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April 9, 2004

Mr. Gary Y. Sugano
City of Lomita
Community Development Director
24300 Narbonne Avenue
Lomita, CA 90717
Negative Declaration No 2004-1 for the Proposed 16-Unit Condominium Project –City of Lomita
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 into the Final Negative Declaration.

Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final 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 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, CEQA Section
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April 9, 2004

Negative Declaration No 2004-1 for the Proposed 16-Unit Condominium Project –City of Lomita 
1. The lead agency estimated the proposed project’s construction and operation emissions using the URBEMIS 2002 model and attached summary output sheets from the model with the Draft ND. In the Final ND and for future projects, it would be helpful for the public review if the lead agency provided the URBEMIS 2002 detailed report, which includes the construction and operational details. Since only the summary report was provided, the Draft ND does not include details for the amount of area that would be graded daily, the length of the site preparation period, the amounts and periods of any cut and fill activities, the number and types of on- and off-road equipment used, emission estimates for worker trips architectural coating, etc. In general, the air quality analysis should include sufficient detail to verify its results. This information could also be supplied in the narration or as part of an appendix.
1. On page eight of the initial study, the lead agency proposed the following conditions to reduce the impacts from fugitive dust from construction operations. The SCAQMD recommends the following changes if applicable and feasible:
1. Site dust suppression:

a Enclose, cover or water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders according to manufacturers specifications, to exposed piles (i.e., gravel, sand, dirt) with 5% or greater silt content. Watering all excavated material to prevent wind erosion while it is on-site or being moved;
c Controlling the number and activity of vehicles on site at any given time (state any limits). Provide temporary traffic control during all phases of construction activities to improve traffic flow (e.g., flag person);
d Replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.  Seeding areas to be left inactive for long enough period to secure the soil, Llimiting the area excavated (state amount of area e.g., number of cubic yards per day, etc.) at any given time;
f Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent public paved roads. Street sweepers should be Rule 1186 certified and water sweepers should be using reclaimed water, if available. Sweeping streets adjacent to the construction site to remove dust caused by the construction activities.
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