for a 
nonattainment area; if triggered a second time, the Smog Check exemption would then 
only apply to vehicles six or less MYO.  

Implementation of the Measure will require coordination with other California State 
agencies. Their relevant roles and responsibilities are outlined below. 

• Bureau of Automotive Repair: BAR, as part of the Department of Consumer Affairs, 
provides oversight of the automotive repair industry and administers vehicle 
emissions reduction and safety programs. Specifically, as it pertains to the Measure, 
BAR administers and enforces the Smog Check Program.  

• California Department of Motor Vehicles: DMV administers vehicle registration and 
licensing and supports BAR in administering the Smog Check Program. 

CARB staff will work closely with BAR and DMV staff throughout the process and leading up 
to a possible Triggering Event, so that both agencies have as much notice as possible for 
the work that will be required for full implementation of the Measure. For most potential 
failures to attain a relevant standard, preliminary data for the relevant ozone or PM2.5 
season is available earlier and U.S. EPA makes their failure to attain findings six months after 
the attainment date, so CARB staff will be able to notify and work with BAR and DMV 
preemptively to ensure the Measure implementation is as smooth as possible. 
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CARB staff has quantified the emission reductions that would be achieved from 
implementation of the Measure, if triggered, and have documented the results in Section 5 
of this report. The emission reductions anticipated are surplus to the current Smog Check 
Program in the nonattainment areas and they are not otherwise required by or assumed in a 
SIP-related program, or any other adopted State air quality program. The changes to Smog 
Check exemptions are enforceable since DMV requires a vehicle owner to obtain a Smog 
Check inspection certificate indicating a vehicle has passed its Smog Check inspection to 
renew their vehicle registration. The reductions from the Measure are permanent in that, if 
triggered, the vehicle will need to be repaired in order to renew their registration.  

A. Implementation 

Within 30 days of the effective date of U.S. EPA determining an applicable Triggering Event 
occurred, CARB will transmit a letter to BAR and DMV conveying its finding under 
H&SC § 44011(a)(4)(B)(ii) that providing the exception for certain motor vehicles from Smog 
Check inspection in specific nonattainment areas (defined by specified ZIP Codes) will 
prohibit the State from meeting commitments with respect to the SIP as required by the Act. 
This letter will explain that the Measure is being triggered to meet contingency measure 
requirements under Act section 172(c)(9) and/or 182(c)(9), and effectuating the change to 
the Smog Check exemptions for motor vehicles from eight or less MYO to seven or less 
MYO throughout the applicable nonattainment area (or six or less MYO in cases of the 
second trigger). 

Prior to CARB staff submitting a letter to BAR and DMV, CARB staff will coordinate with BAR 
and DMV if there is potential for contingency to be triggered in the nonattainment areas in 
Table 1. CARB staff will meet regularly with BAR and DMV staff throughout the process to 
implement this Measure. Upon receipt of the CARB letter and the applicable ZIP Codes, 
CARB, BAR and DMV staff will begin implementation of the change in exemption length to 
Smog Check and take the following actions: 

• DMV will update their Smog Check renewal programing to require a Smog Check 
inspection for the eight MYO vehicles (or seven MYO in the case of a second trigger) 
in the ZIP Codes provided by CARB staff; 

• The eight to seven MYO (or seven to six MYO) exemption change will begin for 
registrations expiring beginning January 1st of the applicable year considering the 
time it takes for DMV to program this change and their registration renewal process; 

• 60 days before the expiration date of the vehicle registration, DMV will send out 
registration renewals that include these newly impacted vehicles along with those 
already subject to Smog Check inspection; 

• The notice will include information on the change in exemptions, reason for change, 
and resources for obtaining a Smog Check inspection from a certified station; 
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• CARB staff will work with DMV to develop and include an informational paper that will 
accompany the registration renewal with the information as included in the notice; 
and  

• BAR and DMV will administer and enforce the new changes to the Smog Check 
Program. 

B. Title VI and Environmental Justice 

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Title VI) provides that no person in the United States 
shall, on the ground of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be 
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity 
receiving federal financial assistance. Other relevant federal laws prohibit discrimination in 
the use of federal funds based on disability, sex, and age.13 As a recipient of federal funds, 
CARB must ensure it complies with Title VI and U.S. EPA’s Title VI implementation 
regulations14 in its relevant programs and policies.  

CARB’s public process to engage with stakeholders in development of the Measures, its 
equity analysis of the Measure, and information about CARB’s Civil Rights Policy and 
Compliant process is summarized below. 

Public Process 

In developing the proposed Measure, CARB staff engaged in a thorough public process 
that addresses the requirements of Title VI. CARB staff initiated the public process with 
release of a concept document and hosting a remote online workshop in August 2023 to 
solicit input from the public.15 The workshop was hosted through Zoom in the late afternoon 
to allow more community members to participate without needing to travel. The public 
notice for the workshop provided a contact for special accommodation requests by 
interested stakeholders, and CARB staff also made available on the notice and its website a 
staff email address to accept public questions and comments. The concept document and 
other materials were available in English and Spanish on the website and through emails 
sent to relevant email list serves, including the Environmental Justice Stakeholders Group. 
The workshop included translation services that provided a forum in both English and 
Spanish for the proposed Measure to be discussed in a public setting and provide 
additional opportunity for public feedback, input, and ideas. After the workshop, CARB staff 

 
13 Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 29 U.S.C. § 794; Title IX of the Education 
Amendments of 1972, as amended, 20 U.S.C. §§ 1681 et seq.; Age Discrimination Act of 1975, 42 U.S.C. §§ 
6101 et seq.; and Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972, Pub. L. 92-500 § 13, 86 Stat. 903 
(codified as amended at 33 U.S.C. § 1251 (1972)). 
14 40 C.F.R. Part 7. 

15 

 https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/california-smog-check-contingency-measure  

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/california-smog-check-contingency-measure
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has made the recording of the workshop available on its website. CARB staff considered the 
public feedback it received in developing the Measure. CARB staff will continue to address 
the requirements of Title VI in the event implementation of the Measure is triggered and 
provide continuing opportunities for public feedback. 

Racial Equity, Environmental Justice, and Equity Analysis 

Central to CARB’s mission is the commitment to racial equity and environmental justice and 
ensuring a clean and healthy environment for all Californians. Many low-income and 
overburdened communities within the nonattainment areas, and across the State, continue 
to experience disproportionately high levels of air pollution and the resulting detrimental 
impacts to their health. To address longstanding environmental and health inequities from 
elevated levels of criteria pollutants (and toxic air contaminants), CARB prioritizes 
environmental justice, incorporating racial equity, and conducting meaningful community 
engagement in its policy and planning efforts and programs.  It is imperative to optimize 
California’s control programs to maximize emissions reductions and provide targeted near-
term benefits in those communities that continue to bear the brunt of poor air quality.  

Across the agency, CARB is engaged in specific localized efforts include development of 
community air monitoring networks to learn about local exposures, development of a racial 
equity assessment lens to consider benefits and burdens of CARB programmatic work in the 
planning stages, continuously increasing and improving community engagement efforts, 
and implementation of Assembly Bill (AB) 617 (C. Garcia, Chapter 136, Statutes of 2017), 
known as the Community Air Protection Program10. Significant progress has been made to 
address air pollution statewide and in local communities, and it is imperative to also ensure 
all Californians have access to healthy air quality. 

Specific to this Measure, given the existing disproportionate impacts overburdened 
communities already face, CARB staff sought to evaluate whether the proposed Measure 
would itself impact disproportionately burden certain communities. In conducting this 
evaluation, CARB staff analyzed whether there would be disproportionate impact on 
disadvantaged communities within the affected nonattainment areas if the Measure is 
triggered. 

CARB staff also analyzed the impacts of the Measure on vehicle owners in disadvantaged 
communities (DACs). CARB staff evaluated the potential impacts on owners of 8 MYO 
vehicles that reside in disadvantaged communities (DACs), which are defined by California 
Senate Bill 53516 as census tracts receiving the highest 25 percent of overall scores in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.017. These communities face the highest air pollution and other 

 
16 De Leon, https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201120120SB535  
17 https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen  

https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201120120SB535
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen
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environmental burdens, and CARB staff is working to ensure that policy changes do not 
have a negative disproportionate impact on these populations.  

In order to evaluate whether vehicle owners in DACs will be disproportionately impacted by 
this Measure if it is triggered, CARB staff compared the proportion of 8 MYO vehicles 
subject to the Smog Check inspection that are registered in DACs in each nonattainment 
area to the proportion of vehicles that are subject to the Smog Check inspection at some 
point in their lifetime that are registered in DACs for each nonattainment area. CARB staff 
used DMV data reflecting vehicle registrations as of 2021; thus, model year 2013 was used 
to represent 8 MYO vehicles and calculate the proportion of vehicles subject to the change. 
CARB staff assumes that the proportion of 8 MYO vehicles subject to the Smog Check 
inspection will be approximately equivalent in future attainment years. Based on this analysis 
for all areas in Table 1, CARB staff found that the proportion of vehicle owners potentially 
impacted by the Measure, if triggered, is not disproportionate to the population as a whole 
in each of the nonattainment areas analyzed. The proportion of people impacted with 
vehicles registered in DACs is about equal to the proportion of vehicle owners residing in 
DACs area-wide and generally represent a relatively small portion of the total population 
being impacted. 

 

8𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖 𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝑖𝑖 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟 𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑛𝑛
8𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖 𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟 𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑛𝑛

 = 𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖 𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝐷𝑖𝑖 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟 𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑛𝑛
𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑣ℎ𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖 𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖 𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑛𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖𝑟𝑟 𝑛𝑛𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑛𝑛

 

 

If the Measure is triggered, though, there could be other potential impacts to vehicle 
owners that should be considered. The main impacts to vehicle owners are the additional 
monetary cost and time of obtaining a Smog Check inspection and potential repairs one 
year earlier than previously required. The inspection and certification costs are mostly offset 
by the Smog Abatement Fee that exempted vehicle owners must pay. A Smog Check 
inspection averages $55 and is required every other year in most areas of the State. The 
Smog Abatement Fee is $25 and paid annually as a part of renewal of vehicle registration, 
thus two years of the Smog Abatement Fee is roughly equivalent to the average cost of a 
Smog Check Inspection.  

Repair costs can range, but generally cost $750 on average, which could be a significant 
cost burden. However, financial assistance is available through BAR’s Consumer Assistance 
Program, which provides up to $1,200 for repair costs. In terms of time to obtain a Smog 
Check inspection which can vary significantly due to location, many vehicles require regular 
service throughout the year, and owners may be able to schedule a Smog Check inspection 
concurrently. Additionally, the potential foregone dollars to the Moyer Program may reduce 
additional opportunities for emission reductions in districts where the local air district 
dedicates Moyer Program funds exclusively to disadvantaged communities. CARB staff will 
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continue to explore additional activities or funding opportunities to mitigate these potential 
disproportionate impacts. 

Civil Rights Policy and Discrimination Complaint Process 

Under CARB’s written Civil Rights Policy and Discrimination Complaint process (Civil Rights 
Policy), CARB has a policy of nondiscrimination in its programs and activities and 
implements a process for discrimination complaints filed with CARB, which is available on 
CARB’s website. The Civil Rights Officer coordinates implementation of CARB’s 
nondiscrimination activities, including as the Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) Officer 
for employment purposes, and who can be reached at EEOP@arb.ca.gov, or (279) 208-
7110.18  

The Civil Rights Policy and Discrimination Complaint Process provides the following 
information about the nondiscrimination policy and its applicability:  

It is the California Air Resources Board (CARB) policy to provide fair and equal access 
to the benefits of a program or activity administered by CARB. CARB will not tolerate 
discrimination against any person(s) seeking to participate in, or receive the benefits 
of, any program or activity offered or conducted by CARB. Members of the public 
who believe they were unlawfully denied full and equal access to an CARB program 
or activity may file a civil rights complaint with CARB under this policy. This non-
discrimination policy also applies to people or entities, including contractors, 
subcontractors, or grantees that CARB utilizes to provide benefits and services to 
members of the public. [. . .]  

As described in the Civil Rights Policy and Discrimination Complaint Process, the Civil Rights 
Officer coordinates implementation of nondiscrimination activities:  

CARB’s Executive Officer will have final authority and responsibility for 
compliance with this policy. CARB’s Civil Rights Officer, on behalf of the 
Executive Officer, will coordinate this policy’s implementation within CARB, 
including work with the Ombudsman’s Office, Office of Communications, and 
the staff and managers within a program or activity offered by CARB. The Civil 
Rights Officer coordinates compliance efforts, receives inquiries concerning 
non-discrimination requirements, and ensures CARB is complying with state 
and federal reporting and record retention requirements, including those 
required by Code of Federal Regulations, title 40, section 7.10 et seq.  

 
18 CARB. California Air Resources Board and Civil Rights. https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/california-air-resources-
board-and-civil-rights; Civil Rights Policy and Discrimination Compliant Process. November 1, 2016. 
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/2016-11-
03%20CARB%20Civil%20Rights%20Policy%20Revised%20Final.pdf   
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The Civil Rights Policy and Discrimination Complaint Process also describes in detail the 
complaint procedure, as follows:  

A Civil rights complaint may be filed against CARB or other people or entities 
affiliated with CARB, including contractors, subcontractors, or grantees that 
CARB utilizes to provide benefits and services to members of the public. The 
complainant must file his or her complaint within one year of the alleged 
discrimination. This one-year time limit may be extended up to, but no more 
than, an additional 90 days if the complainant first obtained knowledge of the 
facts of the alleged violation after the expiration of the one-year time limit. [. . .]  

The Civil Rights Officer will review the facts presented and collected and reach 
a determination on the merits of the complaint based on a preponderance of 
the evidence. The Civil Rights Officer will inform the complainant in writing 
when CARB has reached a determination on the merits of the discrimination 
complaint. Where the complainant has articulated facts that do not appear 
discriminatory but warrants further review, the Civil Rights Officer, in his or her 
discretion, may forward the complaint to a party within CARB for action. The 
Civil Rights Officer will inform the complainant, either verbally or in writing, 
before facilitating the transfer. [. . .]  

CARB will not tolerate retaliation against a complainant or a participant in the 
complaint process. Anyone who believes that they have been subject to 
retaliation in violation of this policy may file a complaint of retaliation with 
CARB following the procedures outlined in this policy.  

There is a Civil Rights Complaint Form available19 on the webpage, which should be used by 
members of the public to file a complaint of discrimination against CARB that an individual 
believes occurred during the administration of its programs and services offered to the 
public. As described on CARB’s webpage, for all complaints submitted, the Civil Rights 
Officer will review the complaint to determine if there is a prima facie complaint (which 
means, if all facts alleged were true, would a violation of the applicable policy exist). If the 
Civil Rights Officer identifies a prima facie complaint in the jurisdiction of the Civil Rights 
Office, the Civil Rights Office will investigate and determine whether there is a violation of 
the policy.  

The laws and regulations that CARB implements through this policy include:  

• Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40 Parts 5 and 7;  

• Title VI of the U.S. Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended;  

 
19 CARB. Civil Rights Complaint Form. July 2019. https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2023-
01/eo_eeo_033_civil_rights_complaints_form.pdf   



22 

 

• Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973;  

• Age Discrimination Act of 1975;  

• Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972;  

• California Government Code, title 2, Division 3, Part 1, Chapter 2, Article 9.5, 
Discrimination, section 11135 et seq.; and  

• California Code of Regulations, title 2, section 10000 et seq.  

As part of its overarching civil rights and environmental justice efforts, CARB is in the 
process of updating its Civil Rights Policy and will make those publicly available once 
complete. These updates will reflect available U.S. EPA and U.S. Department of Justice 
resources for Title VI and environmental justice policies. CARB encourages U.S. EPA to issue 
additional guidance to further clarify Title VI requirements and expectations to assist state 
implementation efforts.   

C. Fiscal Impacts to State Programs 

The Measure has some fiscal impacts. Previously exempted vehicles will no longer pay the 
annual Smog Abatement Fee of $25, but instead pay the biennial Smog Check inspection 
certification fee of $8.25, which is directed to BAR to fund the Smog Check Program. Of the 
Smog Abatement fee, $21 is directed to the Air Pollution Control Fund to fund the Moyer 
Program, which will no longer be collected if the exemption changes. If the Measure is 
triggered, this will result in fewer funds being directed towards the Air Pollution Control 
Fund for the Moyer Program, but an increase in certification fees for BAR. For each 
nonattainment area and standard, CARB staff used the estimated number of vehicles 
impacted by the change in exemption model year to estimate the fiscal impact of a potential 
change in exemption if the Measure is triggered. The estimated loss of funding if triggered 
is detailed for each nonattainment area in Section 5.  

The potential loss of funds resulting from the Measure being triggered in an area may result 
in a loss of funds for the Moyer Program, which could result in fewer Moyer Program 
projects and fewer opportunities for additional emission reductions. If the Measure is 
triggered in a nonattainment area, the monetary impacts will be statewide. The Moyer 
Program funds are collected statewide but allocated to each local air district according to 
requirements set by H&SC §44299.2. For South Coast Air Basin only, the allocation is based 
on human population relative to the State as a whole. For the remaining local air districts, 
funds are allocated based on each local air district’s population, air quality, and historical 
allocation awarded in Fiscal Year (FY) 2002-2003. CARB staff used the statewide average 
cost effectiveness of Moyer Program projects to estimate the Moyer Program emission 
reductions impact if the Measure is triggered. Based on CARB staff analysis, the resulting 
potential foregone emissions reductions from fewer potential projects funded through the 
Moyer Program will not outweigh the emissions reductions benefit from the Measure. The 



23 

 

estimated loss in potential emissions reductions from the Moyer Program is detailed below 
in each nonattainment area section of this report. The methodology for calculating the 
impact of the loss of Moyer Program funds can be found in Appendix C. 

D. CEQA 

CARB staff has determined that the Measure is exempt from CEQA under the “general rule” 
or “common sense” exemption (14 CCR 15061(b)(3)). The common sense exemption states 
a project is exempt from CEQA if “the activity is covered by the general rule that CEQA 
applies only to projects which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the 
environment. Where it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity 
in question may have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is not subject to 
CEQA.” The Measure addresses contingency measure requirements under the Act and 
would remove an exemption from a Smog Check inspection for certain model year vehicles 
only in the event a Triggering Event occurs. The Measure would only go into effect in the 
area in which it is triggered. The change in exemptions for vehicles required to obtain a 
Smog Check inspection, only if triggered by an applicable event, would not require new 
equipment and has no potential to adversely affect air quality or any other environmental 
resource area. Based on CARB staff’s review it can be seen with certainty that there is no 
possibility that the Measure may result in a significant adverse impact on the environment; 
therefore, this activity is exempt from CEQA.  

CARB staff has also determined that the Measure is categorically exempt from CEQA under 
the “Class 8” exemption (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15308). Class 8 exemptions apply to 
“actions taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or local ordinance, to assure 
the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of the environment where the 
regulatory process involves procedures for protection of the environment.” The proposed 
Measure is an action by CARB, a regulatory agency, to protect the environment in the event 
a Triggering Event occurs. The Measure will assure the maintenance and enhancement of 
the environment by removing exemptions from the Smog Check Program, resulting in 
additional emissions control equipment failures being identified and corrected, thereby 
reducing emissions that typically result when emissions control equipment is not performing 
as designed. CARB staff analysis indicates air emission benefits exceed the disbenefits in 
each relevant air basin. Therefore, the Smog Check Contingency Measure is also exempt as 
a Class 8 exemption. 
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Section 5. Nonattainment Area Analyses  

California's nonattainment challenge for ozone and PM2.5 NAAQS in most of the State is 
driven in part due to motor vehicle emissions. While CARB’s regulations require motor 
vehicles to meet emission standards throughout their useful lives, this is not guaranteed. 
CARB staff recommends the Board exercise the authority under this statute and find that 
exempting motor vehicles that are less than 8 years old from the requirements is preventing 
the State from meeting its commitments under the Act related to complying with the Act's 
contingency measure requirements. Subjecting vehicles to the Smog Check Program to 
reduce emissions as a contingency measure when a Triggering Event occurs would help the 
State meet its contingency measure requirement under the Act. In addition to CARB’s 
actions, each local air district has either included a complementary contingency measure or 
measures in their SIP or will provide a reasoned justification for why they are unable to 
provide contingency measures for the full amount of reductions as specified in the draft 
guidance. Below, for each nonattainment area listed in Table 1, CARB staff is providing the 
estimate of the one year's worth of progress, estimate of contingency measure reductions, 
equity impacts, and Moyer Program impacts.  

A. Coachella Valley 

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. The required amount of 
emission reductions from contingency measures, or one year’s worth (OYW) of progress 
based on the draft guidance, is shown in Table 3. 

Table 3. Coachella Valley OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 0.34 0.14 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 0.17 0.10 

Table 4 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered. 
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Table 4. Coachella Valley Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 0.008 0.003 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 0.008 0.003 

Equity Impacts 

Table 5 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in the Coachella Valley. The proportion of vehicles that are registered 
in DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the general 
population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 4 percent. There is not expected 
to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities should the measure be 
triggered. 

Table 5. Coachella Valley Vehicle Populations 

All Vehicles 
All Vehicles 
Population 

8MYO Vehicles*  
(MY 2013) 

8MYO Vehicles* 
(MY 2013) Population 

Total Vehicle Population 320,375 Vehicle Population 14,622 

Vehicle Population in 
DACs 

15,492 
Vehicle Population in 
DACs 

640 

Proportion DAC 4.84% Proportion DAC 4.38% 

*MY 2013 Vehicle populations were used to represent 8MYO vehicles. 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in Coachella Valley, the potential funds lost by year is 
listed below in Table 6. The loss in funding would have statewide impacts as the funds are 
collected and redistributed to districts based on the formula H&SC § 44299.2. Based on 
statewide cost effectiveness and historical allocations to each local air district, the estimated 
loss in potential emission reduction benefits in Coachella Valley if the Measure is triggered 
is shown in Table 7.  
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Table 6. Coachella Valley 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 $ 311,468 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 $ 325,868 

 

Table 7. Coachella Valley Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year  NOx (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 0.0002 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 0.0002 

B. Eastern Kern County 

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. The required amount of 
emission reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft 
guidance, is shown in Table 8. 

Table 8. Eastern Kern County OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.30 0.08 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.26 0.07 

Table 9 documents the emission reductions that would occur after the attainment year due 
to implementation of the Measure if triggered. 
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Table 9. Eastern Kern County Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.003 0.001 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.003 0.001 

Equity Impacts 

Table 10 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in Eastern Kern County. The proportion of vehicles that are registered 
in DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the general 
population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 4 percent. There is not expected 
to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities, should the measure be 
triggered. 

Table 10. Eastern Kern County Vehicle Populations 
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles All Vehicles 
Population 

8MYO Vehicles*  
(MY 2013) 

8MYO Vehicles* 
(MY 2013) Population 
 

Total Vehicle Population 86,909 Vehicle Population 4,209 

Vehicle Population in 
DACs 

3,640 
Vehicle Population in 
DACs 

174 

Proportion DAC 4.19% Proportion DAC 4.12% 

*MY 2013 Vehicle populations were used to represent 8MYO vehicles. 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in Eastern Kern County, the potential funds lost statewide 
by year is listed below in Table 11. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical 
allocations to each local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in 
Eastern Kern County if the Measure is triggered is shown in Table 12.  
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Table 11. Eastern Kern County 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 $ 112,514 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 $ 116,670 

Table 12. Eastern Kern Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions Reductions 
(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.000003 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.000003 

C. Mariposa County  

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standard. The required amount of emission 
reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft guidance, is 
shown in Table 13. 

Table 13. Mariposa County OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.02 0.13 

Table 14 documents the emission reductions that would occur after the attainment year due 
to implementation of the Measure if triggered. 

Table 14. Mariposa County Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.0003 0.0001 
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Equity Impacts 

Per scores in CalEnviroScreen 4.0, there are very few vehicles registered in DACs in 
Mariposa County. There is not expected to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged 
communities should the measure be triggered. 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in Mariposa County, the potential funds lost by year is 
listed below in Table 15. Based on district allocations of Moyer Program funds per H&SC 
§44299.2, Mariposa County receives $200,000 regardless of the funding available 
statewide. Thus, there will be no emissions disbenefit from a decrease in Moyer Funds in 
Mariposa County if the measure is triggered, shown in Table 16.  

Table 15. Mariposa County 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 $ 8,691 

Table 16. Mariposa County Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.000 

D. Sacramento Metro Area 

The Measure complements the local air districts’ efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. The required amount of 
emission reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft 
guidance, is shown in Table 17. 

Table 17. Sacramento Metro OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2024 2.20 1.78 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 1.26 0.99 
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Table 18 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered. 

Table 18. Sacramento Metro Area Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2024 0.077 0.037 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.047 0.015 

Equity Impacts 

Table 19 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in the Sacramento Metro area. The proportion of vehicles that are 
registered in DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the 
general population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 7 percent. There is not 
expected to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities should the 
measure be triggered. 

Table 19 Sacramento Metro Area Vehicle Populations 
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles 8 MYO Vehicles 
(MY 2013) 

Total Vehicle Population 1,766,464 MY13 Vehicle Population 88,163 

Vehicle Population in DACs 135,377 MY13 Vehicle Population in DACs 6,387 

Proportion DAC 7.66% Proportion DAC 7.24% 

 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in the Sacramento Metro Area, the potential funds lost by 
year is listed below in Table 20. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical 
allocations to each local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in 
Sacramento Metro Area if the Measure is triggered is shown in Table 21.  
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Table 20. Sacramento Metro Area 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2024 $ 2,554,206 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 $ 2,020,844 

Table 21. Sacramento Metro Area Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2024 0.0009 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.0007 

E. San Diego County 

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. The required amount of 
emission reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft 
guidance, is shown in Table 22. 

Table 22. San Diego County OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 2.19 1.97 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 1.26 0.89 

Table 23 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered. 
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Table 23. San Diego County Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.065 0.027 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.056 0.016 

Equity Impacts 

Table 24 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in San Diego County. The proportion of vehicles that are registered in 
DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the general 
population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 5.5 percent. There is not 
expected to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities, should the 
measure be triggered. 

Table 24. San Diego County Vehicle Populations 
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles 
8 MYO Vehicles 
(MY 2013) 

Total Vehicle Population 2,360,242 MY13 Vehicle Population 117,373 

Vehicle Population in DACs 146,252 MY13 Vehicle Population in DACs 6,433 

Proportion DAC 6.20% Proportion DAC 5.48% 

 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in San Diego County, the potential funds lost by year is 
listed below in Table 25. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical allocations to 
each local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in San Diego County if 
the Measure is triggered is shown in Table 26.  
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Table 25. San Diego County 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026  $ 2,308,061 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032  $ 2,341,248 

Table 26. San Diego County Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.001 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.001 

F. San Joaquin Valley 

The Measure complements district efforts to meet contingency measure requirements for 
the 80 ppb, 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards, the 15 ug/m3 and 12 ug/m3 annual 
PM2.5 standards, and the 35 ug/m3 24-hour PM2.5 standard. On May 18, 2023, specific to 
PM2.5 standards, the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District adopted their PM2.5 
Contingency Measure SIP Revision which was submitted to U.S. EPA by CARB staff. Further, 
on June 23, 2023, CARB staff committed to submit to U.S. EPA a triggered contingency 
measure under State authority for the PM2.5 standards. If adopted, the Measure will be 
submitted to U.S. EPA to fulfill that commitment.  

The required amount of emission reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of 
progress based on the draft guidance, is shown in Table 27 for the 80 ppb, 75 ppb and 
70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. 

Table 27. San Joaquin Valley OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

80 ppb 8-hour ozone 2023 7.57 2.40 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 4.25 1.88 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 2.35 1.73 
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Table 28 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered.  

Table 28. San Joaquin Valley Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory for ozone, annual planning inventory for PM2.5) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

80 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2023 0.112 0.056 

15 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2023 0.117 0.052 

35 µg/m3 24-hour PM2.5 2024 0.120 0.052 

12 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2030 0.086 0.027 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 0.079 0.025 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 0.076 0.024 

Equity Impacts 

Table 29 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in the San Joaquin Valley. The proportion of vehicles that are 
registered in DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the 
general population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 28-29 percent, though 
the percentage of people residing in DACs in San Joaquin Valley is relatively higher 
compared to other districts. There is not expected to be a disproportionate impact on 
disadvantaged communities should the measure be triggered. 

Table 29. San Joaquin Valley Vehicle Populations 
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles 
8 MYO Vehicles 
(MY 2013) 

Total Vehicle Population 2,493,831 MY13 Vehicle Population 113,744 

Vehicle Population in DACs 738,064 MY13 Vehicle Population in DACs 31,906 

Proportion DAC 29.60% Proportion DAC 28.05% 
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Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in San Joaquin Valley, the potential funds lost by year is 
listed below in Table 30. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical allocations to 
each local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in the San Joaquin 
Valley if the Measure is triggered is shown in Table 31.  

Table 30. San Joaquin Valley 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars20 

80 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2023 $ 3,781,802 

15 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2023 $ 3,781,802 

35 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2024 $ 3,880,753 

12 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2030 $ 3,171,435 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 $ 3,167,124 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 $ 3,300,289 

Table 31 San Joaquin Valley Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

80 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2023 0.004 

15 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2023 0.004 

35 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2024 0.004 

12 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2030 0.003 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 0.003 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 0.003 

 
20 For years with multiple standards/ triggers in the same year, the loss in smog abatement fees would only be 
triggered once. 
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G. South Coast Air Basin 

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards, and the 12 ug/m3 annual 
PM2.5 standard. The required amount of emission reductions from contingency measures, 
or OYW of progress based on the draft guidance, is shown in Table 32 for the 75 ppb and 
70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. 

Table 32. South Coast Air Basin OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2031 4.12 6.38 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2037 2.62 3.54 

Table 33 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment or final RFP 
milestone year due to implementation of the Measure if triggered. 

Table 33. South Coast Air Basin Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory for ozone, annual planning inventory for PM2.5) 

Standard Attainment/RFP Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2029 0.295 0.096 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2035 0.254 0.077 

12 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2030 0.300 0.093 

Equity Impacts 

Table 34 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in the South Coast Air Basin. The proportion of vehicles that are 
registered in DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is lower than the 
proportion of the general population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, though the 
percentage of people residing in DACs in the South Coast Air Basin is relatively higher 
compared to other local air districts. There is not expected to be a disproportionate impact 
on disadvantaged communities should the measure be triggered. 
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Table 34. South Coast Vehicle Populations 
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles 8 MYO Vehicles 
(MY 2013) 

Total Vehicle Population 11,296,609 MY13 Vehicle Population 504,562 

Vehicle Population in DACs 3,324,206 MY13 Vehicle Population in DACs 129,225 

Proportion DAC 29.43% Proportion DAC 25.61% 

 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the measure be triggered in the South Coast Air Basin, the potential funds lost by 
year is listed below in Table 35. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical 
allocations to each local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in the 
South Coast Air Basin if the Measure is triggered is shown in Table 36. 

Table 35. South Coast 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment/RFP Year Potential Dollars 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2029 $ 11,273,782 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2035 $ 11,195,217 

12 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2030 $ 11,122,871 

Table 36. South Coast Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions Reductions 
(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment/RFP Year NOx (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2029 0.024 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2035 0.024 

12 µg/m3 Annual PM2.5 2030 0.024 
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H. Ventura County 

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standard. The required amount of emission 
reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft guidance, is 
shown in Table 37. 

Table 37. Ventura County OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.48 0.20 

Table 38 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered. 

Table 38. Ventura County Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.013 0.005 

Equity Impacts 

Table 39 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in Ventura County. The proportion of vehicles that are registered in 
DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the general 
population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 3 percent. There is not expected 
to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities, should the measure be 
triggered. 
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Table 39. Ventura County Vehicle Populations  
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles 8 MYO Vehicles 
(MY 2013) 

Total Vehicle Population 661,147 MY13 Vehicle Population 29,970 

Vehicle Population in DACs 22,466 MY13 Vehicle Population in DACs 899 

Proportion DAC 3.40% Proportion DAC 3.00% 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in Ventura County, the potential funds lost by year is listed 
below in Table 40. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical allocations to each 
local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in Ventura County if the 
Measure is triggered is shown in Table 41. 

Table 40. Ventura County 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 $ 459,328 

Table 41. Ventura County Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.00008 

I. West Mojave Desert 

The Measure complements local air districts efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 75 ppb and 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standards. The required amount of 
emission reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft 
guidance, is shown in Table 42. 
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Table 42. West Mojave Desert OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 1.50 0.39 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 1.18 0.35 

Table 43 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered. 

Table 43. West Mojave Desert Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.021 0.009 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.018 0.006 

Equity Impacts 

Table 44 documents the potential impact of the Measure on DACs as identified in 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 in the West Mojave Desert. The proportion of vehicles that are 
registered in DACs and would be impacted if the Measure is triggered is proportional to the 
general population of all vehicles registered in DACs overall, about 8.5 percent. There is not 
expected to be a disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities, should the 
measure be triggered. 

Table 44. West Mojave Desert Vehicle Populations  
(vehicle populations calculated from EMFAC2021 Fleet Database) 

All Vehicles 8 MYO Vehicles 
(MY 2013) 

Total Vehicle Population 665,512 MY13 Vehicle Population 23,721 

Vehicle Population in DACs 56,624 MY13 Vehicle Population in DACs 2,047 

Proportion DAC 8.5% Proportion DAC 8.6% 
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Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the measure be triggered in West Mojave Desert, the potential funds lost by year is 
listed below in Table 45. Based on statewide cost effectiveness and historical allocations to 
each local air district, the loss in potential emission reduction benefits in West Mojave 
Desert if the Measure is triggered is shown in Table 46. 

Table 45. West Mojave Desert 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 $ 746,890 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 $ 752,076 

Table 46. West Mojave Desert Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.00006 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2032 0.00006 

J. Western Nevada County 

The Measure complements local air district efforts to meet contingency measure 
requirements for the 70 ppb 8-hour ozone standard. The required amount of emission 
reductions from contingency measures, or OYW of progress based on the draft guidance, is 
shown in Table 47. 

Table 47. Western Nevada County OYW of Progress 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx (tpd) ROG (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.09 0.08 

Table 48 documents the emission reductions that occur after the attainment year due to 
implementation of the Measure if triggered.  
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Table 48. Western Nevada County Potential Reductions from Measure 
(reductions calculated on summer planning inventory)

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) ROG Benefits (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.002 0.001 

Equity Impacts 

Per scores in CalEnviroScreen 4.0, there is only one vehicle registered in a DAC within the 
Western Nevada County nonattainment area. There is not expected to be a 
disproportionate impact on disadvantaged communities, should the measure be triggered. 

Carl Moyer Impacts 

Should the Measure be triggered in Western Nevada County, the potential funds lost by 
year is listed below in Table 49. Based on district allocations of Moyer Program funds per 
H&SC §44299.2, Northern Sierra Air Quality Management District, the local air district for 
Western Nevada County, receives $200,000 regardless of the funding available statewide. 
Thus, there will be no emissions disbenefit from a decrease in Moyer Funds in Western 
Nevada County if the measure is triggered, shown in Table 50. 

Table 49. Western Nevada County 8 MYO Smog Abatement Fees 

Standard Attainment Year Potential Dollars 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 $ 79,262 

Table 50. Western Nevada County Carl Moyer Program Potential Foregone Emissions 
Reductions 

(reductions calculated on annual planning inventory consistent with Moyer Program cost-effectiveness) 

Standard Attainment Year NOx Benefits (tpd) 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone 2026 0.000 
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Section 6. Staff Recommendation  

CARB staff recommends the Board: 

1. Adopt the Measure addressing contingency measure requirements for the 
applicable nonattainment areas and standards as listed in Table 1; 
 

2. Approve submittal into the California SIP of H&SC sections 44011(a)(4)(A) and (B); 
and 
 

3. Direct the Executive Officer to submit the Measure, and H&SC sections 
44011(a)(4)(A) and (B), to U.S. EPA as a revision to the California SIP. 
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Infeasibility Analysis 

Measure Analysis 

CARB staff analyzed CARB’s suite of control measures for all sources under CARB authority 
to identify potential contingency measure options. CARB control measures reduce NOx, 
ROG and PM2.5 emissions. CARB currently has programs in place or under development for 
most of these sources and have evaluated a variety of regulatory mechanisms within existing 
and new programs for potential contingency triggers.  

Criteria for Contingency Feasibility 

CARB staff has evaluated potential options for a contingency measure within each of CARB’s 
regulations (Table 51) using three criteria to determine its feasibility given the contingency 
measure requirements under the Act, recent court decisions and draft guidance. First, each 
measure was evaluated on whether it could be implemented within 30 days of being 
triggered and achieve the necessary reductions within 1-2 years of being triggered. Second, 
the technological feasibility of each option was considered to assess whether the measure 
would be technically feasible to implement. Measure requirements may be unavailable or 
cost prohibitive to implement, especially in the time frame required for contingency. Lastly, 
CARB staff evaluated whether the timeline for adoption would be compatible with the 
current consent decree deadline of September 30, 202421. The contingency measure must 
be adopted by CARB and submitted to and fully approved by U.S. EPA by this date to 
resolve a San Joaquin Valley PM2.5 Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) published by U.S. 
EPA on August 7, 2023. A CARB statewide measure needing a full regulatory process 
typically requires five years for development and adoption by CARB and additional time for 
U.S. EPA’s approval process including obtaining an Act waiver or authorization.  

Challenges for CARB Measures 

Based on CARB’s feasibility analysis, there are a few common components of CARB 
regulations that limit the options for contingency measures. All new engine and emissions 
standards set by CARB require waivers or authorizations from federal preemption under the 
Clean Air Act; this process can take anywhere from months to several years, and then 
U.S. EPA must also act to approve the regulation into the California SIP. Further, CARB 
regulations that require fleet turnover or new engine standards require a long lead time for 
implementation. Engine manufacturers would need lead time to design, plan, certify, 
manufacture, and deploy cleaner engines to meet a new or accelerated engine standard, 
while fleet regulations necessitate that manufacturing is mature so that there is enough 
supply available to meet that demand. On the consumer side, additional time would be 
required for procurement implementation and there may be additional infrastructure 

 
21 See 87 Fed.Reg. 71631 (Nov. 23, 2022). 
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needed to meet new requirements. Thus, measures that require fleet turnover or new 
engine standards are not appropriate to be used as a triggered contingency measure. 

CARB regulations are also technology-forcing, which makes it difficult to amend regulations 
or pull compliance timelines forward with only 1-2 years notice as industry needs time to 
plan, develop, and implement these new technologies. It would be infeasible to require 
industry to turn over their fleets within one year if the technology is not readily available at a 
reasonable cost. CARB regulations are also the most stringent air quality control 
requirements in the country, so there are few opportunities to require additional stringency. 
CARB is driving sources under our authority to zero-emission everywhere feasible to ensure 
attainment of air quality standards across the State, and to support near-source toxics 
reductions and climate targets. However, the zero-emissions targets also eliminates 
opportunities for contingency.  

Lastly, many of CARB’s options for a contingency measure would require a full rulemaking 
process and would not be adopted by CARB, received an Act waiver/authorization, and 
approved by U.S. EPA within the timeframe specified, making many of the options 
infeasible. Based on the U.S. EPA FIP timeline, CARB staff would need to find a measure that 
could realistically be adopted and approved by U.S. EPA within the next year. However, 
most CARB measures must go through a regulatory process for adoption that can take 
approximately five years from start to finish.  

Table 51. Assessment of Potential CARB Contingency Measures 

Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Light-Duty 
Passenger 
Vehicles and 
Light-Duty 
Trucks 

Advanced 
Clean Cars 
Program (I 
and II), 
including the 
Zero 
Emission 
Vehicle (ZEV) 
Regulation 

Amended 8/25/22 
Requires 100% ZEV 
new vehicle sales by 
2035 and 
increasingly 
stringent standards 
for gasoline cars and 
passenger trucks. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward. 
Setting more 
stringent 
standards. 

No; standards need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or manufacturing 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; current standards 
and requirements are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation, including a zero-
emission requirement. 
Further stringency would 
not be feasible. 

Clean Miles 
Standard  

Adopted 5/20/21 
Set eVMT (electric 
miles traveled) and 
greenhouse gas 
(GHG) requirements 
for Transportation 
Network Companies 
(TNCs). 

Pulling 
forward 
timeline to 
achieve 100% 
eVMT. 

No; standards and fleet 
requirements need lead 
time to be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new standard or 
purchasing requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; zero-emissions 
technology requirement 
is most stringent 
standard; TNCs are only 
a small portion of on-
road vehicles, 
depending on area, may 
not achieve many 
reductions. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

On Board 
Diagnostics II 
(OBD) 

Amended July 22, 
2021 
Required updates to 
program to address 
cold start emissions 
and diesel 
particulate matter 
(PM) monitoring. 
Many of the 
regulatory changes 
included phase-ins 
that are not 100% 
until 2027. 

Removing or 
pulling phase-
in timelines 
forward. 
Setting more 
stringent 
OBD 
requirements. 

No; OBD requirements 
need significant lead time 
to be developed, 
adopted, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to fully implement new 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve similar 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; the OBD 
requirements require 
sufficient lead time to 
implement with 
significant development 
time needed for 
hardware/ software 
changes and 
verification/validation 
testing. 

California 
Smog Check 
Program 

Amended 2010 via 
legislation 
Smog Check 
Program 
enhancements, 
including new 
technologies and 
test methods.  

Change the 
exemptions 
from 8 to 7 
and/or 6 
model years. 
Require 
annual Smog 
Check.  
Require 
annual Smog 
Check for 
only high 
mileage 
vehicles. 

Yes (changing the 
exemptions) because it is 
not a regulatory change; 
No (other options); Smog 
Check requirements need 
significant lead time to be 
developed, adopted, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to fully implement new 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve similar 
reductions within one 
year. 

Yes (changing the 
exemptions) and would 
not have 
disproportionate 
impacts; 
Yes (other options), but 
would disproportionately 
impact low-income 
populations and 
disadvantaged 
communities. 

Reformulated 
Gasoline 

Amended May 2003 
Required removal of 
methyl tert-butyl 
ether (MTBE) and 
included refinery 
limits and cap limits. 

Require more 
stringent 
standards. 
Change cap 
limits and 
refinery limits. 

No; fuel standards need 
years of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; current standards 
and requirements are 
some of most stringent in 
the world; not feasible to 
require further 
stringency of 
specifications and 
develop or manufacture 
in a compressed 
timeline. 

Motorcycles On-Road 
Motorcycle 
Regulation* 

Proposed hearing: 
2023  
May require exhaust 
emissions standards 
(harmonize with 
European 
standards), 
evaporative 
emissions standards, 
and Zero Emission 
Motorcycle sales 
thresholds. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward. 
Require more 
stringent 
emissions 
standards. 

No; standards need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; Any increase to the 
stringency of proposed 
standards would require 
an additional 1 to 2 years 
of lead time for 1) CARB 
staff to evaluate 
feasibility, and 2) 
manufacturers to 
develop and certify 
compliant motorcycles. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Medium 
Duty-Trucks 

Clean Diesel 
Fuel 

Amended 2013 
Established more 
stringent standards 
for diesel fuel. 

Require more 
stringent fuel 
standard. 

No; fuel standards need 
years of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; infeasible to require 
more stringent standards 
in compressed timeline. 

Heavy-Duty 
Engine and 
Vehicle 
Omnibus 
Regulation 

Adopted 8/27/20 
Established new low 
NOx and lower PM 
tailpipe standards 
and lengthened the 
useful life and 
emissions warranty 
of in-use heavy-duty 
diesel engines. 

Require more 
stringent 
standard, 
make 
optional 
idling 
standard 
required. 
Update 
testing 
requirements 
or corrective 
action 
procedures. 

No; standards need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new sales 
requirement within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year.  

No; infeasible to require 
more stringent standards 
in compressed timeline. 

Advanced 
Clean Trucks 
Regulation 

Adopted 6/25/20 
Established 
manufacturer zero-
emission truck sales 
requirement and 
company and fleet 
reporting. 

Move up 
timeline for 
ZEV sales 
requirement. 
Reduce 
threshold for 
compliance. 

No; manufacturer sales 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new sales 
requirement within 60 
days. Sales requirement 
would not happen 
immediately or within one 
year of trigger; infeasible 
to achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; current sales 
requirement is 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation.  

Advanced 
Clean Cars 
Program (I 
and II), 
including the 
Zero 
Emission 
Vehicle 
Regulation 

Amended 8/25/22 
Requires 100% ZEV 
new vehicle sales by 
2035 and 
increasingly 
stringent standards 
for gasoline cars and 
passenger trucks. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward. 
Setting more 
stringent 
standards. 

No; standards need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or manufacturing 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; current standards 
and requirements are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation, including a zero-
emission requirement. 
Further stringency would 
not be feasible. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Advanced 
Clean Fleets 
Regulation 

Adopted 4/27/23 

Establishes zero-
emission purchasing 
requirements for 
medium- and heavy-
duty vehicle fleets 
(including state and 
local agencies, and 
drayage fleets, high 
priority, and federal 
fleets); would also 
require 100% zero-
emission new vehicle 
sales starting 2040. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward.  
Reduce 
threshold for 
compliance. 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days.  Purchasing 
requirement and turnover 
would not happen 
immediately; infeasible to 
achieve reductions within 
one year. Because of near 
term compliance 
deadlines, moving 
forward deadlines would 
not result in many 
reductions.  

No; current fleet 
requirements are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation, eventually 
requiring zero-emissions 
only.  

Heavy-Duty 
Trucks 

Heavy-Duty 
Low NOx 
Engine 
Standards 

See Omnibus. More 
stringent 
standards 
were set with 
Omnibus 
Regulation. 

No; engine standards 
need years of lead time to 
be developed, certified, 
and implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new standard or 
purchasing requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year.  

No; infeasible to require 
more stringent 
technology forcing 
standards in compressed 
timeline if technology/ 
alternatives are not 
widely available. 

Optional 
Low-NOx 
Standards for 
Heavy-Duty 
Diesel 
Engines 

Amended 8/27/20 as 
a part of Omnibus to 
lower the 
optional low NOx 
emission standards 
for on-road heavy-
duty engines. 

Make option 
required. 

No; engine standards 
need years of lead time to 
be developed, certified, 
and implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new standard or 
purchasing requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year.  

No; infeasible to require 
more stringent 
technology forcing 
standards in compressed 
timeline if technology/ 
alternatives are not 
widely available. 

Heavy-Duty 
Inspection 
and 
Maintenance 
Regulation 

Adopted 12/9/21 
Requires periodic 
vehicle emissions 
testing and reporting 
on nearly all heavy-
duty vehicles 
operating in 
California. 

Increase 
frequency of 
testing. 

No; increased I/M 
requirements need 
significant lead time to be 
developed, adopted, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to fully implement new 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve similar 
reductions within one 
year. 

Yes, but costs would 
disproportionally impact 
small businesses and 
low-income populations. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Heavy-Duty 
OBD 

Amended July 22, 
2021 
Required updates to 
program to address 
cold start emissions 
and diesel PM 
monitoring. Many of 
the regulatory 
changes included 
phase-ins that are 
not 100% until 2027. 

Removing or 
pulling phase-
in timelines 
forward. 
Setting more 
stringent 
OBD 
requirements. 

No; OBD requirements 
need significant lead time 
to be developed, 
adopted, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to fully implement new 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve similar 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; the OBD 
requirements require 
sufficient lead time to 
implement with 
significant development 
time needed for 
hardware/ software 
changes and 
verification/validation 
testing. 

Heavy-Duty 
Engine and 
Vehicle 
Omnibus 
Regulation 

Adopted 8/27/20 
Established new low 
NOx and lower PM 
Standards and 
lengthened the 
useful life and 
emissions warranty 
of in-use heavy-duty 
diesel engines. 

Require more 
stringent 
standard, 
make 
optional 
idling 
standard 
required. 
Update 
testing 
requirements 
or corrective 
action 
procedures. 

No; standards need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or sales 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year.  

No; infeasible to require 
more stringent 
technology forcing 
standards in compressed 
timeline. 

Cleaner In-
Use Heavy-
Duty Trucks 
(Truck and 
Bus 
Regulation) 

Adopted 12/17/10 
Requires heavy-duty 
diesel vehicles that 
operate in California 
to reduce exhaust 
emissions. By 
January 1, 2023, 
nearly all trucks and 
buses will be 
required to have 
2010 or newer 
model year engines 
to reduce PM and 
NOx.  

None - - 

Zero-
Emission 
Powertrain 
Certification 
Regulation 

Adopted 12/6/19 
Establishes 
certification 
requirements for 
zero-emission 
powertrains. 

None - - 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Advanced 
Clean Trucks 
Regulation 

Adopted 6/25/20 
Established 
manufacturer zero-
emission truck sales 
requirement and 
company and fleet 
reporting. 

Move up 
timeline for 
ZEV sales 
requirement. 
Reduce 
threshold for 
compliance. 

No; manufacturer sales 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new sales 
requirement within 60 
days. Sales requirement 
would not happen 
immediately or within one 
year of trigger; infeasible 
to achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; current sales 
requirement is 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation.  

Advanced 
Clean Fleets 
Regulation 

Adopted 4/27/23 

Establishes zero-
emission purchasing 
requirements for 
medium- and heavy-
duty vehicle fleets 
(including state and 
local agencies, and 
drayage fleets, high 
priority, and federal 
fleets); would also 
require 100% zero-
emission new vehicle 
sales starting 2040. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward.  
Reduce 
threshold for 
compliance. 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days.  Purchasing 
requirement and turnover 
would not happen 
immediately; infeasible to 
achieve reductions within 
one year. Because of near 
term compliance 
deadlines, moving 
forward deadlines would 
not result in many 
reductions.  

No; current fleet 
requirements are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation, eventually 
requiring zero-emissions 
only.  

Heavy-Duty 
Urban Buses 

Innovative 
Clean Transit 

Adopted 
12/14/2018 
Requires all public 
transit agencies to 
gradually transition 
to a 100% zero-
emission bus fleet. 

Move 
compliance 
timelines 
forward. 
Remove 
various 
exemptions 
or 
compliance 
options. 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days.  Purchasing 
requirement and turnover 
would not happen 
immediately; infeasible to 
achieve reductions within 
one year.  

No; current requirements 
are technology forcing 
and most stringent (zero-
emission requirement). 
Further stringency is not 
possible; expediting 
timelines would not be 
feasible. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Advanced 
Clean Fleets 
Regulation 

Adopted 4/27/23 

Establishes zero-
emission purchasing 
requirements for 
medium- and heavy-
duty vehicle fleets 
(including state and 
local agencies, and 
drayage fleets, high 
priority, and federal 
fleets); would also 
require 100% zero-
emission new vehicle 
sales starting 2040. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward.  
Reduce 
threshold for 
compliance. 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days.  Purchasing 
requirement and turnover 
would not happen 
immediately; infeasible to 
achieve reductions within 
one year. Because of near 
term compliance 
deadlines, moving 
forward deadlines would 
not result in many 
reductions.  

No; current fleet 
requirements are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation, eventually 
requiring zero-emissions 
only.  

Other 
Buses, 
Other Buses 
– Motor 
Coach 

Zero-
Emission 
Airport 
Shuttle 
Regulation 

Adopted 6/27/19 
Requires airport 
shuttles to transition 
to zero-emission 
fleet. 

Pull 
compliance 
timelines 
forward. 
Remove 
reserve 
airport shuttle 
exemption. 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days.  Purchasing 
requirement and turnover 
would not happen 
immediately; infeasible to 
achieve reductions within 
one year.  

No; current requirements 
are technology forcing 
and most stringent (zero-
emission requirement). 
Further stringency is not 
possible. Not many 
shuttles in area, would 
not achieve many 
reductions. 

Advanced 
Clean Fleets 
Regulation 

Adopted 4/27/23 

Establishes zero-
emission purchasing 
requirements for 
medium- and heavy-
duty vehicle fleets 
(including state and 
local agencies, and 
drayage fleets, high 
priority, and federal 
fleets); would also 
require 100% zero-
emission new vehicle 
sales starting 2040. 

Pulling 
compliance 
timelines 
forward.  
Reduce 
threshold for 
compliance. 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days.  Purchasing 
requirement and turnover 
would not happen 
immediately; infeasible to 
achieve reductions within 
one year. Because of near 
term compliance 
deadlines, moving 
forward deadlines would 
not result in many 
reductions.  

No; current fleet 
requirements are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent in the 
nation, eventually 
requiring zero-emissions 
only.  
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Commercial 
Harbor Craft 

Commercial 
Harbor Craft 
(CHC) 
Regulation 

Amended 3/24/22 
Established more 
stringent standards, 
all CHC required to 
use renewable 
diesel, expanded 
requirements, and 
mandates zero-
emission and 
advanced 
technologies. 

Set more 
stringent 
standards. 
Pull 
compliance 
timelines 
forward. 

No; Technology 
requirements and 
standards need years of 
lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year.  

No; standards set are 
technology forcing and 
most stringent; not 
technologically feasible 
to require increased 
stringency in 
compressed timeline. 

Recreational 
Boats 

Spark-
Ignition 
Marine 
Engine 
Standards* 

Proposed hearing: 
2029  
Would establish 
catalyst-based 
emission standards 
and percentage of 
zero-emission 
technologies for 
certain applications. 

Set more 
stringent 
standard. 

No; standards need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; standards being set 
will be most stringent 
feasible, including zero-
emission requirement); 
would not save a more 
stringent standard for 
contingency 

Transport 
Refrigeratio
n Units 

Airborne 
Toxic Control 
Measure for 
In-Use 
Diesel-
Fueled 
Transport 
Refrigeration 
Units (TRUs) 
(Parts I and 
II*) 

Amended 2/24/22 
(Part I), Part II 
proposed CARB 
hearing in 2025 
Requires diesel-
powered truck TRUs 
to transition to zero-
emission, PM 
emission standard 
for newly 
manufactured non-
truck TRUs. Part II 
would establish zero-
emission options for 
non-truck TRUs. 

Set more 
stringent 
standards. 
Pull 
compliance 
timelines 
forward 

No; standards and fleet 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; current requirements 
are technology forcing 
and most stringent (zero-
emission requirement). 
Further stringency is not 
possible; expediting 
timelines would not be 
feasible; would not save 
a more stringent 
standard for contingency 

Industrial 
Equipment 

Large Spark-
Ignition (LSI) 
Engine Fleet 
Requirement
s Regulation 

Amended July 2016 
Extended 
recordkeeping 
requirements, 
established labeling, 
initial reporting, and 
annual reporting 
requirements. 

Set more 
stringent 
performance 
standards 

No; standards and fleet 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; Infeasible to require 
further stringency within 
one year given timeline 
for technology 
development and 
certification.  See Zero-
Emission Forklifts below. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Off-Road 
Regulation 

Amended 11/17/22 
Requires phase out 
of oldest and 
highest-emitting 
engines, restricts 
addition of Tier 3 
and 4i engines, 
mandates renewable 
diesel for all fleets. 

Pull phase-out 
or 
compliance 
timelines 
forward 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing and 
turnover requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; Infeasible to require 
further stringency within 
one year given timeline 
for technology 
development and 
certification. 

Zero-
Emission 
Forklifts* 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2023. 
Would require 
model-year phase-
out and reporting 
requirements and 
manufacturer sales 
restrictions.  

Pull phase-out 
or 
compliance 
timelines 
forward 

No; standards 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; standards being set 
will be technology 
forcing and most 
stringent feasible, 
including zero-emission 
requirement; would not 
save a more stringent 
standard for contingency 

Off-Road 
Zero-
Emission 
Targeted 
Manufacturer 
Rule* 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2027. 
Would require 
manufacturers of off-
road equipment 
and/or engines to 
produce for sale 
zero-emission 
equipment and/or 
powertrains as a 
percentage of their 
annual statewide 
sales volume. 

Pull forward 
compliance 
timelines or 
increase 
percentage 
sales 
requirements 

No; Manufacturing and 
sales requirements need 
years of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to pull forward standards 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; standards being set 
will be technology 
forcing and most 
stringent feasible, 
including zero-emission 
requirement; would not 
save a more stringent 
standard for contingency 

Constructio
n and 
Mining 

Off-Road 
Zero-
Emission 
Targeted 
Manufacturer 
Rule* 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2027. 
Would require 
manufacturers of off-
road equipment 
and/or engines to 
produce for sale 
zero-emission 
equipment and/or 
powertrains as a 
percentage of their 
annual statewide 
sales volume. 

Pull forward 
compliance 
timelines or 
increase 
percentage 
sales 
requirements 

No; Manufacturing and 
sales requirements need 
years of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to pull forward standards 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; standards being set 
will be technology 
forcing and most 
stringent feasible, 
including zero-emission 
requirement; would not 
save a more stringent 
standard for contingency 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Off-Road 
Regulation 

Amended 11/17/22 
Requires phase out 
of oldest and 
highest-emitting 
engines, restricts 
addition of Tier 3 
and 4i engines, 
mandates renewable 
diesel for all fleets. 

Pull phase-out 
or 
compliance 
timelines 
forward 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing and 
turnover requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; Infeasible to require 
further stringency within 
one year given timeline 
for technology 
development and 
certification. 

Airport 
Ground 
Support 
Equipment 

Zero-
Emission 
Forklifts* 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2023. 
Would require 
model-year phase-
out and reporting 
requirements and 
manufacturer sales 
restrictions.  

Pull phase-out 
or 
compliance 
timelines 
forward 

No; standards 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; standards being set 
will be technology 
forcing and most 
stringent feasible, 
including zero-emission 
requirement; would not 
save a more stringent 
standard for contingency 

Large Spark-
Ignition (LSI) 
Engine Fleet 
Requirement
s Regulation 

Amended July 2016 
Extended 
recordkeeping 
requirements, 
established labeling, 
initial reporting, and 
annual reporting 
requirements. 

Set more 
stringent 
performance 
standards 

No; standards and fleet 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard or purchasing 
requirements within 60 
days and achieve 
reductions within one 
year. 

No; Infeasible to require 
further stringency within 
one year given timeline 
for technology 
development and 
certification. 

Off-Road 
Regulation 

Amended 11/17/22. 
Requires phase out 
of oldest and 
highest-emitting 
engines, restricts 
addition of Tier 3 
and 4i engines, 
mandates renewable 
diesel for all fleets. 

Pull phase-out 
or 
compliance 
timelines 
forward 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing and 
turnover requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; Infeasible to require 
further stringency within 
one year given timeline 
for technology 
development and 
certification. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Port 
Operations 
and Rail 
Operations 

Cargo 
Handling 
Equipment 
Regulation* 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2025. 
Amendments to 
transition to zero-
emission technology. 

None No; Standards 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
developed, certified, and 
implemented; infeasible 
to implement new 
standard within 60 days 
and achieve reductions 
within one year.  Fully 
implemented in 2017 and 
relies on other engine 
standards, making it 
infeasible to trigger 
without regulatory 
process changing other 
standards. 

No; Considering 
regulation to move 
towards zero-emissions. 
Currently assessing 
availability of 
technologies. 

Off-Road 
Zero-
Emission 
Targeted 
Manufacturer 
Rule* 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2027. 
Would require 
manufacturers of off-
road equipment 
and/or engines to 
produce for sale 
zero-emission 
equipment and/or 
powertrains as a 
percentage of their 
annual statewide 
sales volume. 

Pull forward 
compliance 
timelines or 
increase 
percentage 
sales 
requirements 

No; Manufacturing and 
sales requirements need 
years of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to pull forward standards 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; standards being set 
will be technology 
forcing and most 
stringent feasible, 
including zero-emission 
requirement; would not 
save a more stringent 
standard for contingency 

Lawn and 
Garden 

Small Off-
Road Engine 
(SORE) 
Regulation 

Amended 12/9/21 
Requires most newly 
manufactured SORE 
to meet emission 
standards of zero 
starting in model 
year (MY) 2024. 

Move up 
implementati
on deadlines 

No; Standards 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to pull forward standards 
within 60 days. Purchasing 
would not happen 
immediately or within one 
year of trigger; infeasible 
to achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; current standards 
and requirements are a 
technology forcing zero-
emission certification 
requirement. Further 
stringency would not be 
possible. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Ocean-
Going 
Vessels 

At Berth 
Regulation 

Amended 8/27/20 
Expands 
requirements to roll-
on roll-off vessels 
and tankers, smaller 
fleets, and new ports 
and terminals. 

Remove 
option to use 
alternate 
control 
technology or 
set more 
stringent 
alternate 
control 
technology 
requirements. 
Reduce 
threshold for 
'low activity 
terminals' 
exemption. 

No; control technology 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to pull forward standards 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year.  

No; regulation already 
requires use of shore 
power or alternate 
control technology for 
every visit. 

Ocean-going 
Vessel Fuel 
Regulation 

Amended 2011 
Extended clean fuel 
zone and included 
exemption window. 

Set more 
stringent 
requirements 

No; fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to implement 
new purchasing and 
turnover requirements 
within 60 days and 
achieve reductions within 
one year. 

No; not feasible to 
require further 
stringency in a 
compressed timeline. 

Locomotives In-Use 
Locomotive 
Regulation 

Adopted 4/27/23, 
Requires each 
operator to deposit 
funds into spending 
account for 
purchasing cleaner 
locomotive 
technology, sets 
idling limits, and 
requires registration 
and reporting. 
Starting in 2030, only 
locomotives less 
than 23 years old can 
operate in the state. 
Newly built 
passenger, switch, 
and industrial 
locomotives must 
operate in a zero 
emission 
configuration, and in 
2035 newly built 
freight line haul 
locomotives.  

Move up 
implementati
on deadlines. 
Set stricter 
idling 
requirements. 

No; Fleet requirements 
need years of lead time to 
be implemented; 
infeasible to pull forward 
standards within 60 days 
and reductions within one 
year.  
No, for idling 
requirements. 

No; current standards 
and requirements are 
technology forcing, 
include a zero-emission 
requirement. Further 
stringency would not be 
possible. 
No, for idling 
requirements, CARB is 
committing to re-
evaluate the requirement 
during next assessment. 
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Emission 
Source 

Regulatory 
Programs 

Latest Amendment 
Requirements 

Contingency 
Options 

Trigger Feasibility Technological 
Feasibility 

Areawide 
Sources 

Zero-
Emission 
Standard for 
Space and 
Water 
Heaters 

Proposed CARB 
hearing in 2025. 
Beginning in 2030, 
100% of sales of new 
space heaters and 
water heaters would 
need to meet a zero-
emission standard. 

Set trigger for 
more 
stringent 
standards or 
timelines. 

No; Standards 
requirements need years 
of lead time to be 
implemented; infeasible 
to pull forward standards 
within 60 days. Purchasing 
would not happen 
immediately or within one 
year of trigger; infeasible 
to achieve reductions 
within one year.  

No; current standards 
and requirements are a 
technology forcing zero-
emission certification 
requirement. Further 
stringency would not be 
possible. 

There were few options identified for a contingency measure based on the infeasibility 
analysis. As previously stated, there are limitations to utilizing CARB regulations for 
contingency measures and CARB currently has programs in place or under development for 
most of these sources to reduce NOx, ROG and PM2.5 emissions. However, the analysis did 
result in identifying the ability to utilize provisions within the Smog Check Program for a 
viable contingency measure, which is now being proposed.  
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Appendix B: 
Smog Check Contingency Measure Emissions Benefits 

Methodology 
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Smog Check Contingency Measure Emissions Benefits 

Table 52. List of Non-Attainment Areas and Attainment Years 

Standard Area Attainment Year 

80 ppb 8-hour Ozone San Joaquin 2023 

75 ppb 8-hour Ozone Sac Metro 2024 

 Eastern Kern 2026 

 West Mojave 2026 

 San Diego 2026 

 South Coast 2029 

 Coachella Valley 2031 

 SJV 2031 

70 ppb 8-hour Ozone Ventura 2026 

 Western Nevada 2026 

 Mariposa 2026 

 Eastern Kern 2032 

 Sacramento Metro 2032 

 San Diego 2032 

 West Mojave 2032 

 South Coast 2035 

 Coachella 2037 

 SJV 2037 

15 ug PM2.5 San Joaquin 2023 

35 ug PM2.5 San Joaquin 2024 

12 ug PM2.5 San Joaquin 2030 

 South Coast 2030 

Review Of Current Information 

The EMission FACtor (EMFAC) model is California’s official emissions inventory model for on-
road mobile sources. EMFAC2021 is the latest U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. 
EPA) approved version for use in California for State Implementation Plan (SIP) development 
and transportation conformity analysis22, and reflects the most recent emission and activity 
updates and newly adopted regulations at the time of its release. At the present time, 
almost the entire California vehicle fleet is subjected to the Smog Check Program and 
hence, in-use testing programs that inform emission rates in EMFAC2021 implicitly 
incorporate the emissions benefits of California’s Smog Check Program in the model output. 
In addition, EMFAC2021 does not have functionality to output emissions from the light-duty 

 
22 https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2022-11-15/pdf/2022-24790.pdf 

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2022-11-15/pdf/2022-24790.pdf
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fleet without the effects of Smog Check Program. However, an earlier version of the model, 
EMFAC2011, used a different modeling framework that allows users to estimate emissions 
impacts of the Smog Check based on user-defined program requirements specific to each 
NAA.23  

Unlike the latest version of the model, EMFAC2011 baseline outputs reflect emissions from 
a fleet without an I/M Program. Because California’s Smog Check Program began in 1984, 
emissions data without an I/M program in EMFAC2011 were derived from U.S. EPA data 
collected on approximately 7,000 vehicles in Hammond, Illinois and Ann Arbor, Michigan in 
the 1990s before an I/M program was in effect.24 CARB staff used these data for several 
versions of the model, up through EMFAC2011, to inform emission rates by vehicle 
technology group for a theoretical California fleet without an I/M program. Using data from 
CARB’s longstanding Light-Duty Vehicle Surveillance Program (VSP), where vehicles failing 
the California Smog Check Program were tested before and after repairs, CARB staff 
adjusted baseline emission rates to reflect the benefits of having an I/M program based on 
requirements for each region in the State.   

Approach 

Since the Measure would change the current 8 model-year exemption to 7 model-years, 
CARB staff applied emission benefits of the change to the calendar year when vehicles 
would become 8 model-years old. Using this approach, all vehicles, regardless of when 
annual registration is due and the initial I/M Program inspections were performed during 
the year the vehicles turned 7 model-years old, will reflect the impacts of being initially 
subject to the I/M Program requirements for a full calendar year.  

CARB staff used EMFAC2011 to derive the emissions impact of an I/M Program for each 
pollutant and vintage of vehicle newly becoming 8 model-years old in the attainment years 
listed in Table 52. The emissions impact is reflected as a ratio of emissions with no I/M 
Program relative to a baseline with an I/M program. As a fraction, this would be: (no-I/M) / 
(I/M), where ratios greater than one reflect the degree of emissions benefits of having an I/M 
program in place. CARB staff applied the ratios calculated using EMFAC2011 to the output 
from EMFAC202125 because the newest model represents the current California fleetwide 
emissions reflecting the current model year distribution, populations, accrual rates (miles 
driven per year), and emissions rates. The details of EMFAC2011 setup and run are 
provided in in the next section. 

CARB staff applied the following equation: 

 
23 https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2013/03/06/2013-05245/official-release-of-emfac2011-motor-
vehicle-emission-factor-model-for-use-in-the-state-of-california 
24 https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2023-03/emfac2000-ef.pdf 
25 Downloaded from EMFAC2021 web database: https://arb.ca.gov/emfac/emissions-inventory 

https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2013/03/06/2013-05245/official-release-of-emfac2011-motor-vehicle-emission-factor-model-for-use-in-the-state-of-california
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2013/03/06/2013-05245/official-release-of-emfac2011-motor-vehicle-emission-factor-model-for-use-in-the-state-of-california
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2023-03/emfac2000-ef.pdf
https://arb.ca.gov/emfac/emissions-inventory
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Benefits of removing 8-year exemption = Age 8 No-I/M emissions – Age 8 I/M 
emissions = (EMFAC2021 Age 8 Gasoline Vehicle Emissions26 × EMFAC2011 Age 8 
No-IM/IM Ratio27) – EMFAC2021 Age 8 Gasoline Vehicle Emissions26  

For ozone nonattainment areas, the estimated benefits include NOx and ROG in tons per 
day for summer season. For PM2.5 nonattainment areas, because EMFAC2011 does not 
reflect benefits from tailpipe PM emissions from the Smog Check Program, the annual NOx 
and ROG emission benefits are included instead, as these are precursors to secondary PM2.5 
formation in the atmosphere. 

It should be noted that, some of CARB's recent regulations, including Advanced Clean Cars 
II (ACC II) and Advanced Clean Fleets (ACF) were finalized and adopted after release of 
EMFAC2021. Therefore, the emission benefits estimated for this Measure using 
EMFAC2021 do not reflect the impacts from these regulations. 

Instructions For Configuring and Running EMFAC2011 

1. For the “I/M” scenario, in the main menu, click “Add New Scenario”. 

 
 

2. Select “State”, “Use Average” in “Step 1 – Geographic Area”, select modeled calendar 
year(s) in “Step 2 – Calendar Years”, Select “Summer” for ozone NAAs or “Annual” for 
PM NAAs in “Step 3 - Season or Month”, then click “Next”. 

 
26 Include all gasoline vehicle classes subject to California Smog Check Program 
27 Derived based on light-duty vehicle classes under 8,500 lbs. in EMFAC2011 
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3. Click “Default Title” in “Step 4 – Scenario Title for Reports”, select “All” in “Step 5 – 
Model Years”, select “Modify” in “Step 6 – Vehicle Classes” and choose “PC/T1/T2/T3” 
from the pop-up window, select “Default” in “Step 7 – I/M Program schedule”, then 
click “Next”. 

 
 

4. In the tab “Burden – Area planning inventory”, choose “Detailed Planning Inventories 
(CSV)” and click “Model Yrs”. Select “Output Frequency” as “Day”. 
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5. No need to change any inputs in tab “Emfac – Area fleet average emissions”. Leave 
any inputs at the default settings. 

 
 

6. No need to change any inputs in tab “Calimfac – Detailed vehicle data”.  Leave any 
inputs at the default settings. Click “Finish” to go back to the main menu. 
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7. In the “MAIN” menu, save the current input by clicking “Save”, then click “Run” to start 

the model run. Only the .bdn output file is needed for data analysis, which shows the 
detailed emissions output by model year, vehicle class, and fuel type. 

 
 

8. For “No-I/M” scenario, repeat Steps 1 to 6, except that in the main menu, click “IM 
Program Parameters”, double click each program and delete, and click “Done” to go 
back to the main menu. Then proceed to Step 7 to start the model run. 
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Appendix C: 
Carl Moyer Program Emissions Impacts Analysis Methodology 
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Moyer Program Emissions Reductions Estimates Methodology 

CARB staff conducted analysis to determine the potential disbenefit of the Measure 
resulting from a potential loss in funding for the Moyer Program. If the Measure is triggered, 
the Moyer Program would receive less funding from fewer smog abatement fees being 
collected, as discussed in section 4C of this document. The calculation of the potential 
emissions disbenefit from losing Moyer Program funding consisted of two main 
components: 

1. Vehicle Population 
2. Moyer Program Statewide NOx Cost Effectiveness 

The vehicle populations were estimated using EMFAC2021 and calculated as described in 
Appendix B. The statewide cost effectiveness was estimated as described in Appendix H of 
the Fiscal Year 2022-23 Funding Plan for Clean Transportation Incentives.28  

The methodology for calculating the potential emissions reductions loss is as follows: 

First, CARB staff calculated the potential loss in funding by multiplying the smog abatement 
fee directed towards the Moyer Program of $21 by the estimated vehicle population 
affected in each area for their respective attainment year. This results in the statewide total 
potential loss in funding if triggered in the respective area. An example calculation from a 
theoretical area missing attainment in 2023 is shown below. 

𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑓𝑓𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 𝑓𝑓𝑟𝑟𝑇𝑇𝑓𝑓 𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇 𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 2023 = 
𝑃𝑃𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 𝑇𝑇𝑓𝑓 𝑙𝑙𝑓𝑓𝑇𝑇𝑑𝑑 𝑇𝑇𝑎𝑎𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇 𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑀𝑀𝑝𝑝𝑟𝑟 ∗ 8𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 𝑣𝑣𝑝𝑝ℎ𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑓𝑓𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇 𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 2023 

Next, to find the area-specific foregone funding and related emission reductions, CARB staff 
used three years of historical Moyer Program funding allocations to local air districts to 
calculate the average proportion of funding typically awarded to each district. This district 
allocation calculation is done for each nonattainment area’s corresponding local air district. 
An example calculation for a single local air district (District X) is shown below. 

 

𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇 𝐴𝐴𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 (%) =
𝐻𝐻𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝐴𝐴𝑣𝑣𝑝𝑝𝑟𝑟𝑇𝑇𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇 𝑋𝑋 ($)

𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝐶𝐶𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑇𝑇 𝑀𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑀𝑀𝑝𝑝𝑟𝑟 𝑃𝑃𝑟𝑟𝑇𝑇𝑑𝑑𝑟𝑟𝑇𝑇𝑓𝑓 𝐹𝐹𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 ($)
 

 

The local air district allocation percentage for each area is then applied to the calculated 
loss in funding. This results in the potential loss in funding for each specific local air district. 

 

 
28 https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2022-10/proposed_fy2022_23_funding_plan_final.pdf 
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𝐿𝐿𝑇𝑇𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 𝑓𝑓𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇 𝑋𝑋 ($) = 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇 𝐴𝐴𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝 (%) ∗ 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇 𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 

 

Divide the total loss in funding calculated for each area by the statewide NOx cost 
effectiveness and convert to tons per day. Each project is assumed to have a 10-year project 
life. 

 

𝐿𝐿𝑇𝑇𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑓𝑓𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙 (𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑) =
𝐿𝐿𝑇𝑇𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑 𝑓𝑓𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟 𝐷𝐷𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑟𝑟𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇 𝑋𝑋 ($)

𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑠𝑠𝑝𝑝𝑑𝑑𝑝𝑝 𝑁𝑁𝑀𝑀𝑁𝑁 𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑙𝑙𝑇𝑇 𝑝𝑝𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑝𝑝𝑖𝑖𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝𝑣𝑣𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙/10/365 � $
𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑇𝑝𝑝�

 

 

The result is the total loss in potential emissions reductions for each district from foregone 
funding for Moyer Program projects. 
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Appendix D: 
California Health and Safety Code § 44011(a)(4)(A) and (B)  



State of California

HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE

Section  44011

44011. (a)  All motor vehicles powered by internal combustion engines that are
registered within an area designated for program coverage shall be required biennially
to obtain a certificate of compliance or noncompliance, except for the following:

(4)  (A)  Except as provided in subparagraph (B), all motor vehicles four or less
model-years old.

(B)  (i)  Beginning January 1, 2005, all motor vehicles six or less model-years old,
unless the state board finds that providing an exception for these vehicles will prohibit
the state from meeting the requirements of Section 176(c) of the federal Clean Air
Act (42 U.S.C. Sec. 7401 et seq.) or the state’s commitments with respect to the state
implementation plan required by the federal Clean Air Act.

(ii)  Notwithstanding clause (i), beginning January 1, 2019, all motor vehicles eight
or less model-years old, unless the state board finds that providing an exception for
these vehicles will prohibit the state from meeting the requirements of Section 176(c)
of the federal Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. Sec. 7401 et seq.) or the state’s commitments
with respect to the state implementation plan required by the federal Clean Air Act.

(iii)  Clause (ii) does not apply to a motor vehicle that is seven model-years old in
year 2018 for which a certificate of compliance has been obtained.



.
(Amended by Stats. 2017, Ch. 633, Sec. 1.  (AB 1274)  Effective October 10, 2017.)
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