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MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

December 15, 2008

Project Description

General

The purpose of the proposed I-81 Project is to improve safety, traffic flow and reduce congestion. I-81 within Maryland is a four lane major Interstate highway that provides access for vehicles traveling between Pennsylvania to the north and West Virginia to the south. Traffic increases over time will primarily be comprised of though trips.  Traffic volumes are shown in Table 1 though Table 4.  In order to improve vehicular access between adjacent states, address safety, operational, and congestion concerns along I-81 in Washington County, the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) is proposing the following roadway safety and operational improvements in the I-81 roadway and interchanges.  

Build Alternative

The I-81 Improvement Project consist of the inside (toward the median) widening of existing I-81 from four lane to six lanes, which would then be separated by a concrete barrier.  The project also includes interchange improvements consisting of a two-lane C-D ramp extending from the I-70 interchange to the Halfway Boulevard interchange, which would serve to separate slower moving traffic entering and exiting the interstate from the mainline traffic.  Both interchanges would be modified in order to connect with the C-D ramps.  Additional interchange improvements providing longer acceleration/deceleration lanes and wider shoulders at selected exits along the corridor would be included, and interchange radii would be improved to current design standards where necessary. Finally, the project includes the widening of the existing Maugan’s Avenue ramp to two-lanes entering I-81 southbound.
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Transportation Conformity 

The I-81 Project is located in Washington County, Maryland which is in Martinsburg, WV – Hagerstown, MD Region (Washington County in Maryland, and Berkeley County in West Virginia). This area was designated as nonattainment for PM2.5 on January 5, 2005 by the U.S Environmental Protection Agency. This designation became effective on April 5, 2005, 90 days after EPA’s published action in the Federal Register. Transportation conformity for the PM2.5 standards applied on April 5, 2006, after the one-year grace period provided by the Clean Air Act.

On March 10, 2006, EPA issued amendments to the Transportation Conformity Rule to address localized impacts of particulate matter: "PM2.5 and PM10 Hot-Spot Analyses in Project-level Transportation Conformity Determinations for the New PM2.5 and Existing PM10 National Ambient Air Quality Standards" (71 FR 12468).  These rule amendments require the assessment of localized air quality impacts of Federally-funded or approved transportation projects in PM10 and PM2.5 nonattainment and maintenance areas deemed to be projects of air quality concern
. Projects that require hotspot analysis for PM2.5 are those projects that are Projects of Air Quality Concern as enumerated in 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1):

(i) New or expanded highway projects that have a significant number of or significant increase in diesel vehicles;

(ii) Projects affecting intersections that are at Level-of-Service D, E, or F with a significant number of diesel vehicles, or those that will change to Level-of-Service D, E, or F because of increased traffic volumes from a significant number of diesel vehicles related to the project;

(iii) New bus and rail terminals and transfer points that have a significant number of diesel vehicles congregating at a single location;

(iv) Expanded bus and rail terminals and transfer points that significantly increase the number of diesel vehicles congregating at a single location; and

(v) Projects in or affecting locations, areas, or categories of sites which are identified in the PM10 or PM2.5 applicable implementation plan or implementation plan submission, as appropriate, as sites of violation or possible violation.

As discussed in the examples to the preamble to the March 10, 2006 Final Rule for PM2.5 and PM10 Hot-Spot Analyses in Project-Level Transportation Conformity Determinations (71FR12491), for projects involving the expansion of an existing highway, 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1)(i) has been interpreted as applying only to projects that would involve a significant increase in the number of diesel transit buses and diesel trucks on the existing facility.  This has been further clarified in a proposed rule amendment as ''EPA is proposing to clarify this provision as ``New highway projects that have a significant number of diesel vehicles, and expanded projects that have a significant increase in the number of diesel vehicles.”

Conformity Determination

SHA has prepared the following analysis of the proposed improvements:

1. The existing traffic conditions in the I-81 corridor have deteriorated due to changes in land use and increase in vehicle traffic since its initial construction. This deteriorated condition is most evident by geometric deficiencies in ramp configurations and acceleration/deceleration ramps that have created merge and weave problems within the project area. The purpose of the proposed reconstruction of I-81 is to improve the operation and safety of I-81 within Maryland, rather than increasing the through capacity of I-81 as a whole. As part of the I-81 traffic studies a sophisticated traffic operations simulation model, called CORSIM, was developed. This model determined that deficiency with existing I-81 is the product of failed traffic operations at the numerous interchanges resulting in congestion and reduced safety due to the large number of merges required, especially between the Halfway Boulevard Interchange and the I-70 Interchange. The CORSIM model demonstrates that the proposed improvement will improve the operation and therefore the safety of these merges.

2. Traffic data is presented herein for the existing year (2008) and the Design Year (2030). The existing Average Daily Traffic (ADT) and the projected 2030 No-Build and Build ADT for I-81, I-70 and Halfway Boulevard as shown in Tables 1 through 4 represent the unconstrained user demand. The traffic data provides worse case traffic volumes on critical roadway links. Based upon SHA staff interpretation of refined output from the Hagerstown / Eastern Panhandle Metropolitan Planning Organization (HEPMPO) regional travel demand model, travel demand forecasts were determined for No-Build and Build conditions. Average Daily Traffic on the Build section is expected to increase over the No-build ADT.  This increase in ADT is not significant, however for the following reasons: 

a. The improvements along the Maryland section of I-81 are designed to accommodate future peak period demand on the study segment solely, thereby improving the operation and safety of the traveling public. These improvements are not intended to increase roadway capacity or to induce traffic in the off-peak periods.
b. Although there will be some slight increase between No-build ADT and Build due to changes in local land use resulting from a more efficient I-81, through traffic is not expected to change. This is generally due to the fact that the four-lane sections of I-81 immediately adjacent to Maryland in West Virginia and in Pennsylvania are not proposed to be improved within the time frame of the Long Range Transportation Plans (LRTP) for those areas, and therefore were not included in the regional Conformity Determination. Thus these nearby adjacent sections of I-81 that will remain four-lane sections will have the effect of metering through traffic entering the improved six-lane section of I-81 within Maryland.
c. Although there are alternate north-south interstate routes including I-95 to the east and I-79 to west, the number of trucks using I-81 to by-pass the congested Baltimore/Washington DC metropolitan area is an interstate concern rather than an intrastate (regional) concern. North-South trips that begin from the eastern portion of Maryland will tend to use I-95 around Washington DC rather traveling the great distance west to I-81. Trips that begin in the central and western parts of Maryland will use I-81 or I-79 depending on their destination. These trips would not change with improvements to I-81. Interstate trips that begin in distant states to the north or south may used I-95, I-81 or I-79 depending on many factors that affect traffic flow from the origin of the trip to the trip destination. SHA, together with other states throughout the country, have initiated a study determine how traffic moves between the various states and what factors most significantly affect traffic flow. Because this study is in its initial phase, data in not yet available; therefore at the current time is not possible to determine what, if any, effect the proposed improvements will have on traffic traveling between states
d. Users will take the shortest origin-destination path. 

e. During peak traffic periods, diversion from what is the shortest path of travel between origin/destination points to alternate routes would not be attractive to the majority of users. Traffic conditions on these alternative routes are generally as bad or worse than conditions on I-81 during these peak travel periods.  Significant congestion, slower speeds and numerous traffic lights translate into longer travel times along these alternate routes. During off-peak periods, an uncongested I-81 will be equally attractive to users for either the No-build or Build condition. 

3. The I-81 Project will not have a significant increase in number of trucks due to construction of the project. Although as previously discussed, ADT will increase slightly, based on a memorandum from SHA dated October 27, 2008 the percent of diesel truck traffic is not expected to change between the Build and No-Build conditions. The total daily number of trucks at the I-81/I-70/Halfway Blvd. Interchange will increase by 1,385 from No-build to Build conditions. The number of trucks does not significantly increase for the following reasons:

a. Depicted diesel truck percentages represent the amount of light, medium and heavy diesel truck activity along a given roadway segment in accordance with FHWA's 13 vehicle classification guidelines.  Existing percentages are derived from 48-hour portable classified count data. Without the addition of significant truck land use generators to the traffic influence area, truck percentages would remain relatively unchanged between the No-Build and Build conditions. Current truck origin-destination patterns will dictate future patterns, unless changes are made in policy or there is a significant influx in truck generators to the traffic influence area - neither of which has been assumed by the approved Regional Transportation model. 

b. Trucks, which are the primary emitter of mobile source PM2.5, will tend to stay on I-81 since the alternative routes would require frequent stop/start conditions due to traffic signals, and may not have lane widths, roadway grades, and curves that suit these types of vehicles. In addition, since the majority of trucks on I-81 are traveling through Maryland between West Virginia and Pennsylvania, the drivers would not be familiar with alternative routes within Maryland. Similarly other users, primarily local drivers traveling alternative routes under the No-build condition, will tend to remain on these alternative routes for local trip use due to non-congestion-related reasons such as route familiarity, and aggressive driving associated with higher speeds on I-81
4. The I-81 Improvement Project also does not meet the criteria set forth in 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1)(ii), as amended, to be considered a project of air quality concern because it affects interchanges that will not “change to Level-Of-Service D, E or F because of increased traffic volumes from a significant increase in number of diesel vehicles related to the project.” The I-81 Project will improve the operation and safety of affected interchanges. 
5. Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act and the federal conformity rule require that transportation plans and programs conform to the intent of the state air quality implementation plan (SIP) through a regional emissions analysis in PM2.5 nonattainment areas.  The Long Range Multi-Modal Transportation Plan from the HEPMPO has been determined to conform to the intent of the SIP. HEPMPO is the federal and state designated regional transportation planning organization that serves as a forum for cooperative decision making in the three-county region of Berkeley and Jefferson Counties in West Virginia and Washington County, Maryland. On March 21, 2007, HEPMO adopted the 2008-2011 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for this region. The current conformity determination is consistent with the final conformity rule found in 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93. This project conforms to the SIP as it originates from a conforming TIP and transportation plan. In this TIP, the I-81 project is listed as “a study of widening and interchange improvements” This is consistent with the currently proposed I-81 project, which consists of inside widening of I-81 and various interchange and ramp improvements.  Therefore, the project comes from a conforming plan and program in accordance with 40 CFR 93.115. Conformity to the purpose of the SIP means that the transportation activity will not cause new air quality violations, worsen existing violations, or delay timely attainment of the relevant national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS or “standards”).

Conclusions

Based on review and analysis as discussed above, it is determined that the I-81 Project meets the Clean Air Act and 40 CFR 93.109 requirements.  These requirements are met for particulate matter without a project-level hot-spot analysis, since the project has not been found to be a project of air quality concern as defined under 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1).  Since the project meets the Clean Air Act and 40 CFR 93.109 requirements, the project will not cause or contribute to a new violation of the PM2.5 NAAQS, or increase the frequency or severity of a violation.

Interagency Consultation

Comments were received from MDE on December 2, 2008. These were addressed as describe in an errata, which is included hereinafter. By email dated December 16, 2008 the above analysis was approved by SHA and FHWA, and sent to EPA and MDE for Interagency Consultation. On December 31, 2008 approval was received from EPA and MDE. FHWA, SHA EPA and MDE agreed with the conclusion that the I-81 Improvement Project is not a project of air quality concern under 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1). As no other comments were received within the fifteen day Interagency Consultation period (December 31, 2008), this Conformity Determination will be placed on SHA’s website for a 15 day pubic review and comment period.  Refer to the attached emails.
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No-Build vs. Build.
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	Diesel Truck Percentage is 30.81% 
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	TABLE  2
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	2008 

Existing
	
	2030 No-Build
	2030 Build
	Change: 2030 

No-Build vs. Build.

	ADT volumes
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	Percent of Diesel Trucks - %ADT
	Diesel Truck Percentage is 21.35% 
	
	
	
	

	
	Assumption would be made that the diesel truck percentage would be 21.35%
	
	
	 

	
	for future No-Build/Build conditions. Actual truck volumes would increase proportional
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	Daily Diesel Truck Volumes
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Halfway Blvd.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	2008 

Existing
	
	2030 No-build
	2030 Build
	Change: 2030

No-Build vs. Build.

	ADT volumes
	
	34,425
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	53,425
	
	54,725
	
	
	1,300

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Percent of Diesel Trucks - %ADT
	Diesel Truck Percentage is 10.61% 
	
	
	
	

	
	Assumption would be made that the diesel truck percentage would be 10.61%
	
	
	 

	
	for future No-Build/Build conditions. Actual truck volumes would increase proportional
	
	 

	
	to increase in overall traffic.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Daily Diesel Truck Volumes
	
	3,652
	
	5,668
	
	5,806
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	TABLE  4

Total: I-81/I-70/Halfway Blvd.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	2008 

Existing
	
	2030 No-Build
	2030 Build
	Change: 2030 

No-Build vs. Build.

	ADT volumes
	
	173,050
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	248,350
	
	254,350
	
	
	6,000

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Percent of Diesel Trucks - %ADT
	Average Diesel Truck Percentage is 23.11% for Interchange
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Daily Diesel Truck Volumes
	
	40,382
	
	57,414
	
	58,799
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1,385


ERRATA

DECEMBER 2008 (Revised)

I-81 PM 2.5 Analysis

Responses to MDE Comments (11/02/08)

· Comment:  Document references a March 23, 2003 memo (not included in the document) from SHA describing why no increase in the percentage of trucks is expected.  The document states "Without the addition of significant truck land use generators to the traffic influence area, truck percentages would remain relatively unchanged between the No-Build and Build conditions."  Yet distribution centers for the following companies have located in Washington County:  FedEx, Lowe's, Staples, Tractor Supply, Petsmart, Lennox, and Radio Shack, several since that memo was written.  No documentation was given concerning demographic updates to the regional travel model.  It seems as though a no local growth scenario may not be accurate and truck percentages may in fact increase.

Response:  The traffic data has been updated based on current regional traffic modeling and a review of traffic and truck generators in the area. The results of this reanalysis are shown in the included Traffic Memorandum from SHA dated October 27, 2008.  These results indicate that there will be a change in ADT and number of trucks between the No-build and Build conditions. This increase is the result of additional development that may occur with the Build condition due to the reduction of congestion and improved traffic flow and safety after construction of the proposed improvements in Maryland and possible future improvements in PA and WVA that were included in the Long Range Transportation Plans for those areas. These transportation plans cover a 6-year planning period. Although there may be additional future improvements in PA and WVA, the studies for these improvements have not progressed to the point that they are included in the Long Rang Transportation Plan (CLRP), and were not included in regional traffic and air quality analyses performed by HEPMPO for these areas. As such, they could not be considered in the traffic analyses performed by SHA.  Determination of the number of trucks was part of the both the regional analysis performed by HEPMPO and SHA. It has been determined that the truck traffic will grow in proportion with the total traffic. 

· Comment:  The presumed reason for the 24 additional lane miles of interstate highway is safety and not added capacity, yet no safety data is included.  The document states that the project is proposed "In order to improve vehicular access between adjacent states" yet since both Pennsylvania and West Virginia will be maintaining their current configuration, the improvements in Maryland will not facilitate access between adjacent states during congested periods and are probably not necessary at other times.

Response:  The purpose of the I-81 Improvement Project is to improve safety and traffic operations along I-81 from the West Virginia State line to the Pennsylvania State line.  We have attached an excerpt from the Alternatives Retained for Detailed Study package that details the safety data for the project area.  

The existing traffic conditions in the I-81 corridor have deteriorated due to changes in land use; increases in vehicle traffic (passenger cars, trucks and buses); and geometric deficiencies in ramp configurations and acceleration/deceleration ramps that have created merge and weave problems within the project area. As part of the above described traffic studies a sophisticated traffic operations simulation model, called CORSIM, was developed. This model determined that, as discussed above, the problem with existing I-81 is operations at the numerous interchanges including congestion and reduced safety due to the large number of merges required, especially between the Halfway Boulevard Interchange and the I-70 Interchange. The CORSIM model demonstrates that the proposed improvement will improve the operation and therefore the safety of these numerous merges.

By reducing congestion at the interchanges and improving operation and safety the proposed improvements would address the purpose and need of the project, improving vehicular movements between the two states (PA and WVA).  This will be further explained in the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI.)
Adjacent states are also studying improvements to the corridor.  Pennsylvania has current studies that encompass over 77 miles of I-81 from the Maryland State line to Lebanon Co. in PA. WV is conducting different improvement studies along I-81, with some roadway and bridge widening studies funded for construction. Virginia is studying capacity, safety and operational improvements along I-81 to be completed by 2035. They are pursuing toll facilities as a possible funding mechanism for these improvements. Virginia is widening Marlowe Bridge (five miles from the MD State line) to six lanes. Studies are also being undertaken to widen other sections of I-81 to six-lanes. They are also completing short-term improvements to address safety and operations along I-81.   As discussed above those improvements that are part of the LRTP and therefore part of the regional traffic analysis performed by HEPMPO, were included in the SHA traffic analysis. Those that are not in the CLRP are not included.

· Comment:  The document notes that the interstate primarily supports through traffic yet no consideration is given to fact it will present a very attractive bypass route for the Washington DC area as the Maryland and Virginia improvements are made putting enormous pressure on West Virginia to increase capacity on its portion of I-81.

Response:  The number of trucks using I-81 to by-pass the Washington DC area is an interstate concern rather than an intrastate concern. North-South trips that begin from the eastern portion of Maryland will tend to use I-95 around Washington DC rather than traveling the great distance west to I-81. Trips that begin from the central and western parts of Maryland will use I-81 or I-79 depending on their destination. These trips would not change with improvements to I-81. Interstate trips that begin in states to the north or south may use I-95, I-81 or I-79 depending on many factors that affect traffic flow from the origin of the trip to the trip destination. SHA, together with other states throughout the country, are initiating a study to determine how traffic moves between the various states and what factors most significantly affect traffic flow. Because this study is just in its initial phase, data is not yet available; and therefore at the current time is not possible to determine what, if any effect the proposed improvements will have on traffic traveling between states, such as upstate New York to western Virginia. The regional traffic analysis performed by HEPMPO and the traffic analysis performed by SHA for this project is, in part, based on traffic counts along the existing roads; these counts include both interstate trips and intrastate trips.
· Comment: No one has offered comments on my question regarding whether the I-81 project has actually been modeled in the regional transportation analysis rather than simply appearing as a study.  The question arises as to how mobile emission estimates might be affected when actual emissions including area growth are calculated for 2008 and beyond and whether these emissions have been accounted for in the SIP.

Response:  The I-81 Improvement Project area falls into the Hagerstown MPO Model Area, and was included in the Long Range Transportation Plan and the regional analysis. This was conformed by Ms. Jill Baker, the Air Quality Analyst with HEPMPO. A copy of this email is attached.  
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the pesk periods of the typical day, with LOS “D” (spproaching unstable flow) or better generally
considered acceptable for highways in urban and subusban arcas. At LOS “E", volumes are near or at
the capacity of the highway. LOS “F" represemts conditions in which there arc operational
breakdowns with top-and-go traffic and extremely long delays a signalzed intersections

Currently, 1:81 operates at levels of service ranging from “A” to “D" with the interchange at 170
operating at Level of Service “D". By 2025, with the increase in rafic volumes, the Level of Service
‘long the mainine will deterorce o Level of Service “E" with the 170 interchange falling o Level
of Service "F".

Teaffic Safety ~ From January 1997 o December 2000, there have been 276 eported acsidens along
the 181 mainine. The average accident ate for this study secton was 39 accideats for every 100
“milin rils o travel (scc/100 mvm). This accident rae is ower than th satewide average accident
Tte of 54 acc/100 mvm for all similar highways now under state mainenance.  The sccident
experience fo the study i isted in Table 2.

Table 2: 1-81 Mailine Accident Data
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TSiguificantly higher than the statewide average rate

Of the toal number of iccidents, 101 involved heavy trucks, 103 involved fixed Gbject 10, 65 were
cear-ond collisions and 35 were sideswipe collsions. The raes for fatal sccidents and truck related
Sccidents were significantly higher than the standard averag rate or simlar types of highways.

Over the. past thiee years, from January 1998 to December 2001, 101 accidents occued on the
oterchange ramps along 181 from West Virginia sae line 10 the Pennsylvaria stte line. Roughly,
50% (51 of 101) of those accidents occurred on the 1-70 interchange ramps. Approximetly 47% of
e 170 accidents (24 of S1) involved heavy trucks. Nine (9)of those 24 truck accidens cccurred
e loop ramp in the south quadrant of the interchange, EB 170 0 181 NB, where trck drivers were
excending th speed imit and overtumed their vehicles (see Table 3 Inierchange Safey Summary).
Master Plan Consistency and Intermedal Connecrivis.

“The proposed project is consisent with the Comprehensive Plan for Washingion County adopted in
1981 and subsequent amendments (o the plan. The 181 projet s Jocaied within the Hagerstown,
Regional Growth Area and th Priorty Funding Area (PFA) designated by Washington Coussy. The
intent o the Smart Growth Areas Act (1997) s o limit sprawl and direct stae fonding for growta
elaied rojecs toviard County-designated Prority Funding Aceas.

The Hagerstown Regional Airport i Jocated off Showalier Road, between 81 and US 11 The
airpor provides daily passenger service by US Airways Express to and from Pitsburgh and.
Baltimore-Washingion Internasional Airport (W), The “Hub Ciry” of Hagersiown is located cas: of
1181 and provides three rail lines operating in Washington County ~ CSXT, Norfolk Southern and the:
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ATIN:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT.

Inresponse o

Assistant Division Chief
Environmental Planning Division

Ms. Alexis Zimmerer

Morteza Tadayon, Chicf
Travel Forecasting Division
Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering

October 27,2008

Washington County

181 (West Virginia Stat Line to Pennsylvania Stte Line)
Project Number: WAI28B11

Eavironmental TrafTc Data

your recent request for Environmental Traffic Data for the subject project, we

offer the following informaion:

Pennsyivania Stae Line Duid 205 Buia
Average Daily Traffic (ADT) forors 109650
Design Hour Volume (DHVY: ™ ™
Directionl Disribution of DHV: 9% 7%
Percent Trucks - ADT: 4% 3%
Percent Tucks - DIV 2% %

+ No-Build (one-way fo fourane divided reeway)— 3278 vph/ 60 mph

« Build (one-way for i

P——

ne divided freeway) - 4965 vph/ 60 mph

My g mberoh e runber s —
bapland Ry Sevice o Impared oo o, L300 TSS 58 S ol Free

707 North e St Btior, Maylnd 21202 - Froe: 10345030 - wwinrynddscom
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Page Two

ADT and Design Hour Breakdown of Trucks:
LIGHT MEDIUM  HEAVY TOTAL
Oaso%  1200%  LS0%  3.190%
0aS0% 2% 200s%  30810%
0o Zam 068 4000
LGHT — MEDIUM HEAVY  TOTAL
0240%  13S0%  130%  2930%
2% L3S0 Zdm%  2500%

0480%  2700%  24820%  28000%

DMlam  139%  DNdpm o S6d%
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Zamdam 7% dpmdpm  609%
amdam  201%  pmdpm  709%
daman  230%  dpmpm 610%
sambam  312%  Spmpm  S95%
Gm7am  39T%  Gpmipm  S3%
Tamdam  476%  Tpmpm  445%
BamSam  SOM%  SpmOpm  388%
Sam-ltam  53V%  9pmeipm  319%
1oan-llam 545%  1opmellpm 252%
MmN 574% oM 162%
Toul  10000%

1 you have any questions, please contact the wrter or Mr. Robert Piazza at 410-345-5645.

By:
Scott Holcomb.
Travel Forecasting Division

e Mr. George Small
Ms. Heather Lowe





[image: image8.png]‘Subject: FW: Long Range Multi-Modal Transportation Plan,
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2008 11:23 AM

From: Michael Kelly <mkelly@wtbco.com>

Conversation: Long Range Multi-Modal Transportation Plan,

From: Baker, Jill (mailto:Jsakerfuashco-nd.net]!
Sent: Tharsday, une 29, 2006 5133 AN
o: Laura Auetl

Sibjest: RE: Long Range Multi-Modal Transportation Plan, job #500-030.161
I

h

.81 is included in both the LRIP and Conformity Analysis for the HERMFO!
azeat

From: Laura Aust (mailtorlausc@wtboo.con]!
Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2008 9102 A

To: saker, 3ilil

Subject: fong Range Malti-odal Transportation Plan, job #500-030.161
I

h
Desr s, paker, !

2work for the Wilson T. 5allard Company, Consulting Engineers. I ami
curzently working on a project that invoives a section of Interstate 81 int
Washington County, M. The information I need is whether -1 is included!
inthe Long Ranga Multi-Modal Transportation Plan and if 181 is included in
the regional enissions anaiysis. If you could raspond back o me at your!
sarliest convenience, T would really appreciate it:!

I

Sincesely, !

Zaura mubti

¥

he wilson T. Ballard co.l

17 Guynns wil1 ozt

Ouingt Mills, WD 211171

(410) 363-0150 phonat

(410) 3637811 Baxi

Laustutbeo.comt





[image: image9.png]‘Subject: 1-81 PM2.5 Analysis
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2008 9:14 AM

From: Gary Green <GGreen@sha.state.md.us>

To: "King, Denise” <Denise.King@hwa.dot.gov>, <kotsch. martin@epamal.epa.gov>,
‘<rudnick.barbara@epamail.gov>, <cfranks@mde state.md.us>, <bhug@mde.state.ma.us>,
<Dan.Johnson@fhwa.dot.gov->, <mthompson@washco-md.net, Michael Kelly
<mkeily@wtbeo.com>, Donald Sparklin <DSparkiin@sha.state. md.us>, Dennis Atkins
<DAtins@sha.state.md.us>, Joseph Kressiein <JKressiein@sha.state.md.us>, Heather Lowe
<HLowe@sha.state.md,us>, Alexis Zimmerer <AZimmerer@sha,state,md.us>
Conversation: I-61 PM2.5 Analysis

Hollooveryone:

Attached s the rovised PM2.5 Conformty Determinaton for o 181 Improvement Project from the West Virginia
State Line o the Pennsyvaria Sats Line in Washington County, Maryland

e Maryand State Higway Acministaton (SHA) and the FHWA have determined that tis projoct s not of ar
qualty concern and is requesting concurrence from the nteragency Consulation Group. FHWA approved the
Environmental AssessmentDraft Section 4() Evaluation on Seplamber 20, 2004, The public hearing fo s
projoct was hoid on October , 2204, FHWA plans 1o approve tho FONSIFinal Section () Evaluaton by the
micale of Apri 2008. Tis conformity detorminatin wil bo placod on SHA'S website or a 15 comment period afer
the interagency consultaton.

Pleass provide your concurrence by ciose of businoss on December 31, 2008

To Open the Atiachment:
ik on the Atiachment
Gk on Word

Gary Greon
Envronmental Analyst
Environmental Planning Dvision
State Highway Administration
707 Norin Calvert Stret.
Malstop C-301

Balimore MD 21202

4105458556

The information contained in this communication (incluging any attachments) may be confidential
and legally privileged. Tnis email may not serve as a contractual agreement unless expicit written
‘agreement for this purpose has been made. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication or any of its contents
s strictly prohibited. IF you have received this communication in error, please re-send this
‘communication to the sender indicating that It was received in error ang celete the original message
‘and any copy of it from your computer system.




[image: image10.png]Subject: Re: I-81 PM2.5 Analysis.
Date: Wednesday, December 31, 2008 12:31 PM

From: Kotsch. Martin@epamail.epa.gov

To: Gary Green <GGreen@sha.state.md.us>

Ce: Alexis Zimmerer <AZimmerer@sha.state.mc.us>, <bhug@mde state.md.us>,
<Dan.Johnson@fhwa.dot.gov>, Dennis Atkins <DAtkins@sha.state.md.us>, "King, Denise"
<Denise.King@fhw2.dot.gov>, <dfranks@mde.state.mc.us>, Donald Sparkiin
<DSparlin@sha.state.md.us>, Heather Lowe <HLowe@sha.state.md.us>, Joseph Kresslein
<Iressiein@sha.state.md.us>, Michael Kelly <mkelly@wtbco.com>, <mthompson@washco-
md.net>, <rudnick.barbara@epamail.gov>.

Conversation: I-81 PM2.5 Analysis

he difference between the build and no-build scenarios adds
approximataly 2.4% more dissel trucks (753 on 101 and 454 on 1-
the expanded highuay compared to the existing highuay based on J
pire nusbers of tracks on the roadway projected For both scenarios -
T an considering that to not be a significant increase in the overail
number of diesel trucks and Cherefore I agres that the project is not
5% air quality concesn.

Gary Green

SGeteantana.stat

ety o
“King, Denise”

12/16/2008 09:14 <Denite Kingthva.dot .qov,

Fd Martin Kotseh/R3/USEPA/USEEPA,

<radnick.barbaratepazail.gov>,
Sdfrasksinde. state-nd.as5;
<bhugtnde. stace.nd.us>,

Dan Jonsont £hwa. dot - gov,
<nthompsontuasheo nd.net>,
Nichael Keily <mxellyewtbeo.com>,
vonala sparklin
<D3parkiinana.state.nd.us>,
Dennie Atkins
<DAtkingésha-state.nd.us>, Joseph
Kresslein
<S¥ressicintsha.state.nd.us>,
Heather Sowe
SHiouetsna.state.nd.us>, Alexis
<Azimmerertsna.state.nd.us>

subject.
-8 2.5 Amalysis

Hello everyone

Attached is the revised PM2.5 Conformity Determination for the 1-81
Ieprovement Projsct: from the West Virginia Siate Line to the





[image: image11.png]Subject: Re: I-81 PM2.5 Analysis.
Date: Wednesday, December 31, 2008 1:13 PM

From: Brian Hug <bhug@mde.state.md.us>

To: <Kotsch.Martin@cpamail.cpa.gov>, Gary Green <GGreen@sha.state.md.us>

Ce: <rudnick.barbara@epamail.gov>, <Dan.Jonnson@fnwa.cot.gov>, Denise King

<Denise King@fhwa.dot.gov>, Diane Franks <dfranks@mde.state.md.us>, Alexis Zimmerer
<AZimmerer®sha.state.md.us>, Dennis Atkins <DAtkins@sha.state. md.us>, Donald Sparkiin
<DSparklin@sha.state.md.us>, Heather Lowe <HLowe@sha.state.md.us>, Joseph Kressiein
<IKressiein@sha.state.md.us>, <mthompson@washco-md.net>, Michael Kelly
<mkelly@wtbco.com>.

Conversation: 1-81 PM2.5 Analysis

1D concurs as well. The increase in truck traffic will be zelatively minor.

5> <xotsch.Martinéepanail.epa.qov> 12/31/2008 12:31 U 3>
The aiierence between the baild and no-build scenarios adds
approximately 2.4% more dissel trucks (793 on 181 and 454 on 170) on
RE Cipanded highuay compared to the existing highuay based on Just the
pure numbers of trucks on the roadvay projected for both scenarios
i Considering that to not be a Significant increase in che ovarail
number of diesel trucks and therefore I agree that the project is not
5F785r quality concern

Gary Green

<Gereentsha.stat

Py o
“King, Denise”

12/16/2008 09:14 <Denide Kingt fhva.dot .gov>,

e Hartin Kotsch/R3/USEPA/USEERA,

SEidnick.barharatepamail.govs,
Sdfrasksinde.state.nd.us>,
Sbhugtnde. stae.nd.us>,
<Dan.sohnsent fhwa. dot . gov>,
nthompsontuasheo ma.nets,
wichael Xelly <mkellyewcbeo.com>,
vonald sparklin
<D3parkiintsha.state.nd.us>,
Dennis Atkins
<Dackingdsha.state.nd.us>, Joseph
Koesslain
<Jxressleintsha.state.nd.us>,
Feather Sowe
<HLowetsna.state.nd.us>, Alexis
<Azimmerertsha.state.nd.us>

subject.
-8 2.5 Amalysis




� Criteria for identifying projects of air quality concern is described in 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1), as amended.


� Transportation Conformity Rule Amendments to Implement Provisions Contained in the 2005 Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation  Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) [Federal Register: May 2, 2007 (Volume 72, Number 84)] [Proposed Rules] [Page 24489]
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