Ms. Maria Dadian
-1-
December 5, 2003


	
[image: image1.wmf]
	South Coast
Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-2000  http://www.aqmd.gov


FAXED:  DECEMBER 5, 2003










December 5, 2003

Ms. Maria Dadian

City of Artesia

Planning Department

18747 Clarkdale Avenue

Artesia, CA 90701

Dear Ms. Dadian

Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration for 

National Ready Mixed Concrete Plant Project 

(11725 Artesia Boulevard)

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 Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.  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

LACO31120-01

Control Number

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) For the National Ready Mixed Concrete Plant (11725 Artesia Boulevard)
1. Calculating Mobile Source Emissions:
The text of the IS/MND and Appendix A show total mobile source emissions, both construction equipment (off-road mobile sources) and on-road mobile sources.  However, the intermediate equations showing how the results were derived are not included so it is difficult to confirm the results.  In the Final IS/MND and future CEQA documents please provide spreadsheets showing equations, assumptions, etc., used to derive the total daily emissions.
2. Emission factors Sources:
Table F on page 25 of Appendix A shows construction equipment exhaust emissions.  The table does not show what emission factors were used to generate these emissions.  Furthermore, the on-road mobile source emission factors in the middle table on page 33, Appendix A of Appendix A, do not correlate with the emission factors in the EMFAC2002 printouts which are attached.  Therefore, it is unclear what is the actual source of the off-road and on-road mobile source emission factors.
3. Architectural Coatings:  
On page 27 of Appendix A, the text states that emissions from architectural coatings are not provided because architectural coatings will comply with SCAQMD rules and regulations.  This may be so, but the lead agency needs to calculate the architectural coatings emissions in order to be able to determine whether the VOC emissions are significant and, if so, feasible mitigation measures need to be implemented to reduce those emissions to less than significant levels.

4. Stationary Source Emissions:
The lead agency should show existing emissions from permitted stationary source equipment, the emissions from the new permitted equipment, and the net change. 
5. CO Hotspots Analysis::  
The CO hotspots discussion indicates that peak morning trips would go from 622 trips to 521 trips so a CO hotspots analysis is not necessary.  Since the total number of trips generated by the project does not change, the 101 trips are shifted to other times.  Depending on how the trips are shifted, there could be a substantial increase in congestion at nearby intersections, which may warrant a CO hotspots analysis.  Therefore, the SCAQMD recommends that the lead agency discuss the shift in vehicle trips, the effects on intersection LOSs, and, if warranted perform a CO hotspots analysis.  A CO hotspots analysis is warranted if the LOS at an intersection changes from a C to D or there is a two percent increase in the volume-to-capacity ratio for intersections rated D or worse. 
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