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February 25, 2000

Ms. Elizabeth A. Robbins

Environmental Science & Engineering, Inc.,

3545 Howard Way, 2nd Floor

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

for the Long Beach Sports Park

Dear Ms. Robbins:

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated in the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report.  The AQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Please contact Dr. Charles Blankson, Transportation Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Alene Taber

Planning & Rules Manager

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/EIR) for the Long Beach Sports Park

1. The DEIS/EIR does not provide any quantitative data on air quality impacts for the proposed project.  The minimal information provided is vague and inadequate as a basis for determining or evaluating the air quality impacts of the project.  For example, the DEIS/EIR states on page 45 of Volume I that “The principal source of pollution from the project will be air pollution emissions generated by preconstruction, construction, soil remedial work, build-out of the facilities and increased vehicular trips….During grading and construction, the project has the potential to generate dust, particulate matter and objectionable odors.”  In the Environmental Checklist section in the Appendix to Volume I, it is indicated that the project’s air quality impact will be “less than significant with mitigation incorporated.”  The project will also involve the demolition of a storm water detention basin and other buildings which are currently on the site.  It is indicated on page 20 of Volume 1 of the DEIS/EIR that approximately 500,000 cubic yards of earth material will be “relocated on-site along with the construction of retaining or crib walls.”  However, no attempt is made in any of the four volumes to estimate the emissions that would result from the demolition of the existing structures or the construction or operation of the park facilities.  Without quantifying either demolition, construction or operational emissions, it is not possible for the lead agency to conclude that construction or operational air quality impacts will not be significant.  For guidance on quantifying construction and operational emissions, the lead agency is referred to the AQMD’s 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook), Chapter 9 and Appendix A9.

2. The measures that have been proposed to mitigate the air quality impacts of this project are also very vague and inadequate.  For example, it is stated on page 44 of Volume 1 of the DEIR that “air emissions will be controlled throughout the course of the project.  Site activities will be conducted under applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations.  Requirements for air monitoring and suppression of dusts and vapors will be strictly adhered to throughout the implementation of the project.”  The DEIS/EIR goes on to state on page 45 that “During pre-construction, construction and build-out activities, Fugitive Dust Rule #403 will be implemented by the standards of SCAQMD.  This would include the watering down of soil and unpaved roads.  During the soil remediation program or dirt-moving work, SCAQMD Rule #1166 for release of volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions air monitoring will be performed.  All hauling trucks will be covered.”  More detailed information on specific mitigation measures should be included in the final EIS/EIR to facilitate review by the public.  For example, the measure to water down soil and unpaved roads should include how often the watering would be done.  Furthermore, the final EIS/EIR should identify each mitigation measure expected to be implemented, (i.e., an enforceable mechanism) and associated emission reductions where they can be calculated.  Please note that compliance with AQMD rules is required and is not considered mitigation.  The measures being proposed to mitigate the air quality impacts of the proposed project should go beyond the minimum requirements identified in the appropriate rule.

3. Given that the project site is contaminated, see page 16 of Volume II, where the following statements are recorded: “Hydrocarbon-stained surface soils were observed and sampled at isolated locations throughout the site.  The volumes of each area of the surface-stained soils were estimated to range from ½ to 12,600 cubic yards of soil.  Total petroleum hydrocarbon concentrations ranging from 7 to 780,000 ppm were detected by EPA method 418.1”.  As such, specific mitigation measures should be identified to prevent these contaminants from becoming airborne during demolition, construction and operation of the project.  Given also that over 500,000 cubic yards of earth material will be relocated on-site, it is important that appropriate actions be taken to reduce emissions from the haul trucks that will be transporting the contaminated soils.  Please indicate what specific actions will be taken to prevent emissions from these haul trucks.

4. On page 107 of Volume 1 of the DEIR it is indicated that “the Volume-Capacity and Level of Service (LOS) investigations at key intersections were used to evaluate the potential traffic-related impacts.”  The DEIR does not, however, show the values of the V/C or LOS for the key intersections that will be impacted by the project area.  The DEIR does not therefore provide any information regarding the possibility of CO hot spots existing at any of these intersections.  Please provide this information and analysis for review.

5. The Federal Carbon Monoxide 8-hr Standard is 9.0 ppm while the Federal 1-hr Standard is 35 ppm.  Please correct the 8-hr standard and include the 1-hr standard in Table 1 on page 44 of Volume 1 of the DEIS/EIR.  Please note that the Federal 8-hr Ozone Standard is 0.08 ppm and not 0.06 ppm as shown in Table 1.

