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January 31, 2003
Mr. W. Ono Ujor

City of Los Angeles

Community Redevelopment Agency 

354 S. Spring Street, Suite 880

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Dear Mr. Ujor,

Draft Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration 

Antes Columbus Football Club Youth Center Project – City 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 in the Final Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Initial Study and 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 James Koizumi, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3234 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: JK
LAC030114-02
Control Number

Draft Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration 

Antes Columbus Football Club Youth Center Project – City of Los Angeles
1. Project Parameters:  The project description on page 2 of section 1.0 is relatively general and omits project description information in Figure A-1.  An accurate project description is necessary to allow a more robust assessment of the proposed project and related potential impacts.  For example, it appears that the stadium/garage/locker rooms would comprise 104,282 square feet; the culinary arts center with commercial kitchen would comprise 4,580 square feet, and the youth center/day care center would comprise 32,380 square feet.  Therefore, the total land use area of this project appears to be 136,662 square feet.  It would also be helpful if the individual components of the youth center and stadium were described more comprehensively.  
2. Air Quality Standards/Violation:  Emission estimates using URBEMIS 2001 are presented in the Draft IS/MND.  URBEMIS 2001 output files are presented in Appendix A of the Draft IS/MND.  However, it was difficult to verify the results for the following reasons:
· It appears from the URBEMIS 2001 model output presented in Appendix A of the Draft IS/MND, that a 26,170 square foot youth center and 6,210 square foot day care were used to develop emission estimates.  These two land use categories represent only a portion of the total land uses proposed at the facility.  In addition to generating trip rates, the land uses are also tied to area source emissions, such as natural gas combustion emissions.  Neither the youth center nor the day care land use categories in UREMIS 2001 include boilers adequate for the locker rooms and commercial kitchen.  While football fields and commercial kitchens at culinary art centers are not available categories within URBEMIS 2001, other land use categories can be used as surrogates.  Addition of health club and high turnover restaurant categories, which include boiler emissions, may be used to better represent impacts from the project.  The culinary art center may not serve the volume of people a typical high turnover restaurant serves; however, higher numbers of chefs typically cook at culinary art centers than in most restaurants.  Therefore, the overall number of meals may be equivalent.  
· A total of 0 acres of land use area and 6,210 of retail/office/institutional square footage are presented in the URBEMIS 2001 Detailed Report.  When compared to the total size of the project or even to the youth/day care center (32,380 square feet), the land use area and square footage used to develop emissions in the Draft IS/MND appears to be too small.  

· User provided trip rates were input in the URBEMIS 2001 model.  Please provide references and documentation for proposed project trip rates.
· Off-road mobile equipment is not presented for building the proposed project.  Use of mobile equipment would be expected to complete this project.  Please add appropriate off-road mobile equipment or use the “Recalc with Land Use Button” within the Mobile Equipment category for URBEMIS 2001 defaults.
· On page 2, under Description of Project, the Draft IS/MND states that 226,000 cubic yards of dirt would be exported over a ten week period.  Unfortunately, URBEMIS 2001 does not calculate combustion emissions from on-road construction vehicle haul trips.  Attached is a spreadsheet with delivery truck exhaust emission factors.  Emissions may be estimated by multiplying the delivery truck emission factor for the appropriate year, the number of truck trips, and the haul round trip distance. 
The Draft IS/MND states that the project emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD CEQA significance thresholds.  However, once recalculated, these changes could alter the emission values and significance conclusions.  

3. Criteria Pollutants/State Air Quality Standard:  On page 18, the first sentence of the last paragraph states that the South Coast Air Basin has not attained national and state standards for ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10).  The South Coast Air Basin is now in attainment for NO2.  Please update this statement in the Final IS/MND.
4. Sensitive Receptors:  All applicable SCAQMD rules, including Rule 402 - Nuisance, and Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust would apply to this project.  

Under Rule 403, the site would be subject to the following requirements:

· This site does not need to submit a fugitive dust plan as it is not considered a large facility (greater than 100 acres of disturbed surface area). 

· Prevent visible emissions beyond the property line;

· Implement at least one BACM measure for each fugitive dust active operation;

(
Upwind and downwind simultaneous samples not to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter levels of PM10; and

· Prevent visible dust from being deposited upon public paved roadways.

Because compliance with Rule 403 fugitive dust control requirements will influence emission estimates of fugitive dust during construction, it is recommended that the lead agency identify the specific BACMs to be implemented for the proposed project in the Final IS/MND. 
On page 36, under XV Transportation/Traffic Question b, the Draft IS/MND references an e-mail included in Appendix C that states that a traffic report is not required.  Please refer to this e-mail in the air quality section and state that because a traffic study is not required, impact to level of service (LOS) at intersections surrounding the project is not expected.  Intersections without change in LOS are not expected to generate CO hotspots.
5. Objectionable Odors:  While odors from the operation of the proposed project may not affect sensitive receptors, odors from construction may affect people near the project site.  A discussion of possible short-term objectionable odors such as equipment/vehicle exhaust, asphalt and paint from construction operations may be useful.
6. Mitigation Measures:  If revising the analysis, as recommended in item #2, results in significant construction or operational air quality impacts, mitigation measures identified in the URBEMIS 2001 model output should be included in the air quality discussion of the Final IS/MND.  Additional mitigation measures can be found in Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993.  
	Highest (Most Conservative) EMFAC 2002 (version 2.2) 

	Emission Factors for On-Road Vehicles

	Projects in the SCAQMD (Scenario Years 2003 - 2025)

	Derived from Wintertime Emissions Inventory (except Annual Average CO for passenger vehicles)

	Passenger Vehicles (<8500 pounds), Delivery Trucks (>8500 pounds)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	The following emission factors were compiled by running the California Air Resources Board's EMFAC2002 

	(version 2.2) Burden Model, taking the weighted average of vehicle types and simplifying into two categories

	which can be used to calculate on-road mobile source emissions.  Use the following equation:

	Emissions (pounds per day) = N x TL x EF

	where N = number of trips, TL = trip length (miles/day), and EF = emission factor (pounds per mile)

	This methodology replaces the old EMFAC emission factors in Tables A-9-5-J-1 through  A-9-5-L in 

	Appendix A9 of the current SCAQMD CEQA Handbook.  All the emission factors account for the emissions

	from start, running and idling exhaust.  In addition, the ROG emission factors take into account diurnal, hot

	soak, running and resting emissions, and PM10 emission factor takes into account the tire and brake wear.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Scenario Year: 2003 -- Model Years: 1965 to 2003
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Passenger Vehicles (pounds/mile)
	 
	Delivery Trucks (pounds/mile)
	
	
	

	CO
	0.01815
	 
	CO
	0.025508
	
	
	

	NOx
	0.002014
	 
	NOx
	0.031208
	
	
	

	ROG
	0.001935
	 
	ROG
	0.003362
	
	
	

	SOx
	0.00001
	 
	SOx
	0.000241
	
	
	

	PM10
	0.000112
	 
	PM10
	0.001003
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Scenario Year: 2004 -- Model Years: 1965 to 2004
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Passenger Vehicles (pounds/mile)
	 
	Delivery Trucks (pounds/mile)
	
	
	

	CO
	0.016559
	 
	CO
	0.02309
	
	
	

	NOx
	0.0018
	 
	NOx
	0.029607
	
	
	

	ROG
	0.001771
	 
	ROG
	0.003148
	
	
	

	SOx
	0.00001
	 
	SOx
	0.000243
	
	
	

	PM10
	0.000113
	 
	PM10
	0.000961
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Scenario Year: 2005 -- Model Years: 1965 to 2005
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Passenger Vehicles (pounds/mile)
	 
	Delivery Trucks (pounds/mile)
	
	
	

	CO
	0.015165
	 
	CO
	0.020984
	
	
	

	NOx
	0.001634
	 
	NOx
	0.028142
	
	
	

	ROG
	0.001626
	 
	ROG
	0.002955
	
	
	

	SOx
	0.00001
	 
	SOx
	0.000246
	
	
	

	PM10
	0.000113
	 
	PM10
	0.000923
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Scenario Year: 2006 -- Model Years: 1965 to 2006
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Passenger Vehicles (pounds/mile)
	 
	Delivery Trucks (pounds/mile)
	
	
	

	CO
	0.013925
	 
	CO
	0.019135
	
	
	

	NOx
	0.001489
	 
	NOx
	0.026756
	
	
	

	ROG
	0.001497
	 
	ROG
	0.002779
	
	
	

	SOx
	0.000009
	 
	SOx
	0.000248
	
	
	

	PM10
	0.000114
	 
	PM10
	0.000887
	
	
	


