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21865 E. Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
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FAXED: AUGUST 15, 2003





August 15, 2003

Ms. Cecilia Masson

Los Angeles Unified School District

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

355 South Grand Avenue, 15th Floor
Los Angeles CA 90071
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Central Los Angeles Area New Learning Center (Ambassador Hotel Site) - Los Angeles Unified School District
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 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 adoption 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 Gordon Mize, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.





Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.





Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
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1. A Health Risk Assessment (HRA) for Central Los Angles High School No. 8 and Central Los Angeles Middle School No. 3 dated February 2002 is presented in Appendix E.  On page 7 of the HRA, the lead agency applied exposure adjustment factors to the initial cancer risk estimates for body weights, inhalation rates, and reduced student exposure (180 days per year over three-year and four-year lifetimes).  The adjusted cancer risk estimate was then compared to the Proposition 65 cancer risk threshold of 10 in one million and the lead agency concluded in the Draft EIR that cancer risks would not be significant.  

The SCAQMD HRA protocol, consistent with the OEHHA Guidelines, recommends using a 70-year exposure and allows adjustments for workers (i.e., a 46-year adjustment exposure based on working eight hours per day, or exposure periods for 240 days per year).  Adjustments for inhalation rates, body weights, or exposure periods for sensitive receptors are not recommended by the SCAQMD-approved HRA protocol, which provides a consistent basis for relative comparisons of modeled risks among projects.   The SCAQMD staff considers this approach for risk management to be more health protective of sensitive receptors such as students.  If a lead agency chooses to use protocols other than the SCAQMD's recommended HRA protocol or OEHHA's Guidelines, this should be clearly described in the CEQA document with technical justification and rationals. 

 

2. Section 6.2 of the HRA evaluates the noncancer health risks of the chronic chemical exposures. The analysis includes chronic exposures to the following compounds:  acetone, diacetone alcohol, solvent refined middle distillate, severe hydrotreated naphthenic middle distillate, turpentine, and VM&P naphtha. RELs for these compounds have not been identified and adopted by OEHHA so the lead agency has developed its own RELs using a tiered methodology which includes values obtained or estimated from data provided by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), OEHHA, American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists (ACGIH), and the Department of Health and Human Services, National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health Services (NIOSH). Although the lead agency uses non-OEHHA-approved RELs for these compounds, deriving RELs for these compounds provides a more conservative analysis than omitting them from the analysis altogether because of the lack of RELs. It is recommended that the HRA more clearly identify those compounds analyzed that do not have OEHHA approved RELs, where the approved described procedure is used.
3.  The URF and CPF units in Tables 2 through 4 on pages 10 through 15 appear to be mislabeled. The URF units should be (ug/m3)‑1  and the CPF units should be (mg/kg/day)‑1.
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4. On pages 10 through 15 of the HRA, gasoline vapor URFs and RELs included in the Quantification of Carcinogenic and Noncarcinogenic Risk Administrative Staff, High School Students and Middle School Students Tables 2 through 4 are outdated.  It is recommended that the lead agency use more current factors by speciating gasoline vapors either according to the ARB Organic Gas Speciation Profiles (http://www.arb.ca.gov/emisinv/speciate/ORGPROF_11_19_02.xls) or the CAPCOA’s Gasoline Service Station Industrywide Assessment Guidelines,” CAPCOA, 1997 (http://www.arb.ca.gov/ab2588/rrap-iwra/gasiwra.pdf). It is recommended that the risk results in the HRA and Final EIR be revised to reflect the above updated information.
 

5.  After incorporating the proposed recommendations above, please re-evaluate the risk associated from the community upon the Central Los Angeles Area New Learning Center No. 1.
6. In addition to the mitigation measures listed to reduce construction-related NOx emissions in Volume 1 on page 3B-13 of the Draft EIR, the South Coast AQMD recommends that the lead agency consider implementing the following additional mitigation measures, if applicable and feasible: 

Mitigation Measures for On-Road Mobile Construction Source Emissions

1. Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference.

2. Provide temporary traffic control during all phases of construction activities to improve traffic flow (e.g., flag person).

3. Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow to off-peak hours (e.g., between 7:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. and between 10:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.).

4. Implement a shuttle service to and from retail services and food establishments during lunch hours

5. Develop a construction traffic management plan that includes, but is not limited to: 

· Rerouting construction trucks off congested streets

· Consolidating truck deliveries

· Providing dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and equipment on- and off-site

6. Prohibit truck idling in excess of 10 minutes.
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Mitigation Measures for Off-Road Mobile Construction Source Emissions

1. Suspend use of all construction equipment operations during first stage smog alerts. For daily forecasts, call (800) 288-76642.

2. Prohibit diesel engine idling longer than 10 minutes.

3. Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gasoline powered generators.
4. Require or provide incentives, during the project bidding process for example, for construction contractors to alternative fueled equipment, diesel equipment using low sulfur diesel, emulsified diesel fuel additives, particulate traps, oxidation catalysts, etc.
7. The following intersections rated an LOS of C or worse as described in Table 3L-9 in Volume I on page 3L-38 have experienced a LOS deterioration of one full level or more. The SCAQMD recommends performing a CO hotspots analysis for intersections rated C or worse that are expected to experience a volume to capacity ratio of two percent or more from a proposed project. Please refer to the most current Cal Trans guidance regarding performing a CO hotspots analysis. This information can be obtained at the following internet address: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/env/air/coprot/htm. Further, the lead agency should be aware that U.S. EPA has approved EMFAC2002 mobile source emission factors for use in performing a CO hotspots analysis on April 1, 2003.
· Normandie Avenue at Wilshire Boulevard is projected to deteriorate from a LOS of C to E in the AM period for all alternatives. 

· South Mariposa Avenue at Wilshire Boulevard is projected to deteriorate from a LOS of A to D in the AM period (alternatives 1,2,3 or 4).

· Vermont Avenue at Wilshire Boulevard is projected to deteriorate from a LOS of C to E in the AM period for all alternatives.

· Irolo Street at West 8th Street is projected to deteriorate from a LOS of C to E in the AM period for all alternatives.

