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The South Jersey Transportation Planning Organization (SJTPO) is the Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) for the southern New Jersey region.  Formed in mid-1993, 
SJTPO replaced three smaller, existing MPO's while incorporating other areas not 
previously served.  Covering Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland, and Salem counties, 
SJTPO works to provide a regional approach to solving transportation problems. 
 
Transportation planning and decision-making for urbanized areas is carried out through 
MPO's.  Traditionally, MPO's synchronize the planning actions of participating agencies 
in the region and provide a forum for decision-making among officials, operators, and 
the public. 
 
The SJTPO coordinates the planning activities of participating agencies and provides a 
forum for cooperative decision-making among state and local officials, transit operators, 
and the general public.  The SJTPO also adopts long-range plans to guide 
transportation investment decisions, and maintains the eligibility of its member agencies 
to receive federal transportation funds for planning, capital improvements, and 
operations. 
 
In addition, the SJTPO has formed the South Jersey Traffic Safety Alliance (SJTSA).  
The Alliance's main objective is to assist all county and municipal agencies and 
organizations with problem assessment, development, implementation, and evaluation 
of educational programs, enforcement programs, and engineering projects for traffic and 
pedestrian safety. 
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1 List of Acronyms 

AQCR Air Quality Control Region 

CAA Clean Air Act 

CO Carbon Monoxide 

CFR Code of Federal Regulations 

DVRPC  Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 

FHWA Federal Highway Administration 

FTA Federal Transit Administration 

HC Hydrocarbons  

ICG Interagency Consultation Group 

MOVES Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator 

MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization 

NAAQS   National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

NJDEP New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection 

NJDMV  New Jersey Department of Motor Vehicles 

NJDOT New Jersey Department of Transportation 

NJTPA North Jersey Transportation Planning Authority 

NOx Oxides of Nitrogen 

RTP Regional Transportation Plan 

SIP State Implementation Plan 

SJTDM South Jersey Travel Demand Model 

SJTPO South Jersey Transportation Planning Organization 

VOCs Volatile Organic Compounds 

TCMs Transportation Control Measures 

TIP Transportation Improvement Program 

USC United States Code 

US DOT    United States Department of Transportation 

US EPA    US Environmental Protection Agency 

VHT Vehicle-Hours Traveled 

VMT Vehicle-Miles Traveled 

VPOP Source Type Population 
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2 Overview/Background 

This report documents the demonstration of transportation conformity of the SJTPO FY 2014-
2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the SJTPO 2040 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP, or the Plan).   
 
Under the authority of The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (42 USC Sections 7401-7671q), 
in conjunction with the transportation planning provisions of the United States Code (23 USC 
109(j)), the transportation conformity process is required in areas that have been designated 
by the US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) as not having met specific standards for 
any of six criteria pollutants as defined by The Clean Air Act (CAA).  EPA sets these 
standards, more formally known as National Ambient Air Quality Standards, or (NAAQS), to 
protect public health. Those areas that currently do not meet these standards are called 
“nonattainment areas;” or “maintenance areas,” if they have recently attained the standards but 
need to demonstrate maintenance via a federally-approved maintenance plan before they can 
be formally classified as an attainment area. Since the four-county SJTPO region is in 
nonattainment for the 8-hour Ozone NAAQS, it is subject to transportation conformity.   
 
Transportation conformity is demonstrated when future planned federally funded highway and 
transit projects are determined not to cause new air quality violations, worsen existing 
violations, or delay timely attainment of the NAAQS.  The Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) jointly make conformity determinations 
within air quality nonattainment areas to ensure that any vehicular emissions generated from 
new projects stay within emissions budgets as set in the New Jersey State Implementation 
Plan (SIP). The US DOT cannot fund, authorize, or approve federal actions to support 
programs or projects that are not found to conform to the CAA requirements governing the 
current NAAQS for transportation conformity. 
 
This conformity demonstration is based on the Conformity Final Rule, (40 CFR Part 93), and is 
consistent with the joint USEPA, FHWA, and FTA Regional Air Quality Consultation and 
Coordination process.  Pollutants addressed include the 8-hour ozone precursors of volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx).  Conformity findings must be based 
on established budgets (where appropriate) for VOCs and NOx for all applicable analysis 
years in the MPO region of the designated non-attainment area.  These analyses also 
incorporate the most recent population and employment projections that were approved by the 
SJTPO Policy Board on March 26, 2012, as part of the Regional Transportation Plan Update, 
and other applicable latest planning assumptions. 

 
The purpose of this analysis document is to demonstrate conformity of the 2014-2023 TIP and 
2040 RTP with the 8-hour ozone NAAQS. EPA’s final rule designating nonattainment areas for 
the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS became effective July 20, 2012. Under this new rule, the entire 
4-county SJTPO region falls within the Philadelphia-Wilmington-Atlantic City, PA-NJ-MD-DE 
Marginal Ozone Non-attainment Area, with an attainment date of December 31, 2015.  
Transportation conformity for the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS applies July 20, 2013, one year 
after this designation date.1  
 
The Final Rule dictates that conformity findings within the SJTPO planning area are under the 
8-hour ozone NAAQS. Effective August 1, 2008, EPA has determined that the 2008 and 2009 

                                                      
1 EPA’s 2008 8-Hour Ozone Implementation Rule can be found at:  http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-05-21/pdf/2012-
11605.pdf.  
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8-hour ozone budgets, submitted by New Jersey as part of its State Implementation Plan,2 “are 
adequate for transportation conformity purposes” and the SJTPO “must use the 
new 2008 and 2009 8-hour ozone budgets for future transportation conformity determinations.” 
 
Note that SJTPO is responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity for its sub-area 
within the greater air quality control region (AQCR).  Similarly DVRPC (Camden, Burlington, 
Gloucester, and Mercer Counties), NJTPA (Ocean County), and other MPO’s are tasked with 
demonstrating transportation conformity for their planning region sub-areas located within the 
designated non-attainment area. 
 
The 2008 8-hour ozone non-attainment air quality control region (AQCR) is detailed in Figure 1 
below.  For the four-county SJTPO planning area, the 2008 and 2009 VOCs and NOx budgets 
have been established using MOBILE6 in cooperation with the New Jersey State Department 
of Environmental Protection (NJDEP).  These ozone precursor budgets are used for the 
analysis years of 2015, 2020, 2030, and 2040.   
 

Figure 1 - 8-Hour Ozone Non-Attainment Area 
 

 
     Source: http://www.epa.gov/oaqps001/greenbk/map/nj8_2008.pdf 
 
A portion of the region, defined as Atlantic City, Atlantic County and Penns Grove, Salem 
County, is also part of a CO “not classified” maintenance area. It is part of a limited carbon 
monoxide maintenance plan and thus SJTPO no longer has to complete a regional emissions 
analysis for these areas for CO. 
 
This document shows that all current conformity criteria established by USEPA are met.  This 
report also describes the process followed to determine the transportation conformity of the 
TIP and update to the Regional Transportation Plan (“Plan”).  Consistent with the requirements 
for non-attainment areas, SJTPO has demonstrated in this document that the TIP and Plan 
conform to the SIPs with respect to the respective motor vehicle emissions budgets in the 
corresponding implementation years. 

                                                      
2Excerpted from USEPA website -  http://www.epa.gov/EPA-AIR/2008/July/Day-17/a16390.htm 
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3 Projects and Analysis Years 

There are two categories of projects contained in the TIP and the Plan for the conformity 
demonstration: 1) regionally significant and non-exempt projects, and; 2) projects exempted 
from the conformity analysis.  The Final Rule defines a regionally significant project as a non-
exempt transportation project that is on a facility serving regional transportation needs and 
would normally be included in the modeling of a metropolitan area’s transportation network.  
The emission analysis of transportation plans and programs must model all regionally 
significant and non-exempt projects.  
 
The regional emissions analysis conducted to demonstrate conformity of the 2014-2023 TIP 
and the 2040 RTP includes all “regionally significant, non-exempt” projects on principal 
arterials and higher classifications – that is, those which can impact regional air quality.  The 
project set includes all those in the Plan, those in the 2014-2023 TIP, and those which have 
been introduced in previous TIPs that are not yet completed. The regional emissions analysis 
performed for this conformity determination was run in May and June 2013.  
 
For this iteration of conformity demonstration, the mobile source ozone emissions analysis 
years for VOCs and NOx are 2015, (the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS attainment date), 2020, 
2030 (an interim year selected to keep all analysis years less than ten years apart) ,and 2040 
(the horizon year of the SJTPO 2040 Regional Transportation Plan).  VOCs and NOx, which 
are heat-related ozone precursors, are concerns during the summer months, and are 
estimated for an average summer weekday.  To demonstrate conformity, projected emissions 
in all analysis years must not exceed the established budgets.  
 
A complete list of TIP projects and non-Federally funded regionally significant projects is 
contained in Appendix 1. All non-exempt projects that could be modeled, including non-
Federal projects, will be covered in the current conformity determination.  These projects are 
listed in Appendix 1 and have a completion year associated with them under the “Scenario 
Year” column. 
 

3 Methodology 

Ozone (O3) is a colorless gas associated with smog or haze conditions.  Ozone is not a direct 
emission, but a secondary pollutant formed when precursor emissions, volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs), which include certain hydrocarbons (HC), and oxides of nitrogen/ nitrates 
(NOx), react in the presence of sunlight.  This analysis uses a series of computer models to 
forecast vehicle miles of travel, speeds, and finally emissions estimates for these precursors of 
ozone. 

3.1 ANALYSIS SOFTWARE 
This is the first SJTPO regional emissions analysis run using SJTPO’s newly enhanced South 
Jersey Travel Demand Model (SJTDM). While still a traditional 4-step travel demand model, 
the model now runs on the more user-friendly CUBE platform and  has updated trip 
generation, trip distribution, mode split and traffic assignment modules which provide a better 
estimation of vehicular traffic as well as transit ridership in the 4-county SJTPO region. In 
addition, SJTDM has now been calibrated and validated to 2010 conditions. A more detailed 
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explanation of the SJTDM including the actual model development report can be found at:  
http://www.sjtpo.org/SJTDM.html.  
 
This is also the first SJTPO regional emissions analysis run using the Motor Vehicle Emissions 
Simulator Model (MOVES), EPA’s latest emissions model.  Compared to MOBILE 6.2, the 
previous emissions model, MOVES is significantly more sensitive to all aspects of the drive 
cycle; in particular, the nonroad, or off-network emissions.  Nonroad emissions capture the 
start, extended idle, and resting evaporative emissions. A combination of computer programs 
centered on MOVES2010b (February 2013) emissions model and PPSUITE travel model post-
processor were used to assess air quality in the SJTPO region.  PPSUITE is a software 
package used to pre-format and post-format data to and from MOVES2010b.  It provides a 
linkage between MOVES2010b and the transportation model, the SJTDM, and generates 
emissions and activity data summary reports.  In this analysis emissions are calculated for two 
categories of pollutants: volatile organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen. 

3.2 APPLICABLE TESTS AND BUDGETS 
 
The SJTPO region has emission budgets for relevant pollutants for the 8-hour ozone standard, 
and as such, only budget tests are required to demonstrate conformity. As of August 1, 2008 
EPA has determined that the 2008 and 2009 8-hour ozone budgets, submitted by New Jersey 
as part of its State Implementation Plan, are adequate and should be used for future 
transportation conformity determinations. Under the SIP Revision, 13.04 tons per day of VOC 
and 29.64 tons per day of NOx are the budget levels for the year 2009 and later for the SJTPO 
region.  VOC and NOx budget levels corresponding to the analysis years of 2015, 2020, 2030 
and 2040 are listed in Table 1.  The values correspond to maximum allowable emissions 
generated for an average summer weekday, the prescribed analysis day/period for the VOC 
and NOx emission testing in the SJTPO region. 
 

Table 1 - Budgets for VOC and NOx (tons per day) for SJTPO Region 
 

Budgets 2015 
(tons) 

2020 
(tons) 

2030 
(tons) 

2040 
(tons) 

VOC 13.04 13.04 13.04 13.04 
NOx 29.64 29.64 29.64 29.64 

Budgets found adequate for conformity purposes by USEPA August 1, 2008 

4 Other Planning Assumptions 

The latest planning assumptions must be used in the conformity analysis.  The travel demand 
modeling process utilizing the latest planning assumptions began on April 9, 2013. 
 
Key elements utilized in this conformity assessment follow: 

4.1 POPULATION & EMPLOYMENT 
Population and employment forecasts endorsed by the SJTPO Policy Board at their March 26, 
2012 meeting were used to forecast future year traffic conditions in the SJTPO area.  These 
demographic forecasts project population and employment trends at the county and municipal 
level in five – year intervals to the year 2040.  The forecasts were developed from Moody’s 
economic projections as well as 2010 Census data where available.   There was also 
extensive outreach with the county planning departments as well as other public officials.  The 
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SJTPO Technical Advisory Committee was also involved at every step of this process. Since 
this meeting, there have been no updates to the population and employment forecasts. Hence, 
these represent the latest forecasts. 

4.2 TRAVEL & CONGESTION 
For all analysis years, VMT and VHT are calculated by the South Jersey Travel Demand 
Model.  Base year travel model VMT was adjusted to 2010 conditions based on 2010 data 
from NJDOT’s Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) estimates for each county 
and road group. Vehicle age, population (VPOP), and distribution data comes from 2011 New 
Jersey Department of Motor Vehicles (NJDMV) registration data. In addition, auto operating 
costs remain at 15 cents per mile in year 2000 dollars. 

4.3 TRANSIT OPERATION POLICY AND FARE CHANGES 
Transit ridership has continued to grow, which provides a favorable effect on emissions.  The 
tolls and fares in the CUBE model are current as of October 2012, when the model was 
released. Transit service assumptions include fare/toll increases over time - detailed 
assumptions for different facilities were included in network coding files.  Fares and tolls are 
assumed to keep pace with the inflation of the Consumer Price Index. This will cover any 
anticipated NJ Transit or authority fare/toll increases. 

4.4 TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES (TCMS) 
Transportation Control Measures that were implemented in the region, as identified in previous 
SIPs, are included in the base network.  The current SIP does not include any Transportation 
Control Measures.  Therefore, neither the budgets nor the conformity analysis reflect any 
additional Transportation Control Measures. 

5 Models and Inputs 

There are several requirements for travel demand models for severe ozone areas.  They are: 
• General Model Requirements 
• Consistency with the Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) 
• Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) estimates 
• Capacity- and Volume-Sensitive Speed-and-Delay Estimates 
• Consistency with SIP Emissions Modeling Assumptions 

 
 
As mentioned above, the newly enhanced South Jersey Travel Demand Model (SJTDM) was 
used along with PPSUITE.  The model has been calibrated and validated to 2010 conditions.  
It replaces the previous SJTDM, run in TP Plus, that was used to establish the current 2008 
and 2009 and projected 8-hour ozone budgets.  Also, as mentioned above, EPA’s most recent 
emissions model, MOVES2010b (February 2013), was used for this conformity analysis.  The 
2011 vehicle population and distribution data were used in the analysis process. 

6 Stakeholder Participation 

The stakeholder participation process is being and has been conducted according to the 
schedule depicted in Figure 3.  This includes participation of the Transportation Conformity 
Interagency Consultation Group (TCICG or ICG) and the general public at-large. 
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6.1 INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION 
Requirements for interagency consultation were met through the first Transportation 
Conformity Interagency Consultation Group teleconference on April 2, 2013. A second 
teleconference to discuss the draft results was held on June 14, 2013 
 
If additional issues requiring consultation arose, consultation would be by conference call 
unless needs dictated an in-person meeting.  When the proposed conformity determination 
documentation was completed, a summary document was distributed to all participating 
agencies for comment. 

6.2 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCEDURE 
The proposed conformity determination for the 2040 Regional Transportation Plan had a 30-
day comment period. The summary document was made available to outline how conformity 
requirements have been met. Any questions on technical backup were addressed upon 
request. The public meeting was held June 20, 2013 at SJTPO offices in Vineland, New 
Jersey.   
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 Figure 2 - FY 2014-2023 TIP Conformity Schedule 
 
 

PROCESS EST. DATE 
Teleconference with Interagency Consultation Group and request concurrence of 
attendees on SJTPO's proposed schedule, latest planning assumptions, relevant 
budgets, required pollutant tests, latest emission model, analysis years, preliminary 
project lists, etc. 

4/2/2013 

Confirm Project List 4/9/2013 

Start of Travel Demand Model Process. (gives ICG a week to respond after initial ICG 
meeting) 4/9/2013 

Start of MOVES analysis 5/1/2013 

Completion of MOVES analysis updates 6/3/2013 

Provide Interagency Consultation Group with draft Conformity Determination. 
Request concurrence with findings using email and/or a conference call. 6/14/13 

Begin 30-Day Public Review Period. 6/14/2013 

Public Hearing (within Public Review Period) 6/20/2013 

Recommendation of TIP adoption by TAC 7/8/2013 

TIP Adoption by Board 7/22/2013 

Forward FY 2014 TIP with approved Conformity Determination to FHWA/FTA/EPA 7/26/2013 

 
 
 

7 Analysis Results 

Demographic forecasts were input to the modeling process to generate future travel demand 
data.  Network changes resulting from the addition of improvement projects were used to 
define the action scenarios based on the year the proposed improvement would likely be 
constructed.  The combination of demographic changes and network changes were ran 
through the modeling process, and resulted in the overall estimates of VMT, VHT, and 
emissions generated in the SJTPO region.  A summary of the population, employment, VMT, 
and VHT values generated in the SJTPO region is found in Table 1 below.  The VMT and VHT 
data are summarized by analysis period, for summer, and are presented for comparative 
purposes. 
 
 

 Table 1 - Regional Travel Summary for the SJTPO 
Region 

 

  2015 2020 2030 2040 

Population 613,367 631,396 665,703 710,254
Employment 280,442 284,483 295,632 315,141
VMT Summer 22,685,521 23,249,530 24,004,388 24,896,907
VHT Summer 1,041,200 1,065,889 1,122,734 1,197,081
     

.  
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7.1 ACTION SCENARIOS 
The conformity assessment depicts the results of the action scenario model runs versus the 
budgets established for each emission level for the analysis years.  To develop the action 
scenarios, the base year highway network, which is the highway system as it existed in the 
model in the year 2010, is used as the starting point.  For each analysis year, the highway 
network is modified to include the projects to be analyzed, as identified in Appendix 1.  For the 
analysis year, the SJTDM is run with the appropriate future year demographic inputs and the 
modified, action scenario highway network assumed in place by the analysis year.  The 
corresponding emissions generated are a result of both the future year demographic inputs 
and the new projects, or actions, added to the base network in the appropriate year(s).  The 
emissions from these action scenarios are then compared to the corresponding analysis year 
emission budgets. 

7.2 BUDGET TESTS 
This analysis is based on the 8-hour ozone emissions budgets (for 2009) found adequate by 
EPA effective as of August 1, 2008.3 Budget tests were performed for VOC and NOx for the 
SJTPO region.  The tests show whether improvement actions, or the action scenarios, keep 
emissions within budget.  Results are determined by subtracting projected emissions from the 
budgeted amounts.  The VOC and NOx budget tests passed for the all 8-hour ozone 
attainment analysis years, as seen in Tables 2 and 3 below. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Table 2 - VOC Budget Test, SJTPO (tons per day) 
  2015 2020 2030 2040 

Budget 13.04 13.04 13.04 13.04 
Action# 6.6 4.67 3.95 4.05 
Budget-Action 6.44 8.37 9.09 8.99 
Pass/Fail PASS PASS PASS PASS 

  

 

Table 3 - NOx Budget Test, SJTPO (tons per day) 
  2015 2020 2030 2040 

Budget 29.64 29.64 29.64 29.64 
Action# 21.97 13.93 10.35 10.5 
Budget-Action 7.67 15.71 19.29 19.14 
Pass/Fail PASS PASS PASS PASS 

  
 
 

                                                      
3Excerpted from USEPA website -  http://www.epa.gov/EPA-AIR/2008/July/Day-17/a16390.htm 
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7.3 MEETING THE CONFORMITY CRITERIA 
Tables 2 and 3 above, as well as Figure 3 below, demonstrate that the TIP and the Plan 
conform to the SIPs with respect to the established motor vehicle emissions budgets in the 
corresponding implementation years.  The TIP and the Plan meet all requirements under the 8-
hour ozone standard all analysis years tested.  

In addition to this demonstration that the estimated regional emissions of VOCs and NOx do 
not exceed the respective budgets included in the SIPs established by NJDEP, SJTPO’s 
transportation conformity results must also meet all the applicable criteria that are consistent 
with the requirements for non-attainment areas under the CAAA.  Specifically, the 
transportation conformity determination must be shown:  

•  To be fiscally constrained (40 CFR 93.108);  
•  To be based on the latest planning assumptions (40 CFR 93.110);  
•  To be based on the latest emissions estimation model available (40 CFR 93.111);  

 

Figure 3 - FY 2014 Regional Emissions Analysis 
 
 

 

 
•  To include consultation procedures consistent with those described in the Final Rule (40 

CFR 93.112);  
•  Not to interfere with the timely implementation of TCMs (40 CFR 93.113); and,  
•  To be consistent with the motor vehicle emissions budgets in the applicable 

implementation plans (40 CFR 93.118).  
 
All identified conformity evaluation criteria in the Final Rule, and subsequent responses from 
SJTPO, are detailed in  
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, below. 

 

 

  

  Figure 4 - Evaluation of the Conformity Determination Criteria                                    
      
 
SJTPO’s Response 

Corresponding 
40 CFR Part 93 

Section(s) 

Evaluation Criteria SJTPO’s Response 

§93.106(a)  

 

(1) Are the transportation plan horizon years 
correct? 

 

Yes. 2015 is the attainment date for the 2008 8-hour ozone 
standards. The years 2020, 2030 and 2040 are the current 
Plan horizon years, appropriately include the attainment year 
that is in the time span, and are not more than 10 years 
apart.  

§93.106(a) (2)(i) 

 

Does the plan quantify and document the 
demographic and employment factors 
influencing transportation demand 

Yes.  The 2040 Regional Transportation Plan, of which this 
TIP analysis will be a part, is the current and conforming 
transportation plan, quantifying and documenting 
demographic and employment factors influencing 
transportation demand. 

§93.106(a) (2)(ii) 

 

Is the highway and transit system adequately 
described in terms of regionally significant 
additions or modifications to the existing 
transportation network which the 
transportation plan envisions to be 
operational in horizon years? 

Yes.  The regionally significant additions and modifications to 
the network utilized in this conformity analysis are listed and 
described.  Detailed information regarding each project can 
be found in the respective TIP and Plan documents. 

§93.108 Are the transportation improvement program 
and the transportation plan fiscally 
constrained? 

Yes.  The TIP and the Plan are constrained to reasonably 
anticipate financial resources. 

§93.109(a) Has the MPO demonstrated that all applicable 
criteria and procedures for conformity are 
complied and satisfied? 

Yes.  As part of the response, this table itemizing criteria and 
responses is presented. 

§93.109(e) 

 

Are all budget tests for VOCs, NOx, and CO 
satisfied as required by §93.118 and §93.119 
for conformity determination? 

Yes.  As a marginal non-attainment area with existing 8-hour 
ozone SIP budgets, SJTPO performs budget tests to 
demonstrate the 8-hour ozone conformity of the TIP and the 
Plan. SJTPO is not required to perform CO testing at this 
time. 

 

§93.109(f) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

§93.110 

 

Are the conformity determinations based 
upon the latest planning assumptions? 

 

(a) Is the conformity determination, with 
respect to all other applicable criteria in 
§93.111-§93.119, based upon the most 
recent planning assumptions in force at the 
time the conformity determination began? 

 

(b) Are the assumptions derived from the 
estimates of current and future population, 

 

Yes.                                             

 

 

(a) Yes.  This conformity determination utilizes the most 
recent planning assumptions as of April 9, 2013, the start 
date of the travel demand modeling process which in effect 
signaled the start of the conformity determination process.   

 

(b) Yes.  This conformity determination utilizes the most 
recent demographic and employment data adopted by the 
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Corresponding 
40 CFR Part 93 

Section(s) 

Evaluation Criteria SJTPO’s Response 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

§93.110 (cont) 

 

 

 

employment, travel, and congestion most 
recently developed by the MPO or other 
designated agency?  Is the conformity 
determination based upon the latest 
assumptions about current and future 
background concentrations? 

 

(c) Are any changes in the transit operating 
policies (including fares and service levels) 
and assumed transit ridership discussed in 
the determination? 

 

(d) The conformity determination must include 
reasonable assumptions about transit service 
and increases in transit fares and road and 
bridge tolls over time. 

SJTPO Policy Board in March 2012 and shown in this 
conformity determination document.  Also, vehicle 
registration data from 2011 are used.  The assumptions are 
derived from the most recent information available to SJTPO. 

 

 

(c) Yes.  Applicable transit operating policies and transit 
ridership are addressed in conformity. 

 

 

(d) Transit service and increases in fares, etc are addressed 
in this conformity demonstration. Also included are planned 
toll increases on authority facilities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(e) The conformity determination must use the 
latest existing information regarding the 
effectiveness of the transportation control 
measures (TCMs) and other implementation 
plan measures that have already been 
implemented. 

 

(f) Key assumptions shall be specified and 
included in the draft documents and 
supporting materials used for the interagency 
and public consultation required by §93.105. 

 

(e) Currently, there are no adopted TCMs in the 
corresponding SIPs. 

 

 

 

(f) Key assumptions are specified and other supporting 
documents are included in this conformity determination 
document, which is available to the public and TCICG. 

 

§93.111 

 

 

Is the conformity determination based upon 
the latest emissions model? 

 

 

Yes.  The transportation conformity determination for the TIP 
and the Plan is based on MOVES 2010b, which is the latest 
emissions model. 

 

 

§93.112 

 

 

Did the MPO make the conformity 
determination according to the consultation 
procedures of the Final Rule or the state’s 
conformity SIP? 

 

 

Yes.  Interagency Consultation Group (ICG) teleconferences 
were held on April 2, 2013 with follow-up consultation held 
via teleconference.  An additional ICG teleconference was 
held June 14, 2013. Interim and subsequent coordination 
was done via email correspondence to the entire ICG.  All 
comments received have been included in this analysis 
according to the consultation procedures consistent with the 
requirements of all applicable regulations including §93.105 
(a) and (e) to consider input assumptions and to review 
findings regarding the transportation conformity.  In 
compliance with 23 CFR 450, a public meeting was also held 
to receive comments regarding transportation conformity of 
the TIP and the Plan under all current NAAQS. 

 

 

§93.113(b) 

 

Are TCMs being implemented in a timely 

 

There are currently no adopted transportation control 
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Corresponding 
40 CFR Part 93 

Section(s) 

Evaluation Criteria SJTPO’s Response 

§93.113(c) 

 

manner? 

 

measures in the SIPs. 

 

 

§93.114 

 

 

Are there a currently conforming 
transportation plan and a currently conforming 
TIP at the time of project approval? 

 

 

Yes.  The SJTPO FY 2014-2023 TIP analysis is performed 
as part of the 2040 Plan Update under the 2008 8-hour 
ozone NAAQS, and are the currently conforming TIP and the 
Plan, respectively. 

 

 

§93.115 

 

 

Are the projects from a conforming Plan and 
TIP? 

 

 

Yes.  The Plan Conformity was approved on July 23, 2012, 
and TIP projects come from the Conforming Plan. So the TIP 
and the Plan remain consistent. 

 

 

§93.118 

 

 

For Areas with SIP Budgets: Is the 
Transportation Plan, TIP, or Project consistent 
with the established motor vehicle emissions 
budget(s) in the applicable SIP? 

 

 

Yes.  The TIP and the Plan result in fewer emissions than the 
established budgets for all pollutants in each analysis year. 

 

 

§93.119 

 

 

For areas without SIP Budgets:  Does the  
Transportation Plan, TIP or Project satisfy the 
prescribed emissions test? 

 

 

Not applicable. There are adequate SIP budgets for NOx and 
VOC, the two criteria pollutants of concern for the SJTPO 
region. 

 

 

§93.122(a) (6) 

§93.122(a) (7) 

 

 

Are reasonable methods and factors used for 
the regional emissions analysis consistent 
with those used to establish the emissions 
budget in the applicable implementation plan? 

 

 

Yes.  The ambient temperatures and other factors used in the 
analysis, including the methods for off-network VMT and 
speed have been reviewed by the ICG, and have been 
deemed reasonable. 

 

 

§93.122(b) 

 

 

Is there a network-based travel model of 
reasonable methods to estimate traffic speed 
and delays for the purpose of transportation- 
related emissions estimates? 

 

Yes.  The South Jersey Travel Demand Model is a network-
based model used in conjunction with PPSUITE.   
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8 Comments and Responses 

 Comment 
Date 

received
SJTPO Response 

1    
2    
3    
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Appendices4 
 

1. Final Project List   
2. Definition of Regional Significance 
3. Tables 2, 3 from §93.126 and §93.127 Transportation Conformity 
Regulations listing Exempt Categories.   

 

   
  

 

Description of Appendices 
Appendix 1 to this report lists the actual projects that comprise the future transportation system and emissions 
modeling that are the basis of the conformity determination process. This appendix includes the entire FY 2014-
FY 2023 TIP, as well as all the regionally-significant, non-federally funded projects.  Generally, the sponsors for 
these types of projects are the authorities—i.e., the South Jersey Transportation Authority (SJTA), the New 
Jersey Turnpike Authority (NJTA), and the Delaware River and Bay Authority (DRBA).   
 
For each project, certain information is provided in Appendix 1.   The following tables identify the fields: 
 
Field Definition 
New Identifies if the project is “New” for this fiscal year.  If there is no “X,” the project is 

an existing project carried over from an earlier year. 
DBNUM DBNUM, or “database number”—Unique identifier assigned by sponsoring 

agency—(NJDOT or NJ Transit), used to identify each project. 
Route Gives specific route, if applicable. 
Project Name Name of Project 
Project Description More detailed description of project. 
Regionally 
Significant 

Refers to whether project is “regionally significant,” “Y” or “N,” as deemed by the 
SJTPO in consultation with the Interagency Consultation Group.   

Exempt Whether a project is exempt (“Y”), or not, (“N”), as determined by the SJTPO in 
consultation with the Interagency Group. 

Exempt Category Exemption Category provided if project is “exempt.” 
Scenario Year Scenario/Analysis year project placed in.  Generally applies only to non-exempt 

projects.  
Source Project Sponsor 
 
Appendix 2 gives the definition of “regional significance,” as reconfirmed by the Interagency Group at its April 2, 
2013 meeting.  Appendix 3 are the tables from the Transportation Conformity Regulations 40 CFR § 93.126 
Exempt Projects, and §93.127 Projects exempt from regional emissions analyses, respectively, from which the 
Exempt Categories are derived. 
 
 

This entire report, as well as the associated appendices, can also be accessed on the SJTPO website: 
www.sjtpo.org, or by contacting David Heller at: (856)-794-1941, or email: dheller@sjtpo.org.  
 

 

                                                      
4 Due to their volume, the appendices have not been included in the printed document packet. However, anyone interested in 
reviewing them can contact David Heller, or obtain them via the website, as indicated below. 
 


