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August 13, 2004

Robert Kanter, Ph.D.
Director of Planning

Port of Long Beach
925 Harbor Plaza
Long Beach, CA 90802
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (DEIR/EA) for the Proposed Gerald Desmond Bridge Replacement – The Port of Long Beach
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  The SCAQMD would also like to thank the lead agency for the additional time to submit comments. The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into the Final EIR/EA.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment. 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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August 13, 2004

Director of Planning

Draft Environmental Impact Report /Environmental Assessment (DEIR/EA) for the Proposed Gerald Desmond Bridge Replacement – The Port of Long Beach
1. In appendix A, a number of the tables indicate that the methodologies to calculate architectural coating emissions and PM10 emissions from paved roads were derived from the URBEMIS7G model.
a) Relative to architectural coatings, the methodologies to calculate architectural coating emissions (Table A-4) remains valid and is used in the current version of URBEMIS2002, which has been available for over two years.
b) Relative to calculating PM10 emissions from paved roads, the lead agency uses a non-standard approach. In this situation, using URBEMIS7G to calculate paved road PM10 is not appropriate because the methodology used in URBEMIS7G is based on an old AP-42 methodology. It is recommended that the lead agency recalculate paved road PM10 emissions using the methodology in URBEMIS2002, which is based on an updated methodology in AP-42.  Alternatively, the lead agency can use the methodology and emission factors in the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (see Table A9-9-C). Finally, please note that the correct reference source for URBEMIS is the California Air Resources Board (CARB) not Jones & Stokes.  The current model can be obtained at the following website:  http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/urbemis/urbemis2002/urbemis2002.htm
2. In Appendix B Air Quality Data, e.g. Tables A-5, A-8, and A-11, the lead agency references using on-road construction mobile source emission factors from the EMFAC 2001 on-road mobile source computer model in the table footnotes in estimating construction motor vehicle project air quality impacts. The SCAQMD recommends that the lead agency reanalyze project impacts using the most current model, EMFAC 2002, which has been available since September 2002 to estimate project impacts. The current model can be obtained at the following website: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/on-road/latest_version.htm .

Although the source of the emission factors used to calculate operational on-road emissions was not provided in the DEIR/EA, it is assumed that EMFAC2001 was used. Similar to the recommendation for calculating construction on-road emissions, it is recommended the lead agency recalculate operational paved road PM10    emissions using EMFAC2002.
Mr. Robert Kanter, Ph.D.
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August 13, 2004

Director of Planning

Draft Environmental Impact Report /Environmental Assessment (DEIR/EA) for the Proposed Gerald Desmond Bridge Replacement – The Port of Long Beach
3. Output sheets for Screening Health Risk Assessment:

a) The model outputs for the ISCST3 and the ACE2588 were not provided for review. Therefore, the SACQMD was not able to verify conclusions drawn by the lead agency on pages 3-12 and in Appendix F of the DEIR/EA regarding its modeling for the screening health risk assessment. These output sheets should be included in the Final EIR/EA.

_1127115454.doc


�












