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August 24, 2000

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief

Caltrans Office of Environmental Planning

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment for the San Diego (I-405) Freeway and Ventura (US-101) Freeway Interchange

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

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 Environmental Assessment.

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 Environmental Assessment.  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

SS:CB
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Draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (DIS/EA) for the San Diego (I-405) Freeway and Ventura (US-101) Freeway Interchange

1. Air Quality Data and Analyses:  The air quality discussion in the DIS/EA qualitatively dismisses potential air quality impacts.  Without providing a quantitative analysis of potential emissions from both construction and operation using the analysis methodologies in the AQMP 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook, which is applicable to federal projects, or some other acceptable quantitative analysis methodologies, the AQMD cannot concur with the lead agency’s conclusion that construction and operation impacts for the proposed project are not significant. 

2. The fourth paragraph on page 59 of the DIS/EA states, “The quantitative analyses completed for all the Build alternatives showed a slight decrease in the long-term CO concentrations of 0.1 ppm for all the Build alternatives over the No Build alternative.”   Without providing the air quality analysis mentioned or even a summary of the results, neither the public nor the AQMD can evaluate the validity of the conclusion that the proposed project will not create CO hotspots.  At the very least, the lead agency should summarize the results of the air quality analysis in the final IS/EA, including any assumptions used, identify the model used, whether or not the on-ramp and off-ramps were modeled, etc.  

3. West Palm Avenue Monitoring Station Air Quality Summaries:  It is stated in the last paragraph on page 59 of the DIS/EA that the PM10 Air Quality summaries for years 1993-1997 for the West Palm Avenue Monitoring Station “showed no monitored violations during the period.”   These data are not presented in the text.  The AQMD recommends that the air quality data for the three most recent years from the nearest monitoring station be included in the final IS/EA.  

4. PM10 Emissions:  It is stated on page 60 of the DIS/EA that, according to studies done by Caltrans and the University of California at Davis, “a transportation facility in California is unlikely to cause or experience a localized PM10 problem unless the immediate vicinity is already at or above standards.  This type of project would not be expected to cause or contribute to PM10 violations.”  As noted in comment # 1, without quantifying PM10 emissions, the lead agency has not demonstrated that significant PM10 impacts will not occur from the proposed project.  Of particular concern is entrained road dust.  According to the 1997 AQMP, Appendix III, entrained road dust is expected to increase from 221 tons per day in 1993 to approximately 245 tons per day by 2010.  Consequently, the AQMD recommends that a quantitative analysis of PM10 emissions be performed instead of relying on a study that may or may not be relevant to the proposed project.

5. Construction Emissions:  On page 60 of the DIS/EA, it is claimed that “Air quality impacts from construction activities are considered temporary.”   Construction emissions may be temporary, but nonattainment designations are based on daily exceedances of applicable ambient air quality standards.  As a result, without quantifying construction emissions, the lead agency has not demonstrated that construction air quality impacts are not significant. 

