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May 31, 2002

Ms. Susan B. Sundell, Ed.D. Assistant Superintendent

Chaffey Joint Union High School District

211 West Fifth Street

Ontario, CA 91762-1698

Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Proposed Milliken Avenue Extension Project – Chaffey Joint Union High School District

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,

Mike A. Nazemi





Planning Manager
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May 31, 2002

Assistant Superintendent

Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Proposed Milliken Avenue Extension Project – Chaffey Joint Union High School District

1) The description of construction impacts on page 3-21 and 3-22 lists site preparation activities but fugitive emission calculations, methodologies and resulting estimates were not included in the Draft EIR. The estimates for fugitive dust from clearing and grading activities should be included with the other short-term construction sources for a total daily worst case emissions estimate in the Final EIR.

2) On page 3-22 paragraph one of the DEIR, Table 3.2-3 Estimated Project Impacts for construction activities states, in part “The results of the analysis showed that NOx would exceed the daily threshold level of 100 pounds per day and thereby produce a significant impact.”

a) Table 3.2-3 does not show that NOx emission estimates exceed the AQMD 100 pounds per day threshold. Table 3.2-3 estimates of a total of 94.788 pounds per day of NOx for six acres (the worst-case daily grading estimate), which could be the mitigated emission’s estimate total. In the Final EIR, Table 3.2-3 should detail estimate totals for unmitigated emissions from all construction sources, the control efficiencies of any mitigation measures applied along with the final mitigated emission totals. Those totals should then be compared with the appropriate AQMD daily threshold of significance to conclude air quality significance.

b) Table 3.2-3 includes asterisks next to the vehicles listed under the Pounds Per Hour Per Acre source category but does not explain what the asterisks refer to.

c) The DEIR does not include the documentation of the analysis performed that supports Table 3.2-3. The Final EIR should include the assumptions, emission factors used and calculations for the proposed project’s emission estimates. This information should be included in Air Quality Section 3.2 or as part of an appendix.

3) On page 3-22 paragraph one, the following revision is recommended:

“Additionally, to reduce nuisance dust, project construction will comply with South Coast AQMD Rule 402 – Nuisance and Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust air quality rules promulgated by the South Coast Air Quality Management District to control and suppress fugitive dust from creating a nuisance offsite.”
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May 31, 2002

Assistant Superintendent

Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Proposed Milliken Avenue Extension Project – Chaffey Joint Union High School District

4) The following mitigation measure is recommended to be added to measure AQ-1 listed on page 3-23 of the Draft EIR to reduce NOx emissions from construction activities:

Recommended Addition:

· Maintain on-site and off-site equipment and vehicles in good condition.

4) On page 3-89, the Year 2002 Base Plus High School Traffic Level of Service (LOS) designations for intersections analyzed are listed based on a previous traffic study by Kaku Associates. The Volume to Capacity (V/C) ratios for each intersection, however, were not included in the Draft EIR. It would be helpful for the public review of the section if the results of the Kaku Associates traffic study and the V/C ratios were also included in the Final EIR to determine the impacts of the proposed traffic mitigation measures on the V/C and ultimately the LOS.

5) The Draft EIR on page 3-89 for Year 2002 Base Plus High School Traffic with Mitigation states, in part “The Kaku Associates traffic study indicates that all seven of the analyzed intersections would operate at acceptable LOS for both peak periods with the implementation of mitigation measures to be implemented no later than the opening of the high school (fall term 2001). These measures include signalization and other intersection improvements.” In the Final EIR, the mitigation measure improvements should be detailed and the resulting impacts on the LOS for the intersections that were under analysis should be estimated to include the V/C ratios to show how the mitigation measures will improve the LOS at those intersections. Should the project impacts still result in an unacceptable decrease in the LOS even with the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, a CO Hotspots Analysis might be warranted.

