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September 12, 2003

Mr. Dan Bott

City of Santa Ana

Planning Department

P. O. Box 1988

Santa Ana, CA 90262

Dear Mr. Bott:

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for

One Broadway Plaza, Santa Ana

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 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 SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report.  The SCAQMD 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

Susan Nakamura
Planning & Rules Manager
Attachment

SS: CB

ORCO30730-06

Control Number

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for

One Broadway Plaza: Santa Ana

1.
Project Impact Significance:
Under Project Summary for the Notice of Availability, third paragraph, the lead agency states, “With the inclusion of mitigation measures, the DEIR concludes that the project would result in less than significant impacts to … air quality.”  In the same paragraph, the lead agency adds, “The DEIR also concludes that the project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts to air quality.”  These two statements conflict with each other.  Please revise this to reflect actual project emissions in the Final EIR. 

2.
Air Monitoring Data:
Table 3.4-1 on page 3.4-6 of the DEIR shows air quality data at the Anaheim Central Orange County Monitoring Station up to 2000.  In fact the NO2 data shown in the table ends with 1998.  This table does not show the most recent air quality data for the project area.  The air quality data for the station up to 2002 are available and are attached.  It is recommended that the lead agency present the data that reflect the most recent air quality conditions in the project area.

3.
Emission Factors:
On page 3.4-12 of the DEIR it is stated that emission factors from EMFAC 2000 were used to calculate emissions from employee vehicle trips and heavy truck operations.  Please note that EMFAC 2002 is currently available and reflects current emission factors for on-road mobile sources.  It is recommended that the lead agency recalculate the mobile source emissions using emission factors from EMFAC 2002.
4.
Worst Case Construction Emissions:
Table 3.4-4 on page 3.4-12 does not accurately reflect the worst case construction emissions since it excludes emissions from excavation.  The emissions from excavation are presented separately in Table 3.4-5.  To reflect actual worst case construction emissions, the two tables should be combined into one table and compared with the significance thresholds for the criteria pollutants.
5.
Consistency with the AQMP:
In discussing project consistency with the AQMP, the lead agency claims on page 3.4-22 that since the Southern California Association of Government (SCAG) forecasts relating to Growth Management, Regional Mobility, Air Quality… are not detailed, the second test for consistency of this project is not specific.  Please note that SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) serves as a regional framework for decision making for the region’s growth during the next 20 years.  The Growth Management Chapter of the RCPG, released in 1994, contains population, housing and jobs forecasts which are adopted by SCAG’s Regional Council.  Please note that for a project to be consistent with the AQMP, the project must be demonstrated to be consistent with population (growth), employment, and housing projections for the basin.  There is no discussion or indication that the proposed project is consistent with these projections.   Please revise this section to demonstrate project consistency for the Final EIR. 
