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June 7, 2002

Chuck Shoemaker

Manager, Environmental Planning Services

County of Orange

300 N. Flower Street

Box 4048

Santa Ana, CA 92702-4048

Dear Mr. Shoemaker

Draft Revised Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DRSEIR) 

Saddleback Meadows

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

Mike A. Nazemi

Manager

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

MN: CB

ORC020425-02

Control Number

Draft Revised Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DRSEIR)

Saddleback Meadows

1. Project Size:
In the Public Notice announcing the availability of the DRSEIR, it is stated that the proposed project will occupy an area measuring 229.2 acres and approximately 71 percent of this or 158.6 acres will be devoted to open space.  In the Project Summary in the DRSEIR on page 1-3, it is stated that the proposed project will occupy 222 acres and 70 percent or 155.1 acres will be devoted to open space.  It is not clear from the above statements whether the project area is 229.2 acres or 222 acres?  Please provide accurate information on the size of the project area since it has implications for grading emissions and subsequently air quality.

2. Emissions Inventory:
In Table 4.6.2 on page 4.6-7 of the DRSEIR, emissions data are provided for the years 2000 and 2010.  While the 2010 forecasts are the same as those reported in the SCAQMD Final 1997 AQMP, the 2000 data is different.  See Table B-6 on page III-B-18 of Appendix III of the SCAQMD Final 1997 AQMP.  Please correct the discrepancy. 

3. URBEMIS2001:
It is reported in Appendix G of the DSEIR that the lead agency used URBEMIS7G to calculate project emissions.  There are two points to be noted about this.  The first is that both Appendix G and the SDEIR limit the discussion on construction activity impacts to fugitive dust and PM10 emissions.  PM10 emissions are reported to be less than the PM10 significance threshold.  However, as noted on page 4.6-12 of the DRSEIR, construction also entails the use of internal combustion engines in on-road and off-road mobile, semi-mobile and other diesel-powered equipment which generate emissions of NOX, CO and also PM10.  There are also ROG emissions from paints and other architectural coatings.  The lead agency fails to mention that the URBEMIS7G output table shows very large ROG construction emissions.   At 1,171.19 pounds per day during the Summer, these are very significant emissions.  The lead agency needs to address these high ROG emissions and propose measures to reduce them to less than the significance threshold in the Final SEIR.   The second point is that URBEMIS2001 is currently available on ARB Webpage and has replaced URBEMIS7G as the model of choice and should be used to estimate project emissions.  The lead agency is therefore encouraged to use URBEMIS200 which uses current emission factors and therefore reflects project emissions more accurately.   In discussing the proposed project's air quality impacts, both construction and operational emissions as well as the corresponding significance thresholds should be presented in the main text of the Final SEIR.  If construction ROG emissions still exceed the significance threshold, the lead agency should propose mitigation measures accordingly.

4. Screening Tables:
The lead agency uses the Screening Table in the SCAQMD 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Table 6-2) to determine that construction-related equipment combustion emissions from the project will not be significant.  See discussion on page 4.6-12 of the DRSEIR.  Please note that although the screening tables were developed by the AQMD, the AQMD no longer supports the use of these tables in determining the significance of project emissions.  This is because the mobile source emission factors used in computing the tables are from an old version of the California Air Resources Board EMFAC model.  Furthermore, the trip generation rates used in the tables are also from an older version of the Institute of Engineers Trip Generation Manual.  For these reasons, it is recommended that the lead agency use the current ARB URBEM1S 2001 model to estimate project emissions. 

