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January 30, 2003

Mr. Ralph G. Appy

Director, Environmental Management

Port of Los Angeles

425 S. Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA 90733-0151

Dear Mr. Appy:

Recirculated Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (RDSEIR):

West Channel/Cabrillo Marina Phase II

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 Supplemental 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 Supplemental 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

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: CB

LACO21119-01

Control Number

Recirculated Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (RDSEIR):

West Channel/Cabrillo Marina Phase II

1. Construction Emissions :
According to Table 3.3-1 and the discussion in the third paragraph on page 3.3-18, the fourth quarter of 2004 and the first quarter of 2005 are projected to have the maximum daily construction emissions because construction activities (infrastructure) for all three phases are expected to overlap with the operation phases (facilities) of phases 1 and 2.  Based on this assumption, the total daily construction emissions in Tables 3.3-6 and 3.3-7 appear to be underestimated.  The lead agency needs to clarify this apparent discrepancy or correct the total daily construction emissions in both tables.

2. Significant PM10 Emissions:
In light of comment #2 above, if total daily PM10 emissions are incorrectly summed in Tables 3.3-6 and 3.3-7, representing an underestimation of construction emissions, PM10 emissions in Table 3.3-7 would very likely exceed the significance threshold of 150 pounds per day.  In this situation additional mitigation measures would be warranted, if available and feasible.

3. URBEMIS 2002:

According to the information in Appendix C, construction, area source, and some operation emissions estimates were calculated using URBEMIS 2002 version 7.2.4.  This model is currently not publicly available and, in fact, is still undergoing beta testing to identify bugs, errors, or other flaws.  As a result, the emission estimates may be inaccurate but the public has no way to verify the results since the model is not yet available.  Further, the results cannot be verified using the currently available version of URBEMIS because the construction module is substantially different in URBEMIS 2002 and the specific land use categories analyzed in the RDSEIR are not available for the URBEMIS 2001 model. 
4. Project Mitigation Measures:
The lead agency states in paragraph four on page 3.3-18, “Even with implementation of all of the above listed mitigation measures,…construction emissions would exceed the SCAQMD’s daily thresholds for ROG, NOX and CO.”   However, there is no listing in the text of any specific mitigation measures apart from requiring aqueous diesel fuel.  Even under section 3.3.3.5 Mitigation Monitoring Plan Summary on page 3.3-25 of the RDSEIR, only the aqueous diesel fuel mitigation measure is listed.  The lead agency mentions indirectly in the Notes under Tables 3.3-6 and 3.3-7 that mitigation measures “associated with SCAQMD Rule 403 for fugitive dust control” will be implemented.  AQMD staff recommends that for a project with substantial ROG, NOX and CO emissions, it is important for the lead agency to explicitly list the specific mitigation measures that will be implemented to reduce project emissions.  This will facilitate  project review and implementation as well as monitoring.  It is recommended that the lead agency consider requiring some of the following mitigation measures to reduce emissions from the emission sources listed on page 3.3-13:
· Water active grading sites one time more than would be required under Rule 403.

· Apply approved non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers to all inactive construction areas or replace ground cover in disturbed areas.

· Provide temporary wind fencing around sites being graded or cleared.

· Trucks hauling dirt, sand or gravel are to be covered or should maintain at least two feet of freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code.

· Install wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off tires of vehicles and any equipment leaving construction site.
· Reduce area graded to no more than five acres per day.

· Suspend all grading and excavating operations when wind speeds exceed 25 mph.
