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Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Central Long Beach

Redevelopment Project Readoption

Dear Mr. Felgemaker:

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
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Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Central Long Beach Redevelopment Project Readoption

1. Significance Thresholds:
In the third paragraph on page 38 of the DEIR, reference is made to Conformity Procedures in Rule 1306 which define emissions thresholds.  Please note that AQMD Rule 1306 – Emission Calculations, provides the basis for calculating increases, offset requirements and BACT applications.  The emissions thresholds attributed to Rule 1306 by the lead agency are laid out in Chapter 6 of the AQMD 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook).  Further, Conformity is a requirement in the federal Clean Air Act and is applicable to projects undertaken by a federal agency, funded by a federal agency, or requiring approvals by a federal agency.

2. Rideshare Rules:
On page 38 of the DEIR, reference has been made to AQMD Rules 1501, 1503, 1504 and 1505 which require employers of 100 or more employees to promote ridesharing among their staff.  Please note, firstly, that there are no Rules 1503 or 1505.  Secondly, Rules 1501 and 1501.1 have been replaced by Rule 2202 – On-Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation Options since December 1995.  Rule 2202 currently applies to employers or employer sites with 250 or more employees.  Please revise this section in the Final EIR.

3. Conformity:
The DEIR does not specifically identify the AQMP for which a conformity demonstration is being performed.  The most current AQMP adopted by the AQMD Governing Board and approved by U.S.EPA is the 1997 AQMP as amended in 1999.  Please revise this section as appropriate in the Final EIR.

4. Consistency I:
The discussion of “consistency” on page 39 is inconclusive.  First, the reference to “Consistency with the AQMP and PM10” should be corrected to reference consistency with the ozone and PM10 SIPs.  Second, the lead agency identifies two criteria used to determine a project’s consistency with the relevant local plan.  In the second to the last paragraph on page 39, it is indicated that to address the first criterion, the lead agency needs to demonstrate that the project’s emissions will not cause or contribute to exceedances or new violations.  This demonstration is typically performed by modeling emissions from the project, in particular a CO hotspots analysis.  In the Final EIR, the lead agency should include the results of a CO hotspots analysis using approved air quality models such as Caline4.  Alternatively, the lead agency needs to demonstrate why a CO hotspots analysis is not warranted, which would indicate that the project is not expected to cause or contribute to exceedances of either national or state ambient air quality standards for CO.

5. Consistency II:
In the last paragraph on page 39, the lead agency states that the second criterion of consistency is determined by performing an analysis of the project with the assumptions in the AQMP for the year 2010.   This is incorrect.  Please note that exceeding the assumptions in the AQMP means exceeding the growth projections in the AQMP, which are provided by SCAG.  If the project’s growth projections are consistent with the local plan, it is likely to be consistent also with the AQMP.  However, if the project includes revising the general plan to increase growth projections, then the project will not be consistent with the AQMP.  Please clarify in the Final EIR whether or not the proposed project is consistent with the local general plan or requires modifications to the local general plan to increase growth projections for the project area.

6. Air Monitoring Data:
Tables 4 and 5 on pages 41 – 44 should be revised to show ambient pollutant concentrations from the monitoring stations closest to the project site, which in the case of the proposed project would be monitoring station # 4, South Coastal Los Angeles County.  Further, AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency present tables showing air quality data from the appropriate air quality monitoring station for the past three years in order to provide an accurate picture of air quality in the project area.

7. Background Data:
Please show how the tables on pages 46 and 47 were derived by providing all the assumptions that were used in the emissions calculations, the equations, the emission factors used, etc.  The assumptions would include the number and type of construction equipment to be used, the number of construction workers, average commute distance, emission factors, etc.  For the table on page 46, provide the peak daily construction emissions and compare them against the daily significance thresholds for each criteria pollutant.  It should be noted that according to the emissions data listed on page 46, SO2 emissions exceed the relevant significance threshold of 150 pounds per day shown on page 38.

8. Current Data:
Footnote 1 of the table on page 48 indicates that the third edition of the ITE Trip Generation Manual was used.  It is recommended that the most current version of this manual, the sixth edition, be used.  Similarly, footnote 3 of the same table indicates that mobile source emission factors from Table A9-5-J-10 of the Handbook were used to calculate mobile source emissions.  It should be noted that these emission factors are based on an outdated version of EMFAC.  The AQMD recommends that mobile source emissions be recalculated using the most currently available version of EMFAC, which can be downloaded from the CARB website at: www.arb.ca.gov.

9. Mitigation Measures:
The mitigation measures listed on page 51 of the DEIR are vague.  To facilitate implementation and monitoring of the mitigation measures, the lead agency should provide specific details of what each mitigation measure is expecting to do, the frequency of each proposed action and what each measure is expected to accomplish.  Please review the mitigation measures in Chapter 11 of the AQMD Handbook for other measures that would help further reduce project emissions. 

10. Other Revisions:
Please note the following minor points for correction for the Final EIR: The NAAQA on pages 37 and 38 should be NAAQS.  Figure 16 is presented without any specific reference being made to it in the main text.  It would be helpful if the tables were numbered for ease of reference.   The reference at the beginning of the air quality section of the DEIR on page 37 should be given the publication date of 1993.

