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May 25, 2000

Mr. James E. Daniels

Department of Community Development

City of Norco, City Hall

2870 Clark Avenue

P. O. Box 428

Norco, CA 92860-0428

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Norco Ridge Ranch

Specific Plan 99-01

Dear Mr. Daniels:

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 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 SEIR.  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 Manager

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

AT:CB

RVC000412-02

Control Number

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Norco Ridge Ranch

Specific Plan 99-01

1. Please include in the title to Table III.D on page 20 of the DEIR, the units (pounds per day) in which the emissions estimates are presented.  It is much clearer to the reviewer if the units are shown in the title than if they are noted in the footnotes to the table.

2. Please show how the emissions estimates in Table III-D on page 20 were derived.  AQMD staff estimates show that the construction fleet emissions are underestimated in the table, given that it requires 300,000 BHP-HR of on- and off-road energy to build out one residential acre and that the project proposes to build an estimated 50 acres of housing, as indicated on page 20.  Using the emission factors shown in Table A9-3-A of the AQMD 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (the Handbook), along with the internal combustion engine efficiency of 37.1% and the generator efficiency of 93.26%, staff arrived at the following total project construction emissions: 3,114 pounds of VOC, 9,861 pounds of CO, 44,633 pounds of NOX and 1,557 pounds of PM10.  Assuming that the site grading would be spread over 15 days, emissions per day come to about 208 pounds of VOC, 657 pounds of CO, 2,976 pounds of NOX and 104 pounds of PM10.  These far exceed the 60 pounds of ROG, 190 pounds of CO, 860 pounds of NOX and 30 pounds of PM10 shown in the table.

3. Please recalculate Table III.D in the final EIR to show peak daily emissions instead of average construction fleet emissions.  The AQMD CEQA Handbook recommends that the lead agency determine daily “peak” construction emissions for the criteria pollutants and evaluate them against their respective significance thresholds.  The daily peak construction emissions represent the worst-case scenario and ensure that all construction emissions are accounted for.

4. The mitigation measures listed on page 23 of the DEIR are vague and appear inadequate for reducing air pollutant emissions.  At the top of page 23, it is stated that some mitigation measures are being recommended to reduce localized air impacts.  The use of the word “recommended” does not indicate commitment to implement any measure.  CEQA requires that the lead agency ensure that the project’s air quality impacts are mitigated to the fullest possible extent.  In order to be able to do that, the lead agency should identify the specific mitigation measures that would be actually implemented, and not just recommended, by the project proponent.  The same comment applies to the introductory paragraph to the second set of measures listed in the middle of page 23 which states that “additionally, the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) has identified the following tactics:”  The mere identification of some tactics by an association does not imply that those tactics would be implemented, or that the project proponent is committed to implementing them.  The lead agency should, for example, describe the specific “enhanced” dust control measures it proposes to implement that are beyond compliance with AQMD rules.  Where possible, the lead agency should have a table showing construction emissions, the control efficiencies of the individual measures, the emissions reduced and remaining emissions.

5. The are some discrepancies that need to be corrected.  First, in Exhibit “A” that is attached to the Notice of Availability of the DEIR, the project is described as having 589 residential lots with a minimum lot size of 20,000 sq. ft.  However, on pages 5 and 20 of the DEIR, it is indicated that 588 single-family residential units are planned.  Further, on page 16 of the Air Quality Impact Analysis report, a “proposed 582-unit development” is used in the analysis.  Second, it is stated in Exhibit “A” that the project area covers an area of 975 acres.  However, on page 4 of the DEIR, the project is described as a 978-acre project.  Please correct these discrepancies in the final EIR.

