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December 6, 2002

Ronald J. Kosinski

Division of Environmental Planning

Department of Transportation, District 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Draft IS/EA Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the High Occupancy Lanes on Freeway 10, Los Angeles County
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 Mitigated 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 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.

Planning Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: CB

LAC021029-01
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Draft IS/EA Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the High Occupancy Lanes on Freeway 10, Los Angeles County
1. Air Quality Analysis:
On page 5.8 under item # 18 of the MND the lead agency refers to an air quality analysis which demonstrated that the proposed project would not result in an increase in air pollutant emissions, adverse effects on or deterioration of ambient air quality.   Three references are listed in section 4.0 of the MND under Air Quality and Noise, which are incorporated in this MND by reference.  It would be helpful for the reviewer as well as the general public if summaries of the relevant sections of the studies referred to are included in the MND to facilitate review.
2. Air Quality Analysis II:
On page 5-8 under item # 16, the MND qualitatively dismisses construction impacts because it involves only minor grading.  Without providing a quantitative analysis of potential emissions from construction using the methodologies in the 1993 AQMD CEQA Air Quality handbook or other approved methodologies, the lead agency has not demonstrated that the project's construction air quality impacts are not significant. 

3. Increased NO2 Emissions:
Again on page 5-8 under item # 18, the MND indicates that the proposed project will increase NO2 emissions by two percent.  Depending on the baseline NO2 emissions for the affected stretch of the freeway, NO2 emissions could exceed the SCAQMD's recommended threshold of 55 pounds per day.  The lead agency needs to provide a mass daily emission increase estimate for NO2 and then compare this to the NO2 significant threshold to verify that this impact is not significant.

4. Air Quality Data:

On page 5-9 of the MND the lead agency refers to the air quality data from the Pomona Air Monitoring Station for the most recent three years that was used in the PM10 qualitative analysis.  The data shown in Table 3.4-1 on page 3-6 shows air quality data for 1996 through 1999.  Please note that the air quality data for 2000 and 2001 are available and are attached.  Please revise the relevant sections of the air quality analysis using the most recent data currently available.  
