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Memorandum

To:          
Travel Management Subcommittee 

From: 

Anant Choudhary  


Transportation Engineer, MWCOG

Date:

June 20, 2005
Subject:  
Highlights of the April 26, 2005 Travel Management Subcommittee meeting
This memorandum contains the discussion highlights from the April 26, 2005 Travel Management Subcommittee (TMS) meeting. The meeting started at 9.10 AM. Mr. Sivasailam who chaired the meeting, welcomed the members and described the meeting agenda. 

Item # 1.
Approval of Highlights of the May 25, 2004 Meeting


Mr. Sivasailam opened the discussion and asked the members for any correction in the highlights of the September 21, 2004 Meeting. The highlights of the last meeting were approved unanimously by the members.

Item# 2
Work Schedule for Air Quality Conformity Assessment of the 2005 Constrained Long Range Plan (CLRP) and FY 2006-2011 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

Mr. Mike Clifford opened the discussion on the topic. He handed out the conformity assessment wok scope which was released during the April TPB meeting. He referred to the WMATA’s letter regarding transit capacity constraint and Metro Matters. He noted that the changes suggested by WMATA have been reflected in the travel demand modeling work task. He noted that the public comment period was extended as some of the projects were submitted during the public comment period. 
He informed the members that there was a good discussion on the round 7 forecasts on the issue related to balance between jobs and households. He noted that District of Columbia office of planning objected to its adoption as it shows more jobs than households. Mr. Clifford mentioned a letter from Ms. Karina Ricks of DC government to MDPC committee. Mr. Clifford informed the members that the TPB has asked Mr. Ron Kirby to write a letter to MDPC about the TPB’s interest in this regard. 
Mr. Clifford stated that the approach and assessment criteria for conformity are the same as the previous years. The schedule notes that the draft report on conformity is due in July and TPB action will be in September. He later noted that the proposed changes in the conformity assessment include 8-hour conformity and conformity for particulate matter (PM). On particulate matter he circulated a document that was presented to TPB technical committee. He noted that for PM conformity analysis geography has changed, and Stafford and Calvert counties are no longer part of PM non-attainment area. He informed the members that TPB has one year to show PM conformity. He cited an email memo from Sivasailam which described the PM components. 

On the topic of changes to mobile input for conformity analysis and update to SIP, Mr. Clifford referred to the TAC discussion. Mr. Clifford apprised the members about the EPA guidance which state that the designated areas may change their input parameter for temperature and humidity. Mr. Sivasailam stated that our budget is set with certain temperature, and humidity parameters. Mr. Sivasailam noted that I/M program affect the emission rates as it is an input to the model which assumes the number of vehicles in I/M program. Mr. Simons raised the issues related to change in I/M program and credits taken for I/M program. Mr. Clifford informed members that 2010 and later years will have cleaner vehicles and less associated emissions however, the VMT for 2010 will be higher and consequently PM emissions could also be higher.  

Item# 3 
Update on TERMs Tracking Sheet and Potential TERMs (PM 2.5 Emissions Estimation)   

Mr. Sivasailam opened the discussion on the topic. He explained the necessity of estimating PM emissions reductions from the adopted TERMs listed in the tracking sheet in the light of the PM conformity requirement. He informed the members that there are over 50 TERMs listed in the tracking sheet for which we do not have detailed documentation. Hence for such TERMs to estimate the PM emissions reduction staff has come up with a method based on the ratios generated from NOx, VOC and PM emissions factors and emissions corresponding to a hypothetical trip of 1 VT and 15.5 VMT. He noted that for TERMs for which VT and VMT are available, staff will use PM emissions factors to estimate emissions reductions. 
Item# 4      
MWAQC’s Mobile Source Control Measures    
Mr. Sivasailam initiated discussion on this topic. He informed the members that the MWAQC TAC work group has prepared two control measure lists – master list and priority list. He cited two on road mobile source measures which are listed in the priority list. Mr. Howard Simons stated that the truck stop electrification measure is being implemented in Maryland. Mr. Sivasailam cited an example of tour buses parked at the various places in DC which could use truck stop electrification for cooling needs. He noted that many of the tour buses are parked at the Union stations and they idle for long. 

Item#5
Update on Vehicle Registration Data Research Task - VIN Decoder – Pilot Testing

Mr. Sivasailam opened the discussion and handed out the briefing material prepared by Mr. Michael Freeman. Mr. Sivasailam described the VINPower decoder developed by the ESP Data Solutions and apprised the members about its capability of decoding the VIN numbers in the format required by the Mobile 6.2 model. 
Mr. Sivasailam told the members that the staff carried out testing in which staff decoded 2% sample VIN numbers. He told the members that the staff compared the results obtained from the VIN test and 2002 vehicle registration data obtained from the air agencies and DMV.  He noted that the test was carried out on VIN numbers for Fairfax County, Montgomery County and the District of Columbia. He described the test results and noted that the results are encouraging. On the question of the errors from the VIN results he pointed out that the errors may be due to the inaccurate VIN numbers. He also noted that the error rate is higher for the vehicles manufactured prior to and including 1980. 
Mr. Sivasailam later explained the plots of vehicle age distribution for the three jurisdictions. He pointed out that the plots very much follow the trend of 2002 data. He explained that the plot for Fairfax county matches very well however plots for Montgomery and DC shows some variations. He further elaborated that this variation may be due to fact that we are comparing 2003 VIN numbers with 2002 registration data in Maryland, and 2001 VIN numbers with 2002 registration data in DC. Mr. Sivasailam informed the members that the VINPower would cost $10,000 for decoding all the VIN numbers in the region. 
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