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Mr. Keith Gardner

Riverside County Planning Department

4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor

P. O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502-1409

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the 

Murrieta Springs Specific Plan

Dear Dr. Gardner:

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 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 Environmental Impact Report.  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

Attachment
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Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the

Murrieta Springs Specific Plan

1. Project Acreage:  On page II-17 of the DEIR, it is stated that the specific plan will cover an area of 697.0 acres.  However, in Table III-3 on page III.A-32, the breakdown of land uses shows only 669.0 acres.  Project acreage has direct implications for construction emissions so please explain the discrepancy in the Final EIR.

2. Air Quality Data:  Table V-8 on page V.B-62 shows air quality data for the Perris and Temecula air monitoring stations through 1997.  Please note that the 1998 and 1999 air quality data for the two stations are available.  In the Final EIR, please include the air quality data for 1998 and 1999 to better reflect more recent air quality trends for the project area.

3. Construction Emissions:  The project’s construction emissions from grading, clearing, and construction equipment are discussed on pages V.B-63 and V.B-64 of the DEIR.  Missing from this discussion are emissions from construction workers’ vehicle trips to and from the construction site and heavy-duty truck emissions from haul trucks bringing construction materials to the construction site.  Please provide this missing information in the Final EIR.  Further, it is recommended that Table V-9 be modified to include these missing data and fugitive dust emissions from grading to provide a summary of total peak construction emissions.

4. Table V-10:  The reference to Table V-10 in the first paragraph on page V.B-64 appears to be an incorrect reference.  The correct reference appears to be Table V-9.  Please correct this error in the Final EIR.

5. Residential Developments:  On page II-17 of the DEIR, it is indicated that a total of 2,350 homes, comprising 1,962 single-family detached homes and 388 multi-family homes, will be built.  However, on page V.B-65 of the DEIR, it is stated that the 29,917 vehicle trips that will be generated at project buildout, reflect single-family uses only, and that the project does not propose any multi-family development.  See also the first footnote of Table V-10.   Please explain this apparent inconsistency as it may affect the total average daily trip (ADT) number.

6. Traffic Generation:  In the text on page V.B-64 and in Table V-10 on page V.B-65 of the DEIR, it is stated that the completed project will generate 29,917 vehicle trips daily.  On page 18 of Appendix I, it is stated that the project will be generating 27,581 vehicle trips at completion.  Based on the vehicle trip information presented in the MAAQI model output in Appendix I, the latter vehicle trip number appears to be the correct number.  Please reconcile these numbers in the Final EIR.  

7. Vehicle Travel Data:    On page V.B-65 of the DEIR, it is stated that additional vehicle travel from project implementation would be approximately 32,541 vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  This VMT estimate is clearly wrong given that the average trip length for the county is approximately ten miles.  Further, this VMT estimate is substantially lower than the approximate VMT estimate of “almost 300,000” given on page 18 of Appendix I.  Further, both VMT estimates appear to be substantially lower that than the VMT estimates provided in the MAAQI model output in Appendix I, where the VMT estimate appears to be greater than 337,000.  Please resolve these apparent discrepancies in the Final EDIR.  

8. Operational Impacts:  On page V.B-65 of the DEIR, second paragraph, it is stated that “project-related emission levels for the three primary exhaust pollutants (ROC, CO, and NOX) exceed the threshold from 464 to 1318 percent.”  This limited information appears to be based on similar information in Table 5 on page 19 of Appendix I, which also includes mass daily emissions for the various pollutants generated by the proposed project.  Rather than simply stating the percent of the significance threshold for each pollutant, Table 5 should be copied to the main body of the EIR where this more complete information regarding mass daily emissions is more readily accessible to the public. 

9. Mitigation Measure:  Mitigation measure # 1 on page V.B-67 should be made more direct and specific to facilitate implementation and monitoring.  The measure can be broken down into the following specific actions:

· Water active grading areas at least twice daily, using reclaimed water if available.  

· Apply non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers as defined in SCAQMD Rule 403, (according to manufacturer’s specifications), to all inactive construction areas, or previously graded areas that remain inactive for four days or more.

· Suspend all excavations and grading operations when wind speeds exceed 25 miles per hour.

10. Table I in Appendix I:  Please identify the source of this table on Ambient Air Quality Standards as Table 2-1 on page 2-2 of the Final 1997 Air Quality Management Plan, November 1996.

11. 1997 AQMP Update:  For the discussion at the bottom of page 9 of Appendix I, please note that the 1997 AQMP was updated in the Final 1999 Amendment to the 1997 Ozone AQMP Revision for the South Coast Air Basin and Settlement Agreement on the 1994 Ozone SIP litigation.

12. The MAAQI Model:  The footnote to Table 5 on page 19 of Appendix I indicates that the SCAQMD MAAQI model was used in generating the project’s daily emissions burden.  Consistent with this footnote, the MAAQI output files for each land use type are provided in the appendix to Appendix I.  Please note that although the MAAQI computer model was developed by the AQMD, the AQMD no longer supports the use of this model in estimating project emissions, for several reasons.  First, the mobile source emission factors used in the model are from an older and obsolete version of the California Air Resources Board (CARB) EMFAC model.  The current approved version of EMFAC is EMFAC7G, and can be downloaded from the CARB website at www.arb.ca.gov.  Although EMFAC2000 was approved by CARB earlier this year, it is not yet available to the public.  Second, the trip generation rates are from an older version of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual.  The current manual is version six.  For the Final EIR, it is recommended that the lead agency use the CARB approved computer model URBEMIS7G.  The model can be obtained at the ARB website www.arb.ca.gov/urbemis7/urbemis7.html. 

