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1.0  Purpose of the Document

The Clean Air Act section 176(c) requires that federally supported highway and transit
project activities are consistent with state air quaaals, found in thetate
implementation plan (SIP). The process to ensure this consistency is called
Transportation Conformity. Conformity to the SIP medrad transportation activities
will not cause new violations of th@tional ambient air quality standards (NAAQS or
“standards” or “criteria pollutants”), worsen existing laiions of the standard, or delay
timely attainment or achievement of interim emissiatiction or other milestones
associated with the relevant standard.

Transportation conformity is required for federally fundedpproved transportation
projects in areas that have been designated by theebviBonmental Protection Agency
(EPA) as not meeting a NAAQS. These areas are aadlesttainment areas if they
currently do not meet air quality standardsmarntenance areas if they have previously
violated air quality standards, but currently meet themhaveé an approve@lean Air

Act section 175A maintenance plan.

EPA amended the Transportation Conformity rule on Mag;2006 requiring a hot-

spot analysis to determine project-level conformity in,Ba&hd PMnonattainment and
maintenance areas. A hot-spot analysis is an assessifrlocalized emissions impacts
from a proposed transportation project and is only reddae“projects of air quality
concern” in PMp and PM s nonattainment and maintenance areas. The March 10, 2006
rule provides examples of projects of air quality concérhe PM sand PMg hot-spot
requirements in the final rule became effective Aprit006. Project level conformity
determinations are required pursuand®CFR §93.116. and §93.123.

The Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High Point area was nkggig as non-attainment for
the 1997 PMs annual standard. This area includes Guilford and Davi@santies.
The Greensboro Western Urban Loop falls within thé@f@d County portion of the
non-attainment area. As a result, the project isiredio meet Transportation
Conformity requirements found in 40 CFR Part 93 as amentled.report seeks to
address the project level transportation conformity reguénts for sections U-2524 C
and U-2524 D of the Greensboro Western Urban Loop.

20  Project Description

General Overview

This document presents a qualitative 2kot-spot analysis for the Greensboro Western
Urban Loop, a new location facility north of Bryaonuevard and east of Lawndale
Drive. The project will consist of a six lane fnegy facility, ultimately connecting
between the 1-85 Greensboro Bypass and the Greengbstern/Northern Urban Loop.
Two phases of this project, U-2524 A and U-2524 B have alreagly tompleted. This

L Epa posted the final rule on its website on Mar¢t2Q06 and the final rule was published in the Faldeegister on March 10,
2006.



analysis will focus on U-2524 C and U-2524 D. The NEPA doctaten for the entire
U-2524 project was completed and signed in the mid-1990s. ildiehvironmental
impact statement (EIS) was approved February 28, 1995, whiletbrd of decision
(ROD) was published August 25, 1995. A consultation processieway to revisit
this environmental documentation for U-2524 C and U-2524 D. @Qulyy¢hese two
project phases are at the right-of-way stage.

U-2524 C is a 3.6 mile new location facility extending betBryan Boulevard to the
east of Battleground Avenue. U-2524 C is included in the fupdebn of the TIP,
with right-of-way acquisition set to begin in FY 201hdaconstruction set to begin in
2014. The project is also included in the currently confiogr2i035 Greensboro LRTP.
Project completion for U-2524 C is anticipated for 2018. sigleyear of 2030 was
identified as a part of the NEPA process for this project

U-2524 D is a 2.1 mile new location facility extending betwéom east of Battleground
Avenue to Lawndale Drive. U-2524 D is included in the TIR,dnly in the post years
unfunded component. A date has been identified for rightagfacquisition, but no date
has been identified to move construction on this progeetdrd for funding. However,
U-2524 D has been assigned the same completion date (2018523} C in both the
NEPA documentation being prepared for these projects agsvillthe regional LRTP.
To maintain consistency with these documents, a aetiopl of year of 2018 will be used
for this project. Additionally, a project design ye&2030 will be used to remain
consistent with the NEPA document.

The project extents for both U-2524 C and U-2524 D are slo#igure 1.

PM » s Qualitative Hot-Spot Analysis M ethodoloqgy

In 2007, an interagency consultation process was initfatetie U-2524 PMls

gualitative hot-spot analysis. This interagency procesdved NCDOT, EPA,

NCDENR, FHWA, FTA, and the City of Greensboro. Through process, several
criteria were used to determine if a PMot-spot analysis was necessary for this project.
First, this project is located in the Guilford County R non-attainment area. Secondly,
2030 design year volumes have been forecasted alongrtidoca@round 75,000

vehicles per day. The percentage of trucks in this afeagisasted as 15%, resulting in a
projected daily truck volume of over 11,000. Considering therimétion, it was
determined that this project is one of air quality coneareh that a Plkhot-spot analysis
was appropriate.

Existing conditions will be assessed through monitoring ditsest to the proposed site,
as well as data and assumptions used in the regionakouotyfaetermination and the
results of that determination. Future conditions hallassessed for the project
completion year (2018) as well as the project design(2€80). The 2018 scenario
includes lower traffic volumes, but likely also higher esion rates. As a result, it is not
known whether the total emissions would be greate2@8 or 2030. Including both
2018 and 2030 allows for two potential worst-case scenarios tconsidered.



A Pre-Analysis Data Report was prepared by NCDOT and stdzhta FHWA, EPA,
NCDENR, and FTA documenting the assumptions, data soweesnethodology used
in this analysis. This document was reviewed by and coteni@m by the concerned
agencies and was finalized in February 2011 with received caotarbeing addressed.
Information contained within that document serves abaisés for this report. The Pre-
Analysis Data Report is included as an Appendix to this report

3.0 Background

What is Particulate M atter (PM)?

Motor vehiclesi(e., cars, trucks, and buses) emit direct PM from thdpipes, as well

as from normal brake and tire wear. In addition, vebicluse dust from paved and
unpaved roads to be re-entrained, or re-suspended, in thepditene. In addition,
highway and transit project construction may cause durglly; gases in vehicle exhaust
may react in the atmosphere to form PM. Particlesecm a wide variety of sizes and
have been historically assessed based on size, tymuahsured by the diameter of the
particle in micrometers. PM, or fine particulate matter, refers to particles trat2.5
micrometers in diameter or lesblote: A human hair is about 70 micrometers in
diameter and a grain of sand is about 90 micrometeatameter). The National Ambient
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for fine particulate matteclude an annual standard
(15.0 micrograms per cubic meter (ugymrand a 24-hour standard (35 pgynThe

annual standard is based on a 3-year average of annuaPieanoncentrations; the
24-hour standard is based on a 3-year average of the 98thtpemie?d-hour
concentrations.

Statutory and Requlatory Requirements for PM Hot-Spot Analyses

On March 10, 2006, EPA issued amendments to the Transpor@anformity Rule to
address localized impacts of particulate matter: ;Pahd PMo Hot-Spot Analyses in
Project-level Transportation Conformity Determinatidmsthe New PM s and Existing
PM;jo National Ambient Air Quality Standards7X FR 12468). This rule amendment
requires the assessment of localized air quality ingpadEederally-funded or approved
transportation projects in PiMand PM s nonattainment and maintenance areas deemed
to beprojects of air quality concern?. This assessment of localized impacss,(“hot-

spot analysis”) examines potential air quality impacts scede smaller than an entire
nonattainment or maintenance area. Such an analysiniéans of demonstrating that a
transportation project meets Clean Air Act conforméguirements to support State and
local air quality goals. If a project still requires ederal Highway Administration
(FHWA) or Federal Transit Administration (FTA) approwealauthorization, a project-
level conformity determination will be required priorthe first such action on or after
April 5, 2006. After project-level conformity is determined & project, a new

2 Criteria for identifying projects of air quality noern is described in 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1), as aeend



conformity determination is only required under the scesatiscussed in 40 CFR
93.104(dS.

A qualitative hot-spot analysis is currently requfréat the projects of air quality

concern in PMs and PMy nonattainment and maintenance areas as required 4thder
CFR §893.123(b)(4). EPA requires hot-spot findings to be based on directligted PM s,
since secondary particles take several hours to fotheiatmosphere giving emissions
time to disperse beyond the immediate area of contamConformity Rule requires

PM. shot-spot analyses to include road dust emissions onlgif emissions have been
found significant by EPA or the state air agency poathe PM sSIP or as part of an
adequate PWsSIP motor vehicle emissions budgé® CFR §893.102(b)(3)). Emissions
resulting from construction of the project are not resgito be considered in the hot-spot
analysis if such emissions are considered temporaoydiog to40 CFR §893.123(c)(5).

4.0 Regional Conformity Determination

The project is located in Guilford County, which is withihe Greensboro-Winston-
Salem-High Point nonattainment area for fine partiblbk s as defined by the EPA.

This area was designated nonattainment for thesRk&ndard in accordance with the
Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) on January 5, 2005hvait effective date of April
5, 2005. Section 176(c) of the CAAA requires that trangpiort plans, programs, and
projects conform to the intent of the state air quaitglementation plan (SIP). The
USDOT made a conformity determination on the Greenski®t® 2035 LRTP and the
2009-2015 Greensboro MPO TIP on February 26, 2010. The curreatroggf
determinations are consistent with the final conformitg found in 40 CFR Parts 51 and
93. There are no significant changes in the projeetsgn concept or scope, as used in
the regional conformity analyse3.ables 1 and 2 show the conformity findings for
Guilford County included in the most recent approved confgramalysis. The tables
include emissions comparisons for PMnd NQ, respectively. NQis a contributing
pollutant to particulate emissions.

3 40 CFR 93.104(d) states, “FHWA/FTA projects must be found to confdoefore they are adopted, accepted, approvedinoiefi.
Conformity must be redetermined for an FHWA/FTA jpt if one of the following occurs: a significacttange in the project’s
design concept and scope; three years elapse thiagaost recent major step to advance the progedbitiation of a supplemental
environmental document for air quality purposesajdv steps include NEPA process completion; stifihal design; acquisition of a
significant portion of the right-of-way; and consttion (including Federal approval of plan, spegifions and estimates).”

* On December 20, 2010 EPA announced in the FeBemikter (75 FR 79370) that it was approving MOV&B2a for use in Pk
conformity hotspot analyses outside of Californi@hat notice established a 2-year grace periodrbeajoantitative PMs hotspot
analyses using MOVES2010a would be required inestautside of California. That grace period endsDecember 20, 2012.
During the grace period, hotspot requirements fojgets of air quality concern in P and PMy nonattainment and maintenance
areas may continue to be met by carrying out aitqtiak analysis.



Tablel
Guilford County Conformity Interim (Lessthan Baseline)
Test Emissons Comparison, PM ;s

Analysis Year LRTP Emissions 2002 Basdline
(kglyear) Emission (kg/year)

2002 226,008

2010 145,979 226,008
2015 110,036 226,008
2025 85,712 226,008
2035 101,175 226,008

Table2

Guilford County Conformity Interim (Lessthan Baseline)
Test Emissions Comparison, NOy

Analysis Year LRTP Emissions 2002 Basdline
(kglyear) Emission (kg/year)
2002 14,142,913
2010 7,812,825 14,142,913
2015 4,436,572 14,142,913
2025 2,247,062 14,142,913
2035 2,157,763 14,142,913

The Triad Regional Model was used to obtain forecastgdnal population and
employment growth for future analysis years. This moudlides the Winston-Salem,
Greensboro, High Point, and Burlington metropolitan ard2opulation and employment
forecasts were obtained for the future model years 2015, 268%035. These forecasts
were determined based on the latest planning assumptiothe fdriad area, and reflect
the total population and employment forecasts for ahefMPOs in the greater region.
These socioeconomic data were used to generate the vdifmes that were used in the
regional air quality conformity determination. Intergadn was used to obtain the 2018
and 2030 values that represent the completion and designofeais analysisTable 3
contains these forecasted values. Based on this informestgional population and
employment will continue to experience steady growtkhieyidentified project
completion and project design years.

Table3
Population and Employment Forecasts,
Triad Regional Model Area

Analysis Year Population Employment
2015 1,216,109 701,221
2018 1,269,535 744,011
2025 1,394,195 843,854
2030 1,505,020 912,499
2035 1,615,845 981,143




The contribution and impact of mobile sources on therégiPM s emissions is
discussed in more detail in Section 6 of this document.

5.0 Existing Conditions

The document “Transportation Conformity Guidance for Qaiahe Hot-Spot Analyses

in PM; s and PMo Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas”, released by BEEABRWA

in March 2006, provides a list of factors and consideratio@isshould be examined
when evaluating the existing conditions of a proposed girojehese factors include air
quality; transportation and traffic conditions; buiitdanatural environment; meteorology,
climate, and seasonal data; and retrofit, anti-idlimgytber adopted emission control
measures. The most relevant of these factors aresdisd in more detail below.

Air Quality - M onitors

An inventory was performed of P monitoring locations within the non-attainment
counties in North Carolina (Guilford, Davidson, and CdtavWounties). Four monitors
were identified within these counties. In order to pileva broader set of monitors from
which to select, another RMmonitor in neighboring Forsyth County was also
examined. A summary of these monitors’ locations, penti information, and
comments is included d&able 4. Subsequent sections of report will elaborate furdiner
the information contained within this table.

Table4 Monitoring Sites Assessment

M onitor
Number

Monitor Location Traffic Impact | Comments Scenario
Volumes

37-035-0004| 1650*1St., Hickory | 41,000 - 56,000 Traffic volumes comparable {®018 Surrogate

forecasted 2018 project volumesite

37-057-0002 | S. Salisbury St., 44,000 — 48,000 Traffic volumes below Not selected
Lexington forecasted 2018 project volumes

37-067-0022 | 1300 Block Hattie | 79,000 — 81,000 In a PM attainment area Not selected
Ave., Winston-Salem

37-081-0013| 205 Willoughby ** Closest monitor to proposed Project
Blvd., Greensboro project monitoring site

37-081-0014 | 2127 Sandy Ridge | 101,000 — Traffic volumes exceed 2030 Surrogate
Rd., Guilford County| 105,000 forecasted 2030 design volumesSite

* Truck volumes and percentages are not collected forirxistadways without planned improvements.
** Since this monitoring location has been identified asdiosest to the proposed project, data from this
location will be used for comparison to other selecteditoring locations. The proposed project involves
a new facility, meaning that there is not an existiaffic impact volume for comparison in this table.

The closest Pliysmonitor to the U-2524 C and U-2524 D project extents is loct@@5
Willoughby Boulevard in Greensboro. This monitor has beslecting data for PWe
from 2001 onwards. For the purposes of this analysis, datanedyzed for the years
2007 through 2009. Data from this site was used to get a geeitare of the existing
emissions around the proposed project ditigure 2 shows the location of this monitor.



Table 5 shows the monitoring values measured at the 205 Willoughblefard,
Greensboro site for the years 2007 through 2009. These niogitatues were obtained
from NCDENR-DAQ, and reflect the weighted arithmetiean concentrations for the
stated calendar year. All the weighted arithmetic negaissions fall below the NAAQS
annual PM; standard of 15.0 pgAywhich is important to note since emissions
generated from the proposed project would impact thigitota

Table5
205 Willoughby Boulevard, Greensboro Monitoring Data
Y ear Weighted Arithmetic | Annual Standard
M ean Emission (pg/nt) (ng/nT)
2007 13.11 15.0
2008 11.40 15.0
2009 9.31 15.0

To try and understand the impacts of this project duringptbgect completion and

design years, a surrogate site analysis was used. Sersitga were selected to compare
existing monitoring locations with similar traffic vole® to those expected during the
2018 project completion year and the 2030 project design Vieidae monitoring values

at these surrogate sites fall below the NAAQS annualdFdténdard, it can be
extrapolated that the worst-case build scenario foptbposed project will not cause or
add to an existing P4 violation.

Transportation and Traffic Conditions

Traffic data for this study was obtained from the teaftbrecasting done as a part of the
NEPA process. This traffic data was compiled in 2004 @steof the study for U-2524.
This data contains analysis for the 2004 base year aaswvle project’s 2030 design
year. To obtain project completion year informatite 2004 and 2030 values were
interpolated to get an estimate for 2018. This resultad imterpolated traffic volume
for the facility of approximately 57,000 vehicles per day in 20IBe projected traffic
volume in 2030 is 74,900 vehicles per day.

As stated earlier in this document, the traffic forexdeveloped for the NEPA process
included projected truck volumes. According to these fotectasick volumes for U-
2524 C and D are projected to be around 15% of the total voltiadge 6 shows the
overall traffic and truck volumes for 2004, 2018, and 2030.

Table 6
U-2524 C and D Traffic and Truck Volumes
Y ear Traffic Volumes Truck Volumes
(vpd) (vpd)
2004 36,000 5,400
2018 57,000 8,550
2030 74,900 11,235




At this time, NCDOT does not collect truck percentage®kisting facilities that are not
programmed or planned for improvements. As a resultrepisrt will not directly
compare truck percentages during the selection of surratege B an attempt to
consider surrogate facilities with similar truck percget only roadways operating as
freeways or interstate routes were considered irptioisess. With the exception of the
monitoring location in Catawba County (Hickory), alltbé surrogate roadways are also
located within the Triad region.

Following confirmation with the NCDOT project manager tlois NEPA process, only
temporary construction emissions are expected to be geddnat)-2524 C and
U-2524 D. Therefore, no analysis of these emissiorexjisired as a part of this report.

Built and Natural Environment

U-2524 C and U-2524 D are located within the City of Greemsb®he area is a
transitional urban to suburban area, featuring residemighborhoods as well as
commercial development along major arterials. Tlogp@sed project is also located in
proximity to such landmarks as the Guilford CourthouseddatiMilitary Park, the
Forest Lawn Cemetery, and Greensboro Country ParkreTdre no significant proposed
industrial facilities or intermodal facilities being plathfor the area surrounding the
project. For more information on the existing and futanel use in the project area,
please refer to the corresponding EIS.

A high-level review of the project area indicated thene no significant barriers that
would inhibit the dispersal of PM.

Retrofit, Anti-ldling, or Other Adopted Emission Control M easures

The Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High Point 2Mon-attainment area employs a range
of emission control measures. These include an ingpeatd maintenance program,
Tier 2 vehicle emission standards, low sulfur gasolinediestl fuels, heavy duty
gasoline and diesel highway vehicle standards, large ramheliesel engine standards,
non-road spark-ignition engines and recreational engtaedard, and the Clean Air
Interstate Rule (CAIR). Additionally, the area hasiputlace such features as park and
ride lots, a regional bicycle and pedestrian plan, langlaseing strategies, vanpools,
and intelligent transportation strategies (ITS) to furthanage transportation emissions.
North Carolina also put the Clean Smokestacks Act icepta reduce point source
emissions. Additionally, the EPA has proposed a tramsple which when finalized
would serve to reduce RMconcentrations in the air by reducing SMd NQ

emissions.

6.0 Future Scenario
Regional Emissions and Air Quality Trends

According to an assessment of PMmissions in Guilford County prepared by the North
Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resourcasisidh of Air Quality




(NCDENR-DAQ), ambient Pl¥s concentrations in the area fall below the current
NAAQS PM, s annual standard of 15.0 pg/and are projected to fall even further in the
future. PM semissions generated from on-road mobile sources aya@mhall
component of the overall PMemissions total. In 2002, approximately 11% of primary
PM. s emissions were generated from on-road mobile sourdas. p&rcentage decreased
to 7% in 2009, and is expected to decrease further to 5% by 20HE3pite a projected
increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMTSs) of almost 2%#ween 2002 and 2018, on-
road mobile source PM emissions during that timeframe are anticipated to dserby
approximately 56%. These estimates indicate that des@asuture measured BM
emissions will continue to outpace emissions genetatediditional vehicle miles. The
Fine Particulate Matter Attainment Demonstration repogpared by NCDENR in 2009
for all the PM s nonattainment areas supports these conclusions by imgi¢héit

regional PM s emissions are decreasing, with only a minimal percentidjesat PM s
emissions being generated by mobile sources. This redustatributed to the presence
of local and statewide control measures and legislatitiatives.

The concentrations at individual monitors are discussethier sections of this
document.

2018 Project Opening Year Conditions

As stated earlier in this report, a surrogate site Beteprocess was chosen to compare
the project site to similar locations. A surrogate giis chosen for 2018 from within the
three counties in NC that are non-attainment foatireual PMsstandard. The P4
monitor located at650 £' Street in Hickory (Catawba County) was chosen fa. tidata
for PM; shas been collected at this monitor since 1999. For the gespd this analysis,
2007-2009 data was referenced. This monitor is located approkirnagemile from I-
40, which experiences traffic volumes ranging between 56,80@ 51000 vehicles per
day on the portion of the facility located closest ®fonitor. These traffic volumes are
approximately equivalent to the projected 2018 volumes for U-2524d U-2524 D.

As such, this site was identified as the most apprepsiarrogate site for the 2018
completion year. NCDOT does not collect truck perages on existing facilities
without planned improvements. Since this data is not seaddilable, the assumption
was made that the interstate facility in this lomatvould have similar truck percentages
to the proposed projecEigure 3 shows the location of this monitor.

Table 7 shows the monitoring values measured at the 18%rget, Hickory site for the
years 2007 through 2009. These monitoring values were obtaimadNICDENR-DAQ,
and reflect the weighted arithmetic mean concentrationthe stated calendar year. All
the weigrr}st.ed arithmetic mean emissions fall belowWNAAQS annual PMs standard of
15.0 pg/m.



Table7
1650 1% Street, Hickory Monitoring Data

Y ear Weighted Arithmetic | Annual Standard
M ean Emission (pg/nt) (ng/nt)
2007 14.59 15.0
2008 12.81 15.0
2009 10.26 15.0

When selecting the most appropriate surrogate site for 20i8tions, two monitoring
sites were identified as the most applicable for consiaa. The alternate site identified
for the 2018 scenario is located at S. Salisbury StrigeinviDavidson County, which is
also in non-attainment for the BMstandard. The monitor is located about 2.5 miles
from [-85, which experiences traffic volumes ranging lestw44,000 and 48,000
vehicles per day on the portion of the facility lochtdosest to the monitor. Since these
traffic volumes fall below those projected for the 2018jétt Opening Year of U-2524
C and D, this site was not determined to be a suitablegate location.

2030 Project Design Year Conditions

Two monitoring site options were considered for surrogeds s the year 2030 — 2127
Sandy Ridge Road in Greensboro, and the 1300 Block of Hattirue in Winston-
Salem. The option that fit the projected traffic levelost closely uses the monitor
located at 2127 Sandy Ridge Road in Greensboro (Guilford @oubata for PMs has
been collected at this monitoring location since 2008a Aessult, only two full years of
monitoring data (2008 and 2009) are available for referendgsimmalysis. This
monitor is located less than 1.5 miles away from I-40¢clvis experiencing a traffic
volume ranging between 101,000 and 105,000 vehicles per day ontibe pbthe
facility located closest to the monitor. While thésefic volumes are significantly
higher than those projected for the U-2524 C and U-2524 D 203fhdg=ar, this
monitor appears to be the most appropriate fit for a sueaif@. NCDOT does not
collect truck percentages on existing facilities withoahpked improvements. Since this
data is not readily available, the assumption was madehé interstate facility in this
location would have similar truck percentages to theqweg project.Figure 4 shows
the location of this monitor.

Table 8 shows the monitoring values measured at the 2127 Sandy Raodgk
Greensboro site for the years 2008 and 2009. These monwalugs were obtained
from NCDENR-DAQ, and reflect the weighted arithmetiean emissions for the stated
calendar year. All the weighted arithmetic mean sioiss fall below the NAAQS
annual PM;s standard of 15.0 pgfin

10



Table 8
2127 Sandy Ridge Road, Greensboro Monitoring Data

Year* Weighted Arithmetic Annual Standard
M ean Emission (pg/nt) (ng/nT)

2008 12.32 15.0

2009 9.63 15.0

*Data is available for this monitor beginning in 2008, atydwo years are included.

The other monitoring site considered when selecting th& appropriate surrogate site
for 2030 conditions is located on the 1300 block of Hattie Aeen Winston-Salem
(Forsyth County). It is located less than 1 milerfidS 52, a freeway facility with
traffic volumes ranging between 79,000 and 81,000 vehicles pen tlasyarea. This
volume is comparable to the forecasted 2030 traffic vetufar U-2524 C and D.
However, this monitor is not located within a Pivionattainment area. As a result, this
monitor was not determined to be a suitable surrogatadocat

7.0 Conclusion

Based on the consultation between the NCDOT, EPAYRNR, FHWA, FTA, and the
City of Greensboro in 2007, it was determined that therSteo Western Urban Loop

is a project of air quality concern. Based on theoregjiconditions and surrogate site
analysis conducted for U-2524 C and U-2524 D, it has been deéerthat these two
project segments meet all the project level conforngiuirements relating to the annual
PM, s standard. Further, it has been extrapolated basea @métyzed data that the
completion of U-2524 C and U-2524 D will not cause or coutelto a new violation of
the PM s NAAQS, or increase the frequency or severity of dawon or interfere with

any interim milestones. The annual PMlesign values for the monitors considered in
this analysis are well below the annual RMtandard of 15.0 pgAn The results of the
regional conformity determination for the area shoat tin-road emissions are predicted
to decline from present levels in future years. Additiyn&lorth Carolina has adopted
regulations to limit emissions from stationary sourcéle EPA has also proposed a
transport rule to address emissions of;Rlrecursors in North Carolina and other states,
which when finalized will further reduce BMconcentrations in the area. Therefore, the
project segments meet the conformity hot-spot requinésra40 CFR §93.116 and

§93.123 for PMes.
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