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May 11, 2001

Mr. Keith Gardner, Senior Planner

Riverside County Planning Department

4080 Lemon Street

P.O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502-1409

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 1,734.5-Acre Domenigoni-Barton Properties Master Planned Community Specific Plan – County of Riverside

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 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. In Volume II, page VI-104, paragraph four, the Draft EIR states, in part “The final AQMP (Air Quality Management Plan) was adopted and released to the public in 1991.” The discussion in the EIR should more accurately reflect the AQMP discussion in Volume III, Appendix D, page 9, which indicates that the 1997 AQMP as revised in 1999 is the most current AQMP document. The SCAQMD Governing Board adopted the 1997 AQMP in November of 1996 and revisions to the 1997 AQMP were also approved in November of 1999. The 1999 amendments to the 1997 AQMP were subsequently approved by U.S. EPA in 2000.

2. In Volume II, page VI-110, please delete the last sentence of the first paragraph, as this is not true as long as the Basin is classified non-attainment.

3. In Volume II, page VI-110, please delete the second sentence of the third paragraph, as this is not correct. Non-attainment designations are based on a single daily exceedance of an ambient air quality standard in three consecutive years. Therefore, it is irrelevant whether or not the emissions source is temporary or permanent.

4. Volume II, page VI-111, paragraph one, states, in part “without enforceable limits on the size of the daily disturbance footprint, PM10 emissions during portions of project development can likely not be maintained at sub-significant threshold levels.” Reducing the amount of soil disturbed each day during site preparation is an option, that the lead agency can require, if the lead agency so chooses, of the project proponent to reduce the estimated emission impacts from site preparation activities. 

5. Paragraph one continues, stating, in part “fugitive emissions of construction dust represent more of a potential soiling nuisance (due to settling on cars, streets, landscaping, etc.) than an actual health hazard.” The SCAQMD recommends deleting this sentence in the Final EIR. The lead agency is reminded that although there might be a smaller population density downwind of the project site, fugitive emission impacts are still considered a health issue and not just “a potential soiling nuisance.” This is because 50 percent of total suspended particulate matter is PM10, which consists of extremely small-suspended particles or droplets 10 microns or smaller in diameter that can lodge in the lungs contributing to respiratory problems ((Chapter 3, SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) and page 1-1, SCAQMD Rule 403 Implementation Handbook)). Further, the damage caused by PM10 results not only because of its chemical composition, but also because of mechanical damage caused simply by the size and shape of the particulate moving through the lung tissue.
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Consequently, fugitive dust, regardless of where it is generated, represents a real and serious human health hazard, not just a soiling nuisance. Finally, Rule 403(d)(1) prohibits the emissions from fugitive dust from any active operation such that the presence of such dust remains visible beyond the property line of the emission source.

6. In Volume II, in Table III.F-3: Total Daily Construction Emissions (lbs/day) on page VI-112 of the Draft EIR, project emission estimates do not seem to be included for wind erosion of possible storage piles (See SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Chapter 9, Table A9-9-E), fugitive emissions from possible hauling of soil by heavy trucks (See Handbook, Table 9-9-G), or the vehicle emissions from heavy trucks carrying soil during the project (For EMFAC7 Emission Factors, see MVEI model at www.arb.ca.gov). These estimates along with the respective supporting data such as emission factors, emission calculations, methodologies, and applicable modeling outputs should be included in the air quality analysis in the Final EIR.

7. In Volume II, Table III.F-3 Total Daily Construction Emissions (lbs/day) on page VI-112, the Draft EIR indicates that the California Air Resources Board (CARB) URBEMIS7G computer model was used to estimate vehicle emissions for water trucks and worker commute trips. Although the Draft EIR includes the emission estimates in Table III.F-3, a reference to the URBEMIS7G and some mileage estimates, the Draft EIR does not include a copy of the complete modeling outputs or the inputs and assumption parameters used in the URBEMIS7G modeling. This information should be included in the Final EIR, possibly as a part of the footnotes to Table III.F-3 or included as an attachment. 

8. In Volume II, Table III.F-3 Total Daily Construction Emissions (lbs/day) on page VI-112 of the Draft EIR, totals are shown including 1396 pounds per day of PM10 and 162 pounds per day of sulfur oxide (See also Table 3 in Volume III, Appendix D, Air Quality Impact Analysis, PM10 total). The totals for these two pollutants appear to be incorrect. Please explain this discrepancy in the Final EIR. If it is simply a math error, then this number needs to be corrected in the Final EIR. See also comment #6.

9. In Volume II, in the footnotes to Table III.F-3 Total Daily Construction Emissions (lbs/day) on page VI-112 of the Draft EIR, reference is made to the Air Quality Impacts Analysis Study dated  20 June 2000 (Ref. B-19) by Giroux and Associates. Ref. B-19 does not include any further detail, such as a page number, table reference or section to locate the reference in the Draft EIR. Although Volume III, Section D of the Draft EIR includes an Air Quality Impact Analysis, dated July 06, 2000, by Giroux and Associates, it is unclear where the referenced 20 June 2000 study is located.  
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10. In Volume II, page VI-115, Transportation Related Mitigation Emissions of the Draft EIR, reference is made in Mitigation Measures AQ-8. and AQ-9. to SCAQMD Regulation XV- The Commuter Program. On December 8, 1995, the SCAQMD Governing Board rescinded Regulation XV and adopted Rule 2202 – On Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation Options. Rule 2202 provides employers with a menu of options to reduce mobile source emissions generated from employee commute trips to comply with federal and state Clean Air Act requirements. Also, under Rule 2202, implementation of an Employee Commute Reduction Program (the traditional rideshare plan) is strictly optional.

Rule 2202 was last amended on October 9, 1998 and is available at the SCAQMD website www.aqmd.gov. In addition, both the Rule 2202 Implementation Guidelines and the Employee Commute Reduction Program Guidelines can be obtained by contacting SCAQMD Transportation Programs at (909) 396-3271.

11. In Volume III, Section D, page 14 references are made to SCAQMD Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust in paragraphs one and four for the calculation of fugitive dust emission impacts. Mitigation measures to address fugitive dust emissions from construction activities are also described in the Air Quality Section of Volume II on page VI-114 of the Draft EIR. In the Final EIR, please clarify which of the mitigation measures listed on page VI-114 are specifically to comply with Rule 403. 

12. The lead agency has determined that construction emissions from the proposed project will exceed the South Coast AQMD’s daily threshold for nitrogen oxide, PM10, sulfur oxide, and reactive organic gases. Therefore, the South Coast AQMD recommends that the lead agency include the following changes and additional mitigation measures in the Revised Final EIR, if feasible:

For the control of nitrogen oxide emissions from on-road and off-road construction equipment, the following additional mitigation measures are recommend, if feasible:

· Prohibit truck idling in excess of two minutes.

· Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel or gasoline generators.

· 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.
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· 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 or sensitive receptor areas.

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

For the control of fugitive dust (PM10) impacts from soil disturbance operations, the following changes in the wording of proposed mitigation measures in Volume II on page VI-115 of the Draft EIR are recommended, if feasible:

AQ-1. Dust control measures will be implemented to minimize dust generation during clearing, grading, and construction. Measures may will include (as applicable) techniques such as:

Application of water or surfactants during ground-disturbing activities (the lead agency should specify the frequency or conditions that would cause the actions to be applied, for example: apply water to all unstabilized disturbed areas 2 times per day);

Early paving of chip sealing of access roads (If this can be done as soon as the roads are graded to their respective elevation, that would be best);

AQ-4. Reduce “spill over effects” by preventing soil erosion, washing vehicles entering public road ways from off-road project areas, and washing/sweeping project access to public roadways on an adequate schedule (the lead agency should specify the frequency and conditions under which this measure would occur, for example: Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil is carried onto adjacent public paved roads. (Recommend Rule 1186 certified sweepers)).

AQ-6. Limiting grading/soil disturbances to as small an area as practical at any one time (the lead agency should specify the daily acreage limit for grading/soil disturbance activities). 

For the control of fugitive dust (PM10) impacts from soil disturbance operations, the following additional mitigation measures are recommend, if feasible:

· Apply non-toxic soil stabilizers according to manufacturers’ specifications to all inactive construction areas (previously graded areas inactive for ten days or more).
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· Appoint a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site construction activity including resolution of issues related to PM10 generation. 

For the control of sulfur oxide emission impacts from construction equipment, the following added mitigation measure is recommend, if feasible:

· Use low sulfur diesel for construction equipment.

