Robert Kanter
-1-
April 2, 2004


	
[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:  APRIL 2, 2004









April 2, 2004

Robert Kanter, Ph.D.

Director of Planning

The Port of Long Beach

P. O. Box 570

Long Beach,  CA 90801-0570

Dear Dr. Kanter:

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Back Channel Navigation Safety Improvements Project

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

LAC040309-01

Control Number

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (DND) for the Back Channel Navigation Safety Improvements Project

1. Air Quality Impacts:
The lead agency concludes on page 15 of the DND that NOX, ROG and CO construction emissions would exceed the SCAQMD daily significance thresholds even after mitigation.  However, the lead agency dismisses these exceedances as short-term and temporary and therefore less than significant.  Please note that designations of nonattainment or emissions significance determinations are based on daily exceedances of an ambient air quality standard.  Consequently, whether or not emissions are temporary is irrelevant to determining air quality significance.  As a result, air quality impacts from the proposed project should be considered significant.  

2. Traffic Impacts:
On page 28, section 12 (a-d) of the Environmental Assessment Checklist, the lead agency states that the proposed project is a “temporary construction project that would employ no more than 50 personnel on any given day,” and that “the additional vehicle trips associated with these workers would not be sufficient to alter the Level of Service (LOS) at any intersection in the surrounding area and would result in less than significant impacts on traffic flow.”  The lead agency does not provide any information or tables showing the level of service on nearby street intersections and how these additional trips may or may not affect congestion during the nine months that the project would be under construction.  Given that the traffic in the general port area is heavy, traffic impacts of the additional vehicle trips along with those from trucks taking some of the dredged material out of the port area, may affect the level of service at any intersection that may already be severely congested.  If the increased traffic increases the volume to capacity ratio at any intersection rated D or worse by two percent or more, a CO hotspots analysis may be warranted.
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