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March 21, 2001

Mr. George Pardon

Vice President, Administration and Finance

California State University, Dominguez Hills

1000 E. Victoria Street

Carson, CA  90747

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed National Training Center - California State University at Dominguez Hills

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document. The AQMD also appreciates the fact that the lead agency extended the comment period to March 21, 2001, to allow additional time to review the Draft EIR for the proposed project and provide comments. The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into 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 adoption 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 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
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1. The lead agency states on page 4.6-14 that the construction of the proposed project will occur in phases. The Draft EIR analyzes the site preparation phase of construction because this activity has the highest emissions potential. It is not clear, however, from the discussion whether any phases overlap. If there is overlap in any construction phases, this could increase the peak construction emissions. In the Final EIR, please clarify whether any other construction the phases overlap with the site preparation phase, and if so, the estimates for peak construction emissions should be adjusted accordingly.

2. On page 4.6-15, demolition is described as being part of the site preparation but the calculation of the demolition emission estimates does not appear to be included in the Draft EIR. Please include the demolition emission estimates and their calculation methodologies as a separate category in Table 4.6-6 in the Final EIR.

3. Erosion estimates for storage piles and emission estimates for truck filling for dirt being hauled away from the project site do not appear to have been estimated in the Draft EIR. Please refer to the South Coast AQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) Chapter 9, Table A9-9 on page A9-92 for applicable tables. See also Table A9-9-E on page A9-99 (Wind Erosion Estimates) and also Table 9-9-G on page A9-101 (Truck filling). These estimates and the calculation information should be included in the site preparation totals in the Final EIR.

4. The lead agency has determined that at a minimum construction emissions from the proposed project will exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (South Coast AQMD) daily threshold for nitrogen oxide and PM10. Therefore, the South Coast AQMD recommends that the lead agency require the project proponent to include the following additional mitigation measures, if feasible: 

(a) Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference.

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

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

(d) Reroute construction trucks away from congested streets.

(e) Provide dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and equipment on- and off-site.
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(f) Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered generators.

(g) Use low sulfur diesel for construction equipment.

(h) Appoint a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site construction activity including resolution of issues related to PM10 generation. 

5. In Table 4.6-7 and Table 4.6-8 on pages 4.6-16 and 4.6-17, respectively, of the Draft EIR, an average trip length of 5.61 miles is specified as the average commute length. According to information in Appendix D, this trip length is a regional average obtained from the California Air Resources Board’s MVEI model. First, this trip length is a regional average and may not be representative of trip lengths in the vicinity of the project. Second, it isn’t clear, however, what types of vehicle trips these represent (work trips, home to work trips, Other to Work, etc.). If these trips represent commute trips, then the length used may underestimate the trip length, which would result in underestimating mobile source emissions. For determining subregion trip lengths, the lead agency is referred to Chapter 9, Table A9-5-D from the Handbook. In the Final EIR, the type of trip-type should be clarified and if a more specific localized trip-length is appropriate, then Tables 4.6-7 and 4.6-8 should be revised in the Final EIR. Also, the actual calculations and equations used for the emission calculations (not just the emission factors and trip characteristics) should be included in the Final EIR to better facilitate review by the public and commenting agencies.

6. In Table 4.6-8 on page 4.6-17, event attendance is estimated as 12,500 people. The estimated trip figure is 6,492 and an AVR of about 2.0 was apparently used as a basis for the number of trips. In the Final EIR, the source and justification for the usage of the AVR figure used in the Draft EIR should be explained, otherwise a more conservative AVR should be used and mobile source emissions should be revised. This same comment applies to Table 4.6-9 on page 4.6-17.

7. In Table 4.6-9 on page 4.6-17, respectively, of the Draft EIR, an average trip length of 5.61 miles is specified as the average commute length (see also comment #6). According to information in Appendix D, this trip length is a regional average obtained from the California Air Resources Board’s MVEI model. First, this trip length is a regional average and may not be representative of trip lengths in the vicinity of the project. Second, it isn’t clear, however, what types of vehicle trips these represent (work trips, home to work trips, other to work, etc.).

 Mr. George Pardon,



-3-


March 21, 2001

V.P., Admin & Finance

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed National Sports Center - California State University, Dominguez Hills

If these trips represent commute trips, then the length used for the proposed project may underestimate the trip length, which would result in underestimating mobile source emissions. 

8. For determining subregion trip lengths, the lead agency is referred to Chapter 9, Table A9-5-D from the Handbook. In the Final EIR, the type of trip-type should be clarified and if a more specific localized trip-length is appropriate, then Tables 4.6-7 and 4.6-8 should be revised in the Final EIR. Also, the actual calculations and equations used for the emission calculations (not just the emission factors and trip characteristics) should be included in the Final EIR to better facilitate review by the public and commenting agencies.

9. If the lead agency has underestimated the number of trips for the proposed project as suggested in comments 6 and 7 above, then mobile source emission estimate would need to be revised. In this instance, intersection LOS levels may be underestimated and the CO hotspots analysis (Table 4.6-3 on page 4.6-10) should be revised, since it is possible that the proposed project may create additional CO hotspots at other intersections. 

10. The lead agency has also determined that long-term operations will also exceed the daily thresholds for carbon monoxide, reactive organic compounds and nitrogen dioxide emissions. Therefore, the South Coast AQMD recommends that the lead agency require the project proponent to include the following mitigation measures, if feasible: 

(a) Install solar or low-emission water heaters to reduce energy consumption.

(b) Install built-in low-polluting energy-efficient appliances to reduce energy consumption.

(c) Install automatic lighting on/off controls and energy-efficient lighting to reduce electricity consumption and associated emissions.

(d) Install energy-efficient and automated controls for air conditioners to reduce energy consumption and associated emissions.

(e) Install light-colored roofing materials as opposed to dark roofing materials.  These light-colored materials would reflect rather than absorb sunlight and minimize heat gains in buildings.

(f) Construct bicycle lanes and sidewalks to promote biking and walking as alternatives to using the automobile for commuting purposes.

(g) Construct bus stops at strategic positions on site in collaboration with the bus transit service provider.

