D.
Mobile Sources Forum

Background

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1The objective of the Mobile Sources Forum (MSF) is to provide technical support and policy direction, from stakeholder perspectives, to states and tribes for use in the mobile source portion of their regional haze SIPs and TIPs.  The primary emphasis of the MSF has been to develop – with assistance from contractors, states, and metropolitan planning organizations – the most accurate and regionally consistent base and future year mobile source emission inventories (EI).  This emphasis is shifting, however, to the evaluation of mobile source significance levels, the development of emissions control strategies for any areas found to be significant, and the promotion of non-road emission reductions, VMT reductions, and smart growth concepts. 

Under the regional haze rule, states submitting Section 309 SIPs must (1) compile statewide inventories, (2) determine whether any areas of the state contribute significantly to visibility impairment in any of the 16 Class I Areas, (3) establish emission budgets and tracking systems for any such areas, and (4) provide interim reports to EPA and the public on the implementation status of the regional and local strategies recommended in the final report of the GCVTC.  Items (1) and (4) are also pertinent to states submitting plans under Section 308, as is the Forum’s growing emphasis on non-road sources, VMT reductions, and smart growth concepts.  The Forum should also investigate and propose, if appropriate, WRAP comments on any EPA proposed rule governing non-road mobile source emissions.

Status

Mobile source emission inventories have been completed for the years 1996, 2003, 2008, 2013, and 2018.  The Forum has also identified proposed criteria for determining where mobile sources may be significant contributors to visibility impairment.  The Forum is working with the Modeling Forum to determine whether any of the criteria are exceeded for any of the 16 Class I Areas and, as a result, may adjust the proposed criteria accordingly.

As the MSF takes on a more policy-based agenda, some of the more technical issues will be coordinated through other forums.  Specifically, tribal mobile source data gathering efforts are being coordinated through the Tribal Data Development Work Group.  Updates to the WRAP mobile source inventory using new versions of EPA emission factor models will be managed by the Emissions Forum.  Finally, improving the accuracy of paved and unpaved road dust inventories is being coordinated through the Research and Development / Dust Forum.  With respect to dust, data is poor for unpaved road vehicle miles traveled and silt content and moisture levels. SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1
Work Plan

1.
Develop Road Dust Control Measures, If Significant ($0)
Section 309(d)(7) requires the first implementation plan for §309 states to “include an assessment of the impact of dust emissions from paved and unpaved roads on visibility conditions in the 16 Class I Areas.  If such dust emissions are determined to be a significant contributor to visibility impairment in the 16 Class I areas, the State must implement emissions management strategies to address the impact as necessary and appropriate.”  Once better dust emission factors and inventories have been developed by the Research & Development/Dust Forum, modeling will be done to determine the significance of road dust based on the Mobile Source Forum’s significance criteria.  If road dust from a §309 state or tribe is significant, model control strategies should be available for inclusion in the first §309 SIP.

2.
Status of Regional and Local Mobile Source Control Strategies ($0)
Section 309(d)(5)(iv) of the regional haze rule requires states to submit “interim reports to EPA and the public in years 2003, 2008, 2013, and 2018 on the implementation status of the regional and local strategies recommended by the Commission Report to address mobile source emissions.”  WRAP staff will work with state staff to identify such strategies and describe them in such a way so as to be suitable for use in a report to be included in a 309 SIP.  In the course of this process, strategies initially identified in the GCVTC may be identified for deletion or addition for the purpose of highlighting the most promising strategies and for establishing a more pertinent set of programs to be revisited when the next interim report is due in 2008.
3.
Develop Guidance for Supporting Emission Reduction Demonstration Projects for Existing Non-Road Mobile Sources ($20,000)

It is becoming increasingly apparent that non-road mobile sources will outweigh on-road sources as contributors to regional haze.  By the end of the first regional haze planning period (2018), non-road mobile sources are expected to emit almost as much VOCs as on-road sources, twice as much NOx as on-road sources, three times as much PM as on-road sources, and comprise 21% of the total SO2 inventory.  Moreover, non-road sources – which include among other things agricultural and mining equipment and locomotive engines – may be more dispersed than on‑road sources, thereby having a more consistent, widespread impact on Class I Areas in the West.

Clearly, stricter standards for new non-road engines and their fuels are critical to minimizing emissions from this source category.  However, given the many years required to implement new standards and to displace dirtier, in-use engines with cleaner ones, air quality benefits will only accrue over the very long term unless strategies are explored for reducing emissions from existing sources.  Such strategies can be implemented at the local and regional level.  Demonstration projects, in particular, can be an effective means for local and regional organizations to identify and support the most promising strategies.  However, given the number and diversity of non-road categories and the various approaches to reducing their in-use emissions – e.g., cleaner fuels, exhaust retrofits, inspection programs, and economic incentives –  potential demonstration projects should be carefully examined before receiving support from agencies with limited resources.

Thus, the MSF will draft a report summarizing recent demonstration projects from across the country and technologies and/or approaches that may be ripe for demonstration.  This report may be used by agencies in the WRAP region to scope out the most promising demonstration projects for their support.  A contractor with expertise in this field will draft the report and help coordinate a workshop.  The workshop will provide an opportunity to review the report, to educate WRAP members, for managers of successful non-road programs to share their experience, and possibly for certain technologies to be showcased.

4.
Co-Fund At Least One Non-Road Demonstration Project ($50,000)

Based on the guidance developed in Task 3, the MSF will co-fund a demonstration project in the WRAP region.  This money will be used to leverage larger sums available from organizations such as the EPA.  Results from this project will be communicated to WRAP members and stakeholders with assistance from the Communications Committee.

5.
VMT/Energy Reduction Demonstration Project ($25,000)

It is anticipated that this project will be jointly managed with the AP2 Forum in partnership with, and additional funding from, the Climate Neutral Network.  (Please see www.climateneutral.com.)  It is anticipated that a demonstration project will be developed to encourage VMT reductions or reductions in the rate of VMT growth that will address not only WRAP targeted pollutants but also greenhouse gases that are the subject of the Network’s efforts.  Potential topics discussed to date have been variable motor fuel taxes or vehicle registration fees adjusted to the miles driven and fuel consumption of the vehicle.  Also, insurance premiums might be geared to a VMT basis.  Other topics must be identified before one appropriate for a demonstration project is designed and implemented.

Funding

See amounts provided above.

