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FAXED: SEPTEMBER 1, 2000

September 1, 2000

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief

Caltrans District 7 Office of Environmental Planning

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Initial Study/Environmental Assessment:

State  Route 134 @ Hollywood Way Ramp Improvements

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) has received the above-mentioned document with the Notice of Final Environmental Document letter dated August 14, 2000.  The AQMD finds the responses to our comments in our letter dated June 1, 2000 are inadequate.  The following comments pertain to the Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA):

1. In Appendix VI, Public Comments on Draft, only the AQMD’s cover letter is included.  Missing is the second page where AQMD’s specific concerns on the proposed project are discussed.

2. On page 50 of the IS/EA, it is reported that two tables, Table 3.5.1 and Table 3.5.2 on pages 20-21 have been added to address some of AQMD’s comments.  Please note that there is only one table, Table 3.5.1 located on page 21.  There is no Table 3.5.2. 

3. On page 50 of the final IS/EA, the lead agency claims in the second response to AQMD comments that “this project will not cause or create any new localized CO violations or increase the frequency of severity of any existing violations in the area affected by the project.”  The lead agency does not present in a public document the analysis or summary of analysis to support the claim that the project will not cause any new CO violations.  This information is necessary for purposes of validation.  The response makes reference to a Table 5.5.1 on page 35.  The IS/EA states,  “Table 5.5.1. on page 35 show (sic) the PM10 air quality data summaries”.  Please note that there is no Table 5.5.1 on page 35.  Table 5.1.1 on page 37, which shows PM10 emissions at the Burbank-West Palm Avenue Station, is irrelevant to the CO hotspots discussion.

4. The lead agency also claims on page 51 that it cannot provide construction emissions estimates until the project is ready for construction.  AQMD staff believes that given the size and scope of the project, it should be possible to estimate project emissions using the assumptions and methodologies outlined in the AQMD 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook).  AQMD staff suggests that the lead agency quantify project emissions in the final IS/EA to enable an informed determination to be made regarding the significance or otherwise of the project’s air quality impacts.

5. On page 51 of the final IS/EA, in response to AQMD’s initial request to the lead agency to identify measures that would be implemented to mitigate construction emissions, the lead agency refers reviewers to mitigation measures discussed on pages 44-45.  Please note that the mitigation measures are discussed on pages 46-47 of the final IS/EA, and not on pages 44-45.  Furthermore,  the final IS/EA does not address the question of estimating how much of the construction emissions would be reduced by those mitigation measures.  

6. On the Negative Declaration page at the beginning of the document, the fourth determination states that “there will be no significant impacts on noise, air quality, or water quality.”  Please note that without providing a quantitative analysis of potential emissions from the construction of the proposed project, using any of the methodologies in the Handbook, the AQMD cannot concur with the lead agency’s conclusion that the project’s impacts on air quality will not be significant.

7. In general, the final IS/EA is difficult to follow.  A few examples are given here.  On page v, the page listing the Appendices, Appendix I, References is supposed to be on page 55.  Page 55 does not have Appendix I.  The page shows the Distribution List.  Appendix I is actually on page 58.  Appendix II, Summary of Relocation Benefits Available to Displaced Parties is supposed to be on page 56.  It appears on page 59.  The rest of the appendices are correspondingly dislocated.   The table on Ambient Air Quality Standards, Table 3.5.1 is supposed to be on page 20 but it appears on page 21.  As pointed out above, Table 3.5.2 on Local Air Quality Levels which is supposed to be on page 21 is nonexistent.  Both Tables 3.10.1 and 3.10.2 are on page 28 and not on page 26 as is indicated on page iii, the List of tables, etc. 

If you have any questions about any of these comments, please contact Dr. Charles Blankson, Transportation Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304.

Sincerely,

Alene Taber

Planning Manager

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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