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Technical Committee Minutes
for

Meeting of April 4, 2003

1. Welcome and Approval of Minutes from March 7, 2003 TPB Technical Committee Meeting

Minutes were approved with a clarification regarding the projects in the WMATA program on page 4 and some other minor edits.

2. Report on the Financial Analysis for 2003 Update of the Constrained Long-Range Plan (CLRP)

Mr. Reno, Cambridge Systematics, Inc., distributed draft summary tables of forecast total revenues and expenditures for the 2003 CLRP over the period 2004 to 2030.  These tables had been discussed at  the March 31st  meeting of the financial analysis working group.   He commented on the expenditure issues that need to be addressed, and noted that the draft summaries would be revised in time for presentation to the TPB on April 19.   He said that the Northern Virginia local jurisdictions are reviewing their expected revenues that will be available for WMATA’s requested expenditures.  He said that DDOT is finalizing the expected revenues available for WMATA’s requests, and that MDOT is also reviewing these allocations.  He also noted several major differences in the 2003 tables compared to the 2000 CLRP analysis.  

Chair Byala commented that she would work with the jurisdictions and implementing agencies to finalize their allocations for the WMATA expenditures.  Mr. Srikanth noted that the breakdown for Northern Virginia highway expenditures would be changing, but the total was close.  Ms.  Hasan said that the Maryland highway expansion expenditures shown in the table includes state and local funding.   Mr. Srikanth commented that the local jurisdictions would be discussing what revenues should be shown for WMATA’s requested expenditures on April 24, so the footnote on the current draft table was very important.  

Mr. Miller commented that the total highway expenditures in the 2003 analysis was about the same as in the 2000 analysis, which means that all of the increase in expenditures shown in the new analysis was for transit.   Chair Byala commented on the need to present to the TPB the big picture and not a lot of detailed comparisons to the 2000 analysis. Mr. Srikanth agreed and said that a summary of the major percent changes would be better.  Mr. Hekimian commented that it was hard to compare the two analyses since they were in different dollars and covered different time periods. He indicated that the funding for the CLRP needs to implement the TPB Vision.

Mr. Kirby said that the TPB is aware of the funding issues in 2000 and that this presentation needs to focus on the issues to be addressed in 2003.  He said that the analysis needs to show the funding for all of the new expansion projects for the 2003 CLRP.  Chair Byala suggested that a cover sheet be prepared with the issues and comments on key comparison with 2000.  Mr. Reno said that he would work with the principals to describe the major differences from the 2000 analysis and then prepare a summary memo of key issues for the TPB presentation.  

3. Report on Project Submissions for the 2003 CLRP and FY2004-2009 TIP

Mr. Austin distributed and spoke to a hand-out describing the significant additions and changes to the major projects as submitted for the 2003 CLRP and FY 2004-2009 TIP.  He noted that MDOT information was not included on the list.  

Ms. Hasan  distributed a list of MDOT’s projects for the CLRP including both SHA and MTA.  She pointed out two interchange projects on I-95, the ICC and US 301 as significant new entries.  Ms. Hasan also stated that three more projects would be added to the list including MD 201 Extended, the University of Maryland Connector,  and MD 28 interchanges in Rockville Town Center.  She pointed out that MTA was moving a portion of the Bi-County Transitway into construction and a new portion was being added as a study.  Ms. Posey said that COG Staff would need bus feeder routes to model this project.  When asked if the Corridor Cities Transitway was going to be light rail, Ms. Hasan said that the study would determine that and the alignment.

Ms. Lynott asked if the table only showed projects that affected conformity and asked if smaller projects were included.  Mr. Austin stated that the list only contained projects for major facility types (1, 2, 5) or transit.  He said he would double-check the submissions to make sure NVTC’s projects were received correctly.

Mr. Verzosa noted a correction to be made on the completion date for a City of Fairfax project.  Mr. Kirby noted that since the Fairfax County Parkway projects were being converted to HOV widenings, only the word “HOV” should be bolded to show a change.  Mr. Srikanth asked if the proposed Metro Station at Potomac Yards shouldn’t still be in the plan.  Mr. Maslanka said that this was part of a larger study with a VRE station, but that the VRE portion was placed on hold.  Mr. Austin said he would double-check with Mr. Langley of VDOT.  

Mr. Smith thanked Mr. Langley for his hard work on behalf of the Northern Virginia jurisdictions.  Mr. Smith said that the Loudoun County Board was going to request that the Middleburg Bypass be removed from the CLRP because it was inconsistent with their local plan.  He stated that a letter would be sent to VDOT the following week requesting this.  Mr. Miller commented that this material was going to be released for public comment on Thursday, April 10 and that all changes needed to be submitted by that time.

Chair  Byala asked Ms. Hasan if the projects on the MDOT list that showed “$0” for the cost were studies.  Ms. Hasan indicated that the projects were studies and cost information would be included in the TIP and that that information would be forthcoming.  Mr. Kirby stated that showing funding was not a requirement for the conformity process and that money would be shown in the TIP.

4.  Briefing on Air Quality Rate of Progress and Attainment Results

Ms. Lowe briefed the Committee on the two mailout items: a March 18, 2003 “MWAQC Briefing” outline, and a collection of other materials including Round 6.3 land use impacts, rate of progress (ROP) calculations, and a table of “Possible Control Measures for ROP”. She said that the ROP calculations indicated a VOC problem in 2002. The Committee then discussed the topics, including the following comments / questions: was it the case there were no ROP sheets for 2005 since there were no problems meeting the targets? (yes); would all emissions sources be 

considered in developing the needed reduction strategies? (yes); what about contingency measures for 2002 and 2005? (one bundle of measures was being prepared: contingency measures implemented for 2002 would become control strategies for 2005); what would be the penalty for failing to meet ROP in 2002? (penalties were specified for failure to meet attainment, 

not ROP, but we are still obliged to meet both requirements); how were VOC and NOx levels measured? (ozone, not its precursors, is measured through the network of air quality monitors in the region); when would the results be finalized? (a draft SIP is scheduled for the end of April).
5. Update on Mobile Source Emissions Requirements for the State Implementation Plan (SIP), CLRP and TIP Process

Mr. Kirby briefed the Committee on the three mailout items: the information package mailed to the TPB for its March 19, 2003 meeting, primarily consisting of a March 13, 2003 memo on this subject from him to the TPB; a March 25, 2003 memo from Mr. Kirby to the TPB providing additional information on the SIP requirements; and a March 17, 2003 letter to TPB Chair Shapiro from DC DOT regarding the FY2004 UPWP.

The Committee then discussed the topic, including the following comments / questions: some work on an ‘emissions trading’ RFP had previously been performed by VDOT and could serve as a reference point for future work; the RACM issue appeared to be significant and should be communicated from TPB to MWAQC (staff would propose this to the TPB leadership at the following Program Committee meeting); similarly, any transportation elements in the SIP not yet 

implemented should be identified and removed if appropriate; the Committee also concurred with the ‘TCM versus TERM’ issue, and with emphasis on the schedule, since it is coming to a milestone with the draft SIP in May.

6. Briefing on Impacts of Round 6.3 Forecasts on Emissions Estimates for 

2002 and 2005

Mr. Clifford distributed an April 4, 2003 memo from him to the Technical Committee on this topic. He highlighted the memo, which discussed the need for the sensitivity test, methods and results. Impacts included 2002 emissions increases of 1.3 and 2.0 T/D for VOC and NOx, respectively, and a 2005 increase of 1.4 T/D for both VOC and NOx.

The Committee then discussed the topic, including the following comments / questions : were these numbers consistent with the agenda Item 4 estimates? (yes, the numbers had previously been provided to DEP and were explicitly included in those charts); did this reflect the ‘technical corrections’ mentioned earlier? (no, the technical corrections refer to changes to I/M parameters being advanced by the state air agencies; that work was underway and results would be available in the coming weeks); what was the magnitude of the land use change, by jurisdiction? (jurisdiction totals, changes, and percentage changes are contained in Mr. Desjardin’s March 13, 2003 memo, which was addressed under Item 5 and included among the earlier materials).

7. Update on TERMS for the 2003 CLRP and FY 2004-2009 TIP

Mr. Sivasailam spoke to the handout distributed at the meeting.  The handout had three attachments.  The first attachment included revised analysis of a number of TERMs that were aimed at the heavy-duty vehicle market.  Another attachment showed the emissions inventory of 

the public sector heavy-duty vehicle fleets that had submitted information.  The final attachment contained updated TERMs aimed at high mileage light duty vehicles such as taxicabs.  He pointed out the small impact TERMs have on the VOC emissions.  Mr. Srikanth pointed out the “Rate of Progress Analysis” underway and the need for control measures to reduce VOC 

emissions.  Mr. Kirby said “Point” and “Area” source control measures may be a more cost-effective method of reducing VOC emissions than mobile source emissions.  

8. Review of the Revised 2002 COG/TPB Vanpool Driver Survey TPB 

Presentation 

Mr. Griffiths briefly reviewed the revised draft TPB Vanpool Driver Survey presentation that had been included in the Committee mail out. He stated that vanpooling in the region had decreased by more than 30% in the last ten years. He added that this decrease in vanpooling appeared to be related in to the observed drop in the number of workers commuting to DC and the decline in the number of federal workers in the region over the last decade. He also stated that improved commuter rail service in the region also had an impact on vanpooling in the region.

Chair Byala suggested a slide explaining how the vanpool driver survey data is to be used be added to the presentation 

9.  Update on TPB Presentation on Census Journey to Work Data

Mr. Griffiths reviewed a power point presentation on the preliminary Census 2000 commuting data that was going to be given to the TPB at their May meeting.

Several members of the Committee suggested emphasizing the point that while Census data showed the number of transit riders in the region declined in the past decade, current data showed transit ridership was increasing. 

Chair Byala suggested that the slide showing that employment in the core area of region was forecast to increase between 2000 and 2010 be dropped because it was confusing to mix the Cooperative Forecasting employment projections with the Census 2000 commuting data.

10. Briefing on the Report: “An Assessment of a Regional Transportation Authority for the Washington Metropolitan Region”

Mr. Kirby noted that the TPB will be sponsoring on June 5 a one-day conference on value pricing, which will include information on the existing HOT lanes in the country and innovative parking pricing strategies. 

Due to the limited time, Mr. Kirby indicated that the regional transportation authority report was in the mailout and copies were at the back of the room.  He recommended the report and said it was a good study on what a regional transportation authority is and what it can and cannot do.

11. Update on Regional Mobility and Accessibility Study 
Mr. Griffiths reported that the next meeting of the Joint Technical Working Group was scheduled for Friday, April 11th. He stated that the main agenda item would be the further refinement of the alternative land use scenarios proposed by region’s Planning Directors.

Chair Byala also noted that a TPB work session on the Regional Mobility and Accessibility Study had been scheduled for 10:45AM on Wednesday, April 16th before the TPB’s noon meeting. She encouraged TPB Technical Committee members to attend the work session.

12. Other Business

Chair Byala pointed out the “Regional Value Pricing Workshop” flyer to the Committee and encouraged members to attend.

13. Adjourn
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