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FAXED: JANUARY 21, 2004



January 21, 2004

Mr. Matthew Bassi, Principal Planner

City of Hemet

Planning Department

445 E. Florida Avenue

Hemet, CA 92543

Notice of Intent to Adopt Negative Declaration (ND) for the Proposed 104-Unit Town Home Project on 7.4 acres Tent. Tract No. 31864 – City of Hemet
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 (MND).

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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1. In the Draft ND’s Air Quality Section III. A), the lead agency references a telephone conversation with SCAQMD staff on February 13, 2003 regarding the URBEMIS 2002 model and the model’s estimate for “ROG Construction.” This statement about ROG construction refers to architectural coatings and the URBEMIS 2002 model’s use of a very conservative methodology to estimate architectural coating emissions, resulting in very high ROG emissions from architectural coatings. The SCAQMD would like to clarify the perception from the phone conversation that the model’s analysis of architectural coatings emissions is incorrect. This is not the case. The intent was to alert the lead agency that architectural coating emission estimates might be overly conservative. This, however, does not mean that they should not be calculated.
In the Final ND, the lead agency should not omit the analysis of architectural coatings, but either use the URBEMIS 2002 model or calculate emissions manually by assuming 250 grams of VOC per liter of coating coverage per gallon of coating and area to be coated. If the estimate of architectural coating emissions contributes to exceeding the VOC significance threshold of 75 pounds per day, low VOC coatings are available and should be required as a mitigation measure.
2. On page 14, the Summary Report table for PM10 and NOx from construction seemed low compared with the project description. To confirm the results, staff ran the URBEMIS 2002 model and the emission results were higher. Since the Draft ND did not include the output sheets from the model (see also comment #1), SCAQMD staff could not verify whether or not the defaults had been activated.
In order to ensure that default equipment values are applied in the program, please ensure that any changes to the View Land Use Settings icon in the program e.g., the unit amounts, are activated by clicking the “OK-Apply Changes” button. Then, under the “View Construction Settings” icon, ensure that any changes to the program, e.g. construction start year, etc. are activated by again clicking on the “OK - Apply Changes” button. Next, in the same “View Construction Settings” screen, highlight and click on “Phase 2: Site Grading” under Construction Emission Source. When that window appears, highlight the “Equip Exhaust – 1” button. Click on “Recalc w/Max daily Acreage” and then repeat these steps for the remaining two “Equip Exhaust – 2” and “Equip Exhaust – 3” buttons. The default equipment values will appear as applicable in the “Equip Exhaust – 1,2, or 3” screens. The PM10 and NOx values for site grading activities for fugitive dust and equipment exhaust will then reflect the 
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activated URBEMIS 2002 default values for area disturbed and the default equipment values in the model. If the construction defaults have not been activated for this project, it is recommended that the lead agency re-run the model and revise the resulting emission estimates.

In the Final ND and for subsequent analyses, the lead agency should include the model’s output sheets along with the assumptions and any changes made to the model to estimate construction and operational emissions in an appendix. This will allow SCAQMD staff to evaluate the model results. The additional information can be added as an appendix, as footnotes, or as part of the narration.

3. The Summary Report table on page 14 shows total construction and operation estimates for the proposed project. In the Final ND, it is recommended that construction estimates should be broken down by emission source for each relevant construction phase, i.e., any demolition, site preparation, and construction, showing emissions sources such as on- and off-road vehicle emissions, worker trips and architectural coating activities. Operational sources should also be detailed by emissions’ sources.
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