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These are the acronyms and abbreviations used in this guide:
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CFR	Code of Federal Regulations

CPAF	Cost Plus Award Fee

CPFF	Cost Plus Fixed Fee 

CPIF	Cost Plus Incentive Fee

CWA	Clean Water Act
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FR	Federal Register

GOVs	Government-Owned Vehicles

hp	Horsepower

HQ USAF/CE	Headquarters USAF/Civil Engineer

ISTEA	Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act

LH	Labor Hours

MAJCOM	Major Command

MOGAS	Motor Vehicle Gasoline 

MPO	Metropolitan Planning Organization

NAAQS	National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NEPA	National Environmental Policy Act

NSR	New Source Review

OMB	Office of Management and Budget

PAA	Primary Aircraft Authorization

POM	Program Objective Memorandum 

POVs	Privately-Owned Vehicles

PSD	Prevention of Significant Deterioration

RCO	Regional Compliance Office

RCRA	Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

ROD	Record of Decision

SAF/MIQ	The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for Environment, Safety, and Occupational Health

SIP	State Implementation Plan

SOW	Statement of Work

TLO	Take-Off and Landing Operations

TGO	Touch-and-Go Operations

TIP	Transportation Improvement Program

T & M	Time and Materials 

USC	United States Code

UST	Underground Storage Tank

VOC 	Volatile Organic Compound

�PREAMBLE





This Conformity GuideThe guide provides current Air Force guidance on complying with the general conformity rule, and.  This guide will aid you in preparing and evaluating conformity determinations.  This Conformity Guide will get you started in answering the following common questions concerning general conformity:



Question�Reference��What is conformity?�Chapter 1.0, Section 1.2��Who is responsible for conformity?�Chapter 1.0, Section 1.5��Where do I start?�Chapter 2.0, Section 2.0 and Figure 2-1Diagram��Why, when, where, and with whom do I talk about conformity?�Chapter 2.0, Section 2.1��What is included in a conformity analysis?�Chapters 2.0 & 3.0��If I don’t conform, then what?�Chapter 4.0, Section 4.4.3��What if my case is unique?�Chapter 5.0?��Where can I go for help, if I can’t do the analysis alone?�Chapter 6.0��

	Question								Reference



What is conformity?	1.2

Who is responsible for conformity?	1.5

Where do I start?	2.0

Why, when, where, and with whom do I talk about conformity?	3.1

What is included in a conformity analysis?	3.1

If I don’t conform, then what?	4.2

What if my case is unique?	5.1

Where can I go for help, if I can’t do the analysis alone?	6.0

States and local air districts may issue more stringent requirements than the Federal conformity regulation, provided it applies equally to non-Federal as well as Federal entities.  Therefore, state air quality officials as well as installation legal offices should be consulted before preparing any conformity related analysis.  CAs conformity determinations will involve many unique issues, therefore coordination with MAJCOM and Air Staff environmental and legal officials is the best bet for a successful positive conformity experience.

�1.0	BACKGROUND AND OVERVIEW OF GENERAL CONFORMITY



1.1	Overview of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards



The Clean Air Act of 1970 mandated that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establish a list of pollutants which “may reasonably be anticipated to endanger public health and welfare” for the purpose of establishing the national primary and secondary ambient air quality standards (NAAQS).  The criteria pollutants are the six pollutants for which NAAQS have been promulgated:  carbon monoxide (CO), lead (Pb), ozone (O3), particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 microns (PM10), nitrogen dioxide (NO2) and sulfur dioxide (SO2).Title I of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 mandated that primary and secondary air quality standards be established for six criteria pollutants (ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 microns (PM-10), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and lead (Pb)).  These air quality standards are known as the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  The primary standards are designed to protect human health, while the secondary standards are to protect public welfare and the environment.  The fundamental method by which EPA tracks compliance with NAAQS is through the designation of areas as either in attainment, nonattainment, maintenance, or unclassifiable.  Areas are given the status of nonattainment due to violations of one or more of the established NAAQS and must then comply with more stringent standards until NAAQS are satisfied.  Maintenance areas are those areas which were previously in nonattainment, but have improved their air quality to meet the NAAQS and are now in a probationary period lasting 10 years.  Along with other restrictions, Air Force installations operating in nonattainment or maintenance areas must satisfy the requirements of the EPA ruling Determining Conformity of General Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans until state regulations implementing this rule are put forth.



1.2	Statutory Requirements of Conformity



The Clean Air Act (CAA) section 176(c) requires EPA to publish regulations requiring Federal actions to conform to applicable State or Federal Implementation Plans (SIPs or FIPs) to ensure the actions do not interfere with strategies employed to attain NAAQS.  EPA proposed Determining Conformity of General Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans on March 15, 1993, finalized the regulation (40 CFR 93) on November 30, 1993, and it became effective January 31, 1994.  The intent of the conformity ruling is to ensure that Federal actions do not adversely affect the timely attainment and maintenance of air quality standards.  This current regulation only affects Federal actions occurring in nonattainment and maintenance areas; however, EPA may propose other regulations which will extend conformity requirements to attainment and unclassifiable areas. An unclassifiable area is an area where EPA cannot make a determination of attainment status because air quality data is incomplete or unavailable.   While there are no current EPA regulations governing attainment and unclassified areas, the Federal agency must follow the statutory requirements for conformity in section 176(c) and note it is doing so in the related National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis.  The Air Force is responsible for making its own determination of whether a proposed action conforms to the applicable SIP or FIP, prior to commencement of the action.  It is imperative the Air Force ensures all actions undertaken are in compliance with the general conformity requirements.



As part of the planning process, Air ForceStaff personnel and installation planners will need to analyze each Air Force action, in accordance with EPA regulation 40 CFR 93the EPA ruling, to ensure conformity with the applicable SIP or FIP.  The conformity analysis examines the impacts of the direct and indirect air emissions from a proposed Air Force action and determines whether the action conforms with the applicable SIP or FIP.  Due to the state specific nature of the conformity requirements, an exact step-by-step manual on conformity determinations is not appropriate.  In addition, each conformity analysis and/or conformity determination requires extensive coordination with Federal, state, and Air Force officials (especially the legal staff) to ensure proper compliance.  This guide will assist installation personnel in determining when and why Air Force actions must be analyzed for conformity with SIPs, who to consult, and how long the conformity process will take.

�1.3	State Implementation Plans (SIPs) Federal Implementation Plans (FIPs)



1.3.1	SIPs



CAA assigns primary responsibility for the control of air pollutant emissions to the states.  In order to facilitate the implementation of CAA, states are required to submit SIPs for EPA approval.  Because the 1990 amendments made so many changes to CAA, states must revise their SIPs to meet the new requirements.  The regulations regarding general conformity will be added to SIPs and submitted to EPA for approval by November 30, 1994.  However, this approval process may take months or years to complete.  Once a revised SIP, which includes the state regulations on general conformity, is approved by EPA these state rules can be applied for conformity analyses.  However, until EPA approves the state rules, the Federal rule contained in 40 CFR 93 should be applied.



1.3.2	FIPs



SIPs are state plans that provide for attainment, maintenance, and enforcement of NAAQS within each state.  In the event EPA determines a state’s SIP does not meet minimum criteria and disapproves of the SIP, EPA must promulgate a FIP within 2 years (unless the state corrects the deficiency).  FIPs are Federal Implementation Plans put in to effect because the state could not produce an approvable SIPFIPs are basically SIPs published by EPA and if instituted, all Federal actions occurring in areas affected by the FIP will be required to conform to the FIP.



1.4	Transportation Conformity



The transportation conformity ruling is similar to the general conformity ruling in several ways.  Transportation conformity regulations stipulate Federal actions funded under the Federal Transit Act must conform with the applicable Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  Transportation and general conformity interact when an action or portion of the action conforms to the transportation conformity ruling, the action or portion of the action is presumed to conform to the general conformity requirements.  For example, if an airport expansion had been planned and emissions from vehicles commuting to and from the airport were already estimated and incorporated into the TIP and found to conform, these emissions would not have to be re-analyzed for general conformity.  The local Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is involved heavily with transportation conformity and should be consulted whenever transportation conformity questions arise (see Appendix B, Point of Contact Listing for MPO’s for Active Duty Installations).





1.5	Air Force Activities and Responsibilities



1.5.1	The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Environment, Safety, and Occupational Health)for Manpower Reserve Affairs, Installations, and Environment (SAF/MIQ)



ApprovesSAF/MIQ must approve all conformity determinations.



1.5.2	The Civil Engineer HQ USAF (HQ USAF/CE)



Reviews conformity determinations for completeness and consistency with Air Force Policy Guidance prior to SAF/MIQ approval.Reviews conformity determinations and forwards to SAF/MIQ for approval

Provides guidance and policy direction regarding preparation of conformity determinations.



1.5.3	MAJCOMs



Manages the conformity process within their command.Review conformity determinations

Process requests for contractor assistance.

Provide mission change data (number of aircraft, type, etc.)



1.5.4	Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence (AFCEE), RCO, Armstrong Lab/OEHL



Technical resource for conformity determinations.

Provides help withInvolved in contracting for assistance with conformity determinations.

Provides liaison and coordination with regional EPA and State Air Quality Officials regarding state emissions budgets, conformity applicability and other air quality issues.

Responsible for maintaining all installation emission baseline inventories.

Provides technical assistance in estimating emissions from major source facilities.



1.5.5	Installation-Level Activities and Responsibilities



The Environmental Flight (EF) acts asshould be the central contact point for collecting and collating emissions information from the various information sources contacted throughout the conformity determination process.  EF should be aware of major emission sources for the purposes of conformity offsets.

The Base Civil Engineer (BCE) should provides information regarding facility maintenance (steam boilers, furnaces, incinerators) and construction requirements.  

Base Hhousing Ooffice provides information on where off-base personnel live for vehicle commute patterns.

The Bioenvironmental Engineering (BEE) office should provides information on air quality sampling techniques, and baseline air quality data for the installation.

The Hospital Commander should provides information on the operation of medical incinerator emissions and volume of material incinerated.

The Fuels Management Office should provides information on the type and quantity of fuel used at the installation for aviation and vehicles.

The Automotive Maintenance Office should provides information on the number, types of vehicles used, average miles traveled, and fuel consumption.

Maintenance Squadrons should provide information on the number of AGE required to support particular aircraft.  Also may have information concerning engine run-ups for maintenance procedures.

The Base Exchange (BX) may be another source of information on fuels consumption and amount stored on Base (from the BX Gas Station) for determining Volaitile Organic Compounds (VOC) emissions and possible offsets.  May be a source for additional information on incinerator and boiler emissions.

Airfield Management should provides information on aircraft operations including take off and landings, operating conditions, numbers of aircraft, and length of sorties.

Personnel Office should provides information on the increased number of people that will be associated with a proposed action and the emissions that may result from this increase..

Operations should provides information on estimating the changes in the number of personnel and equipment needed for changes in the number of aircraft.

Public Affairs should provides assistance with the public reporting requirements of conformity.

The Base Staff Judge Advocate is responsible for providesing guidance regarding compliance with legal requirements and coordinating interpretations of those requirements with higher headquarters as necessary to ensure Air Force consistency.



Much of the information for installation-level activities may be found at the MAJCOM level, depending upon the classification and responsibility for the action.

�2.0	CONFORMITY IN EXEMPT OR DE MINIMIS CATEGORIES



CAA states Federal actions must conform to SIP or FIP for the purpose of eliminating or reducing the severity and number of violations of NAAQS.  A Federal agency must make a determination of whether the action being undertaken is regulated under this ruling, and if it is, what needs to be done to conform.  Applicability is based upon the type of action being undertaken, while methods of conformity must be determined using 40 CFR 93 in conjunction with the SIP or FIP.



2.1	Requirements 



The intent of conformity requirements is to ensure Federal actions do not adversely affect the timely attainment and maintenance of air quality standards.  As stated in 40 CFR Part 51, “No department, agency, or instrumentality of the Federal Government shall engage in, support in any way or provide financial assistance for, license or permit, or approve any activity which does not conform to an applicable implementation plan.”  Furthermore, CAA section 176(c)(1)(B) states, no actions by a Federal entity may:



Cause or contribute to any new violation of any standard in any area;

Increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation of any standard in any area; or

Delay timely attainment of any standard or any required interim emissions reductions or milestones in any area.



EPA has set specific guidelines and procedures for determining whether Federal actions conform to SIPs.  These procedures are not always clear or precise, therefore coordination with Air Force, state, and EPA air quality officials is strongly suggested.  To further facilitate a smooth conformity process, a logic flow diagram has been added at the end of this chapter and again at the beginning of each subsequent chapter.



2.2	Excluded Categories



There are three types of actions that do not require conformity determinations.  The first category are those actions which are considered “exempt” due to the nature of the action.  The second category are those actions presumed to conform.  The third category are those actions which are designated to be clearly de minimis.  This is important because the majority of the roughly 10,000 Air Force actions per year fall into these categories.  The following sections are a breakdown of these exemptions.



2.2.1	Exempt



The following actions are considered exempt by EPA:

The portion of an action that includes major new or modified stationary sources requiring a permit under the New Source Review (NSR) or the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) programs.

Actions in response to emergencies such as military mobilizations in response to a sudden threat or natural disasters such as hurricanes, earthquakes, etc., which are commenced on the order of hours or days after the emergency.  Actions which are part of a continuing response to an emergency or disaster and which are to be taken more than six months after the commencement of the response are exempt only if:

The Federal agency implementing the actions makes a written determination that, for a period of up to an additional six months, it is impractical to prepare the conformity analyses which would otherwise be required and the actions cannot be delayed due to overriding concerns for public welfare, national security interests, and foreign policy commitments (i.e., an extended period of military mobilization).

For actions which are to be taken after those actions in the preceding paragraph (i.e., after the additional six months) the Federal agency must make a new written determination.

Research, investigations, studies, demonstrations, or training (other than those listed by EPA as clearly de minimis) where no environmental detriment is incurred and/or the particular action furthers air quality research, as determined by the state agency responsible for your area’s SIP

Alterations of, and additions to, existing structures as specifically required by new or existing environmental legislation or regulations.  For example, hush houses for aircraft engines or installing stack scrubbers to reduce air pollutant emissions would fall under this heading

Direct emissions from remedial and removal actions carried out under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) and associated regulations to the extent such emissions either comply with the substantive requirements of the PSD/NSR permitting program or are exempted from other environmental regulation under the provisions of CERCLA and applicable regulations issued under CERCLA



Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be exempt, the Air Force suggests installations establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.



2.2.2	Actions Presumed to Conform



The Air Force may create a list of actions which are presumed to conform.  Actions approved by EPA, as presumed to conform, would not be required to undergo conformity determinations.  This may be advantageous for actions frequently performed at Air Force facilities which have been repeatedly shown to conform or have other special curcumstances.  It is the responsibility of Air Staff to generate a list of actions which would be presumed to conform, therefore, installations should coordinate with Air Staff if an action arises that should be added to the presumed to conform list.



Air Force installations must be sure to coordinate with AF/CEV and SAF/MIQ to obtain a list of Air Force actions which EPA has approved as presumed to conform.  Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be presumed to conform, the Air Force suggests installations establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.  One must also remember, actions which are presumed to conform can be challenged by any interested party at any time.  Therefore, the Air Force must always be able to back up its assertion of presumed to conform in each and every case where this exemption is utilized.  In addition, presumed to conform actions must still be analyzed for regional significance (see Section 3.2).



2.2.3	Clearly De Minimis



Certain categories of Federal actions have been designated clearly de minimis by EPA.  These categories of actions result in no emissions increase or an increase that is clearly de minimis.  Many of these categories are broad and vaguely written; therefore, consultation with EPA, state, and Air Force air quality officials is important to ensure the correct interpretation of this excluded category.  In addition, clearly de minimis actions must still be analyzed for regional significance (see Section 3.2).  The following are two examples of such actions, however for a full list of Clearly De minimis actions see Appendix G:  The following are descriptions of clearly de minimis actions and examples of Air Force actions which would fit each category: (Description of actions with clearly no Air Force applicability have been omitted)



Judicial or legislative proceedings

Court martial proceedings



Continuing and recurring activities, such as permit renewals, where activities conducted will be similar in scope to activities currently being conducted

Title V permit renewals



Rulemaking and policy issuance

Air Force instructions and guidance letters



Routine maintenance and repair activities, including repair and maintenance of administrative sites, roads, trails, and facilities

Routine maintenance of administrative facilities, supporting structures, and grounds



Civil and criminal enforcement activities, such as investigations, audits, inspections, and training of law enforcement personnel

Training of military police and inspection of facilities

Environmental audits of base installations



Planning studies and provision of technical assistance

Studies performed for future Installation expansion projects



Routine operation of facilities mobile assets and equipment

Operation of vehicles, aircraft, facility heating equipment, etc., which are similar in scope and duration to those currently occurring



Transfers of property, including land, facilities, and related personal property from a Federal entity to another Federal entity

Transfer of property and facilities to the FAA where the Air Force will have no continuing responsibility or control over the emissions generated on that property and where there are no CERCLA sites identified (Consult AFREA)



Administrative actions such as operational organizational changes, cash management, and program budget proposals

Assessing costs for POM submittals and payroll operations



The routine, recurring transportation of material and personnel

Aircraft and vehicle transport operations routinely occurring in a similar scope and duration to those currently occurring



Return of squadron deployed for a training exercise or deploymentRoutine movement of mobile assets such as ships and aircraft in home port reassignments and stations to perform as operational groups and/or for repair

Utilization of aircraft in operations which are similar in scope and duration to those currently occurring



Judicial or legislative proceedings

Court martial proceedings



Continuing and recurring activities, such as permit renewals, where activities conducted will be similar in scope to activities currently being conducted

Title V permit renewals



2.2.3.1  Real Property and De Minimis

Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be clearly de minimis, the Air Force suggests installations establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.



2.2.3.1	Real Property and De Minimis



Real Property and De Minimis.  There are several different types of clearly de minimis conformity situations involving use of real property.  See Appendix G, Clearly De Minimis, items xi (leases), xiv (transfers of title), xix (CERCLA transfers agreements, ) and xx (public benefit transfers to other federal agencies).  Consult with AFREA/MI, or AFBCA, regarding closure property, if you are uncertain which may apply.



Transfers of ownership, interests, and titles in land, facilities, and real and personal property, regardless of form or method of transfer.

Air Force no longer requires land and quitclaims land to private party.

Granting of leases, licenses, or permits where activities will be similar in scope to activities presently conducted.

Air Force leases a building on a base that it does not presently need to a private company that uses it for similar purposes.

Transfers of real property and related personal property from the Air Force to another federal agency.

Air Force transfers excess housing and real property to the Navy.



2.3	De Minimis



If a proposed Air Force action does not fall under any of the previous excluded categories, the next step is to determine if the emissions from the proposed action will be below the EPA designated de minimis levels for general conformity.



The emissions analysis is performed by comparing emissions of the pollutants of concern from the proposed Air Force action, to the de minimis levels established by EPA.  These de minimis levels vary depending on the status of the nonattainment area within which the action is occurring as shown in Appendix E.  Refer to Appendix C for the attainment status of your installation or consult state air quality officials.  All emissions from the action must be analyzed in the analysis, including direct as well as indirect emissions.  Direct and indirect emissions are defined as follows:



Direct emissions:  Emissions of a criteria pollutant or its precursors are caused or initiated by the Federal action and occur at the same time and place as the action.

Indirect emissions:  Emissions of a criteria pollutant or its precursors that:

Are caused by the Federal action but may occur later in time and may be further removed (by distance) from the action itself but are reasonably foreseeable and;

The Federal agency can practicably control and will maintain control over, due to a continuing program of responsibility of the Federal agency.



For example if an Air Force action is taking place in a CO nonattainment area, and the total direct and indirect CO emissions from the action are greater than 100 tons per year, a conformity determination would be required (see Appendix E).  Be advised, if the emissions from an action are below the applicable de minimis levels one must still check for regional significance of the action (see Section 3.2). 



Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be de minimis, Air Force suggest installations establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.



2.3.1	Not Reasonably Foreseeable



In addition to the actions which are categorically excluded, emissions that may be caused by a Federal action that cannot be specifically identified, quantified, or located at the time of the conformity determination are considered not reasonably foreseeable and are exempt under the general conformity ruling.  However, this does not mean only obvious emissions directly resulting from the action are accounted for in conformity analysis.  For example, indirect emissions are sometimes difficult to calculate; however, they can be identified and quantified and therefore must be included in the analysis (see Section 3.1).



2.4	Logic Flow Diagram



Figure 2-1 on the following page is a logic flow diagram illustrating the thought process and order of events involved when evaluating an Air Force action for general conformity.  Figure 2-1 consists of the entire process from start to finish, while the diagrams at the beginning of each subsequent chapter illustrate only the steps discussed in that particular chapter.



�23.0	CONFORMITY DETERMINATIONS



The following sections describe the process which EPA requires for every Federal action which does not fall under the exempt categories listed in the rule and described in Chapter 32.0.  Since Chapter 3.0 provides only several examples of possible exemptions, you are encouraged to consult the more extensive listing in Appendix GAll the possible exemptions have not been discussed in Chapter 2.0  Before proceeding further, additional listings in Appendix G should be consulted.  The followingis process must be completed before any non-exempt Air Force action may proceed.



23.1	Process



When Air Force facilities begin the process of conformity determinations, they should first contact, AF/CEV, AFCEE (or SAF/MIQ, if it is an Air National Guard action), state and local air quality officials, and the local MPO.  The logic flow diagram presented in Section 232.34 gives a step by step procedure; however, the following outline will give a general overview of the proper sequence of events.  All of the following steps will not be necessary for all actions; use the logic flow diagram (Figure 2-1) and Chapter 32.0 to identify possible early exits. 



NOTE:  Although many of the following steps may be completed by a contractor, Air Force personnel responsible for conformity determinations should be familiar with the process in order to properly assist the contractor and track progress.



Define the Air Force Action

Each phase of the action must be fully defined including scope (i.e. aircraft, construction, people), classification (i.e. secret), time - to include arrivals and departure schedules, and locationclassification (i.e., MILCON), time, and location

Segmenting the action to achieve de minimisde minimis emission levels is not permitted because it is against Air Force policy and EPA regulations

Determine if Action is Exempt or Deemed Clearly De Minimis by EPA and, therefore, No Conformity Determination is Required (see Chapter 32.0)

EPA exempt categories

Clearly de minimisde minimis

Actions within properly created Air Force “presumed to conform” categoriespresumed to conform

Contact Appropriate Agencies

Appropriate Air Force offices should be notified and consulted

AF/CEV for compliance issues and previous experience with actions of the same scopeclassification

AFCEE/ECAESE for technical expertise

SAF/MIQ for approval purposes

Consulting the above offices will assist in determining if contract assistance will be required to complete the conformity determinationdetermine whether conformity determination will be performed by a contractor (see Chapter 6.0)

Appropriate state and local agencies should be consulted

State and local air quality agencies to obtain the applicable emission standards, emissions inventories, and attainment status for the air quality region

The local MPO to obtain any traffic or demographic data

The Air Force is not required to contact EPA until a draft conformity determination has been completed; however, regional EPA offices may have valuable information and guidance for performing conformity determinations

Determine the Applicable Emissions Quantities from the Action

Determine the most efficient way to estimate the emissions from the proposed action (i.e., emissions models, similar previous action) 

CalculateDetermine emissions from proposed action.  Document the results

Determine if a conformity determination is required

Compare emissions data against de minimisde minimis emissions levels for applicable criteria pollutant(s) determined by attainment status of the region.  Document the results

Determine ifis the action is regionally significant (see Section 3.52)

Prepare a Draft Conformity Determination

Evaluate the various methodsChoose most efficient method of conforming with the applicable SIP (see Tables 24.1 and 24.2)

Prepare a draft conformity determination illustrating how the chosen method achieves conformity with the applicable SIP

Submit draft conformity analysis to SAF/MIQ, AF/CEV, and AFCEE

Fulfill public participation requirements (see Chapter 5.0)

Prepare a Final Conformity Determination

Incorporate changes required by EPA or state agency into conformity documentation

Coordinate with appropriate Air Force offices (see III above)

Submit final conformity determination and conformity determination approval letter for SAF/MIQ signature and comply with public participation requirementscomply with public participation requirements (see Chapter 5.0)



2.2	Methods of Conformity



When a conformity determination is required, one must show how the action will conform to the applicable SIP.  EPA provided several different methods of showing a positive conformity; this gives the Air Force some flexibility to choose the most logical method.  The following Tables give a simplified view of the methods to choose from and what each one of them entails.



Table 2.1:  Conformity Methods Matrix

Conformity Methods Matrix��Method�Lead�CO�Ozone�PM-10�SO2�NO2��1��������2A��������	2B1	��������3��������4��������5��������Note:  1  If Method 2B is chosen, one of the Method 5 criteria must be met.



�Table 2.2:   Methods for Satisfying Conformity Criteria

Methods for Satisfying Conformity Criteria��Method 1�Emissions of any criteria pollutant resulting from the action must be specifically identified and accounted for in the applicable SIP’s attainment or maintenance demonstration.��Method 2�A.	Area-wide and local air quality modeling must show direct and indirect emissions resulting from the action would not cause or contribute to any new violation or increase the severity of an existing violation ;or

B.	Local air quality modeling must show direct and indirect emissions resulting from the action would not cause or contribute to any new violation or increase the severity of an existing violation.  In addition, one of the Method 5 criteria must be met.��Method 3�Local air modeling (unless only area-wide modeling is required by the state) must show direct and indirect emissions resulting from the action would not cause or contribute to any new violation or increase the severity of an existing violation.��Method 4�Emissions must be fully offset through reductions elsewhere in the nonattainment or maintenance area.��Method 5�A.	Emissions from the action plus all other emissions in the nonattainment or maintenance area must not exceed the emissions budget specified in the applicable implementation plan.  Alternatively, if the emissions budget is exceeded, the state governor may make a written commitment to EPA including a promise to make SIP revisions that will lower emissions to within the emissions budget; or

B.	The action is specifically included in a current conforming transportation plan; or

C.	Emissions from the action do not increase total emissions with respect to a baseline; or

D.	The SIP is revised so emissions from the action are offset within that nonattainment or maintenance area to achieve no net increase; or

E.	If the action involves regional water and/or wastewater projects, the project must be sized to meet only the needs of the population projections in the SIP.��

The simplest method for conformity is to find that your projected action and associated growth is already accounted for in the state’s emissions budget (Method 1).  However, note it is not the action itself, but the emissions of the criteria pollutant that are identified in the state’s budget for future years.  “Emissions budget” is defined as “that portion of a SIP’s projected emissions inventory that describes that allowable emission levels that provide for attainment and maintenance of the NAAQS and meeting interim milestones.”



If the emissions offset option was chosen to achieve conformity, emissions must be offset so there is no net increase in emissions from the action.  It is not enough to offset emissions to the de minimis levels.  Emission offsets must be: 



Quantifiable;

Consistent with the applicable SIP attainment demonstration;

Surplus to reduction required by other SIP provisions; and

Enforceable at both state and Federal levels and permanent within the time frame specified in the offset program.



Installations should become familiar with the major emitters of criteria pollutants on their installation, in order to quickly identify possible sources of offset emissions reductions (see Section 4.3).  In addition, if the Air Force is proposing two separate actions to be carried out in the same nonattainment area during the same time frame, the emissions reductions from one action can be used as offsets for the other action.  If two different agencies are responsible for the two actions, both agencies must commit to offsetting the emissions increases.  The offsets have to occur at the same time as the emission increases for which the offsets are necessary.  For example, emissions increases from base realignments cannot be offset with emissions reductions from future base closures.  Some districts permit inter-pollutant trading, but there is likely to be a discounting factor associated with this trading.



If the method of achieving conformity by the use of a baseline is chosen (i.e., Method 5C, D), the appropriate baseline level must be chosen. Baseline emissions reflect the historical activity levels that occurred in the geographic area affected by the proposed Air Force action.  These levels are determined for:



Calendar year 1990; or

The calendar year for which the area was designated a nonattainment or maintenance area; or

The year of the baseline inventory in the PM-10 applicable SIP.



2.3	Logic Flow Diagram



Figure 2-1 on pagePage 2-7the following page is a logic flow diagram illustrating the thought process and order of events involved when evaluating an Air Force action for general conformity.  Figure 2-1 consists of the entire process from start to finish, while the diagrams at the beginning of each subsequent chapter illustrate only the steps discussed in that particular chapter..



��



�3.0	ISSUES ASSOCIATED WITH CONFORMITYCONFORMITY IN EXEMPT OR DE MINIMIS CATEGORIES



The conformity process involves many steps and issues, as discussed in the previous chapter.  This chapter provides detailed guidance on some of these issues including exempt and de minimis categories, regional significance, and how air emissions are included in the conformity analysis.  Understanding these concepts will make complying with the general conformity rule much easier.



3.1	Requirements 



The intent of conformity requirements is to ensure Federal actions do not adversely affect the timely attainment and maintenance of air quality standards.  As stated in 40 CFR Part 93, “No department, agency, or instrumentality of the Federal Government shall engage in, support in any way or provide financial assistance for, license or permit, or approve any activity which does not conform to an applicable implementation plan.”  Furthermore, CAA section 176(c)(1)(B) states, no actions by a Federal entity may:



Cause or contribute to any new violation of any standard in any area; or

Increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation of any standard in any area; or

Delay timely attainment of any standard or any required interim emissions reductions or milestones in any area.



EPA has set specific guidelines and procedures for determining whether Federal actions conform to SIPs. These procedures allow for flexibility by the sStates and regional EPA offices in determining if a Federal action conforms with the applicable SIP.  Additionally, states have the option of developing their own specific conformity procedures as part of their SIP, provided these procedures apply equally to non-Federal as well as Federal entities.  Coordination with Air Force, state, and EPA air quality officials is always recommended.

�3.2	Excluded Categories



There are three types of actions that do not require conformity determinations.  The first category are those actions which are considered “exempt” due to the nature of the action.  The second category are those actions presumed to conform.  The third category are those actions which are designated to be clearly de minimis.  This is important because the majority of Air Force actions per year fall into these categories.  The following sections are a breakdown of these exemptions.



3.2.1	Exempt



The following actions are considered exempt by EPA, per 40 CFR 93.153(b):



The portion of an action that includes major new or modified stationary sources requiring a permit under the New Source Review (NSR) or the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) programs.

Actions in response to emergencies, such as military mobilizations in response to a sudden threat or natural disasters such as hurricanes, earthquakes, etc., which are commenced on the order of hours or days after the emergency.  Actions which are part of a continuing response to an emergency or disaster and which are to be taken more than six months after the commencement of the response are exempt only if:

The Federal agency implementing the actions makes a written determination that, for a period of up to an additional six months, it is impractical to prepare the conformity analyses which would otherwise be required and the actions cannot be delayed due to overriding concerns for public welfare, national security interests, and foreign policy commitments (i.e., an extended period of military mobilization).

For actions which are to be taken after those actions in the preceding paragraph (i.e., after the additional six months) the Federal agency must make a new written determination.

Research, investigations, studies, demonstrations, or training (other than those listed by EPA as clearly de minimis) where no environmental detriment is incurred and/or the particular action furthers air quality research, as determined by the state agency responsible for the area’s SIP

Alterations of, and additions to, existing structures as specifically required by new or existing environmental legislation or regulations.  For example, hush houses for aircraft engines or installing stack scrubbers to reduce air pollutant emissions would fall under this heading

Direct emissions from remedial and removal actions carried out under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and associated regulations to the extent such emissions either comply with the substantive requirements of the PSD/NSR permitting program or are exempted from other environmental regulation under the provisions of CERCLA and applicable regulations issued under CERCLA



Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be exempt, MAJCOMs should establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.



3.2.2	Actions Presumed to Conform



Under the EPA rule, the Air Force may develop, through formal rulemaking, categories of actions that are presumed to conform.  No such rulemaking has been initiated at this time by the Air Force, therefore no Air Force presumed to conform categories exist.  HQ USAF/CE is responsible for identifying appropriate circumstances and developing the rulemaking.

Air Force installations must be sure to coordinate with AF/CEV and SAF/MIQ to obtain a list of Air Force actions which EPA has approved as presumed to conform.  Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be presumed to conform, MAJCOMs should establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.  In addition, presumed to conform actions must still be analyzed for regional significance (see Section 3.2).



3.2.3	Clearly De Minimis



Certain categories of Federal actions have been designated clearly de minimis by EPA.  These categories of actions result in no emissions increase or an increase that is clearly de minimis.  In addition, clearly de minimis actions must still be analyzed for regional significance (see Section 3.5).  The following are three examples of such actions; however, for a full list of cClearly dDe minimis actions, see Appendix G:



(i) Judicial or legislative proceedings

Court martial proceedings



(ii) Continuing and recurring activities, such as permit renewals, where activities conducted will be similar in scope to activities currently being conducted

Title V permit renewals



(vii) The routine, recurring transportation of material and personnel

Air shows or flyovers



Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be clearly de minimis, MAJCOMs shouldthe Air Force suggests installations establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.



3.2.3.1	Real Property and De Minimis



There are several different types of clearly de minimis conformity situations involving use of real property.  See Appendix G, List of Air Force Actions Considered Clearly De Minimis, items xi (leases), xiv (transfers of title), xix (CERCLA transfers agreements) and xx (public benefit transfers to other Ffederal agencies).  Consult with AFREA/MI, or AFBCA, regarding closure property, if you are uncertain which may apply.  Some examples are:



(xiv) Transfers of ownership, interests, and titles in land, facilities, and real and personal properties, regardless of the form or method of the transfer. 

Air Force no longer requires land and quitclaims land to private party

(xi) The granting of leases, licenses such as for exports and trade, permits, and easements where activities conducted will be similar in scope and operation to activities currently being conducted. 

Air Force leases a building on a base that it does not presently need to a private company that uses it for similar purposes



3.3	De Minimis



If a proposed Air Force action does not fall under any of the previous excluded categories, the next step is to determine if the emissions from the proposed action will be below the EPA designated de minimis levels for general conformity.



The emissions analysis is performed by comparing emissions of the pollutants of concern from the proposed Air Force action, to the de minimis levels established by EPA.  These de minimis levels vary depending on the status of the nonattainment area within which the action is occurring as shown in Appendix E.  Refer to Appendix C for the attainment status of your installation at the time of this guide’s development and always consult state air quality officials for any changes in status.  All emissions from the action must be analyzed in the analysis, including direct as well as indirect emissions.  Be advised, if the emissions from an action are below the applicable de minimis levels, one must still check for regional significance of the action (see Section 3.5). 



Although it is not required by EPA to document actions which have been found to be de minimis, MAJCOMs should establish local procedures to officially document these actions for internal records.



3.4  	Direct and Indirect Emissions



Direct and indirect emissions are defined as follows:



Direct emissions:  Emissions of a criteria pollutant or its precursors are caused or initiated by the Federal action and occur at the same time and place as the action.

Indirect emissions:  Emissions of a criteria pollutant or its precursors that:

Are caused by the Federal action but may occur later in time and may be further removed (by distance) from the action itself but are reasonably foreseeable; and

The Federal agency can practicably control and will maintain control over, due to a continuing program of responsibility of the Federal agency.



Typically, indirect emissions include two types: (1) emissions from mobile sources associated with the Federal action, e.g., employee vehicles, delivery trucks, construction vehicles; and (2) emissions from the actions of private citizens carrying out a Federal lease, permit, or approval.  In calculating total emissions, it is important to distinguish between direct and indirect emissions.  All reasonably foreseeable direct emissions must be included in the calculation.  Indirect emissions are included in the calculation only if above two criteria are met.  For example, driving to the installation to perform duty is clearly an indirect emission the Air Force has control over.  The Air Force can limit parking, encourage car pooling or the use of public transportation.  However, if the spouse chooses to drive to the base commissary to shop instead of the local grocery store, this situation is an example of an indirect emission the Air Force has no “practical control” over.



Including all the indirect emissions when accounting for the total emissions of a proposed action can take a project from the de minimis levels to one requiring a full conformity determination.  If, for example, an Air Force action, adding 200 personnel to a flying wing, in a CO nonattainment area, results in 60 tons of CO Direct Emissions (flying operations) and 30 tons of indirect emissions (driving to work), the action meets the de minimis levels.  If, however, during construction of the new dorm needed to house the people, another 15 tons of CO results (indirect emissions), the action will exceed de minimis and a complete conformity determination will be required.  It is therefore very important to ensure all the emissions are accounted for in determining if a conformity determination is required.



The analysis of total direct and indirect emissions must also reflect the scenario years expected to occur under each item.  These scenarios include:



Mandated attainment date or farthest year emissions are specified in the maintenance plan; and

Year in which total of direct and indirect emissions will be the greatest; and

Any year for which the applicable SIP specifies an emissions budget.



The conformity rule requires only the net emissions must be considered.  Therefore, be careful only to include those emissions that would not occur except for the proposed action.  For example, if a new mission is moving into a building formerly occupied by the departing mission, the emissions from the heating requirement for the new mission are not new emissions and do not need to be accounted.  With realignment actions, it is as important to subtract out any emission sources associated with the departing activities, as it is to add the emissions associated with new activities.



3.4.1	Not Reasonably Foreseeable



Emissions that may be caused by a Federal action that cannot be specifically identified, quantified, or located at the time of the conformity determination are considered not reasonably foreseeable and are exempt under the general conformity ruling.  However, this does not mean only obvious emissions directly resulting from the action are accounted for in conformity analysis.  For example, indirect emissions are sometimes difficult to calculate; however, they can be identified and quantified and, therefore, must be included in the analysis (see Section 2.1).

�3.52	Regionally Significant Actions



A “regionally significant” action is defined as a general Federal action representing 10 percent or more of a nonattainment or maintenance area’s total emissions of any criteria pollutant.  The criteria pollutants are ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 10 microns (PM-10), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and lead (Pb).  EPA proposed the concept of “regionally significant” actions to capture those actions falling below de minimisde minimis emission levels but havinghave the potential to impact the air quality of a region.





3.52.1	Process



The process is as follows:



Determine whether the total emissions from the Air Force action of the nonattainment criteria pollutants exceed the threshold (de minimisde minimis) rates as described in Appendix E, Annual Emission Threshold Quantities for General Conformity Determinations.

If the total emissions exceed the threshold rates, then the action requires a conformity determination.

If the total emissions do not exceed the threshold rates, given in Appendix E, then there is still a possibility of the action being regionally significant and therefore requiring a conformity determination.

Compare the emissions to the air quality planning inventory of the region.

If the amount of emissions from the action is equal to or greater than 10 percent of the planning emissions inventory, the action is regionally significant and requires a full conformity determination (see Section 23.1).

If the amount of emissions is less than 10 percent of the planning inventory, then the action does not require a conformity determination. 

�3.63	Timelines



As stated before, conformity determinations require extensive coordination with state and local air quality officials, as well as appropriate Air Force personnel.  From start to finish, and with focused efforts by all the key players, it can take up to 6 months to complete a conformity determination.  The scope of the action, the nature of the attainment status, and the ways to demonstrate conformity all impact the time it takes to complete the conformity process.  The following bullets list the main tasks in the conformity process and the approximate time to complete.  Many of these tasks can be accomplished simultaneously Persons who must perform conformity determinations must account for the time associated with this coordination process.  The timelines are only estimates and many tasks can be accomplished simultaneously.



Coordination with AF/CEV - 1-2 weeks

Coordination with MPO - 1-2 weeks1 week

Coordination with EPA regional office - 1-2 weeks1 week

Coordination with AFCEE - as needed for service contract - 4-6 weeks

Writing of the Statement of Work (SOW) and full-service contractor implementationbid time - 6-123-6 months

Emissions analysis - 4-61 weeks after emissions data is gathered

Writing of draft conformity determination - 1-2 months

SAF/MIQ approval period - 1-2 weeks2 weeks



The Air Force must provide a 30-day notice of the action and draft conformity determination to the appropriate EPA region, state and local air quality agencies, and the MPO.  The Air Force must also give public notice in local newspapers and allow public review of the document (see Section 5.6).  For those Air Force actions not requiring a conformity determination, no public notice or participation is requiredNo public notice or participation is required for applicability analyses concluding no conformity determination is necessary.  Notice must also be made within 30 days of the final conformity determination being signed.

�









3.74	Frequency



Once a conformity determination has been made, it will automatically expire after 5five years or when the action is completed, whichever comes first.  However, if the action is still ongoing 5five years after the original conformity determination, a re-determination will not be required as long as the continued activities are still within the scope of the action as originally evaluated.

�4.0	EMISSIONS AND CONFORMITYEMISSIONS DETERMINATIONS



Only EPA approved modeling techniques may be used to show how the estimated emissions from the proposed action will positively conform to the applicable SIP.  There are several different methods of showing positive conformity, and several different emissions models which can be used.  This chapter discusses these various methods and techniques and discusses ways to reduce emissions resulting in a positive conformity determination.When it has been determined a conformity determination is necessary, one must use only EPA approved modeling techniques to show an action will positively conform to the applicable SIP.  There are several different methods of showing a positive conformity, and several different models which can be utilized.  This chapter will discuss these various methods and techniques.



4.1	Background on Modeling Techniques



There is a need for consistency in the application of air quality models for compliance with the CAAA of 1990 and the General Conformity Rule.  In the 1977 Clean Air Act, Congress mandated such consistency and encouraged the standardization of model applications.  The Guideline on Air Quality Models was first published in April 1978 to satisfy these requirements by specifying models and providing guidance on their use.  This guideline provides a common basis for estimating the air quality concentrations used in assessing control strategies and developing emission limits.  This guideline recommends air quality modeling techniques that should be applied to the SIP revisions for existing sources, NSR, and PSD.  This guideline is intended for use by EPA Regional Offices in judging the adequacy of modeling analyses performed by the state and local agencies as well as by industry.  Additionally, the guidance found in the above referenced document is appropriate for use by Air Force activities involved with air quality and land management responsibilities.  The guideline serves as the basis for identifying those techniques and databasedata bases EPA considers acceptable.



4.2	Methods of Conformity



When a conformity determination is required, one must show how the action will conform to the applicable SIP.  EPA provided several different methods of showing a positive conformity; this gives the Air Force some flexibility to choose the most logical method.  The following Tables give a simplified view of the methods to choose from and what each one of them entails.

�

Table 4.1:	Methods for Satisfying Conformity Criteria



Table 4.2 explains the different of conformity method options in a quick reference matrix format.  The various methods of achieving conformity are pollutant specific, therefore once one identifies the criteria pollutant of concern for the conformity determination the available methods of achieving conformity can be quickly cross referenced in Table 4.2



Table 4.2:	Conformity Methods Matrix

Note:  1  If Method 2B is chosen, one of the Method 5 criteria must be met.

�One of the simplest methods for the Air Force to achieve conformity is to have the proposed action included in the SIP.  However, this method requires significant coordination with state officials and considerable lead time due to the fact the SIP must be approved by EPA before the action can proceed.  Coordination with Air Staff personnel and SAF/MIQ is critical when considering negotiating for an SIP revision; they will have information and experience dealing with SIP revision efforts.  To avoid waiting for the SIP to be approved, installations can negotiate to have the state provide a written commitment to revise the SIP in the future.  The action can proceed as soon as the additional emissions reductions the state has committed to have occurred.



If the emissions offset option was chosen to achieve conformity, emissions should be offset so there is no net increase in emissions from the action.  It is not enough to offset emissions to the de minimis levels.  Emissions offsets must be: 

quantifiable;

consistent with the applicable SIP attainment demonstration;

surplus to reduction required by other SIP provisions and;

enforceable at both state and Federal levels and permanent within the time frame specified in the offset program.

Installations should become familiar with the major emitters of criteria pollutants on Base, in order to quickly identify possible sources of offset emissions reductions (see Section 4.4).  In addition, if the Air Force is proposing two separate actions to be carried out in the same nonattainment area during the same time frame, the emissions reductions of VOCs and NOx from one action can be used as offsets for the other action.  If two different agencies are responsible for the two actions, both agencies must commit to offsetting the emissions increases.  The offsets have to occur at the same time as the emission increases for which the offsets are necessary.  For example emissions increases from base realignments cannot be offset with emissions reductions from future base closures.  For more information on offsetting, refer to EPA’s Economic Incentive Program rules.



If the method of achieving conformity by the use of a baseline is chosen (i.e., method 5C, D), the appropriate baseline level must be chosen.  The baseline emissions reflects the historical activity levels that occurred in the geographic area affected by the proposed Air Force action.  These levels are determined for:

Calendar year 1990 or;

The calendar year for which the area was designated a nonattainment or maintenance area or;

The year of the baseline inventory in the PM-10 applicable SIP.









4.23	Air Quality Modeling



The analysis required for the conformity determination must be based upon the latest MPO approved planning assumptions and also must be based on the latest and most accurate EPA approved emissions estimation techniques available as described below:

For non-motor vehicle sources including stationary and area source emissions, the latest emission factors specified by EPA in the Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors AP-42 must be used for conformity analysis unless more accurate emissions data is available (such as actual stack test data from the source). 

The air quality analysis required must be based upon the applicable air quality models, databasedata bases, and other requirements specified in the most recent version of “Guideline on Air Quality Models” (Revised) (EPA publication no. 450/2-78-027R).

For motor vehicle emissions, the most current model specified by EPA must be used.

A grace period of 3 months will apply during which the motor vehicle emissions models previously specified by EPA as the most current version may be used.  Conformity analysis for which the analysis was begun during the grace period, or no more than 3three years before the Federal Register notice, may continue to use the model previously specified by EPA.





4.34	Emission Rates for Typical Air Force Activities



This section focuses upon the emissions from typical Air Force activities which may be involved in conformity determinations.  The emission inventories are estimates devised from averaged emissions from several ACC and AETC installations. The amount of emission sources (i.e., type and number of AGE, etc.) and the varied amount of usage at different installations make exact tons per year emission estimates impractical for this guide.  Keep in mind, conformity determinations are not based on rough estimates, they must be exact calculations of emissions from the Air Force action and must be calculated using the latest EPA approved modeling techniques.  AF/CEV should be contacted for information on emissions databases.



The installation’s baseline emission survey should identify the major existing sources of pollutants.  From this survey, the installation EF can compare the existing sources with the additions resulting from the proposed action.  Only that portion of the emissions attributable to the increase in activity are included in the conformity determination.  For example, it is possible that there would not be additional support equipment brought in to support increased operations.  In such a situation, the difference in emissions from such equipment is the delta.

4.34.4.1	Aircraft Ooperations



Aircraft emissions will probably generate the highest percentage of criteria pollutant emissions at any given Air Force installation.  For example, any Air Force action involving BRAC activities will result in a change in the numbers and types of aircraft at the installation.  As a result, these aircraft additions or losses will constitute the highest rate of change in emissions in making any conformity determination.  In addition to BRAC activities, any Air Force structure, personnel or equipment changes may also call for the movement of aircraft on or off the Air Force installation.



4.34.4.1.1	Flying Operations



The types of aircraft to be realigned and/or relocated (involved in the Air Force action) for the installation under study are used to calculate emission rates.  The rate of emissions will vary according to the type of aircraft and aircraft activities.  The installation Air Quality Manager should contact Flight Operations for assistance in determining the flying operations emissions impacts at the new location.  Flight patterns may change due to climate, flight traffic density, or other factors.  Additionally, Air Guard and Air Reserve aircraft may fly different flight profiles as compared to the active duty Air Force.



The emissions from Take-Offs and Landing Operations (TLO) for the individual aircraft are calculated using AP-42, Volume II Emissions Factors by type of aircraft operation such as taxi/idle, takeoff, climb-out, and approach.  Emissions can then be calculated by using the time an aircraft spends in each mode, the number of engines on the aircraft, the number of operations, and the modal emission rate.

Emissions from aircraft within certain boundaries must be included in the total emissions regardless of whether they are regulated by the SIP.  For aircraft, all emissions up to the mixing zone, generally 3,000 feet above ground level, generated within the nonattainment area boundaries, must be included in the emissions calculation.  Mixing zones vary from region to region and local meteorological data should be consulted.

�4.34.4.1.2	Aircraft Ground Operations  



Aircraft engines are normally run at various power settings under varying conditions on and off the aircraft.  The following power settings will be applicable in the calculation of emissions: (1) idle, (2) approach, (3) military rated thrust, and (4) take-off rated thrust.  Data may be obtained from the installation emission inventories for the various aircraft.  Aircraft ground operations will be a significant source of CO, NOx, and SOx.





4.34.4.2	Aerospace Ground Equipment (AGE)



AGE are internal combustion and turbine engines used for ground support of aircraft.  AGE consists of all powered aircraft support equipment except refueling trucks, aircraft towing tractors, and K-loaders.  While AGE is a significant source for CO and VOCs, it is probably the single largest source of NOx emissions on the installation.



The latest edition of EPA’s Non-Road Engine and Vehicle Emission Study should be used to determine the load factors and emission factors for the various pieces of AGE at the installation under study.  Fuels to evaluate include: JP-4 and JP-8 jet fuel, MOGAS fuel, and diesel fuel.





4.34.4.3	Painting Emissions



Surface coating involves all applications of paint, primer, stain, etc., to surfaces of aircraft, vehicles, missiles, or buildings and the use of related products such as thinners, solvents, etc.  The installation transaction records for the previous 12 month period for all 8010 stock class items should be consulted to ascertain the amount of surface coatings used.  The major emission from painting operations is lead and is probably the single largest source for this emission on the installation.





4.34.4.4	Incinerator Emissions



Incinerators covered by the inventory shall include municipal waste, medical waste, and security materials.  Incinerators can be expected to be a source of SOx  emissions.

�



4.34.4.5	Fire Training Area Emissions



Most Air Force installations have one or more fire fighting practice pits within the installation boundaries.  It consists of a containment area which is filled with a specified amount of fuel, depending upon the type of training, and materials being ignited.  Fire protection personnel then use various methods of extinguishing the fire.  The Fire Training Area will be a significant source of PM-10 emissions, along with VOCs.





4.34.4.6	Heating and Power Production



This item for evaluation will include all power and heat production for base facilities as well as the base’s housing units.



Pollutants from the total amounts of each type of fuel utilized must be calculated, (i.e., heating oil, natural gas, diesel fuel).  Additionally, the factor for SOx for oil will vary depending on the sulfur content of the oil.  When calculating the pollution emanating from a central heating plant, (if it is involved in the analysis) the input capacity for each boiler should be determined.  Heating and power units will be significant emission sources for SOx, NOx, CO, and PM-10.





4.34.4.7	Fuel Evaporative Emissions 



This category for evaluation includes all aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) as well as underground storage tanks (USTs) which store base fuels.  This evaluation should include calculating the total hydrocarbon emissions for filling USTs, UST breathing, vehicle refueling, and spillage.  VOC emissions produced by these sources are likely to be close to one half of the installation’s total VOC emissions.





4.34.4.8	Construction



Another area of emissions concern on any installation is construction.  New construction, demolition, and additions/alterations (refurbishing) to existing facilities and utilities should be considered in the evaluation.  Construction activity will be considered an area source emission, although vehicles supporting the construction will be considered as mobile sources.



The methodology and emission factors provided in Appendix 9 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook are used to estimate construction emissions by the type of activity.  These activity emissions are then aggregated to arrive at an emissions estimate for the entire project.  The total emissions from the Air Force action are then divided equally over the calendar year.  The construction activities to be analyzed include demolition, grading and excavation, heavy-duty equipment operating on paved and unpaved roads, fuels systems and road construction, and new facility and housing construction.  



4.34.4.9	Vehicle Emissions



The last area of emissions concern on the installation under study is vehicle emissions.  Motor vehicles include all vehicles using the roads on the installation and include both privately owned vehicles (POVs) and government owned vehicles (GOVs).  Emission sources include but should not be limited to cars, troop trucks/passenger buses, and motorcycles.  Examples of GOVs might be passenger, utility and heavy-duty trucks (3/4 ton or greater in size), sedans, station wagons, buses, and communication vans.



The commuting distance for off-base personnel can be determined using the residence patterns and locations.  The data may be obtained from any traffic engineering studies performed at the installation undergoing the evaluation.  Good sources of information might be obtained from the Base Housing Office, the Security Police Office,Base Automotive Maintenance Office and the local MPO (see Appendix B).  The most current versions of the motor vehicle emissions model specified by EPA must be used.



4.44.5	Mitigation



If an Air Force action does not initially conform with the applicable SIP, methods of mitigation of the air quality impacts may be pursued.  Mitigation methods reduce the potential impact of an action so that it will produce less emissions.  Many mitigation methods for several different types of sources will be discussed in this section; however, it would be impossible to cover every situation and emission.  It is up to the installation responsible for the conformity determination to choose the best methods or devise their own to fit the situation.  Although the mitigation method chosen does not have to be in place when the conformity determination is drafted, there must be an explicit implementation schedule, written commitment of mitigation, and the approval of the action will be conditional upon the implementation of the mitigation methods.  Mitigation methods must be in place before the emissions from the action begin.  



4.44.5.1	Controlling Mobile Sources



SIPs and state regulations address mobile sources such as vehicles and aircraft as important sources of criteria pollutants.  Reducing emissions from mobile sources can be used to decrease the emissions that need to be accounted for in a conformity determination.  At Air Force installations, some strategies to reduce emissions from mobile sources include:  vehicle inspection and maintenance programs, use of vapor recovery technologies, transportation control methods (e.g. car pooling), and the phase-in of clean fuel vehicles.



The Air Force installation EF must coordinate with the state air quality officials and local MPO to determine specific installation requirements and mitigation options.  A point of contact listing for Air Quality Districts is provided in Appendix A.

The use of vapor recovery technologies may be a mitigation option at an Air Force installations.  This will reduce VOC and hydrocarbon evaporative emissions from vehicles during operation and refueling.

Transportation control methods may be implemented to achieve required emission levels.  One of these methods may include an installation vehicle utilization plan to reduce the number of employee trips.  The installation Air Quality Manager should contact the applicable state air quality officials and the local MPO for guidance on these methods of mitigation.  Additionally, AFI 32-7040, Air Quality Compliance, states in part that fuel efficiency outreach programs are to be developed by the MAJCOMs.  The Air Quality Manager should contact the EF at the MAJCOM for the particulars.

Installation vehicles can be converted (with EPA-approved conversion kits) to run on clean fuels (i.e. Propane, natural gas, etc.) to reduce emissions.  Gasoline fueled vehicles can also be scrapped in favor of new vehicles which were specifically designed to run on clean fuels.



4.44.5.2	Controlling Stationary Source Emissions



Emissions from stationary sources such as boilers and paint booths can also be mitigated to reduce emissions.  



Installing high efficiency carbon adsorbing systems on paint booths and using low VOC content paints and coatings will reduce ozone precursor emissions.

Installing low NOx burners for residential heating systems or using alternative fuel boilers such as natural gas.  In addition, methods of removing pollutants from stack emissions (e.g., scrubbers) from sources such as incinerators can be implemented.



4.4.3	Adjust the Action



If, after reviewing all the existing mobile and stationary sources, the emissions reduction is still not significant to achieve a positive conformity determination, a review of the proposed action may be required.  A different phasing of personnel or aircraft transfers, a reduction in the size of the heating plant, or extending the total construction period (i.e. reducing the total number of people required to perform the construction), may be some of the options available to achieve the positive conformity determination.  These and other options should only be pursued after extensive coordination with the MAJCOMs and the Air Staff.



�5.0	COMMUNITY RELATIONS AND OTHER SPECIAL ISSUES



5.1	General Overview



This discussion addresses the role of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and information it can provide at the installation level; the handling of classified conformity actions; actions of where more than one Federal agency is involved; the integration of the conformity determination process with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) activities; and, the role of the community in the conformity determination process.



EPA requires specific public reporting requirements for conformity determinations and installation officials must respond to the concerns raised by the local community during and after the designated comment periods.  This chapter will discuss the specific guidelines within the conformity ruling which designate who in the community participates in the conformity process and when, as well as how long this participation will occur.



5.2	Role of the MPO



MPOs are the agencies designated by the governors to plan and program regional transportation system improvements for urbanized areas across the nation.  Since 1962, these MPOs have been performing the “continuing, comprehensive and cooperative” metropolitan planning required by section 134 of the Federal Highway Act and section 8 of the Federal Transit Act.



Specifically, the MPO conducts a comprehensive urban planning process to properly plan for future population and economic growth.  All planning assumptions used when determining conformity must be derived from the estimates of population, employment, travel, and congestion studies most recently approved by the MPO, or other agency authorized to make such estimates.



Today, the 396 urbanized areas in the United States (metropolitan areas with a population over 50,000) are currently represented by 338 MPOs with the numbers of MPOs increasing steadily to keep pace with rising populations in urban areas.  The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991 significantly increased the responsibilities of the MPOs.  In most major metropolitan areas, these agencies are also responsible for developing and implementing transportation plans and are heavily involved with the transportation conformity regulations.  The installation EF should interface with the local MPO before issuing a draft determination to obtain needed population and growth projections.



The installation EF should then interface with the local MPO as follows:



TheWithin 30 days after the Air Force completes the draft conformity determination, the applicable MPO will be notified and given a copy of the draft conformity determination and a 30 day notice..

Within 30 days after the Air Force completes the final conformity determination, the applicable MPO will be notified and given a copy of the final conformity determination.



Appendix B contains a Point of Contact Listing for MPOs alphabetically by city within each state for use by the installation’s EF in planning for the conformity determination process.  While these MPOs are typically governed by the local elected officials, the National Association of Regional Councils has chosen to include a permanent MPO staff.



5.3	Classified Actions



The general conformity rule does not provide for any classified exemptions.  However, the Air Force can develop their own list of presumed to conform actions pursuant to procedures as stipulated in the general conformity rule (see Section 2.2.2) which can include some classified actions.  Although the presumed to conform actions are not subject to public participation requirements, these actions are only presumed to conform and could be rebutted at a future date by any interested party.



The fact that a proposed action, or certain documentation relating to it, is classified for national defense policy purposes does not relieve the Air Force installation of the requirement to comply with the general conformity requirements.  DraftAlthough the draft and final conformity determinations must be prepared and made public, those applicable documents must be prepared, safeguarded, and disseminated according to established procedures for protecting classified documents.



There are two generic situations where classification of conformity documentation may be required.  These are: 



The proposed action is classified and therefore any conformity determination concerning the action is classified; or

The proposed action is not classified within itself, but certain aspects of the documentation required for the conformity determination is classified and therefore must be protected with a security classification.



In the case where the whole proposed action is classified, the entire conformity determination process may be kept classified; safeguarded according to the applicable Air Force security classification procedures.  Thereby, the conformity process would still be completed; however, only those persons at the state or EPA level with security clearance will be allowed to review and approve the determination.  If you are unsure how to proceed, coordinate with AF/CEV.  In the situation where only a portion of the conformity determination is classified, the conformity determination documentation should be organized with the classified information in a separate classified attachment.  The remaining portions of the documentation will then be suitable for release to the public.  It should be noted that the specifics of the public information requirements are further addressed in Section 5.6.



5.4	Determining Conformity when Multiple Federal Agencies are Involved



A special situation arises when different Federal agencies have jurisdiction over the same project.  Section 93.154 of the General Conformity Rule states, “Where multiple Federal agencies have jurisdiction for various aspects of a project, a Federal agency may choose to adopt the analysis of another Federal agency or develop its own analysis in order to make its conformity determination.”  Consider the following situations and corresponding examples: 



(1) where the action is Air Force only, then the requirement to perform the analysis rests solely with the Air Force; 

(2) where more than one agency has jurisdiction over various parts of the action, for example the Air Force builds additional aircraft ramp space for the Coast Guard to locate an expanded mission, then either agency can perform the analysis of the entire action and the other agency can “adopt” the “lead” agency’s analysis to make its own determination;

(3) where the action is jointly undertaken, for example the Air Force and another agency fund construction of a joint use facility.  The General Conformity Rule does not specifically address these circumstances.  However, by applying the same logic as the previous example, either agency can perform the analysis of the entire action and the other agency can “adopt” the “lead” agency’s analysis to make its own determination.



Note that in the latter two examples, each agency must make its own conformity determination, but may rely on the analytical work of the other agency in reaching its conclusions.If the Air Force leases the installation to another Federal agency such as the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and maintains a continuing authority over the installation through the lease, then the Air Force must make a conformity determination for the actions that will occur on the installation as a result of the lease.  In addition, if another Federal agency supports the activity or a portion of it, it too must make a conformity determination for the portion of the activity for which it is responsible.  For example, if the Air Force installation under question is leased to a local municipality for an aviation activity requiring an FAA permit, both the FAA and the Air Force would be required to make conformity determinations.



On the other hand, it is possible that only a portion of the installation may be leased for a specific activity, such as a municipal wastewater treatment plant.  In this situation, the Air Force would be responsible for making the conformity determination for the direct and indirect emissions associated with the plant’s everyday operation.







There is no provision in the conformity rule which covers situations dealing with overlapping jurisdiction between two branches of military service, only with inter-agency issues.  Any questions arising from overlapping responsibility between two branches of the military should be directed through AF/CEV to SAF/MIQ.



5.5	NEPA and its Relationship with Conformity



In order to comply with NEPA, air quality impacts associated with the proposed action and alternatives must be assessed in an EA or EIS, as appropriate.  If the location of either the proposed action or any alternatives is within an air quality management district (AQMD) designated as “attainment,” then additional conformity considerations under the EPA rule are not currently applicable.  However, the statutory requirements must still be addressed in the NEPA document.  In the event the proposed action or an alternative is located in an AQMD designated as “maintenance“ or “non-attainment,” then a conformity analysis must be accomplished.  The conformity requirements associated with the AQMD must be described in the air quality section for the proposed action and for each alternative in the NEPA document chapter on existing conditions.  In addition, if the proposed action and alternatives qualify for a listed exemption or a “clearly de minimis” category, then no additional conformity analysis would be required.  However, a statement identifying the specific listing claimed should be included in the specific air quality sections of the NEPA document.



The NEPA and conformity documents should be prepared concurrently to ensure all aspects of environmental compliance are analyzed in a timely manner.  An initial screening of conformity-related emissions and potential conformity determination requirements should be accomplished to ensure that the proposed action and/or alternatives are viable with respect to conformity.  Conclusions may then be incorporated into both the EIAP document chapter on air quality related environmental consequences, and the subsequent NEPA decision document.  At a minimum, preliminary conformity considerations should demonstrate, for each alternative including the proposed action, whether the emissions of criteria pollutants and their precursors from the action will:



1)  Cause or contribute to any new violation of any National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS);

2)  Interfere with the maintenance of the NAAQS; 

3)  Increase the frequency or severity of any existing NAAQS violation; or

4)  Delay the timely attainment of any NAAQS, required emission reductions, or interim milestones to achieve the NAAQS. 



In preparation of an NEPA document, a positive conformity determination must be achieved prior to signing of the FONSI or ROD.  Any mitigation measures identified in the conformity determination must also be included in the NEPA mitigation plan.



NEPA requires Federal agencies to analyze the potential environmental impacts of proposed actions and alternatives and to use those analysis in making decisions on whether and how to proceed with those actions.  Environmental assessments (EA) and environmental impact statements (EIS) are prepared to fulfill the requirements of NEPA and to assess the environmental impact of a proposed Air Force action.  Through these documents, EPA has the authority to review and comment on air quality impacts of major Air Force actions to which NEPA applies.







5.5.1	Documenting General Conformity Considerations for a CATEXConformity in NEPA Documentation



Consideration conformity requirements must be specifically documented on AF Form 813 when a CATEX determination is made.  If the proposal does not generate criteria pollutant or the precursors emissions, it should be noted in the remarks sections of AF Form 813 that the requirements of the General Conformity Rule (Rule) have been considered and do not apply.



If the CATEX proposal involves minor air emissions, distinction should be made whether the proposed action would be located in an air quality management district (AQMD) designated as “attainment”, “maintenance” or “non-attainment”.  If the proposal would be located in an attainment area, the AF Form 813 remarks section should state that EPA conformity rule does not currently apply.  If the proposal would be located in a designated maintenance or non-attainment area, separate additional analysis would be required to document that the proposal would not violate de minimis thresholds for national ambient air quality standards.  If the CATEX is found to: 1) cause or contribute to any new violation of any National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS); 2) interfere with the maintenance of the NAAQS; 3) increase the frequency or severity of any existing NAAQS violation; or 4) delay the timely attainment of any NAAQS, required emission reductions, or interim milestones to achieve the NAAQS, then a conformity determination must be accomplished prior to starting the proposed action.  If the action meets one of the “exempted” or “clearly de minimis” categories, it must be noted on AF Form 813 and the appropriate listing must be specified.

NEPA analysis and conformity analysis are two different, separate regulations imposed on Federal agencies, therefore, it is not sufficient or legal to substitute one analysis for the other.  EPA does not require integration of conformity into NEPA documentation, however, the option is left open for Federal agencies to integrate the two assessments if they choose to do so.  The Air Force intends to keep conformity determinations essentially separate from NEPA environmental analysis (EA) and environmental impact statements (EIS).  However, it is advisable to prepare the NEPA and conformity documentation concurrently to ensure all aspects of required environmental compliance are analyzed in a timely manner.  EPA does not require analysis of conformity for each alternative proposed in a NEPA EIS, however, the Air Force advises installations to do an analysis of applicability on proposed alternatives to ensure the alternatives are viable with respect to conformity as well as NEPA regulations.  These applicability analyses should be documented for internal records.  In addition, if NEPA documentation is being prepared for an action occurring in a nonattainment or maintenance area, a brief explanation of conformity and how the proposed action conforms to the SIP or FIP should be included under the section on air quality.  Keep in mind, actions exempt from the conformity process are not necessarily exempt under NEPA and vice versa.



The EPA ruling Determining Conformity of General Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans amended 40 CFR 6, which contains the NEPA regulations, by adding the following:



Federal actions must conform to any SIP approved under section 110 of the Clean Air Act

Wastewater treatment plants subject to review under Subpart E of 40 CFR 6, the responsible official shall consider the air pollution control requirements specified in section 316(b) of the Clean Air Act



5.6	Reporting Requirements



To ensure the appropriate air quality officials have the opportunity to review and , comment on and approve the conformity determinations, EPA requires the following:

Air Force installations must provide a 30-day notice describing the draft conformity determination to:

The local MPO;

The appropriate EPA regional office(s);

State and local air quality agencies;

The agency, office, or organization designated by the state to develop the SIP and;

Where applicable, affected Federal land managers.

These same agencies must be provided with another notice within 30 days after the Air Force makes a final conformity determination.

�5.7	Public Participation



To ensure the public has the opportunity to review and comment on the Air Force action, EPA requires that the following procedures be followed.  The installation’s EF, in consultation with the installation’s Public Affairs Office and the Office of the Judge Advocate (per 40 CFR 51.856),, will:



Ensure the draft conformity determination, including supporting materials, is available for review upon request by any person.  Placing copies of the draft conformity determinations atin local libraries is one method. suggested

Make public the draft conformity determination by placing a prominent advertisement in the local daily newspapers of general circulation in the area affected by the action.  See draft notice in Appendix D.

Provide 30 days after the advertisement for written public comment prior to any formal action being taken on the draft conformity determination.

Document responses to all comments received on the draft conformity determination.  Make the comments and responses available, upon request, to any person within 30 days of the final conformity determination.

Make public the final conformity determination by placing a prominent advertisement in the local daily newspapers of general circulation in the area affected by the action within 30 days of the final conformity determination.



For the handling of classified actions, see Section 5.3 of this guide.



5.7.1	Role of the Community



When viewing the role of the community in the conformity determination process, it is Air Force policy to include the local community as a partner and not as an adversary.  Therefore, the installation’s Public Affairs Office and the Office of the Staff Judge Advocate should be brought into the particular conformity process as early as possible in order to ensure this partner type of relationship.



Planning is crucial to the success of any community relations effort.  Installations must keep complete and up-to-date administrative records of the conformity determination process.  All written or verbal comments from the public and official reviewers should be documented.  Failure to do so may result in the installation being unable to defend the conformity process legally and before the public.



Installation planning should include scheduling of required public participation and selecting technical installation or contractor personnel who can effectively communicate with the community about any technical or legal issues.  If a contractor is required to perform some of the community relations activities, such requirements need to be addressed in the contractor’s SOW.



The importance of maintaining open communications with the public cannot be overemphasized.  As stated earlier, it is important to establish an atmosphere of partnership that enables you to discover and remedy any public misconceptions that can possibly lead to citizen suits. �6.0	SEEKING PROFESSIONAL ASSISTANCE IN CONFORMITY DETERMINATIONS



Due to the extent of the analysis and time required to prepare the conformity determination, professional assistance will be required in many instances.  However, one should keep in mind that the actual responsibility and liability rests with the Air Force official who signs the conformity determination.  The EF may have a service center handle the contracting aspects if it is the most efficient method.  Some installations might have the in-house personnel to handle conformity analyses contract procurement action without the assistance of the service center and can manage such contracts themselves.



If the installation does not have the staff or resources to properly manage the conformity analyses contract, it is more advisable to assign this function to a service center.  Managing such procurement actions may be very complex, requiring contract oversight activities and the review of contractor deliverables such as reports, models, methodologies, and the evaluation of cost estimates.



This section provides an overview related to contracting and contractor management, and will focus on some critical aspects of successful program management.  A useful source of information on contracting is the Air Force’s Environmental Contracting Strategies Guide, January 1992.



6.1	Selection Criteria



Two very important tasks are to evaluate and select a contractor to perform the conformity determination.  Input to the installation or service center’s contract office should be based on the following criteria in order of priority:



Contractor responsiveness to the solicitation requirements.

Previous experience in directly related environmental conformity analysis work involving Air Force activities.  This also includes previous actual experience on similar projects at other locations or at the particular installation under study.

Personnel expertise or applicable qualifications of the team working on the proposed project.

Evaluation of the prospective contractor’s financial stability and credit rating (e.g.  AAA, AA, A, B, or C).

Cost efficiency and responsiveness.













6.2	Defining the Project 



The contracting officer is responsible for providing a comprehensive statement of work (SOW) to prospective contractors for bid or proposal preparation and work.  A samplegeneric SOW for selecting a contractor to do a positive conformity determination is as follows:



STATEMENT OF WORK

PREPARE GENERAL CONFORMITY DETERMINATION

AT LIDDY AIR FORCE BASE



1.0	OBJECTIVE



The objective of this task order is to obtain technical support for determining general conformity at Liddy AFB.  The Air Force is required to comply with all applicable Federal, state and local environmental regulations.  Included in these regulations is the general conformity rule. The intent of conformity requirements is to ensure Federal actions do not adversely affect the timely attainment and maintenance of air quality standards.  The Air Force is required to analyze the proposed realignment of aircraft and personnel at Liddy AFB to ensure the pollutant emissions from this action conform to the State Implementation Plan of the State of Arizona.



2.0	TASKS



The scope of this task order includes the professional labor and materials needed to accomplish the following:



2.1	Kickoff Meeting.  Contractor shall attend a kickoff meeting to discuss the proposed methods for accomplishing tasks specified in this SOW.  



2.2	Work Plan.  Contractor shall develop draft and final work plans describing the proposed methods for accomplishing the tasks in this SOW.



2.3	Draft Conformity Determination.  Contractor shall prepare a draft conformity determination according to either 40 CFR 93 or applicable state regulations.  The conformity determination shall be composed of one document containing the background, analysis, and conclusions; and a second document containing the emissions calculations.  The conformity determination documentation shall include the following information:



2.3.1  Background on the Clean Air Act General Conformity



2.3.1.1  Introduction

2.3.1.2  Background

2.3.1.3  Conformity Determination Process



2.3.2  Description of the Air Force Action



2.3.2.1  Location of the Action

2.3.2.2  Purpose of the Action

2.3.2.3  Elements of the Action



2.3.3  Existing Air Quality at Liddy AFB



2.3.3.1  Meteorological Conditions

2.3.3.2  Description of Criteria Pollutants and Standards



2.3.4  Current Air Quality Control Region Attainment Status



2.3.4.1  Ozone

2.3.4.2  Carbon Monoxide

2.3.4.3  Nitrogen Dioxide

2.3.4.4  4.4  Sulfur Dioxide

2.3.4.44.4  Suspended Particulate Matter

2.3.4.54.5  Lead



2.3.5  Historic Baseline Emissions



2.3.6  Analysis and Results



2.3.6.1  Methodology

2.3.6.2  Emissions

2.3.6.3  Results

2.3.6.4  Conclusions



2.3.7  References



2.4	Deliverables and Delivery Schedule.



2.5	Government Furnished Items and Property.



2.6	Second Draft Conformity Determination.  Following Air Force review and comment on the first draft, the contractor shall incorporate Air Force comments and prepare a second draft.



2.7	Public Participation.  Contractor will provide the Air Force with [as many copies as needed to satisfy the public participation and reporting requirements] copies of this second draft conformity determination.  The contractor shall also provide a technical point of contact to answer any questions from the public or state agencies.



2.8	Final Conformity Determination.  Contractor shall address comments received during the reporting requirement phase.  The contractor shall incorporate the changes required by these comments into the final conformity determination.  The comments received shall be put into an appendix of the final conformity determination.  The contractor will provide the Air Force with [as many copies as needed to satisfy the public participation and reporting requirements] copies of this final conformity determination.



6.3	Contracting Activities 



Contract types fall into two major categories: fixed price and cost-reimbursement. These two contract types are distinguished from one another by the amount of built-in contractor incentive, contract flexibility, and by the project unknowns.



The desired goal is to build as much contractor incentive as possible into the contract (i.e., lean towards fixed-price contracts).  However, fixed-price contracts do not allow flexibility regarding the level of service provided by the contractor.  The requirements of the project should be known in order to provide this information to the contractor.  The government often prefers fixed-price contracts because:



They motivate the contractor to operate efficiently and effectively;

They require less contract administration and oversight; and

They are quicker and easier to award.  



If there is uncertainty in the proposed project requirements, a cost reimbursement or time and materials type of contract is suggested.  Cost reimbursement contracts work well in situations where it is impossible to define an SOW or prepare specifications sufficiently specific for a fixed-price contract.  



Major contract types typically used for Air Force work are as follows (If more detail is needed consult the Federal Acquisition Regulations (FARs) references given):



Firm-Fixed Price (FFP), FAR 16.202:  This contract establishes up front a fixed price or fixed unit price for the delivery of supplies or services from the contractor; the price is not subject to adjustment.

Fixed-Price Award Fee (FPAF), FAR 16.305:  This is a firm-fixed-price contract with an additional pool of money initially set aside for the contractor to earn during the contract performance period, provided performance is evaluated as better than satisfactory at the end of specific evaluation periods.

Fixed-Price with Economic Price Adjustment (FPEPA), FAR 16.203:  This is a fixed-price contract which takes into account the possibility of significant changes in the prices of services or products during the life of the project; prices may be tied to published price indices.

*Fixed-Price with Incentive Fee (FPIF), FAR 16.403:  A fixed-price contract which provides an incentive of more profit if the contractor can:  1) reduce the delivery time, 2) reduce costs, or 3) improve the product or service.

Fixed-Price Level-of-Effort (FPLOE), FAR 16.207:  This is a contract which specifies a level of effort, usually as hours over a certain period of time, to be provided by the contractor for a fixed price; useful for work done over a long period.  

*Cost Plus Incentive Fee (CPIF), FAR 16.304:  A cost reimbursement contract which allows for a negotiated target cost, target fee, and minimum and maximum fees.

*Cost Plus Award Fee (CPAF), FAR 16.305:  A cost reimbursement contract which provides a ceiling price based on the estimate to perform the work, a base or minimum fee, and a reward or award fee.

*Cost Plus Fixed Fee (CPFF), FAR 16.306:  A cost reimbursement contract consisting of an estimated cost and a fixed amount of fee for the contractor.

Time and Materials (T&M), FAR 16.601:  A cost reimbursement contract which provides for the reimbursement of actual labor hours at a fixed unit price �and materials costs.

Labor-Hours (LH), FAR 16.602:  A cost reimbursement contract which provides for the reimbursement of all labor hours expended.  Fixed hourly rates are established including factors for overhead and profit.



______________

* Requires Air Staff or higher approval authority.�APPENDIX A

Point of Contact Listing for State Air Quality Offices

As of Julyanuary 19935



The following is a list of contacts regarding air pollution regulations.  These contacts should be able to answer any questions, or direct inquiries to someone who can.





ALABAMA

Alabama Department of Environmental Management

1751 Dickinson Drive

Montgomery, AL  36130

Phone:		(334205) 271-7861

FAX:			(334205) 271-7950



ALASKA

Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation

Air Quality Division

410 Willoughby Avenue, Suite 105

Juneau, AK  99801

Phone:			(907) 465-512500

FAX:			(907) 465-5129

Contact:	Alfred Boahn, Environmental Engineer



ARIZONA

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

Publications Division

1700 West Washington

Phoenix, AZ  85007

Phone:			(602) 542-4086

FAX:			(602) 542-4366



ARKANSAS

Arkansas Department of Pollution Control

Air Division

P.O. Box 89139813

Little Rock, AR  72219-8913

Phone:			(501) 570-2162

FAX:			(501) 568-4632

Contact:  J.B. Jones, Chief



CALIFORNIA

California Environmental Protection Agency

Air Resources Board

P.O. Box 2815

1102 Q Street

Sacramento, CA  95812

Phone:			(916) 322-2990

FAX:			(916) 322-6003



Bay Area Air Quality Management District

939 Ellis Street

San Francisco, CA  94109

Phone:			(415) 771-6000

FAX:			(415) 928-8560



Feather River Air Quality Management District

983 14th Street463 Palora Avenue

MarysvilleYuba City, CA  9590191-4711

Phone:			(916) 634-7659

FAX:			(916) 634-7660



Kern County Air Pollution Control District

2700 "M" Street, Suite 290

Bakersfield, CA  93301

Phone:			(805) 861-2593





Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District

847511 Jackson Road

Sacramento, CA  95826

Phone:			(916) 386-6650

FAX:			(916) 386-6674



Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District

26 Castillan Drive B-23

Goleta, CA  93117

Phone:			(805) 961-8800

FAX:			(805) 961-8801



South Coast Air Quality Management District

21865 E. Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA  91765

Phone:			(909) 396-3600



COLORADO

Colorado Department of Health

Air Pollution Control Division

APCD - CC - B1

4300 Cherry Creek Drive South

Denver, CO  80222-1530

Phone:			(303) 692-32783100

FAX:			(303) 782-5493



CONNECTICUT

Department of Environmental Protection

79 Elm Street

Hartford, CT  06106

Phone:	(203) 424-3001

FAX:	(202) 424-3542







DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

District of Columbia Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs

Air Quality Branch

Office of Documents

District Building, Room 406

Washington, D.C.  20004

Phone:				(202) 404-1180



DELAWARE

Delaware Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control

Air Resources Section

89 Kings Highway

P.O. Box 1401

Dover, DE  19903

Phone:			(302) 739-4791

FAX:			(302) 739-3106



FLORIDA

Florida Department of Environmental Regulation

Bureau of Air Regulations

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee,  FL  32399-2400

Phone:			(904) 488-1344

FAX:			(904) 922-6979

Contact:  Clair Fancy, Bureau Chief

















GEORGIA

Georgia Department of Natural Resources

Air Protection Division

4244 International Parkway, Suite 120205 Butler Street Southeast

Floyd Towers East, Suite 1162

Atlanta, GA  3035434

Phone:			(404) 656-6900363-7000

FAX:			(404) 363-7100651-9425

Contact:	Marvin Lowry, Program Manager



�HAWAII

Hawaii Department of Health

Clean Air Branch

P.O. Box 3378

Honolulu, HI  96801-3378

Phone:			(808) 586-4200

FAX:			(808) 586-4359

Contact:	Rhan Yi, Permitting Engineer



IDAHO

Idaho Department of Health and Welfare

Division of Environmental Quality

Administrative Procedures Section

450 West State Street, 10th floor

Boise, ID  83720-5548

Phone:			(208) 334-5500

FAX:			(208) 334-5548



ILLINOIS

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency

1340 North 9th Street2200 Churchill Road

P.O. Box 19276

Springfield, IL  62702 94-9276

Phone:			(217) 782-2113

FAX:			(217) 782-2465





INDIANA

Department of Environmental Management

Office of Air Management

P.O. Box 6015

100 North Senate Ave.

Indianapolis, IN  46206

Phone:	(317) 232-5586



IOWA

Department of Natural Resources

Air Quality Department

Wallice State Office Bldg.

900 East Grand Street

Des Moines, IA  50319

Phone:	(515) 281-5145

FAX:	(515) 281-8295



KANSAS

Kansas Department of Health and Environment

Bureau of Air Quality

Forbes Field, Building 283740

Topeka, KS  66620

Phone:			(913) 296-1587

FAX:			(913) 296-15456247



KENTUCKY

Department of Environmental Protection

Air Quality Division

803 Schenkel Lane

Capital Plaza Tower, 5th Floor

Frankfurt, KY  40601

Phone:	(502) 573-3382

FAX:	(502) 573-3787





LOUISIANA

Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality

Office of Air Quality

7290 Blue Bonnet Blvd.P.O. Box 82135

Baton Rouge, LA  7081084-2135

Phone:			(504) 765-0219

FAX:			(504) 765-0222



MAINE

Maine Department of Environmental Protection

Bureau of Air Quality

17 State House Station

Augusta, ME  04333-0017

Phone:	(207) 287-2437

FAX:	(207) 287-7641





�MARYLAND

Maryland Department of the Environment

Air Management Administration

2500 Broening Highway

Baltimore, MD  21224

Phone:			(410) 631-3240

FAX:			(410) 631-3202





MASSACHUSETTS

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Quality

Air Quality Control Division

1 Winter Street

Boston, MA  02108

Phone:			(617) 292-5630











MICHIGAN

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

Air Quality

P.O. Box 30260028

Lansing, MI  48909

Phone:			(517) 373-7023

FAX:			(517) 373-1265



MINNESOTA

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Air Quality Division

520 Lafayette Road

St. Paul, MN  55155

Phone:	(612) 296-7301

FAX:	(612) 297-7709



MISSISSIPPI

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality

Air Division

P.O. Box 10385

Jackson, MS  39289-0385

Phone:			(601) 961-5104

FAX:			(601) 961-5742



MISSOURI

Missouri Department of Natural Resources

Environmental Quality Division

205 Jefferson StreetP.O. Box 176

Jefferson City, MO  651021

Phone:			(314) 751-4817

�

MONTANA

Montana Department of Health and Environmental Sciences

Air Quality Bureau

P.O. Box 200901Cogswell Building

Helena, MT  4962059620-0901

Phone:			(406) 444-3454

FAX:			(406) 444-1374



NEBRASKA

Nebraska Department of Environmental Quality

Air Quality Division

P.O. Box 98922

State House Station

Lincoln, NE  68509-8922

Phone:			(402) 471-2189

FAX:			(402) 471-2909







NEVADA

Nevada Department of Conservation and Natural Resources

Division of Environmental Protection

Bureau of Air Quality

333 West Nye Lane

Carson City, NV  89710

Phone:			(702) 687-5065

FAX:			(702) 687-6396885-0868

Contact:	Jolaine JohnsonLowell Shifley, Bureau Chief



NEW HAMPSHIRE

Department of Environmental Services

Air Resources

64 North Main Street, 2nd Floor

Concord, NH  03302-2033

Phone:	(603) 271-1370

FAX:	(603) 271-1381





NEW JERSEY

New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection

Office of Regulatory DevelopmentEnergy

Air Quality Regulations, CN 418

401 East State Street, 7th floor

Trenton, NJ  08625

Phone:			(609) 633-1122777-1345

FAX:			(609) 633-6198

Contact:	Sandra Chen, Supervisor, Environmental Scientist





NEW MEXICO

New Mexico Health and Environment Department

Air Quality Bureau

1190 St. Francis Drive, Room South 2100

Santa Fe, NM  87502

Phone:			(505) 827-0042

FAX:			(505) 827-0045

Contact:	Cecilia Williams, Chief



NEW YORK

New York Department of Environmental Conservation

Division of Air

50 Wolf Road, Room 132

Albany, NY  12233-3251

Phone:			(518) 457-28236379

FAX:			(518) 457-0794

Contact:	Maris Tirums, Environmental Engineer III



















NORTH CAROLINA

North Carolina Department of Natural Resources and Community DevelopmentEnvironmental Management

Division of Environmental Health and Natural Resourcesonmental Management

Air Quality Section

P.O. Box 29535

Raleigh, NC  27626-0535

Phone:			(919) 733-1489

FAX:			(919) 733-1812

Contact:	Tom Allen, Environmental Engineer



NORTH DAKOTA

North Dakota Department of Health and Consolidated Laboratories

Division of Environmental Engineering

1200 Missouri Avenue, Room 304

Bismarck, ND  585026-5520

Phone:			(701) 221-5188328-5188

FAX:			(701) 328-5200221-5200

Contact:	Dana Mount, Director of Environmental Engineering



OHIO

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Division of Air Pollution Control

1600 Watermark Drive

P.O. Box 1049

Columbus, OH  4321553216-1049

Phone:			(614) 644-2270

FAX:			(614) 644-3681

�

OKLAHOMA

Oklahoma Department of Environmental QualityHealth

Air Quality DivisionServices

4545 North Lincoln Blvd. Suite 2501000 Northeast 10th Street

Oklahoma City, OK  7311705-34831299



Phone:			(405) 271-5220

FAX:			(405) 271-7339508

Contact:	Larry ByrumMike Broderick, DivisionEnvironmental Scientist Director



OREGON

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

Air Quality Division

811 SW Sixth Avenue

Portland, OR  97204

Phone: 	(503) 229-5397

Fax: 	(503) 229-56756124

Contact: 	Greg GreenJohn Kowalezyk



PENNSYLVANIA

Department of Environmental Resources

Bureau of Air Quality

400 Market Street

P.O. Box 8468

Harrisburg, PA  17105-8468

Phone:	(717) 787-9702

FAX:	(717) 772-2303





















SOUTH CAROLINA

South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control

Bureau of Air Quality Control

2600 Bull Street

Columbia, SC  29201

Phone:			(803) 734-4750552

FAX:			(803) 734-4556

Contact:	Bob Betterton, Emission Inventory ManagerJack Thornberry, Director of Air Programs



SOUTH DAKOTA

South Dakota Department of Environmental and Natural Resources

Office of Minerals & Mining Program

Joe Foss Building

523 East Capitol

Pierre, SD  57501-3181

Phone:			(605) 773-4201

FAX:			(605) 773-6035

Contact:	Robert TownsendJim Rogers, Program AdministratorScientist



TENNESSEE

Tennessee Department of Health and Environment and Conservation

Air Pollution Control

9th floor, L & C

401 Church Street

Nashville, TN  37243-1531

Phone:			(615) 532-0599

FAX:			(615) 532-0614

Contact:	David Gosslee, Environmental Engineer











TEXAS

Texas Natural Resources and Conservation CommissionDepartment of Rules and Regulations

Air Quality Planning Section

P.O. Box 1308712124 Park 35 Circle

Austin, TX  7875311-3087

Phone:			(512) 239-1459908-1000

FAX:			(512) 239-1500908-1457

Contact:	Karen Kirkpatrick, Professional Engineer, Director Regulations DivisionBill Gill, Section Director



UTAH

Utah Division of Air Quality

P.O. Box 144820

Salt Lake City, UT  84114-4820

Phone:			(801) 536-4000

FAX:			(801) 536-4099



VERMONT

Natural Resources Agency

Department of Environmental Conservation

Air Pollution Control Division

103 South Main Street Bldg. 3

South Waterbury, VT  05671

Phone:	(802) 241-3840

FAX:	(802) 241-2590



�VIRGINIA

Department of Environmental Quality

Air, Waste, and Water Division

629 East Main StreetVirginia Department of Air Pollution Control

P.O. Box 100989

Richmond, VA  23240

Phone:			(804) 762-400086-2504

FAX:			(804) 762-4500225-3933

�

�WASHINGTON

Washington Department of Ecology

Air Quality Program

P.O. Box 47600

OlympiaLaceyOlympia, WA  98504-7600

Phone:		(206) 407459-68006507

FAX:		(206360) 438-8148407-6802



WEST VIRGINIA

Division of Environmental Protection

Office of Air Quality

1558 Washington Street East

Charleston, WV  25311

Phone:	(304) 558-2275

FAX:	(304) 558-3287



WYOMING

Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality

Division of Air Quality

122 West 25th Street

Cheyenne, WY  8200292002

Phone:		(307) 777-7391

FAX:		(307) 777-56167682



Contact:	Chuck Collins, Administrator

�APPENDIX B

Point of Contact Listing for MPOs for Active Duty InstallationsAs of May 1994

ALABAMA��East Alabama Regional Planning�Huntsville Planning Department��& Development Commission�P.O. Box 308��1130 Quintard Avenue�HUNTSVILLE, AL  35804��Suite 300�(205) 532-7353��P.O. Box 2186�Dallas Fanning, Director��ANNISTON, AL  36202�Stephen E. Dinges��(205) 237-6741  

FAX: (205) 237-6763�

South Alabama Regional Planning��James W. Curtis, Executive Director�Commission��James E. Lehe, Planning Director�150 North Royal Street���Suite 3000��Birmingham Regional Planning Commission�P.O. Box 1665

MOBILE, AL  36633-1665��2112 11th Avenue South�(205) 433-6541��Suite 220�FAX: (205) 433-6009��BIRMINGHAM, AL  35256-4799

(205) 251-8139�Donald W. Brady, 

Executive Director��FAX: (205) 328-3304

Paul G. Dentiste, Executive Director�William Morgan, Transportation Director��William R. Foisy, Transportation���Director�Division of Planning, Programming & Transportation��Department of Community and Economic Development�P.O. Box 1111,

MONTGOMERY, AL  36101-1111��COLUMBUS, GA

(See Georgia)�(205) 241-2712  

FAX: (205) 241-2266�����North-Central Alabama Regional Council of Governments�Northwest Alabama Council of Local Governments��City Hall Tower

5th Floor�P.O. Box 2603

807 East Avalon Ave��P.O. Box C�MUSSEL SHOALS, AL  35662��DECATUR, AL  35602

(205) 355-4515�(205) 383-3861  

FAX: (205) 381-0867��FAX: (205) 351-1380�Sam Minor, Executive Director��Ronald Matthews, Executive Director�Richard E. Holst, Transportation Director���

ALABAMA (Cont’d)��ALASKA��City of Dothan

P.O. Box 2128�Anchorage Metropolitan Area Transportation Study��DOTHAN, AL  36302�Municipality of Anchorage��David Hendrix, Planning Director

Charles Metzger, Traffic Engineer�530 West 5th Street

ANCHORAGE, AK 99502

���ARIZONA ��City of Gadsen

City Hall�Maricopa Association of Governments��P.O. Box 267

GADSEN, AL  35999

(205) 549-4520



Lee Russel Council of Governments

P.O. Box 2186

OPELIKA, AL  36803-2186

(205) 749-6582  

FAX: (205) 345-5687

Bill Snowden, Executive Director

Donna Hinson, Transportation Director



West Alabama Planning & Development Council

7601 Robert Cardinal Road

TUSCALOOSA, AL  35406

(205) 345-5545

FAX: (205) 345-5687

Lewis McCray, Executive Director

Gene Smith, Transportation Director

�1820 West Washington Street

PHOENIX, AZ 85007

(602) 254-6308 

FAX: (602) 253-3874

John J. Debolske, Executive Director



Pima Association of Governments

177 North Church 

405 Transamerica Building

TUCSON, AZ 85701

(602) 792-1093 

FAX: (602) 690-6981

Thomas L. Swanson, Executive Director

Thomas R. Buick, Transportation Director



Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organization

180 West First Street

YUMA, AZ 85364

(602) 783-8911 

FAX: (602) 329-1674

���

�ARKANSAS���Arkhoma Regional Planning Commission

P.O. Box 2067

FORT SMITH, AR 72902

(501) 785-2651 

FAX: (501) 785-2651

John Guthrie, Executive Director

Ken O’Doneel, Transportation Director



Metroplan

201 East Markham 

Suite 450

LITTLE ROCK, AR 72201

(501) 372-3300 

FAX: (501) 372-8060

Jim McKenzie, Executive Director

Richard Magee, Director of Planning



Southeast Arkansas Regional Planning Commission

P.O. Box 8398

PINE BLUFF, AR 71611

(501) 534-4247

Jeff Hawkins, Execuitve Director�West Memphis Area Transportation Study

205 South Redding

WEST MEMPHIS, AR 72301

(501) 735-8148 

FAX: (501) 735-8158

Eddie Brawley, Study Director



CALIFORNIA

Kern Council of Governments

1401 19th Street

Suite 200

BAKERSFIELD, CA 93301

(805) 861-2191 

FAX: (805) 324-8215

Ronald E. Brummert, Executive Director



Council of Fresno County Governments

2100 Tulare Street

Suite 619

FRESNO, CA 93721

(209) 233-4148  

FAX: (209)233-9645��Northwest Arkansas Regional Planning Commission

P.O. Box 745

SPRINGDALE, AR 72765

(501) 751-7125 FAX: (501) 751-7150

Larry R. Wood, Executive Director

Bob Harlan, Transportation Director

�William Briam, Executive Director

Bob Stone, Transportation Director



Southern California Association 

of Governments

818 West 7th Street

12th Floor

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

(213) 236-1800  ��Arkansas-Texas Council of Governments

TEXARKANA,, TX

(See Texas)

�FAX: (213) 236-1825

Mark A. Pisano, Executive Director

Jim Gosnell, Transportation Director

���

CALIFORNIA (Cont’d)��Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments

P.O. Box 838

MARINA, CA 93933-0838

(408) 883-3750  

FAX: (408) 883-3755

Nicolas Papadakis, Executive Director

�Sacramento Area Council of Governments

3000 “S” Street, Suite 300

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

(916) 457-2264  

FAX: (916) 457-3299

Michael Hoffacker, Executive Director

Janne Koegel, Transportation Director

��Metropolitan Transportation Commission

101 8th Street

OAKLAND, CA 94607-4700

(510) 464-7700  

FAX: (51) 464-7848

Lawrence Dahms, Executive Director

Bill Hein, Deputy Director

�Merced County Association of Governments

1770 M Street

MERCED, CA 95340

(209) 723-3153  

FAX: (209) 723-0322

Jese B. Brown, Executive Director

Jon Clark, Transportation Director

��Butte County Association of Governments

#7 County Center Drive

OROVILLE, CA 95965

(916) 538-7601  

FAX: (916) 538-2140

Bettye Kircher, Executive Director

Bill Cheff, Public Works Director



Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency

1855 Placer Street

REDDING, CA 96001

(916) 225-5661  

FAX: (916) 225-5667

Richard W. Curry, Executive Officer

�Stansislaus Area Association of Governments

1315 I Street

MODESTO, CA 95354-0913

(209) 558-7830  

FAX: (209) 558-7833

Greg Steel, Executive Director



Santa Barbara County Association of Governments

222 East Anapamu Street

Suite 11

SANTA BARBARA, CA 93101

(805) 568-2546  

FAX: (805) 568-2947

Gerald Lorden, Executive Director



San Joaquin County Council of Governments

P.O. Box 1010

STOCKTON, CA 95201-1010

(209) 468-3913  

FAX: (209) 468-3330

Barton R. Meays, Executive Director���

�CALIFORNIA (Cont’d)�COLORADO (Cont’d)��Tulare County Association of Governments

Courthouse, Room 103

VISALIA, CA 93291-4593

(209) 733-6284  

FAX: (209) 730-6204

George E. Finney, Association Executive Secretary

Douglas Wilson, Transportation Executive Secretary

�Denver Regional council of Governments

2480 West 26th Avenue

Suite 200B

DENVER, CO 80211-5580

(303) 455-1000  

FAX: (303) 480-6790

Robert D. Farley, Executive Director

George Scheuernstuhl, Transportation Director

��San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

(619) 595-5300  

FAX: (619) 595-5305

Ken Sulzer, Executive Director

Lee Hultgren, Transportation Director

�North Front Range Transportation & Air Quality Planning Council

235 Mathews Street

FORT, COLLINS, CO 80524

(303) 221-6608  

FAX: (303)221-6239

Greg Byrne, Executive Director

Eric Bracke, Transportation Planner

��San Luis Obispo Area Coordinating Council 

County Government Center

SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93408

(805) 549-5714  

FAX: (805) 546-1242

Ronald L. DeCarli, Executive Director

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



COLORADO

Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments

27 East Vermijo

COLORADO SPRINGS, CO 80903

(719) 471-7080  

FAX: (719) 520-6724

Maurice H. Rahimi, Executive Director

Maureen A. Araujo, Transportation Director�Grand Junction-Mesa county Metropolitan Planning Organization

P.O. Box 20,000

GRAND JUNCTION, CO  81502-5013

(303) 244-1815  

FAX: (303) 244-1639

Joe Crocker, Executive Director



Pueblo Area Council of Governments

350 South Elizabeth

PUEBLO, CO 81003

(719) 545-5840  

FAX: (719) 545-0934

Lewis Quigley, Executive Director

Donald J. Saling, Director of Transportation���

CONNECTICUT��Greater Bridgeport/Valley MPO Greater Bridgeport Regional Planning Agency

Transportation Center

 525 Water Street

BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604

(203) 366-5405  

FAX: (203) 366-8437

James T. Wang, Executive Director

Richard Eigen, Executive Director , Valley Regional Planning Agency

(MPO planning shared with Valley Regional Planning Agency (203)   735-8688

�Capitol Region Council of Governments

221 Main Street

4th Floor

HARTFORD, CT 06106

(203) 522-2217  

FAX: (203) 724-1274

Dana S. Hanson, Executive Director

Francis P. McMahon, Transportation Director



Midstate Regional Planning Agency

100 Dekoven Drive 

P.O. Box 139

MIDDLETOWN, CT 06457��Central Connecticut Regional Planning Agency

P.O. Box 1880

BRISTOL, CT 06011-1800

(203) 589-7820

Beverly P. Paul, Director

�(203) 347-7214  

FAX: (203) 347-6109

Geoffrey L. Colegrove, Director



South Central Regional Council of Governments

23 Peck Street��Housatonic Valley Council of Elected Officials

Old Town Hall

Route 25 & 133

BROOKFIELD, CT 06804

(203) 775-6256  

FAX: (203) 723-1731

Jonathan Chew, Executive Director



South Western Regional Planning �NORTH HAVEN, CT 06473

(203) 234-7555 

FAX: (203) 234-9850

James A. Butler, Executive Director

Herbert Berstein, Transportation Director



Southeastern Connecticut Regional Planning Agency

139 Boswell Avenue 

NORWICH, CT 06360��Agency

213 Liberty Square

EAST NORWALK, CT 06855-1029

(203) 866-5543

Richard C. Carpenter, Executive Director

Tanya Court, Transportation, Director�(203) 889-2324  

FAX: (203) 889-1222

Richard B. Erickson, Executive Director

���

�CONNECTICUT (Cont’d)�FLORIDA��Council of Governments of Central Naugatuck Valley

20 East Main Street

Suite 303

WATERBURY, CT 06702-2399

(203) 757-0535  

FAX: (203) 756-7688

Peter G. Dorpalen, Executive Director�Lakeland-Winter Haven MPO

P.O. Box 1969

BARTOW, FL 33830-1969

(813) 534-6486  

FAX: (813) 534-6021

Thomas M. Deardorff, MPO Coordinator

��

DELAWARE 

No MPO yet designated

DOVER, DE

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



Wilmington Metropolitan Area Planning Coordinating Council

Stockton Building

Suite 101�Spring Hill/Hernando MPO 

20 North Main Street 

Room 262

BROOKSVILLE, FL 34601

(904) 754-4057  

FAX: (904) 754-4420

Larry Jennings, Planning Director

Dennis Dix, Transportation Coordinator (1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.  MPO pending governor’s designated.)��University Office Plaza

NEWARK, DE 19702-1549

(302) 737-6205  

FAX: (302) 737-9584

James H. Tung, Executive Director



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

777 North Capitol Street, NE�

Pinellas County Planning Department MPO

315 Court Street

CLEARWATER, FL 34616

(813) 462-4751  

FAX: (813) 462-4155

Brian K. Smith, Executive director

Hubert L. Pascoe, Jr., Transportation Planning Administrator��Suite 300

WASHINGTON, DC 20002-4201

(202) 962-3200  

FAX: (202) 962-3201

Ruth Crone, Executive Director

Ronald F. Kirby, Transportation Director�Volusia County MPO

135 Broadway

Suite 22

DAYTONA BEACH, FL 32118

(904) 254-4676  

FAX: (904) 254-4617

A. Shawn Collins, Transportation Director

���

FLORIDA (Cont’d)��Broward County Planning Office

115 South Andrews Avenue

FORT, LAUDERDALE, FL 33301

(305) 357-6641  

FAX: (305) 357-6694

Bruce B. Wison, Executive Director



St. Lucie MPO

2300 Virginia Avenue

Room 203�Lee County MPO

P.O. Box 3455

NORTH FORT MYERS, FL 33917-3455

(813) 995-4282  

FAX: (813) 995-7895

Glen Ahlert, Coordinator



Ocala Urbanized Area MPO

P.O. Box 1270

OCALA, FL 32678��FORT PIERCE, FL 34982-5652

(407) 468-1579

FAX: (407) 468-1735

Cheri Boudreaux Fitzgerald, MPO Supervisor

�(904) 629-8529  

FAX: (904) 629-8391

Paul Nugent, MPO Administrator

Mark Knight, Transportation Director

��North Central Florida Regional Planning Council

235 South Main Street 

Suite 205

GAINESVILLE, FL 32601-1899

(904) 336-02200  

FAX: (904) 336-2209

Charles F. Justice, Executive Director

Marlie J. Sanderson, Transportation Director



Pasco County MPO

Sterling Building

7432 little Road

NEW PORT RICHEY, FL 34654

(813) 995-4282  

FAX: (813) 847-8084

Douglas R. Uden, Transportation Planning coordinator

�Fort Walton Beach Urban Area MPO

P.O. Box 486

PENSACOLA, FL 32593-0486

(904) 444-8910  

FAX: (904) 444-8967

Daniel F. Krumel, Executive Director

Michael W. Zeig.ler, Transportation Director



Jacksonville Planning Department

128 East Forsyth Street

Suite 7000

JACKSONVILLE, FL 32202

(904) 630-1903  

FAX: (904) 630-2912

W. Ray Newton, Director

Calvin L. Burney, Chief of Transportation Planning���

FLORIDA (Cont’d)���Indian River County MPO

1840 25th Street

VERO BEACH, FL 32960

(407) 567-8000 (ext. 254)  

FAX: (407) 778-9391

Robert Keating, Director of Community Development

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.  MPO pending governor’s designation.)



MPO of Palm Beach County

P.O. Box 21229

WEST, PALM BEACH, FL 33416-1229

(407) 684-4170  

FAX: (407) 684-4123

Randy M. Whitfield, Director



Sarasota/Manatee MPO

P.O. Box 8

SARASOTA, FL 34230

(813) 951-5090  

FAX: (813) 951-5593

Michael W. Guy, Executive Director



Martin County MPO

2401 Southeast Monterey

STUART, FL 34996

(407) 288-5927



Miami Urbanized Area MPO

Office of the County Manager

111 North West 1st Street

Suite 910

MIAMI, FL 33128

(305) 375-4507  

FAX: (305) 375-4950

Jose-Luis Mesa, Secretariat



�Naples Urbanized Area MPO

Collier County Government Complex

Building F

8th Floor

3301 Tamiami Trail East

NAPLES, FL 33962

(813) 774-8282  

FAX: (813) 774-3-5375

Jeff Perry, Planner



Tallahassee-Leon County Planning Department

300 South Adams Street

4th Floor

TALAHASSEE, FL 32301

(904) 5989-8641  

FAX: (904) 599-8210

Noel Brown, Chief, Transportation Planning



Tampa Urban Area MPO

201 East Kennedy Boulevard

Suite 600

TAMPA, FL 33602

(813) 272-5940  

FAX: (813) 272-6258

Thomas L. Thomson, Executive Director



Charlotte County MPO

18500 Murdock Circle

PORT CHARLOTTE, FL 33948

(813) 743-1222  

FAX: (813) 743-1598

Max Forgey, Planning Director

Bill Frawley, Chief Planner

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.  MPO pending governor’s designation.)

���

GEORGIA���Albany Dougherty Planning Commission

P.O. Box 3069

ALBANY, GA 31706-3069

(912) 430-5216  

FAX: (912) 430-5210

John Orr, Transportation Planner

William Dean, Commission Administrator



Athens-Clarke County Planning Committee

 P.O. Box 329

Athens, GA 30603

(404) 613-3515  

FAX: (404) 613-3029

John R. Davis, Planning Director

�Glynn County Department of Community Development

P.O. Box 1495

BRUNSWICK, GA 31521

(912) 264-0113

FAX:(912) 264-5634

Ed Stelle, Director

Jennifer Detloff, Planner

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



Chattanooga Urban Area Transportation Study

CHATTANOOGA, TN

(See Tennessee)

��Atlanta Regional Commission

3715 Northside Parkway

200 Northcreek

Suite 300

ATLANTA, GA 30327

(404) 364-2526

FAX: (404) 364-2599

Harry West, Executive Director

Joel Stone, Transportation Director



Augusta-Richmond County Planning Commission

525 Telfair Street

AUGUSTA, GA 30911

(404) 821-1796

George A. Patty, Executive Director



�Floyd-Rome Urban Transportation Study 

Rome Floyd County Planning Committee

P.O. Box 1793

ROME, GA 30163-1001

(404) 295-6485  

FAX: (404) 295-6665

Tom Sills, Planning Director

Fatimah Hason ,Transportation Planner



Chatham Urban Transportation Study

Chatham County-Savannah Metropolitan Planning Committee

P.O. Box 1027

SAVANNAH, GA 31402

(912) 236-9523

FAX: (912) 234-7212

Howard Bellinger, Executive Director

Bill Herrinton, Senior Transportation Planner

���

GEORGIA (Cont’d)�IDAHO��Warner Robbins Area Transportation Study

City of Warner Robins

Community Development Department

P.O. Box 1488

WARNER ROBINS, GA 31099

(912) 929-1122  

FAX: (912) 929-1957

Jesse Fountain, Planning Director

Barbara T. Jones, Transportation Director



Department of Community & Economic Development

P.O. Box 1340

COLUMBUS, GA 31993

(404) 571-4767

FAX: (404) 571-4803

Dick Ellis, Executive Director

Steve Dockter, Transportation Director



Macon Area Transportation Study

Macon-Bibb County Planning and Zoning Commission

Southern Trust Bldg, Suite 1000

MACON, GA 31201

(912) 751-7460  

FAX: (912) 751-7448

Vernon B. Ryle, III, Executive Director

Don Tussing, Transportation Director

�Ada Planning Association

413 West Idaho

Suite 100

BOISE, ID 83702

(208) 345-5274  

FAX: (208) 345-5279

Clair Bowman, Executive Director

Erv L. Olen, Transportation Director



Bonneville MPO

City of Idaho Falls

P.O. Box 50220

IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405-0220

(208) 529-1278  

FAX: (208) 528-5520

Russ Dawson, Planner/Zoning Officer

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



Bannock Planning Organization

1651 Alvin Ricken Drive

POCATELLO, ID 83201

(208) 233-9322  

FAX: (208) 233-4841

Donald C. Galligan, Jr., Planning Director��HAWAII���Oahu MPO

1164 Bishop Street,  Suite 1509

HONOLULU, HI 96813

(808) 587-2015  

FAX: (808) 587-2018

Gordon G.W. Lum, Executive Director����

��ILLINOIS��State Line Area Transportation Study

BELOIT, WI

(See Wisconsin)



McLean County Regional Planning Commission

Illinois House

207 West Jefferson Street

Suite 201

BLOOMINGTON, IL 61701

(309) 828-4331

Bradley B. Taylor, Executive Director



Chicago Area Transportation Study

300 West Adams�East Central Intergovernmental Association

DUBUQUE, IA

(See Iowa)



Kankakee County Regional Planning Commission

189 East Court Street

KANKAKEE, IL 60901

(815) 937-2940  

FAX: (815) 937-2974

Thomas E. Palzer, Executive Director

Craig Hullinger, Transportation Consultant

��CHICAGO, IL 60606

(312) 793-3460  

FAX: (312) 793-3481

Aristide E. Biciumas, Executive Director

Andrew Plummer, Deputy Director

�Tri-County Regional Planning Commission

632 West Jefferson Street

MORTON, IL 61550-1540

(309) 694-4391

John F. Boyle, Director of Planning

��City of Danville

400 North Hazel Street

DANVILLE, IL 61832

(217) 431-2320  

FAX: (217) 431-2237

Michael Federman, Director of Planning

Karl Gnatd, Transit Director

(1990 Census population is lower than 50,000. No longer qualifies as an urbanized area.)

�Rockford Area Transportation Study

Rockford Community Development Department 

425 East State Street

ROCKFORD, IL 61104

(815) 987-5628  

FAX: (815) 987-5456

Wayne Dust, Study Coordinator

Russ Petrotte, Planner



Bi-State Regional Commission��Macon County Regional Planning Commission

Macon County Building

253 East Wood Street, Suite 506

DECATUR, IL 62523

(217) 424-1466  

FAX: (217) 424-1459

Paul D. McChancy, Director�1504 Third Avenue

P.O. Box 3368

ROCK ISLAND, IL 61204-3368

(309) 793-6300  

FAX: (309) 793-6305

Gary B. Vallem, Executive Director

Denise L. Bulat, Transportation Director���

�ILLINOIS (Cont’d)�INDIANA (Cont’d)��Springfield Sangamon County Regional Planning Commission

200 South 9th Street

Room 212

SPRINGFIELD, IL 62701-1629

(217) 535-3110  

FAX: (217) 753-6651

Harry H. Hopkins, Executive Director

Veralee Williams, Transportation Director



East-West Gateway Coordinating Council

ST. LOUIS MO

(See Missouri)



Champaign County Regional Planning Commission

1303 North Cunningham

P.O. Box 339

URBANA, IL 61801-0339

(217) 328-3313  

FAX: (217) 328-2426

Robert Soltau, Executive Director�Bloomington City Planning Commission

Box 100 Municipal Building

BLOOMINGTON, IN 47402

(812) 331-6423  

FAX: (812) 331-6443

Timothy A. Mueller, Executive Director

J. Lynne Friedmeyer, Transportation Director



Evansville Urban Transportation Study

1 North West Martin Luther King Boulevard

 Room 316

EVANSVILLE, IN 47708

(812) 426-5230  

FAX: (812) 426-5399

Rose M. Zigenfus, Executive Director



Northeastern Indiana Regional Coordinating Council

630 City-County Building

Room 640��

INDIANA 

Madison County Council of Governments

County Government Center

ANDERSON, IN 46016

(317) 641-9482 

FAX: (317) 641-9486

Jerrold Bridges, Executive Director

Rosalie Bernard, Chief Planner



�FORT, WAYNE, IN 46802-1804

(219) 428-7607  

FAX:(219) 428-7682

Elias Samaan, Transportation Director



Northwestern Indiana Regional Planning Commission

8149 Kennedy Avenue

HIGHLAND, IN 46322

(219) 923-1060  

FAX: (219) 972-5011

James E. Ranfranz, Executive Director

Steve Strains, Transportation Director

���

INDIANA (Cont’d)��Division of Planning

2001 City County Building

200 East Washington Street

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46204

(317) 327-5151  

FAX: (317) 327-4119

Stuart Reller, Administrator



Kokomo-Howard County Government Coordinating Council

120 East Mulberry Street

Suite 114

KOKOMO, IN 46901

(317) 456-2336

Glen R. Boise, Transportation Director



Tippecanoe County Area Plan Commission

20 North Third Street

LAFAYETTE, IN 47901

(317) 423-9242  

FAX: (317) 423-1922

James D. Hawley, Executive Director



Kentuckiana Regional Planning and Development Council

LOUISVILLE KY

(See Kentucky)



�Delaware-Muncie Metropolitan Plan Commission

206 Delaware County Building

MUNCIE, IN 47305

(317) 747-7740  

FAX: (317) 284-1875

Marta Moody, Executive Director

Hugh Smith, Transportation Director



Michiana Area Council of Governments

1120 County-City Building

SOUTH BEND, IN 46601

(219) 2897-1829  

FAX: (219) 287-1840

Charles W. Minkler, Executive Director

Sandra M. Seanor, Transportation Director



West Central Indiana Economic Development District, Inc.

1718 Wabash Avenue

P.O. Box 359

TERRE HAUTE, IN 47808

(812) 238-1561  

FAX: (812) 238-1564

Merv Nolot, Executive Director

Patricia Hackettt, Transportation Director���

IOWA���Linn County Regional Planning Commission

City Hall, 6th Floor

CEDAR RAPIDS, IA 52401

(319) 398-5041  

FAX: (319) 398-5144

Don B. Salyer, Executive Director



Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

Argonne Armory Building

602 East First Street

DES MOINES, IA 50309-1881

(515) 237-1366  

FAX: (515) 283-4270

Thomas J. Kane, Executive Director



East Central Intergovernmental Association

Nesler Center

Suite 330

P.O. Box 1140

DUBUQUE, IA 52004-1140

(319) 556-4166  

FAX: (319) 556-0348

William Baum, Executive Director

David Pesch, Transportation Director



Johnson County Council of Governments

410 East Washington

IOWA CITY, IA 52240

(319) 356-5252  

FAX: (319) 356-5009

Jeff Davidson, Executive Director

Kevin L. Doyle, Assistant Transportation Planner



�Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Committee

400 Orpheum Electric Building

P.O. Box 447

SIOUX CITY, IA 51102

(712) 279-6286  

FAX: (712) 279-6920

Donald M. Meisner, Executive Director

Mark Rodvold, Transportation Director



Iowa Northland Regional Council of Governments

501 Sycamore, Suite 333

WATERLOO, IA 50703

(319) 235-0311  

FAX: (319) 235-2891

Sharon Juon, Executive Director



KANSAS

Lawrence-Douglas County Planning Office

P.O. Box 708

LAWRENCE KS 66044

(913) 832-3150  

FAX: (913) 832-3405

Price T. Banks, Executive Director

Diane Mullens, Transportation Director



Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department

City Hall, 10th Floor

455 North Main

WICHITA KS 67202

(316) 268-4425  

FAX:(316) 268-4567

Marvin S. Krout, Executive director

Willard Stockwell, Transportation Director���

KENTUCKY��Five Counties Area Development District

P.O. Box 636

CATLETTSBURG, KY 41129

(606) 739-5191

FAX: Same

David Salisbury, Executive Director

James Conn, Transportation Director



Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Governments

CINCINNATI,, OH

(See Ohio)



Clarksville-Montgomery County Regional Planning Commission

CLARKSVILLE,, TN

(See Tennessee)



Evansville Urban Transportation Study

EVANSVILLE, IN

(See Indiana)



Lexington-Fayett Urban County Government

200 East Main Street, 10th Floor

LEXINGTON, KY 40503

(606) 258-3160  

FAX: (606) 258-3406

Dale B. Thoma, Executive Director

H. Robert Kennedy, Transportation Director

�Kentuckiana Regional Planning and Development Agency

11520 Commonwealth Drive

LOUISVILLE, KY 40299

(502) 266-6084  

FAX: (502) 266-5047

Jack L. Scriber, Executive Director

Norman Nezelkewicz, Transportation Director



Green River Area Development District

3860 U.S. Highway 60 West

OWENSBORO, KY 42301

(502) 926-4433  

FAX: (502) 684-0714

Jiten S. Shah, Executive Director

Laura Pace, Transportation Director���

LOUISIANA��Rapides Area Planning Commission

P.O. Box 7586

ALEXANDRA, LA 71306

(318) 487-5401  

FAX: (318) 487-5404

John C. Miller, Jr., Executive Director

Keith G. Sayer, Transportation Director



Capital Region Planning Commission

P.O. Box 3355

BATON ROUGE, LA 70821

(504) 383-5203  

FAX: (504) 383-3804

Donald W. Neisler, Executive Director

Michael Moehlman, Transportation Director



Department of Planning and Economic Development

P.O. Box 6097

HOUMA, LA 70361

(504) 873-6563  

FAX: (504) 873-6439

Patrick Gordon, Executive Director

Kevin Belanger, Transportation Planner



Lafayette Areawide Planning Commission

P.O. Box 4017-C

LAFAYETTE, LA 70502

(318) 261-8000 

FAX: (318) 261-8003

Roger Hedirck, Executive Director

David Boyd, Planning Manager



�Imperial Calcasieu Regional Planning and Development Commission

P.O. Box 3164

LAKE CHARLES, LA 70602

(318) 433-1771  

FAX: (318) 433-6077

Walter F. Grandy, Executive Director

Johnny Nobles, Transportation Director



Ouachita Council of Governments

2115 Justice Street

MONROE, LA 71201

(318) 387-2572  

FAX: (318) 387-9054

David A. Creed, Director of Transportation

Doug Mitchell, Planning Director



Regional Planning Commission

Masonic Temple Building

Suite 1100

333 St. Charles Avenue

NEW, ORLEANS, LA 70130-3120

(504) 586-6611  

FAX: (504) 568-6643

John LeBourgeois, Executive Director

Walter Brooks, Transportation Director



Shreve Area Council of Governments

3007 Knight Street

Suite 119

SHREVEPORT, LA 71105

(318) 425-6488

Terry J. Langlois, Executive Director���

MAINE�MARYLAND��Lewiston-Auburn Comprehensive Transportation Study

125 Manley Road

AUBURN, ME 04210

(207) 784-3852  

FAX: (207) 783-5211

Furgus Lea, Planning Director



Bangor Area Comprehensive Transportation Study

One Cumberland Place

Suite 300

P.O. Box 2579

BANGOR, ME 04401

(207) 942-6389  

FAX: (207) 942-3548



Portland Area Comprehensive Transportation Study

233 Oxford Street

PORTLAND, ME 04101

(207) 774-9891  

FAX: (207) 774-7149

John Duncan, Executive Director



Kittery Area Comprehensive Transportation Study

P.O. Box Q

SANFORD, ME 04073

(207) 324-2952  

FAX: (207) 324-2958

James P. Upham, Director�Baltimore Metropolitan Council

601 North Howard Street

BALTIMORE, MD 21201-4585

(410) 333-1730  

FAX: (410) 659-1260

Charles Krautler, Executive Director

Harvey Bloom, Acting Director of Transportation Planning



Allegany County Planning and Zoning Commission

701 Kelly Road

Suite 220

CUMBERLAND, MD 21502-3401

(301) 777-5951  

FAX: (301) 777-2001

Benjamin R. Sansom, Planning Director



Washington County Planning Commission

County Administration Building

100 West Washington Street

Room 320

HAGERSTOWN, MD 21740

(301) 791-3065  

FAX:(301) 791-3193

Barry Teach, County Administrator

Robert Arch, Planning Director



Wilmington Metropolitan Area Planning Coordinating Council of Governments

WASHINGTON, DC

(See District of Columbia)���

MASSACHUSETTS��Boston MPO

c/o Executive Office of Transportation and Construction

10 Park Plaza, Room 2150

BOSTON, MA 02116

(617) 973-7142  

FAX:  (617) 973-8855

Robert Sloane, Secretary

Arnie Soolman, Director of MPO Staff



Cape Cod MPO

3225 Main Street

BARNSTABLE, MA 02630

(508) 362-3828  

FAX: (508) 362-3136

Armando Carbonell, Executive Director

Robert Mumford, Transportation Program Manager

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



Old Colony MPO

Old Colony Planning Council

70 School Street

BROCKTON, MA 02401

(508) 583-1833  

FAX: (508) 362-3136

Armondo Carbonell, Executive Director

Robert Mumford, Transportation Program Manager

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



�Montachusetts MPO

Montachusetts Regional Planning Commission

R 1427 Water Street

FITCHBURG, MA 01420

(508) 345-7376  

FAX: (508) 345-9867

Mohammed H. Khan, Executive Director

Brad Harris, Transportation Director



Merrimack Valley MPO

Merrimack Valley Planning Commission

350 Main Street

Haverhill, MA 01830 

(508) 374-0519  

FAX: (508) 372-489

Gaylord Burke, Executive Director

Anthony Komornick, Transportation Director



Northern Middlesex MPO

Northern Middlesex Council of Governments

35 Market Street

LOWELL, MA 01852

(508) 454-8021  

FAX: (508) 454-8023

Robert W. Flynn, Executive Director

Beverly Woods, Assistant Director



Berkshire County MPO

Berkshire County Regional Planning Commission

10 Fenn Street 

PITTSFIELD, MA 01201

(413) 442-1521  

FAX: (413) 442-1523

Karl Kekler, Executive Director

Charles W. Cook, Transportation Director���

MASSACHUSETTS (Cont’d)�MICHIGAN��Southeastern Regional Planning and Economic Development District

88 Broadway

TAUNTON, MA  02780

(508) 824-1367  

FAX: (508) 824-7869

Stephen Smith, Executive Director

Roland Hebert, Transportation Program Manager



Pioneer Valley MPO

Pioneer Valley Planning Commission

26 Central Street

WEST SPRINGFIELD, MA  01089

(413) 781-6045  

FAX: (413) 732-2593

Timothy W. Brennan, Executive Director

James Cope, Transportation Director



Central Massachusetts MPO

Central Massachusetts Regional Planning Commission

340 Main Street

Suite 747

WORCESTER, MA 01608

(508) 756-7717

William H. Newton , Executive Director

Carl Hellstrom, Transportation Director

�Bay County Planning Department

1212 Washington Avenue

BAY CITY, MI 48706

(517) 892-6011

Gary M. Stanley, Executive Director



Southwestern Michigan Commission

Vincent Place 

Suite 701

185 East Main Street

BENTON HARBOR, MI 48022

(616) 925-1137  

FAX: (616) 925-0288

James P. Dooley, Executive Director

Shay Moore, Transportation Director



Southeast Michigan Council of Governments

1900 Edison Plaza

660 Plaza Drive

DETROIT, MI 48226

(313) 961-4266  

FAX: (313) 961-4869

John M. Amberger, Executive Director

Carmine Palumbo, Transportation Director



Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

1101 Beach Street, Room 223

FLINT, MI 48502-1470

(313) 257-3010  

FAX: (313) 257-3185

Chapin Cook, Fiscal Officer

���

MICHIGAN (Cont’d)��Grand Valley Metropolitan Council

Two Fountain Place

 Suite 500

GRAND RAPIDS, MI 49503

(616) 242-6582

FAX: (616) 242-6980

Jean Laug Carroll, Executive Director

Theresa Petko, Program Manager



No MPO yet designated

Holland, MI

(1990) newly designated urbanized area)



Region 2 Planning Commission

Jackson County Tower Building

16th Floor

120 West Michigan Avenue

 JACKSON, MI 49201

(517) 788-4426  

FAX: (517) 788-4635

Steve Duke, Transportation Director



Kalamazoo Area Transportation Study

P.O. Box 2826

KALAMAZOO, MI 49003

(616) 343-0766  

FAX: (616) 381-1760

David P. Krueger, Executive Director



Tri-County Regional Planning Commission

913 West Holmes Road

Suite 201

LANSING, MI 48910

(517) 393-0342  

FAX: (517) 393-4424

Jon W. Coleman, Executive Director

Paul Hamilton, Transportation Director

�

West Michigan Shoreline Regional Development Commission

137 Muskegon Mall

P.O. Box 387

MUSKEGON, MI 49443-0387

(616) 722-7878  

FAX: (616) 722-9362

Sandeep Dey, Executive Director

Duane Trombly, Transportation Director



Saginaw County Metropolitan Planning Commission

111 South Michigan Avenue

SAGINAW, MI 48602

(517) 790-5284

FAX: (517) 792-4994

William W. Wright, Executive Director



Battle Creek Area Transportation Study

Springfield Municipal Building

601 Avenue A

SPRINGFIELD, MI 49015

(616) 963-1158

FAX: (616) 965-0114

Pat Karr, Executive Director���

MINNESOTA�MISSISSIPPI��Arrowhead Regional Development Commission

330 Canal Park Drive 

DULUTH, MN 55802

(218) 722-5545

FAX: (218) 722-2335

Gary Tonin, Metropolitan Program Manager



Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Council of Governments

FARGO, ND

(See North Dakota)



Grand Forks-East Grand Forks MPO

GRAND FORKS, ND

(See North Dakota)



La Crosse Area Planning Committee

LA CROSSE, WI

(See Wisconsin)



Rochester-Olmsted Council of Governments

2122 Campus Drive S.E.

ROCHESTER, MN 55901

(507) 285-8232  

FAX: (507) 287-2320

Philip H. Wheeler, Executive Director

Charles Reiter, Transportation Planner



St. Cloud Area Planning Organization

665 Franklin Avenue N.E.

ST. CLOUD, MN 56304

(612) 252-7568  

FAX: (612) 291-6550

Sharon G. Klumpp, Executive Director

Nacho Diaz, Transportation Director�Gulf Regional Planning Commission

1232 Pass Road

GULFPORT, MS 39501

(601) 864-1167

Ned. J. Boudreaux, Transportation Planning Manager



Hattiesburg-Petal-Forrest-Lamar MPO

P.O. Box 1898

HATTIESBURG, MS 39401

(601) 545-4592  

FAX: (601) 545-4608

Robert E. Simmons, Executive Director

Kathy Garner, Transportation Director



Central Mississippi Planning & Development District

1170 Lakeland Drive

P.O. Box 4935

JACKSON, MS 39296-4935

(601) 981-1511  

FAX: (601) 981-1515

F. Clarke Holmes, Executive Director

Larry Smith, Transportation Director



Memphis And Shelby County Office of Planning and Development

MEMPHIS, TN

(See Tennessee)���

�MISSOURI�MISSOURI (Cont’d)��Columbia Area Transportation Study Organization

City of Columbia

City-County Building

P.O. Box N

COLUMBIA, MO 65205

(314) 874-7239  

FAX: (314) 442-8828

Raymond A. Beck, City Manager

John Hancock, Director of City Planning



Joplin Area Transportation Study Organization

City of Joplin

P.O. Box 1355

JOPLIN, MO 64802

(417) 624-0820  Ext. 500  

FAX: (417) 624-7948

Harold L. McCoy, Director of Public Works

�East-West Gateway Coordinating Council

911 Washington Avenue

ST. LOUIS, MO 63101

(314) 421-4220  

FAX: (314) 621-3120

Les Sterman, Executive Director

Martin Altman, Transportation Director



Springfield Area Transportation Study

City Hall

830 Boonville Avenue

SPRINGFIELD, MO 65801

(417) 864-1031  

FAX: (417) 864-1881

Fred May, Executive Director

��Mid-America Regional Council

300 Rivergate Center

600 Broadway

KANSAS CITY, MO 64105-1554

(816) 474-4240  

FAX: (816) 474-4240, Ext. 193

David A. Warm, Executive Director

Fred Schwartz, Transportation Director



St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization

St. Joseph City Hall

11th & Frederick Avenues

ST. JOSEPH, MO 64501

(816) 271-4770  

FAX: (816) 271-4740

Gary Reschke, Executive Director of Planning

Lorin A. Dunham, Special Projects Planner�

���

MONTANA�NEBRASKA (Cont’d)��Yellowstone County Board of Planning

510 North Broadway, 4th Floor

BILLINGS, MT 59101

(406) 657-8246  

FAX: (406) 256-2736

Bill Arnold, Executive director

Scott Walker, Transportation Director



Great Falls City/County Planning Board

P.O. Box 5021

GREAT FALLS, MT 59403-5021

(406) 727-5881 

FAX: (406) 761-4055

John Mooney, Executive Director

Ben Rangel, Transportation Director



Missoula Office of Community Development

435 Ryman

MISSOULA, MT 59802-4297

(406) 523-4657  

FAX: (406) 728-6690

Michael E. Kress, Executive Director

�Metropolitan Area Planning Agency

2222 Cuming Street

OMAHA, NE 68102-4328

(402) 444-6866  

FAX: (402) 342-0949

Louis C. Violi, Executive Director

Paul Mullen, Transportation Director



Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council

Sioux City, IA

(See Iowa)



NEVADA

Regional Transportation Commission

City of Las Vegas

300 East Clark Avenue

Suite 300

LAS VEGAS, NV 89104

(702) 455-4481  

FAX: (702) 455-3870

Kurt Weinrich, Executive Director

Lee Gibson, Planning Coordinator

��NEBRASKA�Regional Transportation ��Lincoln-Lancaster Planning Department

City-County Building

555 South 10th Street

LINCOLN, NE 65808

(402) 471-7491  

FAX: (402) 471-7734

Timothy M. Stewart, Executive Director

Rich Robinson, City Transportation Director

Don Thomas, County Transportation Director

�Commission

P.O. Box 30002

RENO, NV 89520-3002

(702) 323-2800  

FAX: 9702) 324-3503

Jerry L. Hall, Executive Director

William Derrick, Planning Manager���

NEW HAMPSHIRE�NEW JERSEY��Sea Coast MPO

Strafford Regional Planning Commission

Strafford County Courthouse

259 County Farm Road

Unit 1

DOVER, NH 03820-6015

(603) 742-2523  

FAX: (603) 743-3667

Paul B. Smith, Executive Director

Stephen Pesci, Regional Planner

(MPO planning functions shared with Rockingham Planning Commission)



Salem/Plaistow MPO

Rockingham Planning Commission

121 Water Street

EXETER, NH 03833

(603) 778-0885

Cliff Sinnott, Executive Director

Leigh Komornick, Transportation Planner

(Also performs planning for Sea Coast MPO)



Southern New Hampshire Planning Commission

400 Commercial Street

MANCHESTER, NH 03101

(603) 669-6446  

FAX: (603) 669-4664 (Call first) 

Manindra Sharma, Executive Director



Nashua Regional Planning Commission

115 Main Street

P.O. Box 847

NASHUA, NH 03061

(603) 883-0366

Donald E. Zizzi, Executive Director

Gregg Lantos, Transportation Director

�Atlantic City Urban Area Transportation Council

c/o Atlantic County Transportation Authority

25 South New York Avenue

ATLANTIC CITY, NJ 08401

(609) 344-4149  

FAX: (609) 344-7409

Chester W. Ambler, III Coordinator



Cumberland County Urban Area Transportation Study

Cumberland county Department of Planning & Development

800 East Commerce Street

BRIDGETON, NJ 08302

(609) 453-2175  

FAX: (609) 453-9138

Stephen L. Kehs, Director

Ed Fox, Senior Transportation Planner



Wilmington Metropolitan Area Planning Coordinating Council

NEWARK DE

(See Delaware)



North Jersey Transportation Coordinating Council

P.O. Box 47022

153 Halsey Street, 7th Floor

NEWARK, NJ 07101

(201) 648-7620  

FAX: (201) 648-3884

Joel S. Weiner, Executive Director



Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission

PHILADELPHIA, PA

(See Pennsylvania)���

NEW MEXICO�NEW YORK��Middle Rio Grande Council of Governments of New Mexico

317 Commercial Boulevard North East 

Suite 300

ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87102-3429

(505) 247-1750  

FAX: (505) 247-1753

Albert I. Pierce, Executive Director



City of Las Cruces

Drawer CLC

LAS CRUCES, NM 88004

(505) 526-0620  

FAX: (5050) 526-0134

Brian Denmark, Metropolitan Planning Officer



City of Santa Fe

P.O. Box 909

SANTA FE, NM 87504

(505) 984-6619  

FAX: (505)984-6627

Craig Watts, Executive Director�Capital District Transportation Committee

Executive Director

5 Computer Drive, West

ALBANY, NY 12205

(518) 458-2161  

FAX: (518) 459-2155

David Jukins, Executive Director



Glens Falls Urban Area Transportation Council

New York State Department of Transportation

Region 1

84 Holland Avenue

ALBANY, NY 12208

(518) 474-6215  

FAX: (518) 474-9853

Peter Van Keuren, Central Staff Director



Binghamton Metropolitan Transportation Study

P.O. Box 1766

Government Plaza

BINGHAMTON, NY 13902

(607) 778-2443  

FAX: (607) 778-6051

Steven Gayle, Executive Director



Niagara Frontier Transportation Committee

P.O. Box 5008

BUFFALO, NY 14205

(716) 856-2026  

FAX: (716) 856-3203

Edward H. Small, Jr., Staff Director

���

NEW YORK (Cont’d)��Executive Transportation Committee of Chemung County

P.O. Box 588

ELMIRA, NY 14902

(607) 324-7580  

FAX: (607) 324-0790

Jay Schissell, MPO Coordinator



Newburgh-Orange County Transportation Council

Orange County Department of Economic Development

124 Main Street

GOSHEN, NY 10924

(914) 294-5151  

FAX: (914) 294-5151, Ext. 3546

R. Vincent Hammond, Executive Director



New York Metropolitan Transportation Council

One World Trade Center

 Suite 82 East

NEW YORK, NY 10048

(212) 938-3390  

FAX: (212) 938-3295

Raymond Ruggieri, Executive Director



Poughkeepsie-Dutchess County Transportation Council

Dutchess County Planning Department

27 High Street

POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 12601

(914) 485-9681  

FAX: (914) 485-9691

Kealy Salomon, MPO Coordinator

Sarah Rios, MPO Coordinator



�Genesee Transportation Council

65 West Broad Street

ROCHESTER, NY 14614

(716) 262-6240 

FAX: (716) 262-3106

John A. Garrity, Executive Corporate Director

Nathan L. Jaschik, Central Staff Director



Ithaca MPO

c/o New York State DOT

Region 3

333 East Washington Street

SYRACUSE, NY 13202

(315) 428-4409  

FAX: (315) 428-4417

Steve Vetter, Regional Planning and Program Manager

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.  Interim address pending final designation.)



Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council

1100 Civic Center

421 Montgomery Street

SYRACUSE, NY 13202

(315) 435-2619  

FAX: (315) 435-2208

Charles R. Everett, Jr., Staff Director



Herkimer-Oneida Transportation Study

County Office Building

800 Park Avenue

UTICA, NY 13501

(315) 798-5037  

FAX: (315) 798-4042

DeForest Winfield, Program Manager���

NORTH CAROLINA��Transportation Advisory Committee

Asheville Planning Department

P.O. Box 7148

ASHEVILLE, NC 28802

(704) 259-5830  

FAX: (704) 259-5606

Julia Cogburn, Planning Director

Mary Helen Duke, Transportation Planner



Charlotte-Mecklenburg MPO

Charlotte-Mecklenburg Planning Commission

600 East 4th Street, 8th Floor

CHARLOTTE, NC 28202-2853

(704) 336-2205

Martin Cramton, Jr., Executive Director

Joseph T. Lesch, Transportation Planning Coordinator



Transportation Advisory Committee

Cabarrus County Planning Commission

65 Church Street

CONCORD, NC 28025

(704) 788-8141  

FAX: (704) 788-8146

Gerald Newton, Executive Director

Michael Byrd, Transportation Director

�Transportation Advisory Committee

Durham Department of Transportation

101 City Hall Plaza

DURHAM, NC 27701

(919) 560-4366  

FAX: (919) 687-0896

Owen Synan, Director of Transportation

Mark Ahrendsen, Transportation Systems Engineer



Transportation Advisory Committee

Cumberland County Planning Department

P.O. Drawer 1829

FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28302

(919) 433-1992  

FAX: (919) 433-1948

Rick Heickson, Executive Director



Transportation Advisory Committee

Gastonia Planning Department

 Box 1748-City Hall

GASTONIA, NC 28053

(704) 866-6749  

FAX: (704) 864-9732

Ed Munn, Executive Director

Jack Kaiser, Planning Director

���

NORTH CAROLINA (Cont’d)���Transportation Advisory Committee

City of Goldsboro

P.O. Drawer A

GOLDSBORO, NC 27530

(919) 735-6121  

FAX: (919) 734-8929

Gene D. Thomas, Director of Planning

Ken Rutherford, Transportation Planner



Transportation Advisory Committee

Alamance County Planning Department

124 West Elm Street

GRAHAM, NC 27253

(919) 228-1312  

FAX: (919) 570-3264

Robert Smith, Executive Director

Richard Hunnicutt, Transportation Director



Transportation Advisory Committee

City of Greensboro

One Governmental Plaza

P.O. Box 3136

GREENSBORO, NC 27402-3136

(919) 373-2332  

FAX: (919) 373-2138

Richard Atkins, Transportation Director

J. Tim Saunders, Transportation Planner



�City of Greenville

P.O. Box 7207

GREENVILLE, NC 27835-7207

(919) 830-4467  

FAX: (919) 836-4435

Tom Tysinger, Jr., Director of Engineering

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.)



Transportation Advisory Committee

Western Piedmont Council of Governments

317 First Avenue North West

HICKORY, NC 28601

(919) 830-4467  

FAX: (919) 836-5991

R. Douglas Tayler, Executive Director

John Tippett, Transportation Director



Transportation Advisory Committee

High Point Planning Department

P.O. Box 320

HIGH POINT, NC 27261

(919) 883-3225  

FAX: (919) 883-3419

R.V. Moss, Transportation Director



Transportation Advisory Committee

Jacksonville City Hall

P.O. Box 128

JACKSONVILLE, NC 28541-0128

(919) 455-1600  

FAX: (919) 455-6761

Kathy Blake, Transportation Planner



���

NORTH CAROLINA (Cont’d)�NORTH DAKOTA��Transportation Advisory Committee

Raleigh Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 590

RALEIGH, NC 27602

(919) 890-3050  

FAX: (919) 828-2036

D.E. Benton, Jr., City Manager

Don Blackburn, Transportation Director



City of Rocky Mount

P.O. Box 1180

ROCKY MOUNT,, NC 27802

(919) 972-1111  

FAX: (919) 972-1232

Joseph Durham, Executive Director

Russel Bird, Transportation Director

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.)



Transportation Advisory Committee

City of Wilmington

Wilmington-New Hanover Planning Department

P.O. Box 1810

WILMINGTON, NC 28402

(919) 341-7815  

FAX: (919) 341-5824

Joe Huegy, Transportation Planner



Transportation Advisory Committee

City/County Planning Board

P.O. Box 2511

WINSTON-SALEM, NC 27102

(919) 727-2087  

FAX: (919) 727-2880

G. Douglas Carrol, Director

Antoinette M. Tupponce, Transportation Supervisor�Bismarck-Mandan Metropolitan Planning Organization

P.O. Box 5503

BISMARCK, ND 58502-5503

(701) 222-6447  

FAX: (701) 222-6606

Bill Wocken, Executive Director

Mark Sebesta, Transportation Director



Fargo-Moorhead Council of Governments

Case Plaza Center

 Suite 232

1-2nd Street North

FARGO, ND 58102

(701) 232-3242  

FAX: (701) 232-5043

Brian Shorten, Executive Director

Steve Grabil, Transportation Director



Grand Forks-East Grand Forks Metropolitan Planning Organization

P.O. Box 1518, City Hall

GRAND FORKS, ND 58201

(701) 746-2660  

FAX: (701) 772-0266

Robert Bushfield, Executive director

Charles Durrenberger, Transportation Director���

�OHIO��Policy Committee of the Akron Metropolitan Area Transportation Study

159 South Main Street

Suite 920, Society Building

AKRON, OH 44308

(216) 375-2436  

FAX: (216) 375-2100

Anthony W. O’Leary, Executive Director

Kenneth A. Hanson, Technical Director



Policy Committee of the Stark County Area Transportation Study

Stark County Regional Planning Commission

511 County Office Building, CANTON, OH 44702

(216) 438-0389

Gerald Bixler, Executive director

Paul Jaeger, Technical Director



Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Governments

801-B West Eighth Street, Suite 400�Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission

285 East Main Street

COLUMBUS, OH 43215-5272

(614) 228-2663  

FAX: (614) 621-2401

William C. Habig, Executive Director

Mo Ismail, Transportation Director



Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission

Miami Valley Tower, Suite 400

40 West Fourth Street

DAYTON, OH 45402

(513) 223-6323  

FAX: (513) 223-9750

Nora Lake Executive Director

Richard Schultze, Transportation Director



KYOVA Interstate Planning Commission

HUNTINGTON WV

(See West Virginia)

��CINCINNATI, OH 45203

(513) 621-7060  

FAX: (513) 621-9325

James Q. Duane, Executive Director

Dory Montazumi, deputy Executive Director



Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency Policy Board

668 Euclid Avenue

Atrium Office Plaza, Fourth Floor

CLEVELAND, OH 44114-3000

(216) 241-2414, Ext. 380  

FAX: (216) 621-3024

Howard Maier, Executive Director

Ronald Eckner, Transportation Director�Newark-Heath Transportation Policy Committee

Ohio Department of Transportation

District 5

9600 Jacksontown Road

JACKSONTOWN, OH 43030

(614) 323-4400

Norman Nerland, Design and Planning Engineer



Lima/Allen County Regional Planning Commission

212 North Elizabeth Street, 3rd Floor

LIMA, OH 45801-4390

(419) 228-1836

Thomas M. Mazur, Executive Director���

OHIO (Cont’d)���Mansfield Area Transportation Study

Richland County Regional Planning Commission 35 North Park Street

MANSFIELD, OH 44902-1711

(419) 755-5684

Richard D. Adair, Executive director

Michael L. Wackerly, Transportation Director



Wood-Washington-Wirt Interstate Planning Commission

PARKERSBURG WV

(See West Virginia)



Clark County-Springfield Transportation Study

City Hall

76 East High Street

SPRINGFIELD, OH 45502

(513) 324-7751  

FAX: (513) 324-4118

Walter Szczesny, Executive Director�Bel-O-Mar Regional Council

WHEELING WV

(See West Virginia)



Eastgate Development and Transportation Agency

Ohio One Building

Suite 400

25 East Boardman Street

YOUNGSTOWN, OH 44503

(216) 746-7601  

FAX: (216) 746-8509

John R. Getchy, Executive Director��Brooke-Hancock-Jefferson Metropolitan Planning Commission

814 Adams Street

STEUBENVILLE, OH 43952

(814) 282-3686  

FAX: (814) 283-6165

John Beck, Executive Director

Robert Gordon, Transportation Director



Toledo Metropolitan Area Council of Governments

123 Michigan Street

TOLEDO, OH 43624-1996

(419) 241-9155  

FAX: same

Calvin M. Lakin, Executive Director

William Knight, Transportation Director

����

OKLAHOMA�OREGON��Enid Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

P.O. Box 1768

ENID, OK 73702

(405) 234-0400  

FAX: (405) 234-8946

Chris Henderson, Executive Director

Gene James, Transportation Director

(1990 Census population lower than 50,000.  No longer qualifies as urbanized area.)



Arkhoma Regional Planning Commission

FORT SMITH, AR

(See Arkansas)



Lawton Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

City Hall

4th and A Avenue

LAWTON, OK 73501

(405) 581-3375

Robert Bigham, City Planner



Association of Central Oklahoma Governments

6600 North Harvey Place

6 Broadway Executive Park, Suite 200

OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73116

(405) 848-8961  

FAX: (405) 840-9470

Zach D. Taylor, Executive Director

Linda Koenig, Transportation Director



Indian Nations Council of Governments

Executive Center, Suite 600

201 West 5th Street

TULSA, OK 74103-4212

(918) 584-7526  

FAX: (918) 583-1024�Rogue Valley Council of Governments

155 South 2nd Street, Room 200

P.O. Box 3275

CENTRAL POINT, OR 97502

(503) 664-6674

Dennis G. Lewis, Executive Director

Gary Shaff, Transportation Director



Lane Council of Governments

North Plaza Level

125 Eighth Avenue East

EUGENE, OR 97401

(503) 687-4283  

FAX: (503) 687-4099

George Kloeppel, Executive Director

Tom Schwetz, Transportation Director



Cowlitz-Wahkiahum Governmental Conference

KELSO, WA

(See Washington)



Metropolitan Service District

2000 Southwest Fifth Avenue

PORTLAND, OR 97201-5398

(503) 221-1646  

FAX: (503) 273-5589

Rena Cusma, Executive Officer

Andrew C. Cotugno, Transportation Director



Mid-Willamette Valley Council of Governments

105 High Street South East

SALEM, OR 97301

(503) 558-6177  

FAX: (503) 588-6094

Alan Hershey, Executive Director

Richard Schmid, Transportation Director���

PENNSYLVANIA��Lehigh Valley Transportation Study

Lehigh and Northampton Counties Joint Planning Commission

ABE Airport, Government Building

3411 Airport Road

ALLENTOWN, PA 18103-1098

(215) 264-4544

FAX: (215) 264-2616

Michael N. Kaiser, Executive Director

Joseph Gurinko, Transportation Director



Cambria County Planning Commission

Court House Annex

EBENSBURG, PA 15931

(814) 472-5440  Ext. 326 

FAX: (814) 472-4661

Bradford G. Beigay, Executive Director



Erie County Department of Planning

Erie County Courthouse

ERIE, PA 16501

(814) 451-6336  

FAX: (814) 451-6334

David A. Skellie, Executive Director

Sharon Knoll, Transportation Director

�Altoona Area Transportation Study

P.O. Box 405

HOLLIDAYSBURG, PA 16648-0405

(814) 696-5541 Ext. 360  

FAX: (814) 696-9214 (Blair County)

Richard T. Haines, Planning Director

Rose M. Lucey, Transportation Planner III



Lancaster County Planning Commission

50 North Duke Street

Box 3480

LANCASTER, PA 17603

(717) 299-8333  

FAX: (717) 295-3659

Ronald T. Bailey, Executive director

Christopher Neumann, Transportation Director



Lawrence County Planning Commission

Court House

NEW, CASTLE, PA 16101

(412) 658-2541 Ext. 144  

FAX: (412) 658-4489

Stephen J. Craig, Executive Director



Delaware Valley Region Planning ��Tri-County Region Planning Commission

Dauphin County Veterans Memorial Building

112 Market Street, 7th Floor

HARRISBURG, PA 17101-2015

(717) 234-2639  

FAX: (717) 234-4058

James R. Zeiters, Executive Director

�Commission

Bourse Building, 8th Floor

21 South 5th Street

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106

(215) 592-1800 

FAX: (215) 592-9125

John J. Coxcia, Executive Director

John B. Claffey, Transportation Director

���

PENNSYLVANIA (Cont’d)���Southwestern Pennsylvania Region Planning Commission

The Waterfront

200 First Avenue

PITTSBURGH, PA 15222-1573

(412) 391-5591  

FAX: (412) 391-9160

Robert Kochanowski, Executive Director

Chuck DiPietro, Transportation Director



Berks County Planning Commission

633 Court Street, 14th Floor

READING, PA 19601

(215) 378-8703

Glenn R. Knoblauch, Executive Director

Alan D. Piper, Transportation Director



Lackawanna County Regional Planning Commission

200 Adams Avenue

SCRANTON, PA 18503

(717) 963-6400

Harry D. Lindsay, Executive Director



Mercer County Regional Planning Commission

94 East Shenango Street

SHARPSVILLE, PA 16150

(412) 654-1077  

FAX: (412) 962-1525

Leslie E. Spaulding, Executive Director

Stephen Grenner, Transportation Director



�Centre Region Council of Governments

131 South Fraser Street

STATE, COLLEGE, PA 16801

(814) 231-3050  

FAX: (814) 231-3088

Robert Bini, Executive Director

Tom Zilla, Transportation Planner



Luzern County Planning Commission

Court House Annex

WILKES-BARRE, PA 18711-1001

(717) 825-1560  

FAX: (717) 825-6362

Adrian F. Merolli, Executive Director



Lycoming County Planning Commission

48 West Third Street

4th Floor

WILLIAMSPORT, PA 17701

(717) 327-2230  

FAX: (717) 327-2511

Jerry S. Walls, Executive Director

Mark R. Murawski, Transportation Director



York County Planning Commission

100 West Market Street

YORK, PA 17401

(717) 771-9870  

FAX: (717) 771-9941

Reed J. Dunn, Jr., Director of Planning������

PUERTO RICO�SOUTH CAROLINA (Cont’d)��Puerto Rico Department of Transportation & Public Works

P.O. Box 41269, Minillas Station

SAN JUAN, PUERTO RICO 00940-1269

(809) 723-1390/3760

FAX: (809) 728-8963

Hermenegildo Ortiz Quinones, Secretary of Transportation

Gabriel A. Rodriquez, Deputy Secretary for Planning



RHODE ISLAND

Rhode Island Department of �Central Midlands Regional 

Planning Commission

Dutch Plaza Suite 155

800 Dutch square Boulevard

COLUMBIA, SC 29210

(803) 798-1243

FAX: (803) 798-1247

Ronald D. Althoff, Executive Director

Douglas G. Milliman, Transportation Director



Department of Planning & 

Economic Development��Administration�Drawer FF, City-County Complex��Division of Planning

1 Capitol Hill

PROVIDENCE, RI 02908

(401) 277-1220

FAX: (401) 277-6006

Daniel Varin, Associate Director



SOUTH CAROLINA

Anderson County Planning and Development Board

126 North McDuffie Street

ANDERSON, SC 29621

(803) 260-4043

FAX: (803) 260-4369

W. Russell Burns, Executive Director

Robert Ervin, Transportation Planner



Augusta-Richmond County Planning Commission

AUGUSTA, GA

(See Georgia)

�FLORENCE, SC 29501

(803) 665-3141

FAX: (803) 665-3111

Allen Burns, Executive Director



Waccamaw Regional Planning and Development Council

P.O. Drawer 419

GEORGETOWN, SC 29442

(803) 546-8502

FAX: (803) 527-2302

Bill Schwartzkopf, Planning Director

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.)



Greenville County Planning Commission

301 University Ridge, Suite 400

GREENVILLE, SC 29601

(803) 240-7297

Ed Hutchinson, Director of Transportation

��

�

SOUTH CAROLINA (Cont’d)�SOUTH DAKOTA��Berkley-Charleston-Dorchester Council of Governments

5290 Rivers Avenue

Suite 400

NORTH CHARLESTON, SC 29418

(803) 577-6990

FAX: (803) 724-3472

Thomas L. Hansen, Executive Director

Dan Hatley, Transportation Director



Rock Hill-Fort Mill Area Transportation Study

P.O. Box 11706

ROCK HILL, SC 29731

(803) 329-7080

FAX: (803) 329-7228

Annie C. Williams, Planning Director

Patricia Albright, Senior Planner



Spartanburg County Planning & Development Commission

366 North Church Street

SPARTANBURG, SC 29301

(803) 596-3570

FAX: (803) 596-2477

Bill Lonon, Planning Director

Charlie Notess, Transportation Planner



Sumter City-County Planning Commission

P.O. Box 1449

SUMTER, SC 29151

(803) 773-1555 

FAX: (803) 778-2025

John Stockbridge, Planning Director

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area.)

�Rapid City MPO

City of Rapid City

300 Sixth Street

RAPID CITY, SD 57701

(605) 394-4120

FAX: (605) 394-6636

Marcia Elkins, Planning Director

Lee Hoy, Transportation Planning Coordinator



Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council

SIOUX CITY, IA

(See Iowa)



Southeastern Council of Governments

P.O. Box 843

SIOUX FALLS, SD 57101

(605) 339-6515

FAX: (605) 339-1989

Alec Boyce, Executive Director���

TENNESSEE��Bristol MPO

P.O. Drawer 1189

BRISTOL, TN 37620-1189

(615) 968-9141

FAX: (615) 968-2117

William A. Albright, Transportation Planning Coordinator



Chattanooga-Hamilton County Regional Planning Commission

200 City Hall Annex

CHATTANOOGA, TN 37402

(615) 757-5216

FAX: (615) 757-56532

Genevieve Harmon, Transportation Planning Coordinator

T.D. Hardin, Executive Director



Clarksville MPO

Clarksville, Montgomery County Regional Planning Commission

106 Public Square

CLARKSVILLE, TN 37040

(615) 645-7448

FAX: (615) 552-7479 (Mayor’s Office)

James D. Hancock, Jr., Transportation Planning Coordinator

David Riggins, Executive Director



Jackson MPO

Jackson Regional Planning Commission

105 North Church Street

JACKSON, TN 38304

(901) 425-8206

FAX: (901) 425-8228

Stan Pilant, Transportation Planning Coordinator

Gene Smith, Executive Director



�Johnson City MPO

137 West Market Street

JOHNSON CITY, TN 37604

(615) 929-7119

FAX: (615) 929-8421

Alan Bridwell, Transportation Planning Coordinator

Alan Young, Transportation Director



Kingsport Planning Department

225 West Center Street

KINGSPORT, TN 37660

(615) 229-9374

FAX: (615) 229-9350

Bryan Cobb, Transportation Planning Coordinator



Knoxville-Knox County Metropolitan Planning Commission

400 Main Avenue, Suite 403

City/County Building

KNOXVILLE, TN 37092

(615) 521-2500

Jeffrey A. Welch, Executive Director

Carol Anne Swagler, Transportation Director



Memphis and Shelby County Office of Planning and Development

City Hall, Suite 468

MEMPHIS, TN 38103-2084

(901) 576-6768

FAX: (901) 576-6418

Cynthia Buchanan, Planning Director

Clark Odor, Transportation Planning Coordinator



���

TENNESSEE (Cont’d)���Nashville MPO

Lindsley Hall

730 Second Avenue South

NASHVILLE, TN 37201

(615) 862-7160

FAX: (615) 862-7209

Robert Kurzynske, Transportation Planning Coordinator

T. Jeff Browning, Jr., Executive Director

�Austin Urban Transportation Study

P.O. Box 1748

AUSTIN, TX 78767

(512) 472-7483

FAX: (512) 320-7425

Joseph P. Gieselman, Executive Director



Central Texas Council of Governments��TEXAS�P.O. Box 729��City of Abilene

P.O. Box 60

ABILENE, TX 79604

(915) 676-4243

FAX: (915) 676-6229

Robert R. Allen, Senior Transportation Planner

Jim C. Blagg, City Manager



City of Amarillo

P.O. Box 1971

AMARILLO, TX 79105

(806) 378-3000

FAX: (806) 378-3018

J.D. Smith, Jr., Transportation Director



North Central Texas Council of Governments

616 Six Flags Drive

Suite 200

P.O. Box 5888

ARLINGTON, TX 76005-5888

(817) 640-3300

FAX: (817) 640-7806

William J. Pitstick, Executive Director

Michael Morris, Transportation Director

�BELTON, TX 76513

(817) 939-1801

FAX: (817) 939-0660

A.C. Johnson, Executive Director

Gerald B. Bunker, Government & Regional Services



City of Brownsville

P.O. Box 911

BROWNSVILLE, TX 78520

(512) 548-6150

FAX: (512) 548-6144

Larry Brown, Comprehensive Planning Director

Raymond Sanchez, Transportation Planner



Bryan-College Station Urban Transportation Steering Committee

P.O. Box 3249

BRYAN, TX 77805-3249

(709) 778-2165

FAX: (709) 778-0461

David Neshyba, Engineer I

Sarah Chamberland, Administrative Technician

��

�

TEXAS (Cont’d)��City of Corpus Christi

Department of Engineering Services

1201 Leopard Street

P.O. Box 9277

CORPUS CHRISTI, TX 78469

(512) 880-3000

FAX: (512) 880-3299

Mary Frances Teniente, MPO Coordinator



Texoma Council of Governments

10,000 Grayson Drive

DENISON, TX 75020

(903) 786-2955

FAX: (903) 786-8122

Frances Jo Pelley, Executive Director

Don Meredith, Transportation Planner



City of El Paso

Two Civic Center Plaza

8th Floor

EL, PASO, TX 79901-1196

(915) 541-4018

FAX: (915) 451-4501

Ricardo Dominguez, MPO Supervisor



Harlingen-San Benito MPO

City of Harlingen

118 East Tyler Street

P.O. Box 2207

HARLINGEN, TX 78550

(512) 427-8735

FAX: (512) 427-8806

Ed Theriot, Executive Director



Houston-Galveston Area Council

P.O. Box 22777

HOUSTON, TX 77227-2777

(713) 627-3200

FAX: (713) 621-8129

Jack Steele, Executive Director

Alan Clark, Transportation Director

�Laredo Urban Transportation Study

Laredo Planning Department

1110 Houston Street

P.O. Box 579

LAREDO, TX 78042

(512) 791-7441

FAX: (512) 791-7496

Dan Hebner, Planner III



City of Longview

Municipal Building

P.O. Box 1952

LONGVIEW, TX 75606

(903) 237-1070

FAX: (903) 237-1009

Edlyn Vatthauer, City Planner



Lubbock Urban Transportation Study

P.O. Box 771

LUBBOCK, TX 79408

(806) 745-4411 Ext. 474

FAX: (806) 748-4380

Marsha Allen, Transportation Planner



Permian Basin Regional Planning Commission

2910 La Force Boulevard

P.O. Box 60660

MIDLAND, TX 79711-0660

(915) 563-1061

FAX: (915) 563-1728

Ernie Crawford, Executive Director

Jerry Tschauner, Transportation Director



���

TEXAS (Cont’d)���McAllen/Pharr/Edinburg MPO

P.O. Drawer EE

PHARR, TX 78577

(512) 787-2771

FAX: (512) 787-6110

Robin Longwell, Corresponding Secretary



South East Texas Regional Planning Commission

3501 Turtle Creek Drive

Suite 108

PORT ARTHUR, TX 77642

(409) 727-2384

FAX: (409) 727-4078

Don Kelly, Executive Director

Bob Dickinson, Transportation Director



City of San Angelo

Department of Planning and Development

P.O. Box 1751

SAN ANGELO, TX 76902-1751

(915) 657-4210

FAX: (915) 655-4874

Thomas Robinson, Planner II



San Antonio-Bexar County MPO

434 South Main Street

Suite 205

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78204

(512) 227-8651

FAX: (512) 227-9321

Janet Kennison, Administrator



Ark-Tex Council of Governments

P.O. Box 5307

TEXARKANA, TX 75505-5307

(903) 832-8636

FAX: (903) 832-3441

James D. Goerke, Executive Director

�City of Tyler

P.O. Box 2039

TYLER, TX 75710-2039

(903) 531-1250

FAX: (903) 531-1166

James Evans, Transportation Director



Victoria MPO

City of Victoria Planning Department

P.O. Box 1758

VICTORIA, TX 77902-1758

(512) 572-2795

FAX: (512) 578-9995

David Hill, Planning Director

John Kaminski, Senior Planner



City of Waco

P.O. Box 2570

WACO, TX 76702-2570

(817) 750-5655

FAX: (817) 750-5724

Anna K. Hayes, Transportation Director



City of Wichita Falls

Planning Department

P.O. Box 1431

WICHITA FALLS, TX 76307

(817) 761-7451

Roger McKinney, Planning Director

Bernice Perchal, Transportation Director���

UTAH�VIRGINA��Wasatch Front Regional Council

420 West 1500 South

Suite 100

BOUNTIFUL, UT 84010

(801) 292-4469

FAX: (801) 292-5095

Wilbur R. Jefferies, Executive Director



No MPO yet designated

LOGAN, UT

(1990 Census newly designated urbanized area)



Mountainland Association of Governments

2545 North Canyon Road

PROVO, UT 84604

(801) 377-2262

FAX: (801) 377-2317

Homer C. Chandler, Executive Director

Carl Johnson, Transportation Director

�Bristol MPO

BRISTOL, TN

(See Tennessee)



Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission

413 East Market Street

Suite 102

CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA 22901

(804) 972-1720

FAX: (804) 972-1719

Nancy K. O’Brien, Executive Director



Hampton Roads Planning District Commission

The Regional Building

723 Woodlake Drive

CHESAPEAKE, VA 23320

(804) 420-8300

FAX: (804) 523-4881

Arthur L. Collins, Executive Director

Dwight Farmer, Transportation Director��VERMONT���Chittenden County MPO

Chittenden County Regional Planning Commission

66 Pear Street

P.O. Box 108

ESSEX JUNCTION, VT 05453

(802) 658-3004

FAX: (802) 879-3610

Arthur R. Hogan, Jr., Executive Director

Craig Leiner, Transportation Director�Kingsport Planning Department

KINGSPORT, TN

(See Tennessee)



Transportation Planning Council

Central Virginia Planning District Commission

P.O. Box 2526

2316 Atherholt Road

LYNCHBURG, VA 24501

(804) 845-3491

FAX: (804) 3493

Dennis E. Gragg, Executive Director

Julie Ann Cobb, Senior Planner



���

�VIRGINIA (Cont’d)�WASHINGTON��Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments

WASHINGTON, D.C.

(See District of Columbia)



West Piedmont Planning District Commission

One Starling Avenue

P.O. Box 1191

MARTINVILLE, VA 24114

(703) 638-3987 FAX: (703) 638-8137

Robert W. Dowd, Executive Director



Crater Planning District Commission

P.O. Box 1808

1964 Wakefield Street

PETERSBURG, VA 23805

(804) 861-1666 FAX: (804) 732-8972

Dennis K. Morris, Executive Director

Joseph J. Vinsh, Transportation Director



Richmond Regional Planning District Commission

Interstate Center

2104 West Laburnum Ave, Suite 101

RICHMOND, VA 23227

(804) 358-3684

FAX: (804) 358-5386

John P. Kidd, Executive Director

Dan Lysy, Transportation Director



Fifth Planning District Commission

313 Luck Avenue

P.O. Box 2569

ROANOKE, VA 24010

(703) 343-4417

FAX: (703) 343-4416

Wayne G. Strickland, Executive Director

Charles Taylor, Transportation Manager�Whatcom County Council of Governments

1203 Cornwall

Suite 104

BELLINGHAM, WA 98225

(206) 676 6974

FAX: (206) 647-9413

Mark Challender, Executive Director

Robert Griffith, Transportation Planning Manager



Cowlitz-Wahkiakum Council of Governments

207 4th Avenue North

Administration Annex

KELSO, WA 98626

(206) 577-3041

FAX: (206) 423-9986

Stephen H. Harvey, Executive Director

Skip Urling, Transportation Planning Manager



Thurston Regional Planning Council

2000 Lakeridge Drive South West

Building #1

OLYMPIA, WA 98502

(206) 786-5480

FAX: (206) 754-4413

Harold Robertson, Executive Director

Carl Wilson, Transportation Planner



Benton-Franklin Regional Council

1622 Terminal Drive

RICHLAND, WA 99352

(509) 943-9185

FAX: (509) 943-6756

Donald P. Morton, Executive Director

Mark Kushner, Transportation Program Manager

���

WASHINGTON (Cont’d)�WEST VIRGINIA��Intergovernmental Resource Center

1351 Officers Row

VANCOUVER, WA 98661

(206) 699-2361

FAX: (206) 696-1847

Dean Lookingbill, Transportation Manager



Yakima Valley Conference of Governments

6 South 2nd Street

Suite 605

YAKIMA, WA 98901

(509) 575-4372

FAX: (509) 575-7749

Lon D. Wyrick, Executive Director



Puget Sound Regional Council

216 First Avenue South

SEATTLE, WA 98104

(206) 464-7090

FAX: (206) 587-4825

Mary McCumber, Executive Director

Ron McCready, Transportation Director



Spokane Regional Council

West 808 Spokane Falls Boulevard

Municipal Building, Room 627

SPOKANE, WA 99201-333

(509) 625-6370

FAX: (509) 625-6988

Linda Morris, Executive Director

Glenn Miles, Transportation Director�BCKP Regional Intergovernmental Council

1223Leone Lane

DUNBAR, WV 25064

(304) 768-8191

FAX: (304) 768-6071

John Romano, Executive Director

Mark Felton, Transportation Director



KYOVA Interstate Planning Commission

1221 Sixth Avenue

P.O. Box 939

HUNTINGTON, WV 25712

(304) 523-7434

FAX: (304) 529-7229

Michele P. Craig, Executive Director

James F. Roueche, Technical Study Director



Wood-Washington-Wirt Interstate Planning Commission

1200 Grand Central Avenue

 VIENNA, WV 26105

P.O.  Box 247 (Mailing Address)

PARKERSBURG, WV 26101

(304) 295-9312

FAX: (304) 295-7681

Randy Durst, Study Director

Fred Rader, Community Development Director



Brooke-Hancock-Jefferson Metropolitan Planning Commission

STEUBENVILLE, OH

(See Ohio)



���

WEST VIRGINIA (Cont’d)�WISCONSIN (Cont’d)��Bel-O-Mar Regional Council

P.O. Box 2086

2177 National Road

WHEELING, WV 26003

(304) 242-1800

FAX: (304) 242-2437

William C. Phipps, Executive Director

Robert Muransky, Transportation Director

�GreenBay-Brown County Planning Commission

100 North Jefferson Street

City Hall, Room 608

GREEN BAY, WI 54301

(414) 448-3400

FAX: (414) 448-3123

Bernard Paruleski, Executive Director

Ann Z. Scnell, Transportation Director���WISCONSIN��State Line Area Transportation Study

Engineering Division

Beloit City Hall

100 State Street

BELOIT, WI  53511

(608) 364-6606 FAX: (608) 364-6609

John Adams, MPO Coordinator



Arrowhead Regional Commission

DULUTH, MN

(See Minnesota)



Chippewa-Eau Claire MPO

West Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission

124 ½ Graham Avenue

EAU CLAIRE, WI 54701

(715) 836-2918 FAX: (715) 836-2918

Jerry Chasteen, Executive Director

Donald Kush, Transportation Planner



Bay-Lake (Sheboygan) Regional Planning Commission

Old Fort Square, Suite 211

211 North Broadway

GREEN BAY, WI 54303

(414) 448-2820 FAX: (414) 448-2823

Robert L. Fisher, Executive Director

Jeffrey C. Agee-Aguayo, Transportation Planner II�Janesville MPO

Janesville Planning Department

18 North Jackson Street

JANESVILLE, WI 53545

(608) 755-3085 FAX: (608) 755-3196

Robert Fox, Executive Director

Ron Chicka, Transportation Director



La Crosse Area Planning Committee

City Planning Department

City Hall

LA CROSSE, WI 54601

(608) 789-7512 FAX: (608) 789-7320

Ronald Bracegirdle, Executive Director



Dane County Regional Planning Commission

217 South Hamilton Street, Suite 403

MADISON, WI 53703

(608) 266-4137

FAX: (608) 266-1242

Thomas Favour, Executive Director

Robert McDonald, Transportation Director



���

WISCONSIN (Cont’d)�WYOMING��East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission

132 Main Street

MENASHA, WI 54952-3100

(414) 751-4770

FAX: (414) 751-4771

Kenneth J. Theine, Executive Director



Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission

P.O. Box 1607, Old Courthouse

WAUKESHA, WI 53187-1607

(414) 547-6721

FAX: (414) 547-1103

Kurt W. Bauer, Executive Director



Wausau MPO

Marathon County Planning Department

Marathon County Courthouse

WAUSAU, WI 54401

(715) 847-5227

FAX: (715) 848-9210

William Forrest, Executive Director

Scott Bush, Transportation Director�Casper Area MPO

200 North David Street

CASPER, WY 82601

(307) 235-8277

FAX: (307) 235-8313

Linda Wilson, Transportation Planning Director



Cheyenne Area MPO

2101 O’Neil Avenue

CHEYENNE, WY 82001

(307) 637-6299

FAX: (307) 637-6454

Thomas M. Mason, Executive Director��

�APPENDIX C

Listing of Installation NAAQS Attainment Status

As of July 1995



A=Attainment

MNA=Moderate Nonattainment

MaNA=Marginal Nonattainment

N=Nonattainment

ND=Not Designated�SrNA=Serious Nonattainment

SvNA=Severe Nonattainment

ExNA=Extreme Nonattainment

U=Unclassifiable��BASE NAME�CO�LEAD�OZONE�PM-10�*NO2�*SO2��Altus AFB, OK�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Andrews AFB, MD�MNA�ND�SrNA�ND�A�A��Arnold AFB, TN�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Barksdale AFB, LA�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Beale AFB, CA�MNA�A�SrNA�MNA�A�A��Bolling AFB, DC�MNA�ND�SrNA�ND�A�A��Brooks AFB, TX�A�A�A�ND�A�A��Canaveral AFB, FL�A�A�A�A�A�A��Cannon AFB, NM�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Charleston AFB, SC�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Cheyenne Mountain AFB, CO�MNA�A�A�A�A�A��Columbus AFB, MS�A�A�A�A�A�A��Davis-Monthan AFB, AZ�A�A�A�A�A�A��Dobbins AFB, GA�A�ND�SrNA�ND�A�A��Dover AFB, DE�A�A�SvNA�A�A�A��Dyess AFB, TX�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Eareckson AFB, AK�A�A�A�A�A�A��Edwards AFB, CA�A�A�SvNA�A�A�A��Eglin AFB, FL�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Eielson AFB, AK�MNA�A�A�ND�A�A��Ellsworth AFB, SD�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Elmendorf AFB, AK�MNA�A�A�ND�A�A





��Fairchild AFB, WA�A�ND�A�MNA�A�A��Falcon AFB, CO�MNA�A�A�A�A�A��Francis E. Warren AFB, WY�A�ND�A�A�A�A��Gen Mitchell IAP, WI�A�ND�SvNA�ND�A�A��Goodfellow AFB, TX�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Grand Forks AFB, ND�A�A�A�A�A�A��Griffiss AFB, NY�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Gunter Annex, AL�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Hanscom AFB, MA�MNA�A�SrNA�A�A�A��Headquarters U.S. Air Force, DC�MNA�ND�SrNA�ND�A�A��Hickam AFB, HI�A�A�A�A�A�A��Hill AFB, UT�MNA�ND�A�ND�A�A��Holloman AFB, NM�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Hurlburt Field, FL�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��K.I. Sawyer AFB, MI�A�A�A�A�A�A��Keesler AFB, MS�A�A�A�A�A�A��Kelly AFB, TX�A�U�A�ND�A�A��Kirtland AFB, NM�MNA�ND�A�ND�A�A��Lackland AFB, TX�A�U�A�ND�A�A��Langley AFB, VA�A�ND�MaNA�ND�A�A��Laughlin AFB, TX�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Little Rock AFB, AR�A�A�A�A�A�A��Los Angeles AFB, CA�SrNA�A�ExNA�SRNA�U�A��Luke AFB, AZ�MNA�A�MNA�MNA�A�A��MacDill AFB, FL�A�U�MaNA�ND�A�A��Malstrom AFB, MT�A�ND�A�A�A�A��March AFB, CA�MNA�A�ExNA�MNA�N�A��Maxwell AFB, AL�A�A�A�ND�A�A��McChord AFB, WA�MNA�ND�MaNA�MNA�A�A��McClellan AFB, CA�MNA�A�SrNA�MNA�U�A��McConnell AFB, KS�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��McGuire AFB, NJ�MNA�ND�SvNA�ND�A�A��Minneapolis IAP, MN�MNA�ND�A�A�A�N��Minot AFB, ND�A�A�A�A�A�A��Moody AFB, GA�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Mountain Home AFB, ID�A�A�A�A�A�A��Nellis AFB, NV�MNA�ND�A�SrNA�A�A��Newark AFB, OH�A�ND�MaNA�ND�A�A��Niagara Falls IAP, NY�A�ND�MaNA�ND�A�A��O'Hare ARS, IL�A�ND�SvNA�MNA�A�A��Offutt AFB, NE�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Onizuka AFB, CA�MNA�A�MNA�A�A�A��Patrick AFB, FL�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Peterson AFB, CO�MNA�A�A�A�A�A��Plattsburgh AFB, NY�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Pope AFB, NC�A�A�A�A�A�A��Randolph AFB, TX�A�U�A�ND�A�A��Reese AFB, TX�A�ND�A�U�A�A��Richards-Gebaur AFB, MO�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Robins AFB, GA�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Scott AFB, IL�A�ND�MNA�ND�A�A��Seymour Johnson AFB, NC�A�A�A�A�A�A��Shaw AFB, SC�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Shemya AFB, AK�A�A�A�A�A�A��Sheppard AFB, TX�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Tinker AFB, OK�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Travis AFB, CA�MNA�A�MNA�A�A�A��Tyndall AFB, FL�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��U.S. Air Force Academy,  CO�MNA�A�A�A�A�A��Vance AFB, OK�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Vandenberg AFB, CA�A�A�MNA�A�A�A��Westover AFB, MA�A�ND�SrNA�ND�A�A��Whiteman AFB, MO�A�ND�A�ND�A�A��Willow Grove ARS, PA�A�ND�SvNA�U�A�A��Wright-Patterson AFB, OH�A�ND�MoNA�U�A�A��Youngstown Mun. AP, OH�A�ND�MNA�U�A�A���APPENDIX D

Example of Public Notification in Local Newspapers



PUBLIC NOTICE

CLEAN AIR ACT CONFORMITY



The United States Air Force plans to realign personnel and aircraft at Liddy AFB located 8 miles west of Flagstaff, Arizona.  The primary component of this action is the realignment of aircraft, personnel and support units from Johnson AFB, New York, to Liddy AFB.



The Air Force has performed an air quality conformity determination in accordance with the ruling by The United States Environmental Protection Agency, Determining Conformity of Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans 40 CFR 93 that was published in the Federal Register on November 30, 1993.  The Air Force has submitted a draft of this analysis to the Arizona Department of Environmental Protection, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9, and Flagstaff Metropolitan Planning Organization.  The purpose of the determination is to ensure this Federal action will conform to the Arizona State Implementation Plan according to section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.



The public is invited to review this Draft Conformity Determination.  Copies are available at local libraries.  Comments will be accepted for 30 days following this publication.  Comments and requests for information may be directed to:



Capt. Joseph Kocer

HQ ACC

12343 Main Street

Liddy AFB, Arizona 78338-3344

(838) 555-4509

�APPENDIX E

Annual Emission Threshold (De Minimis) Quantities �for General Conformity Determinations



Criteria pollutant�Threshold quantity

(tons/year)��Nonattainment Areas

���Ozone (applies to VOCs and NOx)�       ��Extreme NAA�10��Severe NAA�25��Serious NAA�50��Marginal and moderate NAAs inside an ozone transport region���--VOCs�50��--NOx�100��Other ozone NAAs outside an ozone transport region�100��Carbon monoxide NAAs�100��Sulfur dioxide or nitrogen dioxide NAAs�100��PM-10���Serious NAA�70��Moderate NAA�100��Lead NAA�25��Maintenance Areas������Ozone (NOx precursors)�100��Ozone (VOC precursors)���Maintenance areas inside an ozone transport region�50���

Criteria pollutant�Threshold quantity

(tons/year)��Maintenance areas outside an ozone transport region�100��Carbon monoxide�100��Sulfur dioxide or nitrogen dioxide�100��PM-10�100��Lead�25��

�APPENDIX F

NAAQS for Criteria Pollutants

As of April 1995



Note:  NAAQS are not static.  The EPA may review and revise them at five year intervals.  Currently the EPA is reviewing the ozone and particulate standards.  The correct status of the NAAQS should always be confirmed.



I.	National primary ambient air quality standards for sulfur oxides (sulfur dioxide).



The national primary ambient air quality standards for sulfur oxides measured as sulfur dioxide are: 



80 micrograms per cubic meter ((g/m3) (0.03 ppm.)--annual arithmetic mean. 

365 (g/m3 (0.14 ppm.)--Maximum 24-hour concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year. 



II.	National secondary ambient air quality standards for sulfur oxides (sulfur dioxide).



The national secondary ambient air quality standard for sulfur oxide (measured as sulfur dioxide) is:



1,300 (g/m3 (0.5 ppm.) maximum three-hour concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year. 



III.	National primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for particulate matter.



The level of the national primary and secondary 24-hour ambient air quality standards for particulate matter is 150 (g/m3, 24-hour average concentration. The standards are attained when the expected number of days per calendar year with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 µg/m3, is equal to or less than one. 

The level of the national primary and secondary annual standards for particulate matter is 50 (g/m3 annual arithmetic mean. The standards are attained when the expected annual arithmetic mean concentration, is less than or equal to 50 µg/m3. 



IV.	National primary ambient air quality standards for carbon monoxide.



The national primary ambient air quality standards for carbon monoxide are: 



9 ppm for an eight-hour average concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year and 

35 ppm for a one-hour average concentration not to be exceeded more than once per year. 

An 8-hour average shall be considered valid if at least 75 percent of the hourly average for the eight-hour period are available. In the event that only six (or seven) hourly averages are available, the eight-hour average shall be computed on the basis of the hours available using six (or seven) as the divisor. 

When summarizing data for comparison with the standards, averages shall be stated to one decimal place. Comparison of the data with the levels of the standards in parts per million shall be made in terms of integers with fractional parts of 0.5 or greater rounding up. 



V.	National primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for ozone.



The level of the national primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for ozone is 0.12 ppm.  The standard is attained when the expected number of days per calendar year with maximum hourly average concentrations above 0.12 ppm is equal to or less than one.



VI.	National primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for nitrogen dioxide.



The level of the national primary ambient air quality standard for nitrogen dioxide is 0.053 ppm annual arithmetic mean concentration. 

The level of national secondary ambient air quality standard for nitrogen dioxide is 0.053 ppm annual arithmetic mean concentration. 

The standards are attained when the annual arithmetic mean concentration in a calendar year is less than or equal to 0.053 ppm, rounded to three decimal places (fractional parts equal to or greater than 0.0005 ppm must be rounded up). To demonstrate attainment, an annual mean must be based upon hourly data that are at least 75 percent complete or upon data derived from manual methods that are at least 75 percent complete for the scheduled sampling days in each calendar quarter. 



VII.	National primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for lead.



  National primary and secondary ambient air quality standards for lead and its compounds, measured as elemental lead are:



1.5 (g/m3 maximum arithmetic mean averaged over a calendar quarter. 

�APPENDIX G

Listing of Air Force Actions Considered Clearly De Minimis



The following are actions descriptions which EPA considers of clearly de minimis. actions and  Eexamples  of Air Force actions which would fit many of theeach categories have also been includedy:



(i) Judicial or legislative proceedings

·	Court martial proceedings



(ii) Continuing and recurring activities, such as permit renewals, where activities conducted will be similar in scope to activities currently being conducted

·	Title V permit renewals



(iii) Rulemaking and policy issuance

·	Air Force instructions and guidance letters

	

(iv) Routine maintenance and repair activities, including repair and maintenance of administrative sites, roads, trails, and facilities

·	Routine maintenance of administrative facilities, supporting structures, and grounds

	

(v) Civil and criminal enforcement activities, such as investigations, audits, inspections, and training of law enforcement personnel

·	Training of military police

·	Environmental audits of base installations



(vi) Administrative actions such as personnel actions, organizational changes, debt management or collection, cash management, internal agency audits, program budget proposals, and matters relating to the administration and collection of taxes, duties and fees. 

·	Assessing costs for POM submittals and payroll operations



(vii) The routine, recurring transportation of material and personnel

·	Aircraft and vehicle transport operations routinely occurring in a similar scope and duration to those currently occurring

·	Return of squadron deployed for a training exercise or deployment

·	Utilization of aircraft in operations which are similar in scope and duration to those currently occurring

·	Air shows or flyovers



(viii) Routine movement of mobile assets, such as ships and aircraft, in home port reassignments and stations (when no new support facilities or personnel are required) to perform as operational groups and/or for repair or overhaul.

Routine aircraft maintenance operations where no new facilities or personnel are required 



(ix) Maintenance dredging and debris disposal where no new depths are required, applicable permits are secured, and disposal will be at an approved disposal site. 



(x) Actions, such as the following, with respect to existing structures, properties, facilities and lands where future activities conducted will be similar in scope and operation to activities currently being conducted at the existing structures, properties, facilities, and lands; for example, relocation of personnel, disposition of federally-owned existing structures, properties, facilities, and lands, rent subsidies, operation and maintenance cost subsidies, the exercise of receivership or conservatorship authority, assistance in purchasing structures, and the production of coins and currency. 



(xi) The granting of leases, licenses such as for exports and trade, permits, and easements where activities conducted will be similar in scope and operation to activities currently being conducted. 



(xii) Planning studies and provision of technical assistance

·	Studies performed for future Installation expansion projects



(xiii) Routine operation of facilities mobile assets and equipment

·	Operation of vehicles, aircraft, facility heating equipment, etc., which are similar in scope and duration to those currently occurring



(xiv) Transfers of ownership, interests, and titles in land, facilities, and real and personal properties, regardless of the form or method of the transfer. 



(xv) The designation of empowerment zones, enterprise communities, or viticultural areas. 



(xvi) Actions by any of the Federal banking agencies or the Federal Reserve Banks, including actions regarding charters, applications, notices, licenses, the supervision or examination of depository institutions or depository institution holding companies, access to the discount window, or the provision of financial services to banking organizations or to any department, agency or instrumentality of the United States. 



(xvii) Actions by the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System or any Federal Reserve Bank to effect monetary or exchange rate policy. 



(xviii) Actions that implement a foreign affairs function of the United States. 



(xix) Actions (or portions thereof) associated with transfers of land, facilities, title, and real properties through an enforceable contract or lease agreement where the delivery of the deed is required to occur promptly after a specific, reasonable condition is met, such as promptly after the land is certified as meeting the requirements of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), and where the Federal agency does not retain continuing authority to control emissions associated with the lands, facilities, title, or real properties. 



(xx) Transfers of real property, including land, facilities, and related personal property from a Federal entity to another Federal entity and assignments of real property, including land, facilities, and related personal property from a Federal entity to another Federal entity for subsequent deeding to eligible applicants. 



Air Force transfers excess housing and real property to the Navy.





(xxi) Actions by the Department of the Treasury to effect fiscal policy and to exercise the borrowing authority of the United States. 



�APPENDIX H

Conformity Determination



McGuire BRAC Actions and Force Structure Changes



I have reviewed the attached conformity determination for the Base Realignment and Closure actions and Force Structure Changes for McGuire Air Force Base, Burlington county, New Jersey.  The movement of aircraft, support equipment and personnel are based on the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), Air Force initiatives to enhance the Department of Defense force structure plans, and force structure changes resulting from the Department of Defense Bottom-up review.  These actions are more fully described in the attached conformity determination.  The potential environmental impacts, including air quality impacts, of the action, including associated construction, were fully addressed in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) July, 1994.



It is my determination that the proposed actions and related construction are in compliance with the United States Environmental Protection Agency regulation, Determining Conformity of General Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans, 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 93, Subpart B.  It has been determined that the Federal action planned for McGuire Air Force Base positively conforms to the applicable state implementation plan for the state of New Jersey.  The Air Force is supporting an activity that has been demonstrated by Environmental Protection Agency standards not to cause or contribute to new violations of any national air quality standard in the affected area, nor increase the frequency or severity of an existing violation.  Implementation of this federal action will not delay timely attainment of the ozone standard in the Philadelphia/Wilmington/Trenton area of the Philadelphia Interstate Air Quality Control Region, and the action is in compliance or consistent with all relevant requirements and milestones contained in the applicable state implementation plan.  I have relied on the extensive air analyses and conclusions contained in the Clean Air Act General Conformity Determination for the Realignment of McGuire Air Force Base, New Jersey to determine that the BRAC and Force Structure actions will conform to the applicable state implementation plan in accordance with the law.





��Date:							              Signature

			Thomas W. McCall, Jr.

			Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force

			(Environmental, Safety and Occupational Health)



Attachments

Conformity Determination



EXAMPLE

Table of Contents



�PAGE  �





�PAGE  �iii�





List of Acronyms and Abbreviations



�PAGE  �





�PAGE  �vii�





Preamble



�PAGE  �





�PAGE  �viii�





Background and Overview of General Conformity



�PAGE  �





1-�PAGE  �6�





Conformity DeterminationsIssues Associated with ConformityConformity in Exempt or De Minimis Categories



2-� PAGE �1�



22-� PAGE �6�



�PAGE  �8�

22-



Issues Associated with ConformityIssues Associated with ConformityConformity in Exempt or De Minimis Categories



33-� PAGE �1�



Emissions and ConformityEmissions Determinations



4-� PAGE �8�



Community Relations and other Special Issues



5-� PAGE �8�



Seeking Professional Assistance in Conformity Determinations



6-�PAGE  �6�





Seeking Professional Assistance in Conformity Determinations



6-7







A-� PAGE �14�



�PAGE  �





B-� PAGE �16�



Listing of Installation NAAQS Attainment Status (Cont’d)





�PAGE  �





Sources: EPA 1995 Update: Implementing the Clean Air Act

US Air Force Clean Air Act Reference Guide

* NO2 and SO2 Attainment Staus is Current as of January 1993



C-� PAGE �8�



Sources: EPA 1995 Update: Implementing the Clean Air Act

US Air Force Clean Air Act Reference Guide

* NO2 and SO2 Attainment Staus is Current as of January 1993



C-� PAGE �1�







D-1







E-� PAGE �2�



Annual Emission Threshold (De Minimis) Quantities for General Conformity Determinations (Cont’d)







F-� PAGE �3�







�PAGE  �





G-� PAGE �4�

	     G-



EXAMPLE



�PAGE  �





H-�PAGE  �1�










