FAXED: MAY 23, 2000

May 23, 2000

Ms. Jindus Saleh

Caltrans District 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment for the State Route 134/San Fernando Road Access and Safety Improvement Program

Dear Ms. Saleh:

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

Alene Taber

Planning Manager

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for the State Route 134/San Fernando Road Access and Safety Improvement Program

1. In reference to Table 5.3-1 on page 110 of the DEA, it is stated on page 109 that “criteria air pollutants generated during all construction phases were estimated to be below both the daily and quarterly construction emission thresholds established by the SCAQMD.”  The table, however, fails to provide any information regarding how the emissions estimates were derived.  The only data provided relates to the 22.5 working days per month that construction activities would be spread over.  There is no information on the size of the area that would be graded, the number of construction workers expected to be involved in the construction, the number and type of heavy-duty construction equipment that would be used, the number of hours each of these equipment would be in use, and the emission factors used.  Please provide all this data in the final Environmental Assessment to enable the reviewing public to verify the claim that “short-term air pollutant emissions resulting from construction activities for Alternative 5, one of the two preferred alternatives, would not result in a significant impact to air quality.”

2. Regarding the carbon monoxide (CO) analysis, it is stated on page 114 that the “estimated CO concentrations at the intersection of SR-134 off-ramp and Fairmont Avenue, would be below the thresholds established by the SCAQMD.”  Although this statement is true for the one-hour ambient concentration, it is not true for the eight-hour concentration.  The statement on page 114 of the DEA contradicts both Table 5.3-2 and footnote (a) to the table.  Footnote (a) states “the eight-hour forecasted ambient concentration exceeds the standards.”  Table 5.3-2 also shows that the eight-hour maximum concentration exceeds both the state and national standards by 1.5 ppm.  The incremental increase threshold established by the SCAQMD for the eight-hour concentration is 0.45 ppm, which is clearly exceeded by the net increse of 1.5 ppm.  Please correct this in the final EA.

3. On page 114 of the DEA it is stated that “this intersection would experience a net decrease in CO concentrations as compared to future No Build project conditions, therefore, CO concentrations from the long-term operation of the transportation improvements associated with Alternative 2B would not create a significant impact to air quality.”  Please note that though the CO emissions from the proposed project will be less than the No Build condition, since the reduced emissions would still exceed the significance thresholds, the lead agency is required to ensure the implementation of measures that would reduce the emissions below the significance thresholds.  The key issue is whether or not the projected emissions exceed the significance threshold.  In this particular instance, the incremental emissions in question exceed the significance threshold.

4. Given the closeness of sensitive receptors such as residential areas, schools and parks to the project site, it is important that the maximum air pollutant impacts be acknowledged so that adequate mitigation measures would be put in place to reduce the health risks posed by the air pollutant emissions.

