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August 9, 2001

Ms. Tabitha Lam

County of Los Angeles

Department of Regional Planning

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR) FOR 

THE HASLEY CANYON PROJECT:

SANTA CLARITA

Dear Ms. Lam:

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 Charles Blankson, Ph.D., 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

Attachment
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Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Hasley Canyon Project:

Santa Clarita

1. Air Quality Data:
Table 7 on page 55 of the DEIR shows air quality data for the Santa Clarita Monitoring Station from 1992 through 1996.  The AQMD recommends that air quality data for the three most recent years be presented in order to show the most recent trends in air quality for the project area.  Please note that the air quality data for 1998, 1999 and 2000 for the air monitoring station are available and are attached.

2. 1997 AQMP:
It is stated on page 48 of the DEIR that the most recent air quality management plan (AQMP) for the air basin is the 1994 AQMP.  Please note that the most recent AQMP was the 1997 AQMP.  Since then, the governing board of the SCAQMD has also adopted the 1999 Amendment to the 1997 Ozone SIP Revision for the air basin.  Please note these developments in the Final EIR.  


3. Emission Factors:
Table 8 on page 58 of the DEIR shows project construction emissions.  The tables in Appendix D show that emission factors from California Air Resources Board (ARB) EMFAC7F computer model and others from Table A9-5-J-5 in the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) were used in generating the emissions from construction workers' vehicles.   Please note that Tables A9-5-J-1 through A9-5-K-10 in the Handbook were derived from an older and obsolete version of the ARB's mobile source emission inventory, EMFAC-7EP.  Please also note that the ARB has produced a more recently approved and updated version of these emission factors in EMFAC2000.  Current emission factors have been demonstrated to be generally higher than those used in previous models, thus, it is likely that using the old emission factors may underestimate construction emissions.  AQMD recommends that the lead agency use the most currently available EMFAC emission factors to recalculate the motor vehicle emissions to reflect the most accurate data currently available.  The  EMFAC2000 emission factors can be obtained from the ARB web page at www.arb.ca.gov/msei/msei.html.  Please, also state the assumptions and methodologies used in calculating project emissions.

4. Construction Employee Emissions:
Reviewing the construction employee emissions, as shown in Appendix D, it was noted that only engine combustion emission factors were used to calculate construction employee commute trips.  Please note that in addition to engine combustion emission factors, the lead agency needs to include hot soak and diurnal VOC estimates, as well as variable start emission factors, previously called cold start and hot start, for CO, VOC and NOX. 

5. Reducing PM10 and NOX Emissions:
It is noted on page 65 of the DEIR that even with the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, construction air quality impacts will still be significant.  The proposed construction mitigation measures include "water spraying on excavated area" or "daily watering of active construction areas and all traveled dirt roads."  It is not stated how often this measure will be undertaken to achieve optimum efficiency.  It is recommended that to further reduce the daily PM10 emissions, the lead agency should require that the excavated areas be watered at least two or more times daily.   Furthermore, it is also recommended that the lead agency should include a mitigation measure requiring that no more than five acres of land be graded daily during construction.  To further reduce the NOX emissions, it is recommended that alternative clean fuel (e.g., compressed natural gas-powered) construction equipment be used.  Alternatively, if diesel equipment is being used, the lead agency should require use of particulate filters and low sulfur diesel, as defined in Rule 431.2, i.e., containing less than 15 ppm sulfur content.

