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April 20, 2000

Mr. Eugene Moy

El Monte Community Redevelopment Agency

11333 Valley Boulevard

El Monte, CA 91731-3293

Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR) for the Redevelopment Plan Amendment No. 2 to the Downtown El Monte Redevelopment Plan

Dear Mr. Moy:

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) 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 Program Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final EIR.  The AQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Please contact Dr. Charles Blankson, Transportation 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
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Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR) for the Redevelopment Plan Amendment No. 2 to the Downtown El Monte Redevelopment Plan

1. On page 72 of the DPEIR, some figures are stated regarding how much motor vehicles contribute to the three criteria pollutants, namely VOC, NOX and CO.  No information is provided regarding the source of this data.  In the final PEIR, please identify the specific source from which this information was taken, i.e., the 1997 AQMP Appendix III.

2. Table 4 on page 73 of the DPEIR shows monitored air quality data for the East San Gabriel Valley Source Receptor Area 9 station for only 1998.  Please note that air quality data for just one year does not provide a representative picture regarding whether air quality in the area is improving or deteriorating.  It is recommended that air quality data for at least three preceding years be provided when discussing existing air quality to give a more accurate picture of air quality trends.  Table 4 is also missing data on PM10 levels for the area.  Since PM10 is not monitored at Source Receptor 9 station, it is recommended that the lead agency include PM10 information from the nearest air monitoring station in the final PEIR.  Finally, the source of the data listed for Table 4 is incorrect.  The correct source is South Coast Air Quality Management District.  Please correct this in the final PEIR.

3. In discussing air quality impacts on page 73 of the DPEIR, it is stated that “directly, there would not be any air emissions generated with adoption and implementation of the Plan Amendment.”  While it is true that the mere adoption of the Plan Amendment would not directly generate any air pollutant emissions, it is not accurate to state that the implementation of the Plan Amendment would also not generate any direct air pollutant emissions.  Indeed, the DPEIR correctly states in the first paragraph on page 74 that “the short-term air pollutant emissions that are anticipated to be generated with development include dust and exhaust emissions associated with demolition of existing buildings,…exhaust emissions from motorized vehicles delivering materials and equipment to the construction site, etc.”  Please correct the initial statement to reflect the incidence of direct air pollutant emissions from plan implementation in the final PEIR.

4. In Table 5 on page 75, since no assumptions, methodologies or equations are provided in the DPEIR, staff cannot corroborate the PM10 emissions resulting from the demolition of a 10,000-square foot and a 25-foot high building.  To calculate demolition emissions, the lead agency is referred to Table A9-9 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  Please clarify in the final PEIR whether or not demolition emissions in Table 5 include emissions from the haul trucks.  If so, it would be helpful if the lead agency disaggregated emissions sources so the public could evaluate the emissions estimates from the individual emissions sources.  Please also include in the final PEIR, methodologies, emission factors, equations, etc., that were used to calculate emissions from all emissions sources, including demolition and emissions from the haul trucks.

5. Table 5 on page 75 of the DPEIR shows only demolition and grading emissions.  The DPEIR concludes that the air quality impacts of the project are less than the significance thresholds based solely on these two emission sources.  The construction emission thresholds given in the Handbook are supposed to be evaluated against daily peak construction emissions.  The daily peak construction emissions also include emissions from construction workers vehicle trips and emissions from construction equipment.  Emissions from these other sources should be incorporated into Table 5, summed and then compared to the significant thresholds.  

6. Table 1 on page 28 of the DPEIR shows the existing land uses, parcels and acreages under each land use.  The proposed land uses are, however, shown only on a map in Exhibit 8 and not in a table format.  Please provide the acreage information for the proposed land uses to facilitate review of project air pollutant emissions impacts.  Please provide this information in the final PEIR.  Further, no attempt has been made to calculate project operational impacts, but the lead agency has instead deferred analysis to the future.  Based on the land use types included in the project area, general sizes anticipated for each land use designation, etc., the lead agency could estimate operational impacts, (primarily emissions from mobile sources.).  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15152 (b), “Tiering is appropriate when the sequence of analysis is from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy, or program of lesser scope, or to a site-specific EIR or negative declaration.  Tiering does not excuse the lead agency from adequately analyzing reasonably foreseeable significant environmental effects of the project and does not justify deferring such analysis to a later tier EIR or negative declaration.”

