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Cdl to Order

A meding of the MAG Air Qudity Technicad Advisory Committee was conducted on Thursday,
October 5, 2000. Stephen Cleveland, City of Goodyear, Chairman, began adiscussion of the agenda
itemsat 1:30 p.m. Since a quorum was not present.

Focus of CMAQ Funding on Particulate Pollution Program

This item was presented out of order since a quorum was not present. Cari Anderson, MAG,
indicated that the purpose of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Qudity (CMAQ) Improvement
Program is to provide funding for projects and programs designed to assist nonattainment areas in
complying with the Nationd Ambient Air Qudity Standards. Federal guidance for the CMAQ
program requires that MAG prepare an assessment of expected emisson reductions for proposed
CMAQ projects. MAG worked cooperatively with agencies to enhance the evauation criteria used
to estimate the emission reduction benefits of the proposed projects. The evaluation of proposed
CMAQ projectsfor the FY 2002-2006 MAG Transportationmprovement Program (T1P) has been
completed. Ms. Anderson mentioned that it isimportant to note that there have been no violations of
the carbon monoxide standard for the last three years and no violations of the ozone standard for the
last four years. However, the Maricopa regionis dill experiencing violations of the PM-10 standard.
She noted that this year, conformity was demonstrated by a very narrow margin. There continues to
be aneed to focus CMAQ funding on projectsinthe TIP that reduce PM-10 emissonsto assist the
region in demongtrating trangportation conformity against the new PM-10 budget inthe Serious Area
Particulate Plan.

Mr. Cleveland indicated that a quorum was now present. He then called the meeting to order. Gaye
Knight, City of Phoenix, moved and Jm Weiss, City of Chandler, seconded a recommendation to
focus CMAQ funding on projects that reduce PM-10 emissions to assist the region in demongtrating
trangportation conformity. The motion passed unanimoudly.

Approva of the June 29, 2000 Mesting Minutes

The Committee reviewed the minutes from the June 29, 2000 mesting. Brian Jungwirth, Regiond
Public Transportation Authority (RPTA) moved, and Chrigtine Zielonka, City of M esa seconded, and
it was unanimoudy carried to gpprove the minutes from the June 29, 2000 mesting.

Evauation of Proposed CMAQ Projects for the FY 2002-2006 MAG TIP

Ms. Anderson provided an overview of the evauationof proposed CMAQ projectsfor the FY 2002-
2006 MAG TIPand referred to Attachment A. She explained that the results of the project evauation
were being presented to the Committee for a possble recommendation to forward the CMAQ
evauation to the MAG Transportation Review Committee (TRC) for use in prioritizing projects. In
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addition, the projectswhichare not being forwarded to modal committees have been classified as“Air
Qudity” projects. The*Air Qudity” projectsare requested to be ranked and forwarded to the TRC

for its October 31, 2000 meeting.
Ms. Andersonindicated that of the 82 total CMAQ projects submitted to MAG for potentid CMAQ

funding, 62 were evauated for expected emission reductions and cost-effectiveness. Individua street
sweeper requests submitted for FY 2006 are not included in the listing but rather are shown asaFY
2006 lump sum funding dlocation. Each yeer, jurisdictions will be requested to submit informationon
street sweeping projects whichwill be evauated by MAG to determine the alocationof CMAQ funds
for that year. Attachment A providesthelist of projectsranked by cogt-effectiveness. The proposed
projects that could not be quantified are also listed. It isimportant to note that &l of the proposed
projects support committed control measures contained in the MAG Serious Area Plans.

Ms. Zielonka requested that for next year the street siweeper item should be quantified. Ms. Knight
guestioned whether the CM A Q methodol ogy required additiona modification, following the actual use
of the methodol ogy to evaluate projects. Ms. Anderson responded that the draft CM A Q methodology
was enhanced from last year and was made available for review and comment by the MAG moda
committeesin June, 2000. The methodology was revised in response to comments received.

Dennis Mittel stedt, Federal Highway Adminigtration, asked about acut-off point for cost-effectiveness
noting that some projects may have anegligible air quality benefit. Ms. Anderson responded that no
threshold has been established for projects and noted that aquditetive andyssisalowed inthe federa
guidance. Brian O’ Donndl, Southwest Gas Corporation, inquired if the CMAQ methodology used
the variable “time’ in the caculations. Cathy Arthur, MAG, responded that the expected service life
of the equipment or improvement was used to caculate the air qudity benefit.

Ms. Zidonkainquired if the project liding for Attachment A reflected aMAG ranking. Ms. Anderson
responded that the project listing was sorted by cost-effectiveness and wasnot aMAG ranking. Mr.
Mittelstedt asked for darificationon the project “ Purchase bus. vanpool” which was listed on Page 1
of Attachment A. Mr. Jungwirth, indicated that the project is for the purchase of vanpool vehicles.

Mr. Clevedland indicated the Committeeis being requested to recommend the CMAQ evauaionwith
emission reductions and cost-effectiveness to the TRC for usein prioritizing projects. He suggested
that an illustration of the process be developed next year to provide a better understanding. Mr.
O’ Donndl questioned if CMAQ could be used for maintenance projects. Ms. Anderson replied that
routine maintenance proj ectsto maintain paved roads, for example, arenot digible for CMAQ funding.

Mr. O’ Donndl moved, and David Rueckert, citizenrepresentative, seconded to forward the CMAQ
evaduation to the MAG TRC for use in prioritizing projects. The motion passed unanimoudy. Mr.
Jungwirth requested to withdraw project number RPT11 “Implement RPTA ozone campaign” from
Attachment A for FY 2006. Heindicated that the last year for the ozone campaignwas FY 2001 and
that the project has not been programmed for fiscal years 2002 through 2005. Ms. Zielonkaindicated
that the ozone campaign program has been aworthy project.
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Ms. Andersoninformed the Committeethat Attachment B is the second part of this agendaitemwhich
indudes the evaluation of proposed Air Quality and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
CMAQ projects for the FY 2002-2006 MAG TIP. Ms. Anderson reviewed each project and the
gaff recommendation. The Capitol Rideshare Program ($135,000), Travel Reduction Program
($910,000), and PM-10 certified street sweepers ($960,000) are proposed to be programmed inFY
2006 congstent with funding programmed for FY 2001-2005. She aso indicated that the FY 2006
PM-10 certified street sweeper funding would be programmed as alump sum, instead of individud
projects.

Ms. Andersonindicated that the RPTA was origindly funded at $394,000 and was later increased by
$200,000 bringing the total to $594,000. Thisyear RPTA has requested $722,692 in FY 2006 for
the Regiond Rideshare Program. She noted that in genera rideshare and trip reduction programs
primarily address reductions in carbon monoxide and ozone. The staff recommendationisto fund the
Regiond Rideshare Programat the existing level of $594,000 and to conduct a performance evaugtion
of the program prior to increasing program funding.

Ms. Andersonindicated thet the RPTA hasrequested $365,000 in FY 2006 for the Ozone Campaign.
She noted that the staff recommendation is to not forward the project to the TRC. The program is
currently funded through FY 2001 and is not funded in fiscd years 2002 through 2005.

Ms. Anderson indicated the Valey Telework Program is a new project to be considered by the
Committee and in previous yearswas considered by the MAG Tdecommunications Advisory Group.
The programistied to trip reductionand istherefore included in the “ Air Qudlity” ligt of projects. The
daff recommendation isto conduct the Vdley Telework Program as ajoint MAG/RPTA project at
the current funding amount of $300,000 and to eva uate the program for future resource aloceation.

Mr. Jungwirth informed the Committeethat the proposed Regiond Rideshare Program cost increases
are asociated with inflation which has diminished the ability to conduct adequate marketing and
advertisng. Mr. Ruecket questioned, if a program was diminated and then reestablished at a later
date, where the funding would come from. Ms. Knight indicated that the Phoenix area continues to
record elevated ozone leves during the summer. Larry Person, City of Scottsdde, added that the
Ozone Campaign has achieved its goas and that it should remain on the lig.

Tami Ryal, Town of Gilbert, moved and Mr. Jungwirth seconded to rank the “Air Qudity” projects
asfollows (1) PM-10 certified street sweepers; (2) Regiond Rideshare Program; (3) Travel Reduction
Program; (4) Capitol Rideshare Program; (5) Vdley Telework Program; and, (6) Ozone Campaign
at the funding levels requested to the MAG TRC for its October 31, 2000 mesting.

Mr. O’ Donndll inquired about the telework program. Mr. Jungwirth replied that the telework

program provides technical assistance to businesses about implementing remote work environments
to their workforce. DaveBerry, ArizonaMotor Transport Association, asked why emissionswerenot
quantified in Attachment B. Ms. Anderson responded that they are projects which are not easly

-4-



quantified. Ms. Rydl noted that the order of projects from her maotion is from the focus on PM-10
emission reductions. Doug Kukino, City of Glendale, requested that MAG and RPTA review the
project order fromadgaff perspective. Ms. Anderson and Mr. Jungwirth responded individudly with
project ligs Smilar in ranking.

Ms. Ryadl amended her origind motion, seconded by Ms. Knight, to rank the “Air Qudity” projects
asfollows (1) PM-10 certified street sweepers; (2) Travel ReductionProgram; (3) Regiond Rideshare
Program; (4) Vadley Telework Program; (5) Capitol Rideshare Program; and, (6) Ozone Campaign
at the funding leves requested to the MAG TRC for itsOctober 31, 2000 mesting. Themotion passed
withone No vote cast by Mr. Berry and one abstentionfromSuse Stevens-Matthews, WesternStates
Petroleum Association. Following thevote, Mr. Cleveland asked if proceduraly, the amended motion
was acceptable to Mr. Jungwirth who seconded the origind motion.

Greg Witherspoon, Sdt River Project, inquired why the Capitol Rideshare Programisfunded at alow
levd. Mr. Jungwirth responded that the State is the only agency to receive outside funding for
conducting its rideshare program.

Ms. Zelonkarequested that staff quantify the FY 2006 street sweeper projects prior to forwarding the
recommendation tothe TRC. Ms. Anderson mentioned that an average number would be caculated
forthe TRC recommendation. At therequest of Mr. Rueckert, Mr. Cleveland requested that staff send
out the list of projects by mode to the Committee.

Mr. Berry inquired about the recommendation made by the Committee last year. Ms. Anderson
responded that last year the priority list of programs were as fallows: (1) Contingency Projects; (2)
Regional Rideshare Program; (3) Travel Reduction Program; (4) Ozone Outreach Program; (5)
Enhanced Rideshare Program; (6) Capitol Rideshare Program. She added that the funding set aside
for contingency projects by the Committee was later programmed for street sweeper and paving dirt
road projects to address approvability problems with the Serious Area PM-10 Plan.

Evaluation of Proposed PM-10 Certified Street Sweeper Projects for FY 2001 CMAQ Funding

Ms. Andersoninformed the Committee that an evaluation of proposed PM-10 certified street sweeper
projects has been conducted for emisson reductions and cost-effectiveness for FY 2001 CMAQ
funding. The FY 2001-2005 MAG TIP contains $960,000 in CMAQ funding to purchase PM-10
certified street sweepersinFY 2001. A minimum locd matchof 5.7 percent isrequired. Twenty-one
projects requesting over $2.5 million in federd fundswere received from agencies by September 20,
2000. Additiona supplemental information was provided regarding the use of the street sweeper
(replacement of conventional equipment, expansion of service, or increase frequency of sweeping
cycle), local resource commitment, use of dterndive fuds, and geographic areain which the street
sweeper will operate.  She indicated that following consideration of information, the Air Quality
Technicd Advisory Committeeis requested to recommend a prioritized list of the proposed PM-10
certified street sweeper projectsfor FY 2001 CMAQ funding to the MAG Management Committee.
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It is important to note that the project ranking will be retained for any additiond FY 2001 CMAQ
funds that may become available due to year-end closeout, induding any redistributed obligation
authority or additiond funding received by this region from the Revenue Aligned Budget Authority
provisons.

Mr. Berry inquired if the same cost for Street sweepers was used by everyone and if it was possible
for municipdlities to pool the equipment. He aso asked if there could be benefits from establishing a
purchasng agent. Ms. Knight responded that different models of street sweepers are being requested
by agenciesthrough this process and that generdly the equipment is used on adaily bads. Inaddition,
thelogigtics of “poaling” the street sweepers would be prohibitive.

David Feuerherd, Arizona Lung Association, moved, and Mr. Berry seconded to recommend the
prioritized list of proposed PM-10 certified street sweepers based on cost-effectiveness.

Mr. O’ Donnell questioned if the number of streets being cleaned by the proposed equipment was
consgdered. Ms. Anderson replied that the agencies supplied this information on the street sveeper
project request form and that it was used to calculate the emission reductions. Mr. Cleveland asked
if information such as “replacement” or “expangon” of proposed certified street sweepers was
considered. Ms. Anderson responded that thiswasprovidedin the supplementa information requested
onthe project request form, but was not used inthe caculaionof emissonreductions. She added that
the street sweepers designated for expansion are estimated to be more effective than replacement.

Maynard Blumer, American Ingtitute of Architects, stated that it is logicd to use PM-10 emission
reductions as the primary factor in ranking the PM-10 certified street sweeper projects. Mr. Weiss
noted that Chandler did not increase the local match as some have done and asaresult the dity islower
onthe lig for cost-effectiveness. Ms. Ryall indicated that another consideration isto focus on problem
areas with construction track-out. The monitors near Gilbert have historicaly recorded exceedances.
Ms. Zidonkasuggested a geographic distribution of street sweepers and indicated that “ more bang for
the buck” would be redized from the placement of Street sweepers in outlying communties. Mr.
Blumer noted that if the current motion failed, he would support an award of one Street sweeper per
jurisdiction. Ms. Knight stated that the City of Phoenix proposal hinged on the award of al four Street
sweepers to fulfill the objectives for the city Street sweeper program.

Mr. Witherspoon reminded the Committee that the emphasis should be on reductions of PM-10. Mr.
Berry concurred that the street sweeper projects whichremove the most particul ate matter should be
funded. Mr. O’ Donnell stated that thelocal match should also beafactor for consderation. However,
Ms. Rydl suggested the issue of agenciesproviding alarge loca match for CMAQ projectsis part of
abroader policy discusson.

Ms. Anderson provided possiblerankingsto the Committeebased on* EmissonReductions’, “Without
Multiple Awards’, and “ Location of Monitors’. Mr. Mittelstedt noted that the focus should be on
getting the street sweepers out on the streets to get a better idea of thar effidency. Ms. Zidlonka
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10.

indicated that a distribution by municipdity should be considered. Noting his departure from the

meseting, Mr. Feuerherd withdrew his motion.
After much discussion on the tentative ranking and the remaining avalable funds, Mr. O’ Donnell

inquired whether the City of Phoenix would be interested in the estimated $40,000 remaining fundsto
purchase the third Phoenix sweeper requested. Ms. Knight indicated the City may be interested,
however she would need to check on this matter.

Mr. O’ Donndl moved, and Ms. Zid onka seconded to recommend the prioritizedligt of proposed PM -
10 certified street sweeper projects for FY 2001 CMAQ funding to the MAG Management
Committee as noted inthe attached table. The mationpassed withMs. Stevens-Matthews abstaining.

Noting thetime, Mr. Cleveland asked if it was appropriate to postpone agendaitems #6 2000 Vehide
Miles of Travel Forecasting and Tracking Report, #7 Federal Approval of the 2000 Conformity
Andyss, and #8 Governor's Brown Cloud Summit. Hearing no oppositionfromthe Committee, the
agenda items were postponed until the next meeting.

Cdl to the Public

An opportunity was provided to membersof the public to address the Air Qudity Technica Advisory
Committee. No comments were presented.

Next Committee Mesting

Mr. Cleveland announced that the next meeting of the AQTAC is scheduled for November 2, 2000.
With no further business, the meeting was adjourned.



