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July 6, 2000

Mr. Richard W. Atwater

CEO, General Manager

Inland Empire Utilities Agency

9400 Cherry Avenue, Building A

Fontana, CA 92335

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 225,000-Acre Inland Empire Utilities Agency Optimum Basin Management Program – San Bernardino, Riverside and Los Angeles Counties

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 225,000-Acre Inland Empire Utilities Agency Optimum Basin Management Program – San Bernardino, Riverside and Los Angeles Counties 

1. On page of the Draft EIR, it is stated that the Basin is designated as in attainment for the federal NO2 ambient air standard. The basin was designated in attainment for NO2 by the U.S. EPA in 1999. Similarly, on page 4-277, it is stated that the Basin is designated nonattainment for the state NO2 standard. The Basin is also in attainment of the state NO2 standard.

2. On page 2-279 of the Draft EIR, there is a brief summary of AQMD Rule 1401. It should be noted that the cumulative analysis requirement in Rule 1401 has been eliminated. Cumulative or facility-wide inventory requirements are considered to be included in AQMD Rule 1402.

3. It is stated on page 4-283 of the Draft EIR, in part “The SCAQMD construction thresholds are based on quantity and daily emissions from the project.” Quantity should be replaced with quarterly.

4. On page 4-283 of the Draft EIR, it is stated that “Because construction schedules are  not available at this time, the annual emissions will be circulated [sic] and converted to quarterly emissions.” Although the Handbook recommends that quarterly construction emissions be calculated, it also recommends that peak daily construction emissions be calculated. Peak daily construction emissions are a better indicator of whether emissions from a project could cause or contribute to an exceedance of any ambient air quality standard. Further, nonattainment designations are generally based on daily exceedances of a standard.

The Draft EIR contains sufficient information to allow peak daily construction emissions to be calculated. For example, similar types of construction activities, e.g., site preparation activities such as earth moving, grading, trenching, hauling, etc., could all be assumed to occur on the same day to provide a worst-case analysis. Finally, daily peak emission calculations should be based on peak emissions not averages.

5. Page 4-285 shows a Total Annual Pipe and Materials Delivery Emissions figure for ROC as 27 pounds per year. The ROC subtotals from page 4-284 are 3 pounds per year for pipe and materials delivery and 19 pounds per year for asphalt and base delivery totaling 22 pounds of ROC per year. Please correct or explain this inconsistency in the Final EIR.
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July 6, 2000

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 225,000-Acre Inland Empire Utilities Agency Optimum Basin Management Program – San Bernardino, Riverside and Los Angeles Counties 

6. In the calculation of the estimated construction emissions, the Draft EIR often references the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) in general, but does not include the specific page of the applicable appendix, tables used, emission factors, methodologies, calculations, etc. To facilitate review of the emissions estimated for the proposed project by the AQMD and the general public, it is recommended that the lead agency include in an appendix the specific equations, emissions factors, calculations, assumptions, etc., used to calculate emissions from each emissions source.

6.1) Page 4-287, paragraph 4, states, in part “it is forecast that installation of the pipelines will generate the following daily fugitive PM10 emissions:” It appears that daily should be replaced with annual since the emissions are listed in pounds per year. In addition, the total listed in the Draft EIR is 643 pounds per year, yet the subcategories for the Dirt Storage Piles of 123 pounds per year of PM10 and 52 pounds per year of PM10 from the service and water trucks total 175 pounds per year of PM10 . In the Final EIR, please correct or explain this inconsistency.

6.2) Page 4-289, Total Well Development Emissions. The NOx total of 144 pounds per year seems incorrect based on simply adding the subtotal amounts. If the assumptions, emission factors, methodologies and calculations are correct, the total should be 1444 pounds per year including using a figure of 340 pounds per year of NOx for Well Test Pumping.

6.3) Page 4-291, The analysis of reservoir construction is confusing because the subtotal emissions for reservoir construction are calculated in pounds per day and the total emissions are described in pounds per year. In the Final EIR, please provide peak daily emission estimates (see comment #4).

7. The analysis of construction emissions from on-road mobile sources, e.g., worker commute vehicles, heavy-duty haul trucks, etc., relies on the various Handbook Tables A9-5 series. These tables were derived using an old version of CARB’s EMFAC mobile source emission factors. On-road mobile source emission factors for this project (and future projects) should be calculated using the most currently approved version of EMFAC, which is currently EMFAC2000. These emission factors can be obtained online at CARB’s website (http://www.arb.ca.gov). 

Mr. Richard W. Atwater 
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Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 225,000-Acre Inland Empire Utilities Agency Optimum Basin Management Program – San Bernardino, Riverside and Los Angeles Counties 

8. Page 4-292, Section 4.6.3.3 of the Draft EIR describes construction of other facilities such as desalter units, pump stations, expansion of water treatment plants, and a recycled water distribution system, but does not estimate the emission impacts of these activities. In an effort to qualitatively evaluate potential air quality impacts from the other construction projects, the lead agency has compared the anticipated size of the projects to the screening tables in Chapter 6 of the Handbook, specifically Table 6-3. In general, the AQMD now recommends against using the screening tables in Chapter 6 because they were derived using an old version of EMFAC and an earlier edition of the ITE Trip Generation Manual than the current edition. Instead, the lead agency should make a reasonable effort to calculate construction emissions from these other projects (see also comment #7).

9. The Draft EIR lists mitigation measure 4.6-1 for construction impacts on page 4-294, “Water active grading sites at least twice daily and when dust is observed migrating from the site. The lead agency is reminded that this project would also be subject to SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust, which includes the requirement to use best available control measures to control fugitive dust from project activities. Rule 403 also prohibits visible dust emissions beyond the property line of the emissions source.

