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August 19, 2004

Ms. Carole K. Donahoe, AICP, Project Planner
City of Lake Elsinore

Community Development Department, Planning Division
130 South Main Street
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 59-acre Tentative Tract No. 31792 Single Family Unit Residential Unit Development – City of Lake Elsinore
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 Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).

Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption 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 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 19, 2004

AICP, Project Planner
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 59-acre Tentative Tract No. 31792 Single Family Unit Residential Unit Development – City of Lake Elsinore
1. In Section III.a.b. Air Quality 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. Although the lead agency in Section III.b estimated long-term air quality impacts using the URBEMIS 2002 computer model, the lead agency did not calculate construction emission impacts or include the construction output sheets from the URBEMIS2002 model.  Instead, the  lead agency describes construction impacts as “temporary and can be considered less than significant with the incorporation of the mitigation measures…” Because the lead agency did not actually estimate short-term project impacts, the lead agency has not demonstrated that the proposed project will not generate significant adverse construction air quality impacts.
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15147, 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 construction emission estimates, emission factors, methodologies and control efficiencies for the proposed mitigation measures. This information could be included in the Final MND in a table, as part of the narration or as an appendix.

The URBEMIS 2002 emissions model used by the lead agency to estimate long-term project impacts can also be used to estimate the proposed project’s construction impacts. The most current version of the URBEMIS 2002 model can be found at http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/urbemis/urbemis2002/urbemis2002.htm or the lead agency can follow the calculation methodologies in Chapter 9 and the Appendix to Chapter 9 in the South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook.

2. According to Caltrans’ Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol, 1997 (CO Protocol), three meters should be added to each side of a roadway to account for the mixing zone (page 2-6).  In the CO hotspots analysis presented for the proposed project, the road widths presented in Table 4 of the Air Quality Impact Analysis Tentative Track No. 31792, March 2994 are the same as the mixing zone widths input in to the CALINE4 model; therefore, it is not clear whether the Table 4 presents road widths or mixing widths (road widths including three meters each side of the road width to reflect the mixing zone).  If the road widths presented in Table 4 are mixing zones please correct the column title, and either add a note to the table or documented in the text describing the relationship between road widths and mixing zone widths. 
Ms. Carole K. Donahoe
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August 19, 2004

AICP, Project Planner

Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 59-acre Tentative Tract No. 31792 Single Family Unit Residential Unit Development – City of Lake Elsinore
3. The receptor placement in the CALINE4 CO modeling is not standard.  Receptors were placed within the mixing zone in the roadway.  Receptors need to be moved from out of the mixing zone; since according to the CO Protocol, the closest receptors should be placed to roadways are three meters from the roadway.  Receptors are typically placed on the corners were intersections meet. 
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