Middle Rogue

Anf

DROANIZATION

METROPOLITAN PLANNING

AGENDA
Middle Rogue Metropolitan Planning Organization
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

Date: Thursday, August 6, 2015
Time: 1:30 p.m.
Location: Courtyard Conference Room, Grants Pass City Hall, 101 NW ‘A’ Street,
Grants Pass, Oregon
Phone : Sue Casavan, RVCOG, 541-423-1360
MRMPO website : www.mrmpo.org
1. Call to Order/IntroductionS/REVIEW AJENUA ........cccueiuieieiieieeie e se e se e sre e e e saesneesreenee s Chair
2. Review/Approve Minutes (AttAChMENT #1) .......c.ooiiiiiieiiie e e Chair

Action Items:

3. Air Quality Conformity ConsUIatiON ..........cccveiviiiiieie e Dan Moore

Background:

Attachments:

Action Requested:

MRMPO is continuing interagency consultation on procedures for conforming the 2015-
2018 TIP and the 2040 RTP. The Oregon Conformity Rule identifies the TAC as being
the region’s standing committee for consultation purposes.

#2 - Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan for Transportation Conformity

Review and comment on analysis plan.

4. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Chapter 5 REVIEW ..........cccocvereriiiiiniiie e, Andrea Napoli

Background:

Attachment:

The MRMPO TAC is being asked to review, provide input and comments on the Chapter
5 maps and make a recommendation to the Policy Committee.

#3 — Memo; Chapter 5 Maps (attached separately in email) and available on link below:

http://mrmpo.org/images/TAC/Meeting%20Materials/2015/Attach3 RTP Chapter5 Maps.pdf

Action Requested: Make a recommendation to the Policy Committee.

Middle Rogue Metropolitan Planning Organization, TAC Agenda 1
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5. MRIMPO UPAALE ..ottt ettt st et et e s bt et e sseesbeesbeabeesbeaneesreenbeenee e Dan Moore

B. PUDIIC COMMENT™ ...t bbbttt ettt bbb b s Chair
*(Limited to one comment per person, five minute maximum time limit)*

7. Other BUSINESS / LOCAI BUSINESS ........cuviiiiieiiiieiieite sttt bbbttt nb ettt ne e Chair
Opportunity for MRMPO member jurisdictions to talk about transportation planning projects.

ST AN | 1010 ] =T SRRSO Chair

e The next Middle Rogue MPO TAC meeting will be Thursday, September 3, at 1:30
p.m. in the Courtyard Conference Room at Grants Pass City Hall.

e The next Middle Rogue MPO Policy Committee meeting will be August 20, at 2:30
p.m. in the Courtyard Conference Room at Grants Pass City Hall.

IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT, IF YOU NEED SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN
THIS MEETING, PLEASE CONTACT SUE CASAVAN, 541-423-1360. REASONABLE ADVANCE NOTICE OF THE NEED FOR
ACCOMMODATION PRIOR TO THE MEETING (48 HOURS ADVANCE NOTICE IS PREFERABLE) WILL ENABLE US TO MAKE
REASONABLE ARRANGEMENTS TO ENSURE ACCESSIBILITY TO THIS MEETING.

Middle Rogue Metropolitan Planning Organization, TAC Agenda 2



3 Attachment 1
(Agenda Item 2)

Middle Rogue

_ ' SUMMARY MINUTES
e TROPOUTAR PLANRIG Middle Rogue Metropolitan Planning Organization
ARSI Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

June4, 2015
The following people were in attendance:
MRM PO Technical Advisory Committee

Voting Membersin Attendance:

Scott Chancey, Chairman JOCO Transit
Chuck DeJanvier Josephine County
John Vial Jackson County
Nick Fortey FHWA

lan Horlacher ODOT

Kelli Sparkman oDOT

Rick Hohnbaum Gold Hill

John Krawczyk Rogue River
Lora Glover Grants Pass

Others Present:
Lesley Orr Grants Pass Bikeways

RVCOG Staff
Dan Moore, Bunny Lincoln

1 Call to Order / Introductions/ Review Agenda
The Chairman called the meeting to order at 1:38 PM. Members introduced themselves.

2. Review / Approve Minutes
The Chairman asked if there were any changes or additions to the May meeting minutes.
Scott Chancey and Lora Glover were in attendance at the meeting.

On amotion by Rick Hohnbaum seconded by Kéelli Sparkman, the Committee unanimously
approved the minutes as presented.

Action |tems;

3. Proposed Policy for Reallocation of STP/CMAQ Surplus Funds

Dan Moore briefly reviewed the information contained in his May 27, 2015 memo, outlining the
policy on reallocation of MPO surplus CMAQ and STP funds. The policy is modeled after the
RVMPO adopted policy, and tries to cover all eventualities. The four (4) policy regulations include:
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The Policy Committee makes all final planning ad programming decisions.
Awards are given for a specific project, and are non-transferable.
3. Surplus funds are addressed in the following manner:

a. MRMPO member jurisdictions’ unexpended funds are returned to the region for
reallocation subject to adopted policy criteria. (Substitute projects may be
proposed by the original recipients. Substitute projects must be in the TIP

b. Non-MRMPO member recipients’ unexpended funds are returned to the MRMPO
region for reallocation.

4. Priority for reallocating unexpended funds will be given to projects needing additional
monies for completion.

A

Private sector projects can be considered, but must have a public agency sponsor. EXAMPLE: RV
Disposal received a CMAQ grant to convert to CNG. The actual award went to Jackson County to
be administered.

On amotion by John Vial, seconded by Rick Hohnbaum, the Committee unanimously
recommended Policy Committee approval of the Proposed Policy for Reallocation of
STP/ICMAQ Surplus Funds.

4, Regional Significance Criteria

Dan Moore presented an overview if the proposed screening criteria. The criteria are designed to
facilitate determination the regional significance of a roadway facility with respect to Air Quality
Conformity requirements, and are modeled after those adopted by the RVMPO. The criteria identify
specific projects that need to go into the TIP, and will help with RTP updates and regional
significance.

It was pointed out that, under the RVMPO policy, the Ashland bridge issue was subject to a
determination on its regional significance, and was deemed to meet the criteria.

Non-MPO exchange funds are not subject to the policy.

On amotion by Rick Hohnbaum, seconded by Chuck DeJanvier, the TAC recommended
Policy Committee approval of the Regional Significance Criteria. The motion passed
unanimously by voice vote.

5. MRM PO Planning Update -
Dan Moore presented an update on current COG activities:
e An Associate Transportation has been hired to begin work in July. He is coming from
Colorado.
e Members were asked to suggest specific skill s(s) that might pertain to the hiring of an
additional planning staff employee. Street Engineering, as opposed to Traffic Engineering
(a more specialized field), was discussed as a potential need. Someone who could do bid
documents was suggested as a viable possibility. A COG funded position remains unfilled at
this time.

6. Public Comment -
None received.

7. Other Business/ L ocal Business -
lan Horlacher said ODOT would be starting the JOCO TSP next year. John Vial commented that

2
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meetings should only be held with a full agenda, rather than just having a meeting because it is part
of a regular monthly schedule.

8. Adjournment -
The meeting was adjourned at 2:05 PM. Next meeting is July 2", depending on a full

agenda.



Attachment #2
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Middle Rogue  Middle Rogue
Metropolitan Planning Organization
’mfi?"'*’- b _ . Regional Transportation Planning

DROANIZATION

Gold Hill  Grants Pass * Rogue River « Jackson County * Josephine County « Oregon Department of Transportation

Pre-analysis Consensus Plan for Transportation Conformity

2015-40 Regional Transportation Plan
2015-18 Transportation | mprovement Program

July 22, 2015

The Middle Rogue Metropolitan Planning Organization (MRMPO) proposes the following pre-analysis
consensus plan and procedures to demonstrate transportation conformity for the 2015-40 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and the 2015-18 Transportation Improvement Program (T1P). Thisplan
is being submitted to the interagency consultation partners to solicit consensus asthe RTP and TIP are
being reviewed and finalized by the MPO committees prior to adoption in March 2016.

Purpose. The MRMPO will be adopting the 2015-40 RTP and 2015-18 TIP. Grants Pass currently has
approved maintenance plans for Carbon Monoxide (CO) and PMo. The Oregon Department of
Environmental Quality (ODEQ) developed a CO Limited Maintenance Plan (LMP) and a PM 1 LMP for
the Grants Pass area, which were submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in
April 2015. On June 24, 2015, the Rogue Valley Council of Governments (RV COG) received notice
from EPA of the adequacy for transportation conformity purposes of the motor vehicle emissions
budgets in the LMPs for the CO and PM 1o national ambient air quality standards (see Appendix A
below).

Asaresult of EPA’s adequacy finding, RV COG ODEQ, Oregon Department of Transportation
(ODQT), and the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) are not required to conduct a regional
emissions analysis for transportation conformity; however, other transportation conformity requirements
still remain such as consultation, transportation control measures, and project level analysis. Below isa
description of how the MRMPO will demonstrate transportation conformity for the 2015-40 RTP and
2015-18 TIP.

Transportation Conformity asit Applies to the Grants Pass Area

According to federal rules, while areas with approved limited maintenance plans are not required to
perform aregional emission analysis, they are required to demonstrate conformity of the transportation
plans as stated in 40 CFR part 93, subpart A.

These requirements and how the MRMPO will meet regulations in regards to the adoption of the 2040
RTP and 2015-18 TIP are presented below.

a. Transportation plans and projects provide for timely implementation of SIP transportation control
measures (TCMs) in accordance with 40 CFR 93.113;

1. Thereare no TCMsidentified in the SIPs for the Grants Pass PM 19 and CO Maintenance areas.

b. Transportation plans and projects comply with the fiscal constraint element per 40 CFR 93.108;

MRMPO is staffed by Rogue Valley Council of Governments ¢ 155 N. First St. « P O Box 3275 ¢ Central Point OR 97502 « 664-6674
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MRMPO pre-analysis consensus plan, 2015 — 2040 RTP AQCD

1. Asrequired by federal regulations, the adopted MRMPO 2040 RTP will be financially constrained,
containing only those projects that funds are identified for or ‘reasonably expected’ to be available
over the time frame of the plans.

c. The MPO’sinteragency consultation procedures meet applicable requirements of 40 CFR 93.105;

1. A draft of the Air Quality Conformity Determination (AQCD) document will be circulated to
ODOT, EPA, Oregon DEQ, FHWA, and FTA prior to adoption.

d. Conformity of transportation plansis determined no less frequently than every four years, and
conformity of plan amendments and transportation projects is demonstrated in accordance with the
timing requirements specified in 40 CFR 93.104;

1. Theequivalent State Ruleis OAR 340-252-0050 which currently specifies conformity to be
determined every three years. DEQ has proposed rulemaking to align this with federal statute.

e. Thelatest planning assumptions and emissions model are used as set forth in 40 CFR 93.110 and 40
CFR 93.111;

1. Estimates of population and employment for the area have been made, which are based on the
adopted comprehensive plans and TSPs for the MRMPO area. Assumptions regarding the
financial situation the MRMPO areais anticipated to face over the next 25 years have been
updated, in conjunction with ODOT, Josephine Community Transit, and the local jurisdictions.
Equivaent State Rule is OAR 340-252-0120 regarding the latest emissions model.

The Grants Pass area is designated as attainment for PM o and CO. EPA adequacy findings for
the CO & PM10 LMPs went into effect in June 2015. As such, no regional emissions modeling
isrequired for the conformity determination.

wnN

f. Projects do not cause or contribute to any new localized carbon monoxide or particul ate matter
violations, in accordance with procedures specified in 40 CFR 93.123; and

1. Projectsincluded in the MRMPO 2040 RTP that are required to perform hot spot analyses will
have this conducted by the project sponsors during the appropriate phase of the project.

0. Project sponsors and/or operators provide written commitments as specified in 40 CFR 93.125.

1. Project sponsors and operators will conform to the CAA requirements.

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan Page 2
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MRMPO pre-analysis consensus plan, 2015 — 2040 RTP AQCD

Appendix A — EPA Adequacy Findings

OB T UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
; ; REGION 10

% 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900

Z Seattle, WA 28101-3140

: JUN 2 42015 OFFICE OF

AlR, WASTE AND TDMICS

Mr. Dick Pedersen

Director

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
811 Southwest Sixth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97204-1390

Ee: Adequacy Finding for the Grants Pass Carbon Monoxide Limited Maintenance Plan
Dear Mr. Pedersen:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of the U.8. Environmental Protection Agency's determination
of the adequacy for transportation conformity purposes of the motor vehicle emissions budgets in the
Cranis Pass Carbon Monoxide Limiied Mainienance Plan for the carbon monoxide national ambient air
quality standard. As a result of our adequacy finding, the Rogue Valley Council of Governments, the
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality, Oregon Department of Transportation, and the 1.5
Department of Transportation are not required to conduct a regional emissions analysis for
transportation conformity; however, other transportation conformity requirements still remain such as
consultation, transportation conirol measures, and project level analysis.

The LMP was submitted to the EPA on April 22, 2015, We announced receipt of the LMP on the EPA’s
Office of Transportation and Air Quality web site on May 4, 2015 and requested public comment on the
on-road portion of the LMP by no later than June 3, 20115, We received no comments on the on-road
portion of the Plan during the comment period.

Because limited maintenance plans do not contain budgets, the adequacy review period for these
maintenance plans serves to allow the public to comment on whether the LMP option is appropriate for
these areas. This letter transmits our decision that this LMP is adequate for transportation conformity
decisions,

Pursuant to 40 CFR 93.118(e)(4) of the Transportation Conformity Rule (40 CFR part 93, subpart A},
the EPA reviewed the submitted LMP. The state of Oregon received no public comments on the LMP
during the public comment period or the associated hearing. We received no adverse comment regarding
the LMD approach to on-road emissions. As a result of our review, we believe it is appropriate to find
the LMP adequate for transportation conformity purposes while the EPA continues to review the other
aspects of the LMP. We have determined that the LMP’s approach to on-road emissions, when
considered with all other emissions sources in the Grants Pass area, is consistent with applicable
requirements for maintenance of the carbon monoxide national ambient air quality standards through the
year 2025. The LMP also meets the other adequacy criteria found in 40 CFR 93.118(e) as detailed in the
enclosed “Transportation Conformity Adequacy Review.”

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan Page 3
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MRMPO pre-analysis consensus plan, 2015 — 2040 RTP AQCD

A copy of this letter and its enclosure will be posted on the Intemet at

http:/fwww, epa.gov/otag/stateresources/transcon ffadequacy htm. The EPA’s adequacy finding for
purposes of transportation conformity is not dispositive of the EPA’s ultimate approval or disapproval of
the LMP.

The EPA intends to publish a notice of this adequacy determination in the Federal Register and the
determination will become effective 15 days after the Federal Register publication. If you have any
questions, please contact Karl Pepple of my staft at (206) 553-1778 or at pepple.karl{@epa. gov,

Ke )/Di:

ice of Air, Waste, and Toxics

Enclosure
cc;  Ms. Jazmin Marie Casas
Federal Highway Administration

Mr. Ned Conroy
Federal Transit Administration

Mg, Natalie Liljenwall
Oregon Department of Transpartation

Ms. Carole Newvine
Oregon Department of Transportation

Mr. Johnathon David
Rogue Valley Council of Governments

Ms, Michelle Eraut
Federal Highway Administration

Mr. Dave Nordberg
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

Mr. David Collier
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

Mr. Dan Moore
Rogue Valley Council of Governments

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan Page 4



Attachment #2

10

MRMPO pre-analysis consensus plan, 2015 — 2040 RTP AQCD

Enclosure to Letter Dated June 24, 2015 from Kate Kelly to Dick Pedersen
Transportation Conformity Adeguacy Review

The Grants Pass Carbon Monoxide Limited Maintenance Plan
Submitted April 22, 2015

Adequacy Determination of Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget 40 CFR 93.118 (e) (4)

(4) EPA will not find a motor vehicle emissions budget in a submitted control strategy implementation plan revision or maintenance plan o he

adequate [or transportation conformity purposes unless the following minimum criteria are satisfied:

Adeguacy Review Criteria Is this Reference in SIP Documents/Comments
Criterion
—_— Satisfied? -
(i} The submitted control strategy implementation plan Yes This plan was filed by the Governor of Oregon's designee, Joni

revision or maintenance plan was endorsed by the Hammond, Deputy Director of the Oregon Department of Environmental

Governor (or his or her designee) and was subject to a Quality (ODEQ), on April 22, 2015. The plan was the subject of a public

State public hearing; hearing beld in Grants Pass, OR on January 22, 2015, The details of the
hearing can be located in the *Staff Report Agenda ltem J of the April

— 15-16 EQC Meeling pdf” decument supplied by ODEQ.
(ii) Before the control strategy implementation plan or Yes A draft of the Grants Pass, OR Limited Maintenance Plan (LMP) and
maintenance plan was submitted to EPA, consultation supparting documentation was reviewed by EPA Region 10 and

among federal, State, and local agencies occurred; full discussed with agencies such as ODEQ), the Rogue Valley Council of

implementation plan documentation was provided ta Govemnments (RVCOG), and the City of Grants Pass prior to state

| EPA; and EPA's stated concerns, if any, were addressed; adoption by ODEQ on April 16, 201 5. In addilion, informal consultations
between EPA, ODEQ, RVCOCG. and other agencies were held as the draft
plan was being developed. EPA concerns were addressed during this
| - _consultation process.
(iii) The motor vehicle emissions budget(s) is clearly Yes Section 6 of the Grants Pass LMP demonstrates that the eriteria of the
| identificd and precisely quantified; B EPA LMP policy* are mel.
| (iv) The motor vehicle emissions budget(s), when Yes Sections § and 6 of the Grants Pass LMP demanstrate no violation of the
| considered together with all other cmissions sources, is NAAQS will oecur due lo reasonable growih projections of on-road
consistent with applicable requirements for reasonable emissions. Section 6 goes into detail about what actions will be taken by
further progress, attamment, or maintenance (whichever ODEQ if measured CO levels reach 85% of the CO NAAQS,

i relevanl to the given implementation plan submission ); Additionally, section 7 lists contingency measures, Thus, the Grants Pass
LMP is consistent with the applicable requirement of continued
mainlenance. ) |

() The motor vehicle emissions budget(s) is Yes Although EPA policy states that an emission budget is not required for

consistent with and ¢learly related to the eémissions
inventory and the control measures in the submitted
control strategy implementation plan revision or
maintenance plan; and

LMP areas, the Grants Pass LMP must be consistent with the
requirements in 40 CFR 93.113 which “provides for the timely
completion or implementation of all transporiation control measures in
the applicable implementation plan.” Sections 6 and 7 of the Giranis Pass
LMP list the contro] messures in elfeel for the area, and discuss
contingency measures,

submitted motor vehicle emissions budget, EPPA will
review the State's compilation of public comments and
response to comments that are required to be submitled
with any implementation plan. EPA will document its
consideration of such comments and responses in a letter
to the State mdicating the adeguacy of the submitted
motor vehicle emizsions budget.

(v1) Revisions to previously submitted control strategy Yes The assumplions, methods and computations used in the Grants Pass
implementation plans or maintenance plans explain and LMP area addressed in section 5 and 6. Section 6 indicates that no on-
document any changes to previously submitted budgets road control programs were modified from the previous 10-year
and control measures; impacts on point and arca source maintenance plan submitied by ODEQ. Section 7 lists conlingency
emissions; any changes (o established safety margins (see measures. Section 8 discusses verification of continued attainment
Sec. 93.101 for definition); and reasons for the changes maoving forward. Appendix D of the Grants Pase LMP provides additicnal
(including the basis for any changes related to emission detail on inventory preparations.
factors or eatimates of vehicle miles traveled).

93.118 (e) (5) Before determining the adequacy of a Yes The State supplicd proof of public notices and a public hearing. ODEQ

received no comments on this LMP.

(Agenda Item 3)

*Memoerandum: Limited Maintenance Plan Option for Nonclassifiable CO Nonattainmeni Areas, Octeber 6, 1993, Joseph W. Paisie, Group Leader,

Integrated Policy and Strategies Group

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan

Page 5
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MRMPO pre-analysis consensus plan, 2015 — 2040 RTP AQCD

\}ﬁmsr‘l% UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
] ] REGION 10
=] % 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 800
x Seattle, WA 98101-3140

AL

JUN 242015 oFFICE OF

AIR, WASTE AND TOXICS

Mr. Dick Pedersen

Director

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
E11 SW Bixth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97204-1390

Re: Adeguacy Finding for the Grants Pass PM g Limited Maintenance Plan
Dear Mr. Pedersen:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency’s détermination
of the adequacy for transportation confarmity purposes of the motor vehicle emissions budgets in the
Granis Pass PMu Limited Maintenance Plan for the PMpnational ambient air quality standard. As a
result of our adequacy finding, the Rogue Valley Council of Governments, the Oregon Department of
Environmental Quality, Oregon Depariment of Transportation, and the U8, Department of
Transportation are not required to conduct a regional emissions analysis for transporiation conformity;
however, other transportation conformity requirements still remain such as consultation, transportation
control measures, and project level analvsis,

The LMP was submitted to the EPA on Apnl 22, 2015, We announced receipt of the LMP on the EPA’s
Office of Transportation and Air Quality web site on May 4, 20135, and requested public comment on the
on-road portion of the LMP by no later than June 3, 2015, We received no comments on the on-road
portion of the Plan during the comment period.

Because limited maintenance plans do not contain budgets, the adequacy review period for these
maintenance plans serves to allow the public to comment on whether LMP option is appropriate for
these arens. This letter transmits our decision that this LMP is adeguate for transportation conformity
decisions,

Pursuant to 40 CFR 93.118(e){4) of the Transportation Conformity Rule (40 CFR part 93, subpart A),
the EPA reviewed the submitted LMP. The state of Oregon received no public comments on the LMP
during the public comment period or the associated hearing. We received no adverse comment regarding
the LMP approach to on-road emissions. As a result of our review, we believe it is appropriate to find
the LMP adequate for transportation conformity purposes while the EPA continues to review the other
azpeets of the LMP. We have determined that the LMP's approach to on-road emissions, when
considered with all other emissions sources in the Grants Pass area, is consistent with applicable
requirements for maintenance of the PM o national ambient air quality standards through the vear 2025,
The LMP also meets the other adequacy criteria found in 40 CFR 93.118(e) as detailed in the enclosed
“Transportation Conformity Adequacy Review."

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan Page 6
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MRMPO pre-analysis consensus plan, 2015 — 2040 RTP AQCD

A copy of this letter and 1ts enclosure will be posted on the Internet at
http://www.cpa.goviotaq/stateresources/transcon/adequacy htm. The EPA's adequacy finding for
purposes of transportation conformity is not dispositive of the EPA’s ultimate approval or disapproval of
the LMP.

The EPA intends to publish a notice of this adequacy determination in the Federal Register and the
determination will become effective 15 days after the Federal Regiseer publication. If you have any
questions, please contact Karl Pepple of my staff at (206) 553-1778 or at pepple.karl{@epa.gov.

Enclosure

ce:  Ms, Jazmin Marie Casas
Federal Highway Administration

Mr, Ned Conroy
Federal Transit Administration

Ms. Matalie Liljenwall
Oregon Department of Transportation

Ms. Carole Newvine
Oregon Department of Transportation

Mr. Johnathon David
Rogue Valley Council of Governments

Ms. Michelle Eraut
Federal Highway Administration

Mr. Dave Nordberg
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

Mr. David Collier
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

Mr. Dan Moore
Rogue Valley Council of Governments

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan Page 7
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Enclosure to Letter Dated June 24, 2015 from Kate Kelly to Dick Pedersen
Transportation Conformity Adequacy Review

The Girants Pass PM g Limited Maintenance Plan
Submitted April 22, 2015

(Agenda Item 3)

{4) EPA will not find a motor vehicle emissions budget in a submitted control strategy implementation plan revision or maintenance plan to be
adequate for transportation conformity purposes unless the following minimum criteria are satisfied:

‘motor vehicle emissions budget,

submiited motor vehicle emissions budget, EPA will
review the State's compilation of public comments and
response to comments that are required to be submitted
with any implementation plan. EPA will document its
eonsideration of such comments and responses in a letter
Lo the State indicating the adequacy of the submitted

Adeguaey Review Criteria Iy this Reference in SIP Documents/Commenis
Criterion
Satisfied? o

(i) The submitted control strategy implementation plan Yes This plan was filed by the Governor of Cregon’s designee, Joni
revision or maintenance plan was endorsed by the Hammend, Deputy Director of the Oregon Department of Environmental
Govenor (or his or her designee) and was subject 1o a Quality (ODEQ), on April 22, 2015, The plan was the subject of a public
State public hearing; hearing held in Grants Pass, OR on Janvary 22, 2015, The details of the

hearing can be located in the “StafT Report Agenda Tiem T of the April
15-16 EQC Meeting pdf” document supplied by ODEQ.

(11} Before the conirol strategy implementation plan or Yes A draft of the Grants Pass, OR Limited Maintenance Plan (LMP) and
maintenance plan was submitted to EPA, consuliation supporting documentation was reviewed by EPA Region 10 and
amang federal, State, and local agencies occurred: full discussed with agencies such as ODEQ, the Rogue Valley Council of
implementation plan documentation was provided to Governments (RVCOG), and the City of Grants Pass prior to state
EPA; and BPA's slated concems, il any, were addressed; adoption by ODEQ on April 16, 2015, In addition, informal consultations

between EPA, ODEQ, RVCOG, and other agencies were held as the dmllt
plan was being developed. EPA concerns were addressed durning this
(= i consultation process. ) -

(iii) The motor vehicle emissions budget(s) is clearly Yes Section 5 of the Grants Pass LMP discusses the criferia to meet the LMP

identified and precisely quantified; requirements, Appendix C demonstrates that the criteria of the EPA LMP
a i policy* are met for on-road purposes.

{iv) The motor vehicle emissions budget(s), when Yes Sections 6 and 7 of the Granls Pass LMP demonstrate no violation of the
considered together with all other emissions sources, is NAAQS will oceur due to reasenable growth projections of on-road
consistent with applicable requirements for reasonable emissions, with supporting caleulations found in Appendix C. Section 9
lurther progress, attainment, or mainienance {whichever goes into detail about what actions will be taken by ODEQ if PMp levels
is relevant to the given implementation plan submission); reach 98 microprams per cubic meter. Thus, the Grants Pass LMP is

consistent with the applicable requirement of continued maintenance.

(%) The motor vehicle emissions budget(s) is Yes Although EPA policy states thot an coussion budget is not required for
consistent with and clearly related 1o the emissions LMP areas, the Grants Pass LMP must be congisient with the
inventory and the control measures in the submitted requirements in 40 CFR 93.113 which “provides for the timely
control sirategy implementation plan revision or completion or implementation of all transportation control measures in
maintenance plan; and the applicable implementation plan.” Sections 7 and 8 of the Grants Pass

LMP list the control measures in effect for the ares, and discuss
COnNEency measures.
(i) Revisions lo previously submitted control strategy Yes The assumptions, methods and compuotations used in the Grants Pass
implementation plans or maintenance plans explain and LMP area addressed in section 7, 8, and Appendix C. Section 7 indicates
document any changes to previously submitted budgets that no on-road control programs were modified from the previous 10-
and contro] measures; impacts on point and area source year maintenance plan submitted by ODEQ. Section 8 discusses
emissions; any changes to established safety margins (see contingency mepsures. Section 9 discusses verification of continued
| Sec. 93.101 for definition); and reasons for the changes attainment moving forward. Appendices B and D of the Grants Pass LMP
| (ineluding the basis for any changes related to emission provides additional detail on invenlory proparations.

{actors or estimates of vehicle miles traveled).

03,118 (e} (5) Before determining the adequacy of a Yies The State supplied proof of public notices and a public hearing. ODEQ

received no comments on this LMP,

*Memorandum: Limited Maintenance Plan Option for Moderate PMis Nonattainment Areas, August 21, 2001, Lydia Wegman, Director AQSSD

MRMPO Pre-Analysis Consensus Plan

Page 8
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Attachment #3
(Agenda Item 4)

Middle Rogue Middle Rogue
Metropolitan Planning Organization
’F’Lﬁ&?’“"'ﬁ- Regional Transportation Planning

DRCGANIZATION

Gold Hill » Grants Pass ¢ Rogue River « Jackson County « Josephine County * Oregon Department of Transportation

DATE: July 27, 2015
TO: MRM PO Technical Advisory Committee
FROM: Andrea Napoli, AICP, Senior Planner

SUBJECT: MRMPO Regional Transportation Plan, Chapter 5— Draft Maps

Chapter 5 of the MRMPO RTP is the Existing Transportation System chapter. It contains the following
sections:

1. Roadways 4. Parking 7. Plan Consistency

2. Transit System 5. Transportation Options

3. Bike and Pedestrian System 6. Air, Rail, Waterways

Chapter 5 Maps

There are a number of 11x17 maps at the end of Chapter 5 that provide information visually for the
Roadway, Transit, and Bicycle/Pedestrian Network sections. The following maps have been created:

Map: Data Sources:

5-1 Roadway Jurisdiction oDOoT

5-2 Functional Classification oboT

5-3 Number of Roadway Lanes ODOT, Josephine Co., City of Grants
Pass, City of Rogue River, Jackson Co.

5-4 Pavement and Bridge Condition ODOT

5-5a State Highway Average Daily Truck ODOT

Traffic

5-5b Freight Ton Mileage oDOT

5-6 Transit Routes Josephine Community Transit, City of
Grants Pass

5-7 Bicycle / Pedestrian Network Josephine Co., Jackson Co., City of

Grants Pass, Google Street View

The purpose of the maps is to present information in a visual form that is easy to interpret.

The MRMPO TAC is being asked to review, provide input and comments on the Chapter 5 maps, and
make a recommendation to the Policy Committee.

MRMPO is staffed by Rogue Valley Council of Governments ¢ 155 N. First St. « P O Box 3275 ¢ Central Point OR 97502 « 664-6674
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