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November 7, 2000

Ricardo Gonzalez

Project Manager

Department of Toxic Substances Control

1011 N. Grandview Avenue

Glendale, CA 91201

Environmental Impact Report for the DeMenno/Kerdoon Hazardous Waste Recycling Facility, Compton

Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

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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Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the DeMenno/Kerdoon Hazardous Waste Recycling Facility, Compton

1. The Use of Screening Tables:
On page 3.2-13 of the Draft EIR, it is stated the screening tables in the SCAQMD’s 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) were used to estimate total construction emissions for the proposed project.  It should be noted that on page 9-1 of the Handbook, it is specifically stated that the screening tables should not be used for calculating construction emissions in an EIR.  Instead a reasonable construction scenario should be developed.  It is recommended to follow the calculation methodology in Chapter 9 and the Appendix to Chapter 9 in the Handbook.  Other methodologies can be used as long as documentation is provided regarding the source and applicability to the project.  You should be aware that the on-road emission factors in Tables A9-5-J-1 through A9-5-J-10 and A9-5-K-1 through A9-5-K-10 are obsolete.  The most current on-road mobile source emission factors can be found at the California Air Resources Board (CARB) website.  All construction emission calculations, emission factors, assumptions, etc., should be included in the Final EIR.  Actual calculations can be included in an appendix, with the results summarized in the text of the Final EIR.

2. Air Quality Data:
Please update Table 3.2-3 on page 3.2-9 of Volume I and the discussion on local air quality in the text.  Please show the data for the past three consecutive years to indicate the trends for the project area.

3. Construction Emissions:
Please provide peak daily construction emissions in the Final EIR.  These should be compared with the significance thresholds in Chapter 6 of the Handbook, for each of the criteria pollutants.  

4. Mitigation Measures:
If project construction emissions are found to be significant, the lead agency must provide more detailed information about the proposed “standard construction mitigation measures” on page 3.2-13 of Volume I in order to facilitate review by the public and also to demonstrate effective implementation and monitoring.  For example, regarding the use of water to restrict dust, the lead agency must indicate how often water will be applied daily to demonstrate the effectiveness of the measure.

5. Project Mobile Source Emissions:
The lead agency must provide background information to facilitate review of the project’s mobile source emissions, shown in Table 3.2-7 on page 3.2-19 of Volume I.  The information needed would include the emission factors for the 58 employee trucks, 196 raw material trucks and 66 product trucks as well as the daily roundtrip mileage for each of the truck types.  Please also note that the emission factors listed in Tables A9-5-J-1 through A9-5-K-10 in the Handbook were derived from an older and obsolete version of the CARB mobile source emission inventory, EMFAC-7EP.  Current emission factors have been demonstrated to be generally higher than those used in EMFAC-7EP.  CARB has a more updated version of these emission factors in EMFAC7G.  The AQMD recommends that the lead agency revise the mobile source emissions in Table 3.2-7 for the Final EIR.

6. Operational Emissions: 
A comparison of the storage tanks in Appendix D and the emissions estimates in Table 3.2-6 would seem to indicate that the operational emissions listed in Table 3.2-6 are underestimated.  The oil filter recycling units and the solid waste reduction units, among others, all generate emissions during operation, but these were not included in the table.  Similarly, Table F-2 in Appendix E does not seem to include all fugitive emission sources.  On page 3.3-2 of Volume I, it is stated that there are approximately 23 drains and 10 sumps on the site.  The fugitive emissions from these sources do not seem to have been included in Table F-2 in Appendix E.  Without a complete accounting of the fugitive emissions, the air quality impact cannot be properly characterized.  Please revise these tables for the Final EIR.  Also, the railcar emissions should include an estimation of emissions from transporting hazardous waste from all potential sources within the air basin to the project site.  

7. HRA, Air Dispersion Modeling:  On page 3-25 of Volume II, it is stated that the EPA ISCST model (version 95250) was used.  However, the most up-to-date ISCST model (version 00101) should be used to estimate the concentrations.

8. Estimation of Emissions:
Please provide a summary of source parameters and emission rates used in the ISCST model in Appendix F, HRA.

9. Evaluation of Health Impacts:
The procedures used to estimate the cancer risk and hazard index in Appendix K, HRA, in Volume II should be provided.  The ISCST model results and the emission rates used to derive the health impacts should be identified.  A summary similar to Appendix H should be provided to substantiate the cancer risk values.  The HRA is dated May 1996.  However, the most up-to-date SCAQMD procedures (Version 6.0, August 2000) should be used.

10. Toxic Emissions:  Toxic emission data from source testing conducted in 1987 by Ecoserve Inc., on the afterburner were used in the HRA.  In Section 3.5.1.2, third paragraph on page 3.5-3, it is stated that dioxins were not detected in the test.  The test conducted in 1987 may be outdated.  Based on the source testing conducted on September 25, 1998 by World Environmental on the afterburner, total dioxins detected in two samples are 1.08E-08 pounds per hour and 4.43E-09 pounds per hour.  These findings are significant and therefore should be used to recalculate the health risk assessment.

