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May 27, 2003
Mr. Dan Long, Associate Planner
City of Temecula
43200 Business Park Drive
P.O. Box 9033
Temecula, CA 92589-9033
Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 93.77 Acre Linfield Christian School Master Plan (PA01-0653 and PA02-0612) -  City of Temecula
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 Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Mitigated 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 Gordon Mize, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.





Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.




Program Supervisor




Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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May 27, 2003
Associate Planner

Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 93.77 Acre Linfield Christian School Master Plan (PA01-0653 and PA02-0612) - City of Temecula
1. In Section 3. Air Quality on page 5 of the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (Draft MND), the lead agency has determined that air quality impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. Section 3.b.c. also states, in part “Temporary impacts due to construction on the site may be expected, however the impacts are not considered significant and conditions of approval have been incorporated that will mitigate these temporary impacts.” In addition, the lead agency did not include estimates of the project’s construction impacts, operation impacts or impacts of the proposed mitigation measures. Because this information has not been included in the Draft MND, the lead agency has therefore not demonstrated that the proposed project will not generate significant adverse construction or operational air quality impacts.

The Draft MND should contain sufficient technical detail to permit full assessment of significant environmental impacts by reviewing agencies and members of the public. Therefore, the Final MND should include the emission estimates, emission factors, methodologies and control efficiencies for the proposed mitigation measures. This information could be included in the Final MND as part of the narration or as an appendix.

In order to ensure that the proposed project’s emission impacts are not significant, the lead agency can utilize the current URBEMIS 2002 land use emissions model, which can be accessed at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/models.html or follow the calculation methodologies in Chapter 9 and the Appendix to Chapter 9 in the South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook.

2. In the event that quantification of the air quality impacts from the proposed project, either construction and/or operational, exceed established significance thresholds, mitigation measures beyond those identified in the Mitigation Monitoring Program may be necessary. In addition to identifying feasible mitigation measures, the lead agency should specify the control efficiency of each mitigation measure (if one is available) and apply the control efficiency to the total emissions estimated for the project. In this way the lead agency can quantitatively determine the significance of air quality impacts from the proposed project.
Mr. Dan Long,
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May 27, 2003
Associate Planner

Notice of Intent to Adopt Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 93.77 Acre Linfield Christian School Master Plan (PA01-0653 and PA02-0612) - City of Temecula
3. In addition to the above analysis, it is recommended that the lead agency identify whether or not the proposed project will include new bus trips to transport children to the site once it becomes operational. If the project involves new bus trips and the buses are diesel buses, it is recommended that a health risk assessment (HRA) for cancer risks be prepared. Guidance containing acceptable methodologies for performing the HRA can be found on the AQMD’s website at the following internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/hra_guide.doc.

4. The lead agency should provide additional clarification regarding the mitigation measure relative to watering to control fugitive dust. It is unlikely that a contractor will “continuously” water an active site. Specifying the number of times watering should occur is sufficient. For example, watering two times per day can reduce fugitive dust emissions approximately 50 percent. Watering two times per day would normally be sufficient to comply with AQMD Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust, which, therefore, would not be considered mitigation since it is required of all dust generating projects in the South Coast Air Basin. Watering three times per day can reduce fugitive dust emissions approximately 68 percent. Watering more than three times per day produces marginal additional benefits.
