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January 16, 2003
Mr. Donn Montag
City of Rialto, Planning Department
150 South Palm Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 133-Acre

ProLogis Warehouse/Distribution Industrial Park – City of Rialto
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, Transportation 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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January 16, 2003
Planning Division
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 133-Acre

ProLogis Warehouse/Distribution Industrial Park – City of Rialto
1. The lead agency has determined on page 4.1-27 of the Draft EIR that diesel exhaust emissions as calculated for a 70-year exposure would produce a significant health risk in year 2006 and that there is a significant cumulative impact due to diesel exhaust emissions. Because of these findings, the following potential mitigation measures are recommended, if feasible:
Potential Mitigation Measures

· Revise the first bullet of mitigation measure REIR – AIR9 (page 4.1-12) to provide a minimum buffer zone of 300 meters between truck traffic and sensitive receptors

· Re-route truck traffic by adding direct off-ramps for the truck traffic or by restricting truck traffic on certain sensitive routes;

· Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

· Enforce truck parking restrictions;

· Develop park and ride programs in addition to encouraging alternate transportation modes and providing mass transit accommodations (mitigation measure REIR – AIR7 on page 4.11);

· Restrict truck idling;

· Restrict operation to alternative fuel “clean” trucks, especially trucks dedicated to onsite operation;

· Electrify service equipment at warehouse;

· Provide electrical hook-ups for trucks that need to cool their load;

· Electrify auxiliary power units;

· Use “clean” street sweepers;

· Pave roads and road shoulders.

· Provide onsite services to minimize truck traffic in or near residential areas, including, but not limited to, the following services: meal or cafeteria service; automated teller machines; etc.

· Require or provide incentives to use low-sulfur diesel fuel with particulate traps.

· Conduct air quality monitoring at sensitive receptors.
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January 16, 2003

Planning Division

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 133-Acre

ProLogis Warehouse/Distribution Industrial Park – City of Rialto

2. In Appendix C Air Quality Analysis Report Attachment A page 2 of 5 Onsite Construction Combustion Emissions – Daily Emissions for Building 1, the Diesel Usage of 7,148 gallons of diesel fuel per day seems high for construction equipment activity that the lead agency would reasonably be expected to use to grade 4.43 acres per day and construct Building 1 in the Phase One of the proposed project. The NOx emissions estimate of 1,929.91 pounds per day could therefore be overestimated. In the Final EIR, it would be helpful in reviewing the construction analyses to add an estimated equipment list of the number and types of equipment to be used for this and every construction phase to obtain a better emissions’ estimate from those vehicles and pieces of equipment.
3. In Attachment C (Air Quality Impact Analysis) and Attachment D (Health Risk Assessment of the Draft EIR, the following comments apply to the diesel particulate matter (DPM) portion of the HRA for the proposed project:
a) The HRA does not consider several important sources of DPM emissions associated with the project including:
1) On-site truck idling emissions;
2) Running exhaust emissions from truck traffic on local streets while transiting between the proposed project and the local freeway; and
3) On-site emissions from transportation refrigeration units and/or auxiliary power units.
By excluding these potential sources of DPM, the Draft EIR is understating the already significant cancer impacts from the proposed project. The AQMD recommends that these missing sources be included in the HRA analysis and reflected in the Final EIR.
b) There are potential problems with the Running DPM Emission Factor as described in Attachment D on page D-5. On page D-5, the running DPM emission factor is calculated by dividing the total daily DPM emissions in the South Coast Air Basin by the total daily heavy-duty diesel VMT.  The average truck speed associated with this composite emission factor is probably not representative of a reasonable on-site traffic speed.  It would have been more appropriate to determine a reasonable on-site truck traffic speed (i.e., 5 to 10 mph) and use emission factor provided by EMFAC 2002 for that speed.  It should be noted that the running emission factors used in the HRA (i.e., 0.27 g/mi for 2006 and 0.09 g/mi for 2020) are much lower that the emission factors used by the ARB (0.67 g/mi) in its evaluation of a hypothetical truck stop and distribution center (see http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/documents/rrpapp.htm).
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Planning Division

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 133-Acre

ProLogis Warehouse/Distribution Industrial Park – City of Rialto

c) The cumulative impacts from DPM emissions were not quantified (see page 4.1-27).  The AQMD recommends that information regarding other nearby development be included in the Final EIR. This is of particular concern because there is additional warehouse development nearby.
