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February 6, 2003
Clara Miramontes

Senior Planner

City of Riverside, Planning Department

300 Main Street, 3rd Floor

Riverside, CA 92522

Dear Ms. Miramontes,

Draft Negative Declaration 

Stone Canyon Apartments Project – City 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 in the Final Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final 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 James Koizumi, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3234 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: JK
RVC030107-01
Control Number

Draft Negative Declaration
Stone Canyon Apartments Project – City of Riverside
1. AQMD Screening Tables:
Reference is made to screening tables 6-2 and 6-3 in the 1993 AQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) on page 9 of the Draft Negative Declaration in the Environmental Checklist under the Air Quality section.  The lead agency states that the proposed project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation.   Please note that although the screening tables in the Handbook were developed by the AQMD, the AQMD no longer supports the use of these tables.  This is because the mobile source emission factors used in the screening tables are from an old version of the California Air Resources Board (CARB) EMFAC model.  Furthermore, the trip generation rates used in the screening tables are from an older version of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual.  The current version is the sixth edition.  For the Final Negative Declaration, the AQMD recommends that the lead agency use emission calculation methodologies from the Handbook or use the CARB-approved computer model URBEMIS 2001 in calculating both construction as well as operational emissions.  The model can be accessed on the CARB website; www.arb.ca.gov.  Please provide detailed documentation of the methodology used to develop emissions in the Final Negative Declaration.
2. Carbon Monoxide (CO) Concentrations:
“Less Than Significant Impact” is selected in response to question b), “Create a CO hotspot, or expose individuals to CO concentrations above established standards?”
The Draft Negative Declaration states that the current monitored CO concentrations are below ambient air quality standards (AAQS).  It also states that the project will not result in exceedances of any CO AAQS, but provides no documentation or other information to support this conclusion.

3. Air Quality Standards and Sensitive Receptors:
Environmental Checklist questions a, b, c, and d under the Air Quality section are marked “No Impact.”  These questions relate to the potential emissions generated by the construction and operation of the proposed project.  Without providing a quantitative analysis of potential emissions from construction and operation using the methodologies in the Handbook or other approved methodologies, the lead agency has not demonstrated that the project’s air quality impacts are not significant.  
4. Transportation Demand Measures:
“No Impact” is selected.  Information on the number of new employees and construction workers are not provided.  Assumed values used by the project proponent are correct.  Please provide the number of new employees and construction workers estimated for the proposed project.
5. Mitigation Measures:
In the event that quantifying air quality impacts, as recommended in item #1 above, results in emissions that exceed the significance thresholds recommended by the AQMD, the AQMD has identified the following feasible mitigation measures, which would help to reduce project impacts:

· On-site construction vehicle speed should be limited to 15 miles per hour.

· All on-site construction roads with vehicle traffic should be watered periodically.

· All material excavated or graded should be sufficiently watered to prevent excessive amounts of dust.  Watering should occur at least twice daily with complete coverage.

· All clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities should cease during periods of high winds (i.e., greater than 25 miles per hour averaged over one hour).

· All material transported on-site or off-site should be sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

· The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earthmoving, or excavation operations should be minimized so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

· All trucks that are to haul excavated or graded material off-site should comply with State Vehicle Code Section 23114.

· Ozone precursor emissions from construction equipment should be controlled by maintaining equipment engines in good condition and in proper tune per manufacturer’s specifications.
Additional mitigation measures can be found in Chapter 11 of the Handbook.
6. Compliance with AQMD Rules:
The project proponent must comply with all applicable AQMD rules, including Rule 402 - Nuisance, and Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust.  A statement addressing compliance should be included in the air quality section of the Final Negative Declaration.

Under Rule 403, the site would be subject to the following requirements:

· This site does not need to submit a fugitive dust plan as it is not considered a large facility (greater than 100 acres of disturbed surface area). 

· Prevent visible emissions beyond the property line;

· Implement at least one BACM measure for each fugitive dust source type;

· Upwind and downwind simultaneous samples not to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter levels of particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10); and

· Prevent visible dust from being deposited upon public paved roadways.

