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June 14, 2001

Mr. Sal Salazar

City of Rancho Cucamonga

Planning Division

10500 Civic Center Drive

Rancho Cucamonga, CA  91730

Notice of Intent to Adopt Negative Declaration for the Proposed 11.5-Acre Residential Development - City of Rancho Cucamonga

Dear Mr. Salazar:

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 Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.  The AQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Please contact Gordon Mize Transportation Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: GM

SBC010522-07

Control Number

Notice of Intent to Adopt Negative Declaration for the Proposed 11.5-Acre Residential Development - City of Rancho Cucamonga

1. On pages 8 and 9 section 5, Air Quality, the lead agency provides information on construction phase fugitive dust emission factors.  The lead agency then implies that fugitive dust emissions would not be significant even if the entire 11.5-acre site were graded.  The lead agency does not demonstrate, however, that unmitigated and mitigated emissions from all construction sources from the proposed 11.5-acre project are below any established daily PM10 thresholds.  Although the methodologies described on pages 8 and 9 could apply to calculate PM10 emissions for the proposed project, the lead agency should, for the purpose of clarification and public disclosure, demonstrate that the project, with the mitigation measures described on pages 9 and 10, does not exceed the daily PM10 threshold.  This could be accomplished by describing the project's estimated emission impacts in the form of a table, or in the narration or as part of an appendix.

2. Although the lead agency is using a figure of "300,000 Brake Horsepower-Hours (BHP-HR) of on- and off-road energy to develop one acre" on page 9 of the Draft ND to assist in determining emission estimates for the proposed project, the lead agency does not actually estimate the emission impacts from these construction activity sources or provide thresholds of significance for the proposed project (see also comment #1).  Based on the lack of information provided, number of acres developed per day for example, it is not possible to estimate daily construction equipment emissions.  The Draft ND further concludes stating, in part on page 9 of the Draft ND, "Project implementation of standard control measures to minimize construction equipment exhaust emissions will be necessary to ensure significant impacts will not result."  From this statement, the lead agency appears to conclude that the proposed project will generate significant adverse air quality impacts, but those impacts will be mitigated by measures proposed in the Draft ND on pages 9 and 10.  In order to demonstrate that these emission estimates will be below the daily level of significance with the mitigation measures applied from pages 9 and 10 of the Draft ND, it is recommended that in the Final ND, that the lead agency provide emission estimates comparing the unmitigated emission totals with the mitigated totals along with the appropriate supporting information (a reasonable estimate of types and numbers of vehicles to be used, the emission factors applied, the number of acres to be graded per day, control efficiencies, etc.).  Otherwise, the lead agency has not demonstrated that construction emissions do not exceed any established air quality significance thresholds.

3. In addition, the SCAQMD recommends that the lead agency require the project proponent to include the following additional mitigation measures, if feasible:

Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference.

Provide temporary traffic controls such as a flag person, during all phases of construction to maintain smooth traffic flow.

Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow on the arterial system to off-peak hour to the extent practicable.

Reroute construction trucks away from congested streets.

Provide dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and equipment on- off-site.

