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September 15, 2005
Ms. Karen Hoo
Los Angeles World Airports
Long Range Planning Department
7301 World Way West, Room 308
Los Angeles, CA 90045-5803

Project-Level Tiered Draft Environmental | mpact Report for
South Airfield Improvement Project, L os Angeles I nternational Airport (LAX)
Proposed LAX Master Plan project
(August 2005)
Dear Ms. Hoo:

The South Coast Air Quality Management District £&&IMD) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. Thewollj comments are meant as guidance
for the Lead Agency and should be incorporatethénRinal Project Environmental Impact
Report.

The SCAQMD needed an additional day to provide cemisibecause the underlying air quality
related spreadsheets were not provided with thi¢ doaument, which delayed staff review. For
all future projects, please provide all technicad@ort documents and spreadsheets (electronic
versions) along with the draft CEQA documents.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21082&se provide the SCAQMD with written
responses to all comments contained herein pritre@ertification of the Final Project
Environmental Impact Report. The SCAQMD would lagpy to work with the Lead Agency to
address these issues and any other questions dlyedinmee. Please contact Charles Blankson,
Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist — CEQA Section, a9 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
LAC050802-09 Control Number
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South Airfield Improvement Project Environmental
Impact Report (SAIPEIR)
(August 2005)

1. MM-AQ-3: On page IV-113 of the SAIPEIR, the lead agenentifies LAX Master
Plan commitments and mitigation measures applidabliee SAIP. Included as part of
the discussion is MM-AQ-3: Transportation-Relatedddures. The SCAQMD requests
that MM-AQ-3 be revised as follows:

» DevelopingRequiringprogram to minimize the use of conventional-fudledt
vehicles_ora permanent basie reduce air emissions from vehicles at the airpo
(LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR, page 4-727).

*  PremetingRequiringcommercial vehicles/trucks/vans/construction worke
shuttlesusing terminal areas (LAX and regional intermodalinstall_the cleanest
engines available including alternative-fuebsdd SULEV/ZEV engines to reduce
vehicle air emissions (LAX Master Plan Final EISREpage 4-727).

* PrometingRequiring“best-engine” technology (SULEV/ZEV) for rentalrsa
using on-airport RAC facilities to reduce vehicleamissions.

2. Constriction Mitigation Measure: In order to further reduce construction emissjons
SCAQMD staff recommends that the lead agency rdtisdollowing recommended
measure to increase effectiveness:

* In Table 4.3-9, the lead agency proposes to probdristruction vehicles idling in
excess of ten minutes. This measure should bsa@vo prohibit construction
(heavy-duty) vehicles from idling more than fivenmies, to be consistent with
state law.

3. Control Efficiencies: In Table 4.3-8 on page 1V-114 of the SAIPEIR dinel
mitigation measure spreadsheet in the construetiissions workbook in the file
Construction Emissions_final(PM2.5).xlIs (providegharately from the SAIPEIR), the
lead agency applies a control efficiency of 24 patdor NG, and 85 percent for PM10.
Emulsified diesel fuels for mobile sources, e.gibtizol, only have interim verification
status with a NQ control efficiency of 14 percent and a PM10 congfficiency of 63
percent. Even assuming a control efficiency oé fpercent for keeping engines tuned up,
the NG and PM10 control efficiency for off-road mobileusces is too high. Please
explain or correct this apparent discrepancy.

4, Additional Mitigation Measures. Although the emission reduction capability of the
following mitigation measures may not be easilyrgifieed, the lead agency should
consider implementing them wherever feasible.

« To reroute truck traffic to avoid residential areaschools.
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* Trucks hauling dirt, sand, gravel or soil are tacbeered or shall maintain at least
two feet of freeboard in accordance with the regaents of Section 23114 of the
California vehicle Code.

» To sweep nearby or adjacent streets at the erteafay if visible soil material is
carried over from the construction site.

» To provide temporary wind fencing around the cargton sites to prevent
transport of dust to the surrounding areas duriagigg or site clearing.

» Toinstall wheel washers where vehicles enter aitcuapaved roads onto paved
roads, or wash off tires of vehicles and any eqeipinteaving construction site.

* Reduce area graded to no more than five acresgyer d

Health Risk Assessment

It is unclear from the discussion in the Draft EAMRether carcinogenic risk from
worker receptors were estimated as residentiaptec® which is conservative; or if
carcinogenic risk from worker receptors was nobrtgd. The Final EIR should
either include a statement that declares thatmageinic risk from worker receptors
were estimated as residential receptors, if this @ane; or include risk for worker
receptors.

The Draft EIR estimates risk for four receptor typeamely child resident, school
child, adult + child and adult resident. On pagelB4, the Draft EIR states that
“incremental MEI cancer risks and non-cancer headirards were calculated for
adult residents, residential children ages zegi®gears, and for elementary-aged
school children at fenceline locations where maxmair concentrations for TACs
were predicted. Table L.3-1 presents concentrat#onl risk values for residence and
school locations.

The carcinogenic risk value estimated for the sthbitd was calculated with an
averaging time of 25,550 days, which is inconsistgth the averaging time of 2,190
days displayed on the top of Table L.3-1 and usgtle hazard quotient estimates.

Adjustments are allowed by SCAQMD for workers (iae40-year adjusted exposure
based on working eight hours per day, 240 dayyeen). No other adjustments are
acknowledged by SCAQMD for significance determioati Therefore, all receptors
used for significance determination in the FindR Bhust be modeled as either a
residential receptor, which would include studemtsesidential children receptors; or
as an occupational receptor.

Appendix L includes risk estimates for constructama operational activities.
Carcinogenic risk is estimated over an exposuratotur, as stated earlier, SCAQMD
only recognizes a 40-year adjusted exposure darédiovorkers and a 70-year
exposure duration for residential receptors. Stheeconstruction period for SAIP is
proposed to be 1.5 years in duration, an analysiarginogenic risk from
construction operations related to the SAIP mayhawe noteworthy meaning.
However, the risk from all construction completeudler the LAX Master Plan has
more meaning because the total duration of alltcoctson associated with the LAX
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Master Plan would occur over a substantially lorgggrod of time. A discussion of
the risk to receptors from SAIP as a portion oftdtel risk from all construction

under the Master Plan appears to be a more apate@malysis to be presented in the
Final EIR.

» The Air Quality Section and Appendix L include ris&timates for construction and
operational activities. A summary table that ings both the construction and
operational noncarcinogenic chronic risk shouldnotided in the Final EIR for ease
of reference.

* The Final EIR should also include a map of the ps&gl project and surrounding
area that includes receptors, sources and identli=MICR and receptors with the
highest hazard indices.

* The mass GLC scaler presented in the carcinogadiclaronic construction risk
tables in Appendix L (Tables L-4.2 and L-4.3) dd appear to match the mass GLC
scaler in the AERMOD diesel output file provided36AQMD separately from the
Draft EIR. The mass GLC scaler used for risk dalbons should be consistent with
those in the AERMOD diesel output file. The Fi#R should include risk
developed from the concentrations estimated by AERM

6. CO Hot Spots:  Although CO concentrations were estimated frorsiba using
AERMOD, the DEIR does not include a discussion @t spots. The Final EIR
should contain a discussion of Co hot spots.



