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March 21, 2003

Mr. Chris Stamps

Riverside County

Planning Department

4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor

P. O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502-1409

Dear Mr. Stamps:

Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) No. 431:

Mesa Grande, Riverside County

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  I would also like to thank you for allowing the AQMD additional time in which to provide comments.  The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated in the Final Subsequent 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 Subsequent 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

RVCO30130-04
Control Number

Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) No. 431:

Mesa Grande

1. Air Quality Data :
At the bottom of page V.B-69, the text refers to Table V.B-7 on page V.B-70.  The text states that Table V.B-7 shows the new federal eight-hour ozone standard, the new federal PM-2.5, and the PM-10 standards.  It is recommended that Table V.B-7 be revised to include the referenced ambient air quality standards.  Furthermore, Table V.B-8 on page V.B-73 of the DSEIR shows air quality monitoring data from the Perris and Temecula stations for 1993 through 1998.  The AQMD recommends that lead agencies provide air quality data for a period including at a minimum, the most recent three years in order to reflect current air quality trends for the project area.  Please note that the air quality data for 1999 through 2001 are available and are attached.  Please revise the table as well as the relevant sections of the DSEIR using the most recent data currently available.
2. A Single Project’s AQ Impacts:

The lead agency states on page V.B-74 of the DSEIR “Any single project typically does not cause enough traffic and associated air pollutants to be generated as to individually threaten clean air standards.”  Please note that depending on the size of a project, a single project’s emissions can threaten clean air standards.  AQMD staff recommends deleting this comment.   
3. NOX Emissions:

The lead agency states on page V.B-77 and page 15 of Appendix G, “Although the NO2 emissions exceed the SCAQMD significance threshold, the mobile nature of the on-site construction equipment and off-site trucks would prevent any microscale violation of the NO2 or other standards.”  Please note that one cannot dismiss localized impacts as not significant without performing some kind of dispersion modeling.  It is therefore recommended that the requisite dispersion modeling be done to confirm the statement or the statement be deleted.  Further, the fact that the emissions are from mobile sources does not mean that localized impacts can’t occur.  Mobile sources that remain in a single location, such as construction equipment, generate emissions like a stationary source that could create localized impacts to nearby receptors.
4. URBEMIS 7G:

According to footnotes 3 and 4 under Table V.B-9 on page V.B-78 of the DSEIR and confirmed in Appendix G, URBEMIS 7G was used in calculating project construction and operational emissions.  Please note that URBEMIS 2001 is a more recent version of URBEMIS 7G and has been available for use since March 2002.  On-road mobile emission factors used in URBEMIS 2001 are substantially higher than those used in URBEMIS 7G.  Since URBEMIS 2001 relies on CARB’s EMFAC 2001 on-road mobile source emission factors, using URBEMIS 2001 to calculate on-road mobile source emissions for the proposed project would affect the conclusion on page V.B-84, which states, “Long-term project related air quality impacts will be less than significant for project buildout by 2004 or 2005 and beyond.  Running URBEMIS 2001 (see attached output data) for the project shows that operational emissions beyond 2005 would exceed the significance thresholds for ROG and CO.  It is therefore recommended that the lead agency revise the air quality analysis by running the URBEMIS 2001 model and revise the air quality results in the Final SEIR.  Since operational air quality impacts are significant, additional mitigation measures, if available, are warranted.
5. URBEMIS 7G Default Factors:
When reviewing the URBEMIS 7G output in Appendix G, staff noticed that some of the model default factors were modified, but the output page showing changes to the default factors was not included (see AQMD’s URBEMIS 2001 output page 4, attached to this letter).  Please identify changes to the default factors in the text or include the model’s output page that lists changes.

6. Sensitive Receptors:
Chapter 5 of the SCAQMD 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) requires local government, in approving land use projects, to ensure that land uses that generate large amounts of pollution are not located close to sensitive populations or receptors.  The Handbook also requires that site design features that will reduce emissions are integrated in local plans.  In discussing project consistency on page V.B-82 of the DSEIR, the lead agency identifies only park sites as “sensitive resources.”  This definition is a very narrow definition of sensitive receptors and does not encompass the range of uses or entities regarded as sensitive receptors.  The Handbook defines sensitive receptors as any population or facility more susceptible to the effects of air pollution than the population at large.  The Handbook lists homes, schools, child care centers, rehabilitation and convalescent centers, long-term health care facilities, retirement homes, athletic facilities and playgrounds as sensitive receptors.  Please revise this section of the analysis in the final SEIR to reflect this broader definition of sensitive receptors.
7. CO Hot Spots Analysis:
    The lead agency failed to include in the DSEIR the input-output tables used for the CALINE4 analysis.  In spite of numerous calls to the lead agency AQMD staff is yet to receive the tables.  AQMD staff is therefore unable to verify the results shown in Table 5 on page 21 of Appendix G.  If the lead agency used obsolete emission factors (see comment #5 above), then the results in Table 5 on page 21 of Appendix G underestimate potential CO hotspots impacts from the project.
