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August 22, 2003

Ms. Gina Gibson

City of Rialto

150 South Palm Avenue

Rialto, CA 92376

Dear Ms. Gibson:

Draft Focused Project Environmental Impact Report (DFPEIR):

North Rialto Distribution Warehousing Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 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 Focused Project Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Focused Project Environmental Impact Report.  The SCAQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Please contact Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality 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

SS: CB

SBC030711-01

Control Number

Draft Focused Project Environmental Impact Report (DFPEIR): 

North Rialto Distribution Warehousing Project
1. Cancer Risk Analysis:
Review of the DFPEIR resulted in identifying the cancer risk analysis from diesel engine exhaust emissions which was apparently previously circulated with the Initial Study.  Although CEQA does not prohibit including such a technical analysis in the Initial Study it does not necessarily recommend it.  CEQA Guidelines §15063(a)(3) states in part, “However, an initial study is neither intended nor required to include the level of detail included in an EIR.”  Therefore, as part of its review of the DFPEIR, the SCAQMD has also reviewed the cancer risk analysis.
2. Diesel Particulate Matter Emissions:
Two potential sources of diesel particulate matter emissions were not included in the risk assessment, i.e., truck traffic on local streets and auxiliary power units.  Since the peak cancer risks from the proposed project are currently estimated to be 8.7 in a million, there is the likelihood that including these potential sources of diesel particulate matter emissions in the risk assessment could change the impacts to significant, i.e., greater than 10 in one million (10 x 10-6). 
3. Cumulative Impacts:

Table 2.7-1 on pages 2-12 and 2-13 provides a list of approved projects that may contribute to cumulative impacts.  Of the projects listed in Table 2.7-1, the following are located close enough to the proposed project that they could contribute to cumulative impacts along with the proposed project: (1) Mid-Valley Regional Landfill Expansion, (2) ProLogis Warehouse/Distribution Industrial Park, and (3) Plastic recycling facility.  All of these approved projects are potentially large sources of diesel particulate matter emissions since they will attract significant heavy-duty truck traffic to the local streets.  The air quality and health hazards were not addressed in the Cumulative Impacts section.

4. Model Input and Output Files:
Although the modeling approach is acceptable according to the discussion in the DFPEIR, the Industrial Source Complex (ISC) model input and output files were not included in the DFPEIR. Consequently, the model results could not be verified.  

5. Mitigation Measures:
The lead agency concludes on page 1-56 of the DFPEIR that “the project, with other future projects, would have a significant cumulative impact on regional air quality.”  Consistent with comment #1 above, if revising the cancer risk analysis results in cancer risks exceeding 10 in one million (10 x 10-6), then cancer risk impacts would also be considered significant.  Furthermore, since the air basin is considered non-attainment for both the federal and state ozone, carbon monoxide and particulate matter (PM10) standards, it is important that the lead agency ensure the implementation of any measures which would help reduce any of these criteria or toxic air pollutants.  The following measures are recommended for the lead agency to consider where applicable or feasible:

· Maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper tune as per manufacturers' specifications.

· Require the use of alternative clean fuel such as compressed natural gas-powered equipment with oxidation catalysts instead of diesel-powered engines, or if diesel equipment has to be used, use particulate filters and low sulfur diesel as defined in SCAQMD Rule 431.2, i.e., with less than 15 ppm sulfur content.
· Trucks hauling dirt, sand, gravel or soil are to be covered or should maintain at least two feet of freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code.

· Pave parking areas and construction access roads to the main roads to avoid dirt being carried on to the roadway.
· Use alternative-fueled yard tractors.

· Restrict idling emissions by using auxiliary power units and electrification.

· Enforce truck parking restrictions.
· Restrict truck traffic on some routes.
· Provide a minimum of 300-meter buffer zone between truck traffic and sensitive receptors.

· Redirect truck route to avoid residential areas or schools.

· Improve traffic flow through signal synchronization.

· Provide electrical sources for service equipment and docking of trucks.

· Use light-colored roof materials to deflect heat.

· Install solar panels on roof to supply electricity for air conditioning. 

· Use double-paned windows to reduce thermal loss.

· Install central water heating systems to reduce energy consumption, and

· Install energy-efficient appliances to reduce energy consumption.

