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July 12, 2001

Mr. Dave Hogan/Saied Naaseh

City of Temecula

Planning Department

43200 Business Park Drive

Temecula, CA 92590

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Roripaugh Ranch

Specific Plan: Temecula

Dear Mr. Hogan:

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 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

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment
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Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Roripaugh Ranch

Specific Plan - Temecula

1. Air Quality Data:
Table 3.6-2 on page 3-88 of the DEIR shows air quality data for the Perris Monitoring Station from 1992 through 1997.  The AQMD recommends that air quality data for the three most recent years be presented in order to show the most recent trends in air quality for the project area.  Please note that the air quality data for 1998, 1999 and 2000 for the air monitoring station are available and are attached.

2. The MAAQI Model:
   According to the discussion on page 3-94 of the DEIR, the SCAQMD MAAQI Model was used in estimating the project's operational emissions shown in Table 3.6-4.  Please note that although the MAAQI model was developed by the AQMD, the AQMD no longer supports the use of this model in estimating project emissions.  This is because mobile source emission factors used in the model are from an older version of the California Air Resources Board (CARB) EMFAC model.  The current version is EMFAC2000.  Furthermore, the trip generation rates used in the model are from an older version (fifth) of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual.  The current version is the Sixth.  For the final EIR, it is recommended that the lead agency use the calculation methodologies in Chapter 9 and the Appendix to Chapter 9 in the SCAQMD 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) to calculate project emissions.  Alternatively, the lead agency may use the CARB approved computer model URBEMIS7G in calculating both construction as well as operational emissions.  The URBEMIS7G model can be obtained from the ARB web page: www.arb.ca.gov/urbemis7/urbemis7.html. Other methodologies can be used as long as documentation is provided regarding the source and applicability to the project.

3. Reducing PM10 Emissions:
It is observed on page 3-91 of the DEIR that even with the implementation of a dust control program achieving an 80 percent control efficiency, PM10 construction emissions will still exceed the significance threshold of 150 pounds per day.  It is recommended that to further reduce the daily PM10 emissions, the lead agency should include a mitigation measure requiring that no more than five acres of land be graded daily.

4. Dust Control Plan:  Relative to comment #3, in the last paragraph on page 3-91 of the DEIR, the lead agency identifies a number of dust control measures that can achieve a dust control efficiency of up to 80 percent, yet none of these measures are included as part of the mitigation measures in Section 3.6.6.  It is recommended that the dust control measures be included as part of mitigation measure #1, the dust control plan.

5. Construction Emissions:  Please delete the following sentence in the second paragraph on page 3-91 of the DEIR, "Because of their temporary nature, air quality impacts from construction have often been considered as individually less than significant."  The SCAQMD strongly disagrees with this statement.  Nonattainment designations are based on daily exceedances of the ambient air quality standards, so it is irrelevant if the emissions are short- or long-term if they contribute to or cause an exceedance of any ambient air quality standard.

6. Other Mitigation Measures:  Since NOx operational emissions will exceed the significance threshold even after the implementation of the proposed measures, it is recommended that the lead agency consider the following mitigation measures for inclusion in the project's mitigation program: 

· Use alternative clean fuel (e.g., compressed natural gas-powered ) construction equipment, 

· Alternatively, if diesel equipment is being used, require use of particulate filters and low sulfur diesel, as defined in Rule 431.2, i.e., less than 15 ppm sulfur content.

7. Editorial Corrections:
(a) On page 3-89 of the DEIR, reference is made to Appendix I of CEQA Guidelines in the discussion on CEQA significance thresholds.  This reference does not seem to be correct since Appendix I in the CEQA Guidelines has to do with Notice of Preparation for environmental documents.  Please give the correct reference in the final EIR.  (b) On page 3-90 of the DEIR, reference is made to Appendix E in connection with the air quality study done by Giroux and Associates.  Please note that the air quality study report is in Appendix F and not Appendix E.  (c) The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook was released in 1993 as correctly noted on page 3-89 and not in 1994 as stated on page 3-90 of the DEIR.  (d) Finally, at the bottom of page 3-98, there is an incorrect reference to SCAQMD Rule 403.2.  The correct reference is Rule 403.  Please correct these in the final EIR.

