MEMORANDUM

DATE:

April 27, 2004

TO:

Travel Management Subcommittee

FROM:

Anant Choudhary, Transportation Engineer

SUBJECT:
Minutes of the March 23, 2004 Travel Management Subcommittee Meeting.

This memorandum contains the discussion highlights from the March 23, 2004 Travel Management Subcommittee meeting.  The attendance sheet is attached.

The meeting started at 9.10 AM with opening remarks from Mr. Daivamani Sivasailam. Mr. Sivasailam chaired the meeting as Mr. Kanti Srikanth could not attend the meeting. Mr. Sivasailam welcomed the members and briefly described the meeting agenda and outlined the topics on the table for discussion. 

Item #  1.
Update on Upcoming Air Quality Conformity Assessment of the 2004 Constrained Long Range Plan (CLRP) and FY 2005-2010 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
Mr. Mike Clifford briefed the members about the scope of work for the Air quality Conformity Assessment of the 2004 CLRP and FY 2005-2010 TIP. He cited his memo handed out during the TPB meeting held on March 17, 2004. He informed the members about the conformity schedule and discussed the changes in the work scope. A new version of the travel demand model (release D) will be used. Round 6.4 land use will be used after adjustment for the Inter County Connector (ICC). In response to a question related to ICC, Mr. Clifford mentioned that all the build projects will be modeled together and ICC will not be modeled in isolation. Ms. Fatima Hasan clarified that MDOT has always participated in funding TERMs and is committed to offsetting any emissions increase from projects that MDOT submits including the ICC.  In response to a question on hot lanes, Mr. Clifford mentioned the project has not been submitted and hence will not be modeled. There were questions on transit capacity constraint, when round 6.4 land use will be adopted and whether parking is constrained at transit stations.
Item #  2.
  Update on TERMS under consideration for the 2004 CLRP and the FY 2005-2010 TIP  

Mr. Sivasailam opened the discussions on the TREMs under consideration for the current conformity cycle. He noted that some projects from the TERM Tracking Sheet are removed. He explained that the total number of projects included in the tracking sheet is about 250. He mentioned that emissions credits during conformity analyses are not being taken for those projects completed before 2000. This is because the travel demand impacts of emissions reductions projects will be part of the 2000 traffic counts. Technology projects will continue to provide benefits and can be credited.

He suggested that members go over the list and provide feedback for inclusion or removal of projects from the tracking sheet. He mentioned that there are some projects such as commuters connection projects which were completed prior to 2000 but their impact are still being felt and hence such projects have been kept in the tracking sheet. He pointed out the total credits available from the projects completed after 2000.
Mr. Sivasailam next discussed the potential TERMs available for adoption if needed and their documentation. He noted that the COG staff had revised the Potential TERM document based on the WMATA comments in October 2003. He mentioned that the revised document will be uploaded on the COG website. Mr. Tom Harrington of WMATA suggested that the potential TERM list should show the cost effectiveness as well. Mr. Siva later handed out the list of potential TERMs with their cost effectiveness. Mr. Bob Owolabi pointed out TERMs in the list that do not show any emissions or cost effectiveness. Mr. Siva explained that some technology TERMs have not been approved by EPA and we need additional information for analysis. 
Later Mr. Siva handed out emissions factor table with VOC and NOx graphs. He informed the members that the TERM section of solicitation document will be updated to include graphs of emissions factor vs. speed to make document easy to understand. 

Item # 3 

Report on Severe Area SIP 

Mr. Sunil Kumar of DEP briefed the subcommittee members on the status of the severe area SIP, the Section 185 Legislation.  The legislation is in the trouble in Maryland legislature and only will affect the Maryland SIP if the legislature does not approve it. 
Items # 4 

Update on Vehicle Registration Data Research Task Discussion on the Refined inputs to Mobile 6 Model 

Mr. Anant Choudhary initiated the discussion on the topic. He provided an overview on the topic. He informed the members that the staff has contacted air management agencies to understand the sources and the format of the raw data these agencies are collecting. He informed that the staff had contacted the Maryland Department of Environment and is in the process of contacting DC Department of Health and VA Department of Environment Quality. He mentioned that the MDE suggested that odometer data from I & M program is unreliable and should not be used for model input.  

Mr. Sivasailam informed that staff is investigating development of vehicle registration data using VIN numbers and decoders. Mr. Ron Kirby enquired about the feasibility of using VIN software. Mr. Siva mentioned that the use of VIN numbers using decoder looks promising. 

Mr. Ron Kirby queried if the vehicle miles accumulation is possible using VIN number. Upon which Mr. Siva explained that some software may provide such information, however the software that we are investigating does not provides the information. Mr. Siva noted that staff will be able to provide their recommendation by the end of June 2004.  
Action Recommended: 

Staff would be carrying out further investigation on VIN numbers and vehicle registration data. 
Items # 5         Briefing on Mobile Source Emissions Trading Research Task

Daivamani Sivasailam handed out his memo on the regional emissions trading program. He explained what an emissions trading program is and described various possible trading programs in the region. He talked about these programs namely inter-sector trading, inter-pollutant trading, and inter jurisdictional trading. There was discussion on feasibility and regulatory requirements of these three types of programs. Siva noted that inter jurisdictional program does not require EPA approval and can be instituted in the region. However staff recommendation was to pursue projects that are not part of the TIP for the trading program. Mr. Siva later cited the example of the taxicab program in the District in which credits can be purchased by other jurisdiction instead of more expensive TERMs.
Mr. Maurice Key raised the issue of jurisdictional tracking of emissions. He mentioned the case of emissions from power plants located in VA but power purchased by the District. Mr. Ron Kirby explained in detail the provisions of emissions credits in SIP and conformity through trading process. 

Ron Kirby mentioned the example of the WMATA CNG bus project trading in which credits could have been bought by an outside source and COG would have lost those credits for conformity analysis. He mentioned the complexities involved in this issue such as payment etc. Mr. Tom Biasiadiany mentioned that Fairfax County initiated the cleaner school bus program which is not on the tracking sheet and emissions could be traded. 
Action Recommended: 

Staff recommended taking the proposal to the TPB Technical Committee. 
