Ozone and Carbon Monoxide
1996-98 Air Quality Data Update

The following is a brief summary of EPA's 1998 air quality update for ozone and carbon
monoxide nonattainment areas.

Ozone (Oy): Today's list updates ozone air quality monitoring data for the three year period,
1996-98. During this current three year period,

C 36 of the original 98 areas designated nonattainment for the 1-hour O; National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) in 1991 failed to meet the NAAQS in 1996-98 (Table 1).

C 11 additional counties failed to meet the 1-hour O; NAAQS in 1996-98 (Table 2).

C 300 counties have average annua 4th maximum 8-hour daily maximum O; concentrations
greater than the level of the 8-hour O; NAAQS (Table 3).

EPA set the 1-hour O, standard at 0.12 parts per million (ppm) daily maximum 1-hour average
concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year on average. Compliance with the 1-hour
ozone standard isjudged on the basis of the most recent three years of ambient air quality monitoring
data. The 1-hour ozone standard is not met at a monitoring site if the average number of estimated
exceedances of the ozone standard is greater than 1.0 (1.05 rounds up). The level of the 8-hour O;
NAAQSIis0.08 ppm. The8-hour O, standard isnot met if the 3-year average of the annual 4th highest
daily maximum 8-hour O; concentration is greater than 0.08 ppm (0.085 rounds up).

Carbon Monoxide (CO): Today’s list updates CO air quality data for the two year period,
1997-98. During thistwo year period,

C 3 of the original 42 areas designated nonattainment for the 8-hour CO NAAQS in 1991 failed
to meet the CO NAAQS in 1997-98 (Table 4).

C 3 additional areas failed to meet the CO NAAQS in 1997-98 (Table 4).

EPA's National Ambient Air Quality Standard for carbon monoxide is 9 parts per million (ppm)
nonoverlapping 8-hour average concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year. The CO
standard is not met at a monitoring site if there are two or more exceedances of the level of the CO
NAAQS in either of the two most recent calendar years of monitoring data.



Table1. List of original nonattainment areas not meeting 1-hr ozone NAAQS in 1996-98

O, Design | Avg. Expected

Vaue @ Exceedance
State Nonattainment Area ¥ (ppm) Rate®

1996-98 1996-98

GA Atlanta NA Area 0.146 7.0
MD Baltimore NA Area 0.141 4.1
LA Baton Rouge NA Area 0.127 1.4
TX Beaumont-Port Arthur NA Area 0.133 2.0
AL Birmingham NA Area 0.128 2.1
NC Charlotte-Gastonia NA Area 0.131 1.7
Wi Chicago-Gary-Lake County NA Area 0.136 1.7
TX Dallas-Fort Worth NA Area 0.135 2.0
X El Paso NA Area 0.123 11
CT Greater Connecticut NA Area 0.139 2.7
TX Houston-Galveston-Brazoria NA 0.196 8.6
WA Huntington-Ashland NA Area 0.129 2.0
MD Kent County and Queen Anne's Co. 0.126 1.7
TN Knoxville NA Area 0.134 3.7
CA Los Angeles South Coast Air Basin 0.217 50.1
IN Louisville NA Area 0.130 2.1
Wi Manitowoc Co, WI NA Area 0.128 1.7
Wi Milwaukee-Racine NA Area 0.136 1.7
TN Nashville NA Area 0.127 2.0
NY New York-N. New Jersey-Long Island, NY-NJCT 0.139 3.4
MD Philadel phia-Wilmington-Trenton, PA-NJ-DE 0.152 3.1
AZ Phoenix NA Area® 0.126 1.3
OR Portland-Vancouver AQMA NA Area 0.133 1.3
VA Richmond-Petersburg NA Area 0.125 1.3
CA Sacramento Metro NA Area 0.148 5.6
CA San Diego NA Area 0.135 3.7
CA San Francisco-Bay NA Area 0.138 4.7
CA San Joaguin Valley NA Area 0.161 17.2
CA Santa Barbara - Santa Maria - Lompoc, CA 0.130 1.8
Wi Sheboygan NA Area 0.130 1.3
CA Southeast Desert Modified AQMD, CA 0.170 25.3
MA Springfield (W. Mass) NA Area 0.128 1.3
MO St. Louis NA Area 0.131 1.3




O, Design | Avg. Expected

Vaue @ Exceedance
State Nonattainment Area @ (ppm) Rate®

1996-98 1996-98

DE Sussex Co NA Area, DE 0.125 1.3
CA \Ventura Co NA Area, CA 0.144 6.4
MD \Washington, DC-MD-VA NA Area 0.129 3.2
Notes:.

1. Designations and classifications for ozone nonattainment areas as published in the Federa Register,
40 CFR Part 81. Unclassified and transitional nonattainment areas are not included in Table 1.

2. The updated air quality design value is estimated for the 1996-98 period using al air quality data
reported to EPA’ s Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS). The computation proceduresfollow EPA
guidance for calculating design values (Laxton Memorandum, June 18, 1990). For sites with three complete
years of monitoring data, the air quality design value is the fourth highest daily maximum 1-hour ozone
concentration, because the standard allows one exceedance per year on average. It isimportant to note that the
1990 Clean Air Act Amendments required that nonattainment areas be classified on the basis of the design vaue
at the time the Amendments were passed, generally the 1987-89 period was used.

3. Thelevd of the 1-hour ozone Ambient Air Quality standard is 0.12 parts per million (ppm) daily
maximum 1-hour average concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year on average. The average
estimated number of exceedances column shows the number of daysthe 0.12 ppm 1-hour ozone standard was
exceeded on average at the site recording the highest updated air quality value. This computation is performed
after adjustment for any missing sampling days during the 3-year period, 1996-98.

4, Specia purpose monitoring data not available in AIRS but cited in “FINAL Technical Support
Document for the Notice of Final Rulemaking on Finding of Failure to Attain and Denia of Attainment Date
Extension for Ozone in the Phoenix (Arizona) Metropolitan Ared’, October 27, 1997.



Table 2. Additional countiesfailing to meet the 1-hour ozone NAAQS in 1996-98

O; Design Avg.
State County (Area) Vaue® Expected
(ppm) Exceedance
Rate @

1996-98 1996-98
CA /Amador Co. (adjacent to Sacramento) 0.128 25
CA Calaveras Co. (adjacent to Stockton) 0.130 1.7
CA Imperia Co. (Calexico, CA) 0.143 19
IN Hamilton Co. (adjacent to Indianapolis) 0.125 1.3
IN La Porte Co. (adjacent to Chicago) 0.128 1.3
Ml Berrien Co. (Benton Harbor, MI) 0.125 14
MS De Soto Co. (adjacent to Memphis) 0.131 1.3
NC Rowan Co. (adjacent to Charlotte) 0.126 1.3
TN Hamilton Co. (Chattanooga) 0.125 1.3
TN Jefferson Co. (adjacent to Knoxville) 0.126 2.0
X Gregg Co. (Longview-Marshal) 0.128 20
Notes:

1. The updated air quality design value is estimated for the 1996-98 period using all air quality data
reported to EPA’ s Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS). The computation proceduresfollow EPA
guidance for calculating design values (Laxton Memorandum, June 18, 1990). For sites with three complete
years of monitoring data, the air quality design value is the fourth highest daily maximum 1-hour ozone
concentration, because the standard allows one exceedance per year on average. It isimportant to note that the
1990 Clean Air Act Amendments required that nonattainment areas be classified on the basis of the design vaue
at the time the Amendments were passed, generally the 1987-89 period was used.

2. The levd of the 1-hour ozone Ambient Air Quality standard is 0.12 parts per million (ppm) daily
maximum 1-hour average concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year on average. The average
estimated number of exceedances column shows the number of daysthe 0.12 ppm 1-hour ozone standard was
exceeded on average at the site recording the highest updated air quality value. This computation is performed
after adjustment for any missing sampling days during the 3-year period, 1996-98.

3. An exceedance of the levd of the 1-hour ozone standard in 1998, and the possible influence of the
Central American fires, is the subject of an ongoing analysis and discussion by Hamilton County, Tennessee
and EPA.



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County

State County Design Val ue (ppb)

Al abama
Cay Co
Jefferson Co
Madi son Co
Mobil e Co
Shel by Co

Ari zona
Mari copa Co

Ar kansas
Crittenden Co

California
Al aneda Co
Amador Co
Cal averas Co
El Dorado Co
Fresno Co
| rperial Co
Kern Co
Ki ngs Co
Los Angel es Co
Mar i posa Co
Merced Co
Nevada Co
O ange Co
Pl acer Co
Ri versi de Co
Sacranento Co
San Benito Co
San Bernardi no Co
San Diego Co
San Joaquin Co
San Luis Qbispo Co

CA
Santa Barbara Co
Santa Clara Co
Shasta Co
St ani sl aus Co
Sutter Co
Tehama Co
Tul are Co
Tuol ume Co
Ventura Co

85
93
86
86
95

91

90

89
95
96
103
115
93
115
105
133
95
96
95
88
95
127
95
86
154
102
87
85

87
85
95
98
91
86
102
92
112

Located in, adjacent to or near:

E of Birm ngham
Bi rm ngham AL
Huntsville, AL
Mobile, AL

Bi rm ngham AL

Phoeni x- Mesa, AZ

Menphi s, TN AR- VB

San Franci sco- Cakl and- San Jose, CA
Sacranent o

San Joaquin

Sacr anent o- Yol o, CA

San Joaquin Valley, CA

San D ego

San Joaquin Valley, CA

San Joaqui n/ Fresno

Los Angel es South Coast Air Basin, CA
San Joaquin

San Joaquin Valley, CA

Sacranment o/ Yuba Gty

Los Angel es South Coast Air Basin, CA
Sacr anent o- Yol o, CA

Sout heast Desert Mdified AQVA CA
Sacr anent o- Yol o, CA

Mont er ey NAA/ SJ/ SF/ Fresno

Los Angel es South Coast Air Basin, CA
San Diego, CA

San Joaquin Valley, CA

San Lui s Qbi spo- At ascader o- Paso Robl es,

Sant a Barbara- Santa Mari a- Lonpoc, CA
San Franci sco- Gakl and- San Jose, CA
Reddi ng, CA

San Joaquin Valley, CA

Yuba Gty, CA

Chi co/ Reddi ng

San Joaquin Valley, CA

San Joaquin

in LA CVBA



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County
State

Connecti cut
Fairfield Co
Litchfield Co
M ddl esex Co
New Haven Co
New London Co
Tol | and Co

Del awar e
Kent Co
New Castl e Co
Sussex Co

Di st. Col unbi a
Washi ngt on

Fl ori da
Escanbi a Co
Hi || sborough Co

Georgi a

Bi bb Co

De Kalb Co
Dougl as Co
Ful ton Co
Gm nnett Co
Paul di ng Co
R chnond Co
Rockdal e Co

I'1linois
Cook Co
Jersey Co
Madi son Co

| ndi ana

Al len Co
dark Co

El khart Co
Fl oyd Co
Ham | ton Co
Hancock Co
Johnson Co
Lake Co

La Porte Co
Madi son Co
Mari on Co

County Design Val ue (ppb)

98
95
93
100
94
92

96
95
97

95

86
85

100
102
100
113
95
94
91
107

86
85
87

90
94
87
92
98
94
87
90
97
92
93

* %

* %

Located in, adjacent to or near:

New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L. | sl and, NY- NJ-

G eater Connecticut, CT
G eater Connecticut, CT
G eater Connecticut, CT
G eater Connecticut, CT
G eater Connecticut, CT

Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
Phi | / Dover E of Wash

Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA

Pensacol a, FL

Tanpa- St. Petersburg-d earwat er,

Macon, GA
Atl ant a,
Atl ant a,
Atl ant a,
Atl ant a,
Atl ant a,
August a- Ai ken, GA-SC
Atlanta, GA

PReey

Chi cago- Gary- Kenosha, |L-INW

St Louis, MOIL
St Louis, MOIL

Fort Wayne, IN
Louisville, KY-IN
Sout h Bend- El khart, IN
Louisville, KY-IN

I ndi anapolis, IN

I ndi anapolis, IN

I ndi anapolis, IN

Chi cago- Gary- Kenosha, |L-INW

Chi cago/ SBend/ Bent on Har bor
I ndi anapolis, IN
I ndi anapolis, IN



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County

State County Design Val ue (ppb) Located in, adjacent to or near
Mor gan Co 89 ** I ndi anapolis, IN
Porter Co 91 Chi cago- Gary- Kenosha, |L-INW
Posey Co 89 ** Evansvi | | e- Henderson, | N-KY
St. Joseph Co 92 Sout h Bend- El khart, IN
Vander bur gh Co 92 Evansvi | | e- Henderson, | N-KY
Vigo Co 88 Terre Haute, IN
Warrick Co 93 Evansvi | | e- Hender son, | N-KY
Kent ucky
Boyd Co 85 * Hunt i ngt on- Ashl and, W- KY- CH
Bullitt Co 89 Loui sville, KY-IN
Canpbel | Co 88 G ncinnati-Hamilton, OHKY-IN
Davi ess Co 86 Onensboro, KY
Ednmonson Co 88 N. of Nashville
Fayette Co 85 Lexi ngt on, KY
Hancock Co 89 Onensbor o
Jefferson Co 91 Loui sville, KY-IN
Kent on Co 87 G ncinnati-Hamlton, OHKY-IN
Li vi ngston Co 89 Paducah NAA/ NW of O arksville
d dham Co 91 Loui sville, KY-IN
Si npson Co 86 Nashvi |l | e
Loui si ana
Ascensi on Par 87 Bat on Rouge, LA
East Bat on Rouge Par 93 Bat on Rouge, LA
| berville Par 94 Bat on Rouge
Li vi ngst on Par 87 Bat on Rouge, LA
West Bat on Rouge Par 85 Bat on Rouge, LA
Mai ne
Cunber | and Co 91 Portl and, ME
Hancock Co 87 Hancock- Wal doNAA/ Bangor
Sagadahoc Co 92 Por t | andNAA/ Lewi st on
York Co 90 Portl and, ME
Mar yl and
Anne Arundel Co 104 Bal timore, MD
Bal ti more Co 94 Bal timore, MD
Cal vert Co 87 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Carroll Co 92 Bal timore, MD
Cecil Co 107 Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
Charles Co 98 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Harford Co 104 Bal timore, MD
Kent Co 96 Kent - QueenAnns NAA/ Dover - Phi
Mont gonery Co 92 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Prince George's Co 101 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA

Baltinmore city 103 * Bal ti nore, MD



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County
State County Design Val ue (ppb)

Massachusetts

Bar nst abl e Co 93
Bristol Co 89
Essex Co 91
Hanpden Co 89
Hanpshire Co 96
M ddl esex Co 88
Worcester Co 87
M chi gan
Al l egan Co 94
Benzi e Co 85
Berrien Co 96
Cass Co 92
CGenesee Co 86
Kal amazoo Co 86
Kent Co 85
Maconb Co 93
Mason Co 90
Muskegon Co 91
Qtawa Co 85
St. dair Co 86
Wayne Co 89
M ssi ssi ppi
De Soto Co 89
Jackson Co 91
M ssouri
Cay Co 93
Jefferson Co 87
Platte Co 86
St. Charles Co 95
Ste. Genevi eve Co 88
St. Louis Co 87
New Hanpshire
Hi Il sborough Co 86
Rocki ngham Co 91
New Jer sey
Atlantic Co 97
Bergen Co 94
Canden Co 103
Cunber | and Co 96
Essex Co 88
d oucester Co 99
Hudson Co 93

Located in, adjacent to or near:

Bost on- Lawr ence- Wrcester (E. M)
Bost on- Lawr ence- Wrcester (E. M)
Bost on- Lawr ence- Wrcester (E. M)
Springfield (Wstern MA), MA

Springfield (Wstern MA), MA

Bost on- Lawr ence- Wrcester (E. M)
Bost on- Lawr ence- Wrcester (E. M)

Grand Rapi ds- Muskegon- Hol | and, M
On Lake M

Bent on Harbor, M

Bent on Harbor, M S Bend/ Kal
Detroit-Ann Arbor-Flint, M

Kal amazoo-Battl e Creek, M

Grand Rapi ds- Muskegon- Hol | and, M
Detroit-Ann Arbor-Flint, M

On Lake M

Grand Rapi ds- Muskegon- Hol | and,
Grand Rapi ds- Muskegon- Hol | and,
Detroit-Ann Arbor-Flint, M
Detroit-Ann Arbor-Flint, M

=L

Menphi s, TN AR- VB
Bi | oxi - Qul f port - Pascagoul a, N5

Kansas Gty, MO KS
St Louis, MOIL
Kansas Gty, MO KS
St Louis, MOIL
St Louis

St Louis, MOIL

Bost on- Lawr ence- Wr cester (E. M),
Bost on- Lawr ence- Wrcester (E. M),

Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island

MA- NH
MA- NH



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County

State County Design Val ue (ppb) Located in, adjacent to or near:
Hunt er don Co 96 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Mercer Co 97 Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
M ddl esex Co 99 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Monnout h Co 94 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Morris Co 95 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Ccean Co 104 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island

New Yor k
Chaut auqua Co 87 Janmest own, NY
Dut chess Co 89 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Jefferson Co 85 Syracuse
O ange Co 89 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Put nam Co 91 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Queens Co 91 * New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Ri chnond Co 100 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
Suf fol k Co 97 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island
West chester Co 91 New Yor k- N. New Jersey-L.Island

North Carolina
Cal dwel | Co 88 ** Hi ckory-Morganton-Lenoir, NC
Caswel I Co 93 G eensboro
Chat ham Co 87 Ral ei gh- Dur ham Chapel HiIl, NC
Cunber | and Co 88 Fayetteville, NC
Davi e Co 92 G eensbor o- Wnston Sal em H gh Point, NC
Dur ham Co 86 Ral ei gh- Dur ham Chapel HIl, NC
Edgeconbe Co 86 Rocky Mount, NC
Forsyth Co 92 G eensbor o- Wnston Sal em H gh Point, NC
Franklin Co 93 Ral ei gh- Dur ham Chapel HiIl, NC
Ganville Co 97 Ral ei gh
@il ford Co 88 G eensbor o- Wnston Sal em H gh Point, NC
Haywood Co 91 Ashville
Johnston Co 89 Ral ei gh- Dur ham Chapel HiIl, NC
Li ncol n Co 86 Charl otte- Gastoni a- Rock Hill, NC SC
Meckl enburg Co 103 Charl otte- Gastoni a- Rock Hill, NC SC
Nor t hanpt on Co 87 ** Eastern NC
Pitt Co 91 Geenville, NC
Rocki ngham Co 89 G eensbor o
Rowan Co 96 Charl otte-Gastoni a- Rock Hi I, NC SC
Wake Co 95 Ral ei gh- Dur ham Chapel HiIl, NC

Chi o
Allen Co 88 Li ma, CH
Asht abul a Co 87 d evel and- Akron, OH
Butl er Co 92 G ncinnati-Ham lton, OHKY-IN
Cark Co 97 Dayt on- Springfield, OH
d ernont Co 91 Cincinnati-Ham lton, OHKY-IN

dinton Co 98 Ci nci nnati



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County

State County Design Val ue (ppb) Located in, adjacent to or near:
Cuyahoga Co 88 d evel and- Akron, CH
Del aware Co 94 *x* Col unbus, CH
Franklin Co 90 Col unbus, CH
Geauga Co 89 ** d evel and- Akron, CH
G eene Co 94 ** Dayt on- Springfield, OH
Ham | ton Co 92 G ncinnati-Ham lton, OHKY-IN
Knox Co 91 Col unbus/ Mansfiel d
Lake Co 98 C evel and- Akron, CH
Law ence Co 89 Hunt i ngt on- Ashl and, W- KY- CH
Li cki ng Co 93 Col unmbus, OH
Lorain Co 88 C evel and- Akron, CH
Lucas Co 89 Tol edo, CH
Madi son Co 93 Col unbus, CH
Mahoni ng Co 90 Youngst own- Wr r en- Shar on, PA- CH
Medi na Co 89 C evel and- Akron, CH
Mam Co 90 Dayt on- Springfield, OH
Mont gonery Co 93 Dayt on- Springfield, OH
Port age Co 90 d evel and- Akron, CH
Stark Co 89 Cant on- Massi |l on, CH
Summit Co 92 C evel and- Akron, CH
Trunmbul I Co 94 Youngst own- Wr r en- Shar on, PA- CH
Warren Co 95 ** G ncinnati-Hamlton, OHKY-IN
Washi ngt on Co 87 Par ker sburg- Marietta, W-CH
Gkl ahoma
&l ahoma Co 85 &l ahoma Gty, XK
Tul sa Co 87 Tul sa, XK
Pennsyl vani a
Al | egheny Co 99 Pi ttsburgh, PA
Beaver Co 90 Pi ttsburgh, PA
Berks Co 91 Readi ng, PA
Blair Co 92 Al toona, PA
Bucks Co 97 Phi | adel phia-W Il nmn-Atlantic
Canbria Co 91 Johnst own, PA
Centre Co 86 State Col |l ege, PA
Clearfield Co 89 Johnst own/ St at e Col | ege
Dauphi n Co 88 Harri sburg- Lebanon-Carlisle, PA
Del awar e Co 97 Phi | adel phia-WImn-Atlantic G
Erie Co 88 Erie, PA
Franklin Co 92 Washi ngt on/ Har ri sburg
G eene Co 96 ** Pittsburg
Lackawanna Co 86 Scrant on- W1 kes- Barr e- Hazl et on, PA
Lancaster Co 96 Lancaster, PA
Lehi gh Co 96 Al | ent own- Bet hl ehem East on, PA
Luzerne Co 89 Scrant on- W1 kes- Barr e- Hazl et on, PA

Mercer Co 96 Youngst own- Vr r en- Shar on, PA- CH



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County

State County Design Val ue (ppb)

Monr oe Co

Mont gonery Co
Nor t hanpt on Co
Perry Co

Phi | adel phia Co
Washi ngt on Co
York Co

Rhode 1 sl and
Kent Co

Sout h Carolina
Ai ken Co
Ander son Co
Bar nwel | Co
Cher okee Co
Chester Co
Pi ckens Co
Ri chl and Co
Spartanburg Co

Tennessee
Ander son Co
Bl ount Co
Davi dson Co
Ham | ton Co
Haywood Co
Jefferson Co
Knox Co
Put nam Co
Sevi er Co
Shel by Co
Sul l'ivan Co
Summer Co
W I 1lianson Co
W | son Co

Texas
Bexar Co
Collin Co
Dal | as Co
Dent on Co
Ellis Co
Gal veston Co
G egg Co
Harris Co
Jefferson Co

95

100

88
86
95
99
90

90

89
91
86
88
87
87
89
90

85
98
88
93
88
99

100

87
97
93
90

101

94
88

85
98
91
94
87
91
92

116

91

* %

Located in, adjacent to or near:

Ser ant on/ Al | ent own

Phi | adel phia-WImn-Atlantic G

Al | ent own- Bet hl ehem East on, PA

Harri sburg- Lebanon-Carlisle, PA
Phi | adel phia-WImn-Atlantic G

Pi ttsburgh, PA

Yor k, PA

Provi dence-Fal |l Ri ver-Warwi ck, RI-NA

August a- Ai ken, GA-SC

G eenvi l | e- Spart anbur g- Anderson, SC
August a

Greenvi |l | e- Spart anbur g- Anderson, SC
Charlotte

G eenvi |l | e- Spart anbur g- Anderson, SC
Col unbi a, SC

G eenvi l | e- Spart anbur g- Anderson, SC

Knoxvill e, TN
Knoxville, TN
Nashville, TN
Chat t anooga, TN-GA
Menphi s/ Jackson
Knoxvi |l | e
Knoxville, TN

E. of Nashville
Knoxville, TN
Menphi s, TN AR- VB

Johnson G ty-Kingsport-Bristol, TN VA

Nashville, TN
Nashville, TN
Nashville, TN

San Antonio, TX

Dal | as-Fort Wrth, TX

Dal | as-Fort Wrth, TX

Dal | as-Fort Wrth, TX

Dal | as-Fort Wrth, TX

Houst on- Gal vest on- Brazoria, TX
Longvi ew Marshal I, TX

Houst on- Gal vest on- Brazoria, TX
Beaunont - Port Arthur, TX



Table 3. Countiesfailing to meet the 8-hr ozone NAAQS, 1996-98

Listed by State then County

State County Design Val ue (ppb) Located in, adjacent to or near
Smith Co 87 Tyler, TX
Tarrant Co 97 Dal | as-Fort Wrth, TX
Ut ah
Davis Co 87 Salt Lake G ty-Qgden, UT
Salt Lake Co 88 Salt Lake G ty-Qgden, UT
Virginia
Arlington Co 92 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Caroline Co 88 Ri chnmond/ Wash
Charles Gty Co 92 Ri chnond- Pet er sburg, VA
Chesterfield Co 87 Ri chnond- Pet er sburg, VA
Fairfax Co 92 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Frederick Co 88 Washi ngt on
Hanover Co 92 Ri chnond- Pet er sburg, VA
Henrico Co 92 Ri chnond- Pet er sburg, VA
Madi son Co 92 Charl ottesvill e/ Wash
Prince WIIliam Co 88 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Roanoke Co 85 Roanoke, VA
Stafford Co 88 Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Al exandria city 89 ** Washi ngt on, DC- MD- VA
Hanpton city 90 Nor f ol k- Vi rgi ni a Beach- Newport News
West Virginia
Cabel | Co 92 Hunt i ngt on- Ashl and, W- KY- CH
Greenbrier Co 89 E. of Charleston
Chio Co 85 Wheel i ng, W/-COH
Wod Co 89 Par ker sburg- Marietta, W-CH
W sconsin
Door Co 93 On Lake M
Kenosha Co 90 Chi cago- Gary- Kenosha, |L-INW
Kewaunee Co 91 On Lake M/ Green Bay
Mani t owoc Co 94 Sheboygan/ Appl et on
M | waukee Co 88 M | waukee- Raci ne, W
Ozaukee Co 93 M | waukee- Raci ne, W
Raci ne Co 88 M | waukee- Raci ne, W
Sheboygan Co 89 Sheboygan, W
Not es:

** Based on 2 years of data
* Based on 1995-97 data

The | evel of the 8-hour ozone (Q) National Anmbient Air Quality Standard ( NAAQS)
is 0.08 parts per mllion (ppm. The air quality design value for the 8-hour
O, NAAQS is the 3-year average of the annual 4th highest daily maxi mum 8- hour



average O, concentration. The 8-hour O, NAAQS is not net when the 8-hour ozone
design value is greater than 0.08 ppm (85 ppb rounds up).



Table4. Areas not meeting the 8-hour Carbon Monoxide National Ambient Air Quality
Standard, 1997-98

1997 1998

Metropolitan 1997-98 )
Area Design Value @ ord " ord "

(ppm) Max @ Exc® Max @ Exc®
Designated CO
nonattainment areas
Fairbanks, AK 12.1 12.1 3 10.2 2
Las Vegas, NV 10.1 8.1 1 10.1 2
Los Angeles- 15.0 15.0 12 115 13
Long Beach, CA
Additional areas
Calexico, CA 16.7 16.7 12 13.3 8
Des Moines, IA 10.1 8.1 0 10.1 2
Weirton, WV 13.2 8.8 1 13.2 6
Number of areas not 6 3 6
meeting the NAAQS

Notes:
1. Thelevd of the 8-hour National Ambient Air Quality Standard for carbon monoxide is 9 parts per

million (ppm) not to be exceeded more than once per year. The design value for the 8-hour CO NAAQS isthe
highest annual second maximum nonoverlapping 8-hour concentration during the most recent two years.
2. Annual second highest nonoverlapping 8-hour average CO concentration.

3. Number of nonoverlapping exceedances of the 8-hour CO NAAQS.

SOURCE: U.S. EPA’s Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS)



