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August 13, 2003

Richard Masyczek

Planning Department

City of Hemet

445 E. Florida Avenue

Hemet, CA 92543

Dear Mr. Masyczek:

Negative Declaration for Conditional Use Permit 02-7/

Tentative Parcel Map No. 30934: Hemet

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 Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final 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 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

RVC030729-01

Control Number

Negative Declaration (ND) For Conditional Use Permit 02-7/

Tentative Parcel Map No. 30934: Hemet

1. 1997 AQMP:
On page ten of the Negative Declaration the lead agency states that the South Coast AQMD was revised and adopted in 1997.  Please note that the reference should be the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), that has been approved by the California Air Resources Board and the U.S. EPA is the 1997 AQMP as amended in 1999.

2. Construction Emissions:  The evaluation of air quality impacts in the Negative Declaration appears to tier off of the FEIR prepared for the City’s General Plan.  CEQA Guidelines Section 15152(d)(1) states that the analysis in the CEQA document for a later project should limit the discussion of the effects of the later project to those effects that were not examined in the prior EIR.  Since neither construction nor operational air quality impacts were quantified for the proposed project, it is unclear how the lead agency can conclude that all project-specific impacts are within the scope of the analysis in the FEIR for the General Plan. 

3. Mitigation Measures:
It appears that the Negative Declaration relies on the analysis in the FEIR for the General Plan since it is stated on page 10 that the General Plan EIR “determined that even with mitigation, the growth projected in the General Plan would result in significantly adverse impacts to air quality in the Hemet area…”  It is recommended that the lead agency identify mitigation measures from the FEIR for the General Plan that are applicable to the proposed project.
