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Mr. Charney

Helix Environmental Planning, Inc.,

8100 La Mesa Blvd., Suite 150

La Mesa, CA 91941-6476

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the

Home Depot Commercial Center, Signal Hill

Dear Mr. Charney:

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

SS:CB

LAC010515-03

Control Number

Draft Evironmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the

Home Depot Commercial Center - Signal Hill

1. Rule 1133:  On pages 2-4 and 5.1-17 of the DEIR, it is stated that the project will comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules including Rule 1133.  Please note that Rule 1133 does not exist.  The lead agency may be referring to Rule 1113 - Architectural Coatings.   Please correct these in the Final EIR.

2. Operational Thresholds:
Please note that the significance threshold for reactive organic gases (ROG) is 55 pounds per day.  This information is missing from the operational thresholds listed on page 5.1-11 of the DEIR.  

3. PM10 Emissions:
There are three points that need to be noted regarding the PM10 emissions.  First, the PM10 emissions total shown in Table 5 on page 5.1-12 of the DEIR should be 254.8 pounds and not 16.1 as highlighted.  Second, it is not explained how the 238.7 pounds in Table 5 was arrived at.  Given that grading one acre produces 10 pounds of PM10, grading the entire 23.5 acres in one day should generate 235 pounds of PM10 and not 238.7 pounds.  Third, please note that the emission factor of 10 pounds of PM10 per acre graded already assumes best available control measures necessary to comply with AQMD Rule 403.  Consequently, it is double counting the control efficiency of the best available control measure to further claim that applying standard dust suppression methods as mandated by Rule 403 can reduce this value by an estimated 50 percent.  The fugitive dust estimate in the table on page 3 of Appendix D is wrong.  The fugitive dust estimate of 234.7 pounds in Table 5 is closer to the actual calculated fugitive dust emissions.  

4. Inconsistencies:
There are a number of inconsistencies in the DEIR and Appendix D that need to be reconciled.  Three examples are given here.  On page 5.1-11 of the DEIR, it is stated that eight scrapers will be used for grading.  Yet, on the first page of Appendix D, readers are given the grading emissions for only six graders.  No explanation is provided to account for this discrepancy in the number of scrapers.  Again on page 5.1-11 of the DEIR, it is claimed that the maximum daily work crew of 16 people would be required during the rough grading period when construction emissions were expected to be highest.  Yet, the vehicle emissions estimates on the second page in Appendix D assume 30 workers on a peak day for the same rough grading period.  In a third example, as noted in comment 3 above, the emissions data shown in Table 5 on page 5.1-12 of the DEIR differ markedly from the table on the third page of Appendix D.  The NOX emissions on page 3 of Appendix D do not add up. 

5. Daily Peak Construction Emissions:
In Appendix D, the lead agency presents several analyses and tables showing emissions from four discrete construction activities, namely, rough grading, demolition, remediation and pad preparation.  Please indicate whether or not these described activities overlap.  In the event that there are overlapping construction activities, emissions could exceed those listed in Table 5.  Estimating the daily peak construction emissions from overlapping construction activities would ensure that all emission sources, during the construction phase, are accounted for to enable adequate mitigation measures to be identified to reduce project emissions to the fullest extent. 

6. Potential Emissions from the Project Site:  The project site has both existing as well as abandoned oil wells.  On page 5.3-3 of the DEIR, it is stated that "no air emissions or wastewater discharges have been documented on the site…"  The lead agency does not provide any documentation to support this statement, so AQMD staff is unable to confirm this statement.  Please provide test data or other documentation to support this claim in the Final EIR.  

7. Unavoidable Significant Air Quality Impacts:
On page 5.1-19 of the DEIR, it is stated that implementing the standard regulatory requirements along with the proposed construction mitigation measures would "not be sufficient to reduce the daily emissions of NOX and PM10 to less than the SCAQMD thresholds of significance."  It is not clear from the DEIR how much of the construction emissions would be left unmitigated.  AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency identify, where feasible, the effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measures by providing the control efficiencies associated with the mitigation measures.  Where feasible, the emissions that will be reduced as well as those remaining, should be quantified.  This information could be presented in the form of a table.   

8. Other Comments:
To further reduce significant adverse PM10 emissions, the lead agency should consider requiring a mitigation measure to limit the daily grading area to 13 acres per day or less.

