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July 16, 2003

The Honorable Phil Mendelson
Chairman
Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee
777 North Capitol Street. NE
Washington, DC 20002-4239
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The National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board (TPB) greatly
appreciates the extensive analytical work, public input, and inter-agency collaboration
that went into the development of the draft State Implementation Plan (SIP) approved
for public comment by the Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee
(MW AQC) at its May 28, 2003 meeting. As you know, the TPB is anticipating that
the Environmental Protection Agency (EP A) will be able to make an adequacy
determination on the new mobile emissions budgets contained in the draft SIP in
October of this year. This will allow the TPB to act on the conformity analysis for the
2003 Constrained Long Range Plan (CLRP) and the FY2004-2009 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) at its October meeting, and to forward the 2003 CLRP
and FY2004-2009 TIP for approval by the U.S. Department of Transportation before
the January 21,2004 expiration date of the 2000 CLRP. The TPB has been advised
that if the January 21, 2004 deadline is not met a conformity lapse will occur, under
which new highway and transit capacity expansion projects in the Washington region
will not be able to receive federal approval.

The TPB understands that MW AQC has received extensive comments on the
draft SIP during a comment period which ended on July 9, and that these comments
are currently being reviewed by MW AQC and state air agency staff. One comment
received in a letter of July 7, 2003 from EP A to the Virginia Depanment of
Environmental Quality addressed Appendix G, Emissions Reduction from
Transportation Control Measures (TCMs):

"This appendix provides sufficient technical infonnation on the
previously implemented TCMs and proposed new TCMs for
inclusion in the severe area SIP. It also states that the various
jurisdictions will make final commitments after the public
comment period ends to implement the new TCMs. The
commitments should include identification of how the TCMs
will be funded, which agency will have the responsibility for



The Honorable Phil Mendelson
July 16,2003
Page 2

implementation, a schedule for implementing them and
whether these new TCMs have been included in a previous
Transportation Improvement Program ("TIP") and/or
Transportation Plan ("Plan") for implementation or will be
included in the next TIP or Plan which is prepared. These are
the items needed to address the requirements found in Section
2.2 of ' 'Guidance on Preparing Enforceable Regulations and

Compliance Programs for the 15 Percent Rate-of-Progress
Plans," EPA-452/R-93-005, June 1993."

TPB staff members are currently working with the agencies and jurisdictions
responsible for implementing the TCMs to provide the information requested by EP A
concerning responsibility for TCM implementation, schedule, and funding sources.
This information will be forwarded to MW AQC along with the final commitment
letters in time for MW AQC' s approval action on the SIP document. Other comments
received by MW AQC concerning mobile source emissions and TCMs are currently
under review. The TPB is prepared to provide any assistance that may be required by
MW AQC and state air agency staff in responding to these comments.

The TPB recognizes that, as shown in Table II-Ion page 11-6 of the draft
SIP document (attached), mobile sources account for 30 percent and 48 percent of the
2005 emissions inventories for VOC and NOx respectively, and that continued efforts
are needed to reduce these emissions. Nevertheless, as shown in Exhibits 1 and 2 in
Appendix B of the draft SIP (attached), mobile VOC and NOx emissions have been
declining steadily since 1990 despite steady growth in vehicle miles of travel (VMT),
with reductions of 22 percent and 18 percent projected in VOC and NOx respectively
from 2002 to 2005. Further, steady reductions in mobile emissions are projected
beyond 2005 as new vehicle emissions and fuel Standards required by EP A take
effect. SubStantial investments included in the region's CLRP and TIP in transit
expansion and operations, traffic flow improvements, demand management strategies,
sidewalks and bicycle trails, and cleaner vehicles and fuels are also contributing to
this steady decline in mobile emissions over time.

The TPB appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments on the draft
SIP, and is pleased to offer any additional assistance required by MW AQC and the
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state air agencies to permit timely action by EP A on the new mobile emissions

budgets.

Sincerely,

Peter Shapiro
Chairman
National Capital Region
Transportation Planning Board
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Table 11-1
Projected Controlled 2005 Emissions vs. Modeled Attainment Emissions

NOxI Emissions!
Type

voc NOx voc voc NOx

Controlled
2005 (tpd)

(Round 6.3)

Modeled
(tpd)

Modeled
(tpd)

Controlled
2005 (tpd)

(Round 6.2)

Controlled
2005 (tpd)

(Round 6.3)

Controlled
2005 (tpd)

(Round 6.2)

109.8 109.815.6 171.1 17.3 17.3Point

61.0 62.654.3 138.3 142.2153.8Area

196.8 96.6 98.1 236.0 237.5123.5Mobile

66.8 82.2 83.293.1 69.4 71.1Non-road 48%

~
3O.

489.0 493.14359.7 515.3 321.6 328.7~Total

.Small discrepancies may result due to rounding

It is clear from the above Table 11-1 that both NOx and VOC projected controlled emissions in
the at~nt year 2005 are lower than the modeled attainment inventories and thus attainment is
demonstrated in the year 2005.

Overall Conclusion11.5

Based on the results from the July 1991 modeling, EPA's Tier 2 modeling, comparison of
projected controlled 2005 and modeled attaimrent inventory, and the two Weight of Evidence
tests; there is evidence that the Washington region will attain the I-hour ozone standard in the
year 2005.
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