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FAXED: JULY 22, 2004





July 22, 2004
Mr. Michael Harrison, Director of Operations and Planning
Chaffey Joint Union High School District
211 West Fifth Street
Ontario, CA 91762-1698
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 60-acre High School #9 in the City of Fontana – Chaffey Joint Union High School District
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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July 22, 2004
Director of Operations and Planning
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Proposed 60-acre High School #9 in the City of Fontana – Chaffey Joint Union High School District
1. The lead agency estimated construction emission impacts using the California Air Resources Board URBEMIS 2002 computer model and summarized mitigated and unmitigated impacts in Tables 1 and 2 of the Draft MND on pages 22-24. There is also discussion of some of the inputs to the model in Appendix A including the amount of soil disturbance per day, the numbers and types of construction equipment used, and other construction information. Mitigation measures for construction activities are listed on page 24.
What is not but should be included in the Final MND are the model output sheets that include all of the inputs and changes made to the URBEMIS 2002. All changes to the model should also be documented in the Final MND, including the specific mitigation measure defaults modified in the model to reduce construction NOx impacts to less than significant. Staff has modeled the project using the URBEMIS 2002 model using construction information included in the Draft MND and was not able to verify the reductions shown in Table 2 on pages 23 and 24. The lead agency should therefore provide the additional information to clarify the mitigated totals for construction impacts and to demonstrate its finding of less than significant for NOx construction impacts.
2. It is recommended that the lead agency investigate the availability of aqueous diesel fuel. Currently, the availability of this technology is relatively limited, so it may not be available for use by the project proponent. Based on the possibility that technologies to mitigate mobile source emissions may not be available, a more conservative approach would be to turn off that mitigation measure and not take credit for control efficiencies associated with it. Alternatively, the lead agency can continue to use this measure, but indicate alternative measures to achieve equivalent emission reductions in the event aqueous diesel fuels are not available.
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