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June 7, 2002

Hsiao-ching Chen, Impact Analysis Section

Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed 21.5-Acre Commercial/Industrial Project #01-221 – County of Los Angeles

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 into the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration. The AQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise. Please contact Gordon Mize, Transportation Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.





Sincerely,

Mike A. Nazemi





Planning Manager
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June 7, 2002

Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed 21.5-Acre Commercial/Industrial Project #01-221 – County of Los Angeles
1. The Environmental Checklist Form states on page 10 (Resources - Section 2. Air Quality) that the project’s emissions will have no impacts associated with project description activities listed on page one of the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (Draft MND). The lead agency does not provide any data or analysis, however, to demonstrate its findings of no impact and should therefore quantify emission impacts for both construction and operation using the analysis methodologies in the 1993 South Coast Air Quality Management District CEQA Air Quality Handbook or other approved methodologies. The lead agency should then summarize the proposed project’s air quality impacts in the Final MND document. This could be done by including the results in a table or attached as an appendix

Further, should the lead agency, after quantifying its emission estimates, determine that the project’s emissions exceed the established significance thresholds, then mitigation measures must be required by the lead agency. The mitigation measures proposed should also be specified in the Final MND along with each measure’s control efficiency and remaining emissions.

2. The Final MND document should reference compliance to AQMD Rule 402 – Nuisance and Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust.

3. The Environmental Checklist Form states on page 16 (Services - Section 1. Traffic/Access) that the proposed project might have significant impacts on roads and/or the I-5 freeway adjoining the proposed project site. The Draft MND does not contain the analysis that documents that finding, however. The Final MND should include the traffic analysis performed including the Volume to Capacity (V/C) ratios for each intersection analyzed and also the Level of Service (LOS) designations for each intersection analyzed.

In order to mitigate the proposed project’s estimated traffic impacts, the lead agency on page 16 listed consultation with the Traffic & Lighting Division as mitigation for the traffic impacts. In the Final MND, the mitigation measure improvements should be detailed and the resulting impacts on the LOS for the intersections that were under analysis should be estimated to include the V/C ratios to show how the mitigation measures will improve the LOS at those intersections. Should the project impacts still result in an unacceptable decrease in the LOS even with the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, a CO Hotspots Analysis might be warranted.

