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May 9, 2003

Orlando Hernandez

City of Fontana

Planning Division

8353 Sierra Avenue

Fontana, CA 92335

Dear Mr. Hernandez,

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (DMND) for

Empire Center South Project: Fontana

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 Mitigated Negative Declaration.

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

SBC030428-08

Control Number

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (DMND) for 

Empire Center South Project, Fontana

Project Emissions:
On page 3-10 of the DMND, the lead agency simply states that “construction and occupancy and use of the proposed project would lead to increases in pollutant emissions in the area, as associated with development of residential, commercial, and park uses on the project site.”  Other than PM10 emissions from site grading, the lead agency fails to provide any data or information on how much emissions will be generated by the project either during construction or operation at buildout.  Without quantifying emission impacts generated by the proposed  project, the lead agency has not demonstrated that the proposed project will not have significant adverse air quality impacts.  It is recommended that the lead agency use the methodologies described in the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook or any other approved methodologies to calculate both construction and operational emissions.  Should project emissions exceed applicable significance thresholds, the lead agency should require other mitigation measures beyond those required by SCAQMD Rule 403 and listed on pages 3-10 through 3-12.    The following mitigation measures are proposed for consideration:
· Maintain equipment and vehicle engines in good condition and in proper tune as per manufacturers’ specifications.
· Require the use of alternative clean fuel such as compressed natural gas-powered equipment instead of diesel-powered engines, or if diesel equipment has to be used, use particulate filters, oxidation catalysts and low sulfur diesel as defined in Rule 431.2, i.e., with less than 15 ppm sulfur content.

· Use electricity from power poles instead of temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered generators.

· Use light-colored roof materials to deflect heat.

· Use double-paned windows to reduce thermal loss.

· Install central water heating systems to reduce energy consumption.

· Install energy-efficient appliances to reduce energy consumption
Mitigation Measure 3.3.A:

This mitigation measure on page 4-3 of the DMND requires, “Limiting grading/soil disturbance to 14 acres or as small an area as practical at any one time.”  It is recommended that the mitigation be modified as follows, “limiting grading/soil disturbance to 14 acres or less.”
Further, since the lead agency has not quantified PM10 emissions from construction equipment exhaust emissions, the amount of acreage that can be graded per day may need to be reduced depending on the PM10 emissions estimated from the construction equipment. 
Project Mitigation:
On page 3-13 of the DMND, the lead agency states that with the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures during construction, construction-related project impacts to regional pollutant levels would be less than significant.  Without any specific data on project emissions, and the control efficiencies of the proposed mitigation measures, the lead agency has not demonstrated that project’s regional air quality impacts would be less than significant. 
Short-Term Impacts:
On page 3-13 of the DMND, the lead agency observes that the construction emissions from the project would be short-term, and that coupled with the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, the project’s air quality impact would be less than significant.  Please note that designations of non-attainment or emissions significance determinations are based on daily exceedances of an ambient air quality standard.  Consequently, whether or not emissions are temporary has no relevance to determining a project’s impact significance.  It is recommended that this statement be deleted in the final MND.   

Hot Spots:
According to Table 3-8 on page 3-68 of the DMND, a number of  intersections have existing level of service ratings of D, E, or F.  Table 3-7 on page 3-62 of the DMND shows that 13,730 total trips will be generated daily by the project.  The traffic study also states on page 3-63 that “ambient traffic would adversely impact 11 of the 13 study intersections.”  Given the above conditions, a CO hot spots analysis would be warranted.  Please include the input-output tables that will be used in the CALINE 4 analysis in the final MND to facilitate review.
