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March 25, 2004
Mr. Mario A. Ornelas
City of Glendora
116 east Foothill Boulevard
Glendora, CA 91741
Dear Mr. Ornelas:

Draft Negative Declaration for Development Plan Review (DPR04-12)
Sunflower Avenue: Glendora
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 in the Final Negative Declaration.

Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification 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 Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: CB

LAC040305-06
Control Number

Draft Negative Declaration (DND) for Development Plan Review (DPR04-12):
Sunflower Blvd: Glendora
1. Project Emissions and Mitigation:  
In section 3 (a) on page 5 of the DND, the lead agency states that the proposed project “will not release any pollutants into the air; therefore, it will not contribute to a considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the region is in non-attainment.”   The lead agency further states that “The project does not involve harmful pollutants and there are no generators of harmful pollutants in the vicinity of the project.”  The lead agency does not, however, present any data to demonstrate that the proposed project’s air quality impacts will not be significant.  Given that the air basin is non-attainment for PM10 and Ozone, project emissions may contribute to violations of ambient air quality standards.   
Although the proposed project is relatively small, being a single family residence, the substantial cut and fill operations that will be necessary to construct the residence have the potential to exceed the regional PM10 significance threshold of 150 pounds per day.   Based on the substantial cut and fill operations, calculating construction emissions will be warranted.  It is recommended that the lead agency use California Air Resources Board (ARB) computer model URBEMIS 2002 to estimate the project’s construction and operational emissions.  This model can be assessed at the ARB website: www.arb.ca.gov.  If quantification of emissions shows that project emissions exceed established significance thresholds, then mitigation measures must be imposed by the lead agency to reduce those emissions.

2. SCREENING TABLES:
Reference is made on page 5 of the DND to the use of the screening tables (Tables 6-2 and 6-3) in the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook).  The screening tables identify thresholds for residential project at 166 homes and/or 177 acres.  Please note that although the screening tables in the Handbook were developed by the SCAQMD, the SCAQMD no longer supports the use of these tables.  This is because the mobile source emission factors used in the tables are from an old version of the California Air Resources Board EMFAC model.  The current version is EMFAC 2002.  Furthermore, the trip generation rates used in the screening tables are from an older version of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual.  The current version is the sixth.  For the final ND, as mentioned above, the SCAQMD recommends that the lead agency use either the emission calculation methodologies from the Handbook or the current version of the CARB-approved model URBEMIS 2002 now available on the CARB website.
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