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June 13, 2003

Ms. Angela Reynolds:

City of Long Beach

Environmental Department

333 West Ocean Boulevard, 7th Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR):

Alamitos Ridge Residential Project, Long Beach

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., Air Quality 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

RVCO30311-04

Control Number

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR):

Alamitos Ridge Residential Project, Long Beach
1.
URBEMIS 7G:
According to Appendix C, URBEMIS 7G was used in calculating project emissions.  Please note that URBEMIS 2001 was available during the period that the EIR was under preparation.   URBEMIS 2002 is now available.  URBEMIS 2002 uses emission factors for on-road mobile sources that are more current than those used in URBEMIS 7G.  The most current on-road emission factors are substantially higher than previous emission factors.  The lead agency is therefore advised to use URBEMIS 2002 to estimate project’s on-road mobile sources emissions.  The model is available on the ARB website:www.arb.ca.gov.

2.
Construction Emissions and Mitigation:
According to Table 4.10-C on page 4.10-12 of the DEIR, NOX and PM10 construction emissions exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds.  The mitigation measures described on page 4.10-23 all have to do with reducing the PM10 emissions.  No mitigation measures are prescribed to reduce NOX emissions.   AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency consider requiring some of the following measures to reduce the NOX emissions.

· Require the use of alternative clean fuel such as compressed natural gas-powered equipment with oxidation catalysts instead of diesel-powered engines, or if diesel equipment has to be used, use particulate filters, oxidation catalysts, and low sulfur diesel as defined in AQMD Rule 431.2, i.e., diesel with less than 15 ppm sulfur content.

· Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered generators.

· Prohibit all vehicles from idling in excess of ten minutes, both on- and off-site.

3.
CO Background Concentrations:  On page 4.10-20, the last bulleted item on the page states that the second highest monitored ambient CO concentration was used to establish background CO concentrations.  Although EPA allows the use of the second highest monitored annual ambient CO concentration, SCAQMD policy recommends using the highest monitored ambient CO concentration within the last three years of published data as background when performing a CO hotspots analysis.  Monitored ambient CO concentrations can be downloaded from the SCAQMD website at http://ozone.aqmd.gov/smog/.

4.
CO Hotspots:  The CO hotspots analysis was difficult to review, because documentation was sparse.  Further information, such as EMFAC7F output, temperatures, elevations, and traffic volumes and speeds, was provided by Mr. Keith Lay of LSA via fax and telephone conversation.  The SCAQMD could not correlate traffic volumes with the volumes presented in the Transportation Studies, Intersection Capacity Utilization (UCI) and All Stop Control Analyses presented in Appendix I.  Please correct or explain the disparity between the traffic volumes used in the CALINE4 modeling and those in Appendix I.

5.
Mitigation:  Please revise mitigation measures, if significant adverse impacts are predicted by the changes requested in (2) and (3) above.
