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July 6, 2000

Mr. Joel W. Rosen

City of Fullerton

303 W. Commonwealth Avenue

Fullerton, CA 92832

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 293.2 -Acre Amerige Heights Mixed Development Specific Plan – City of Fullerton

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 into 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 adoption 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 Gordon Mize, Transportation Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.





Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.





Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
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July 6, 2000

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 293.2 -Acre Amerige Heights Mixed Development Specific Plan – City of Fullerton

1. Activities including asbestos removal, the demolition of approximately 1.3 million square feet of existing structures, renovation to one building and reconfiguration to a parking lot are described in Volume I of the Draft EIR. Page 2-3 of Volume I also states, in part “These ongoing activities are not addressed in this EIR.” It is not clear from the discussion in the Draft EIR why demolition of existing structures was not included in the analysis of construction air quality impacts since demolition is a necessary component of project construction. In the Final EIR, please clarify why demolition emissions are not analyzed or provide an emissions analysis for the demolition phase of the project.

2. In Volume I, on page 4.5-6, in the Grading/Excavation section of the Short-term Construction-Related Impacts, the DEIR states, in part “During the peak quarter, one quarter of the site is assumed to be exposed without treatment. This will result in 34.15 tons of PM10 emissions, before mitigation.” However, in Volume II, Technical Appendices, page 9, paragraph two of the Construction Impacts section, the last two sentences state, “During the peak quarter, one quarter of the site is assumed to be exposed without treatment. This will result in 63 tons of PM10 emissions, before mitigation.” Please clarify which of these two figures is correct in the Final EIR.

3. Tables 4 and 5 in Volume II, the Technical Appendices, Appendix E, Air Quality Report, pages 11 and 12, have footnotes that are not in included in the tables referenced by the footnotes. In Table 4, “a” and “b” are listed as footnotes are not otherwise referenced in Table 4. Table 5 has a “- -“ listed but not referenced in Table 5. In the Final EIR please reference the applicable footnotes in each of the two tables. 

4. On page 4.5-13 of the Draft EIR, it is stated that the proposed project is consistent with the AQMP because the growth forecast for the City’s General Plan is incorporated into the AQMP. Although growth forecasts of the current General Plan may be incorporated into the AQMP, the proposed project requires an amendment to the General Plan’s Land Use Element changing the site designation from “Industrial” to “Specific Plan District.” This change in designation will likely alter growth forecasts resulting in an inconsistency with the AQMP.

