Stacey Coady
-1-
September 26, 2003


[image: image1.jpg]


South Coast
Air Quality Management District
21865 E. Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-2000 ( http://www.aqmd.gov 
FAXED:  SEPTEMBER 26, 2003

September 26, 2003

Ms. Stacey Rice Coady

City of Malibu

Planning Division

23815 Stuart Ranch Road

Malibu, CA 90265

Negative Declaration (ND) – Plot Plan Commercial No. 02-00/Conditional Use

Permit No. 03-007/Site Plan Review No. 02-052: Malibu

Dear Ms. Coady:

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 Negative Declaration.

Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Negative Declaration.  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

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: CB

LAC030828-01

Control Number

Negative Declaration (ND) – Plot Plan Commercial No. 02-00/

Conditional Use Permit No. 03-007: Malibu
Project Air Quality Emissions:  
In response to the environmental checklist question regarding whether the project would violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violations, the lead agency states on page five of the ND that the proposed project would generate emissions from stationary sources, heavy-duty construction vehicles and construction workers’ vehicles.  However, the lead agency goes on to state that “it is difficult, if not impossible, to quantify the daily emissions associated with the proposed construction activities.”  The lead agency further states that, “the time frame for construction is minimal and that would have less than significant impacts.”

Without quantifying project emissions, the lead agency has not demonstrated that the proposed project’s impacts would be less than significant.  Furthermore, the lead agency is reminded that designations of nonattainment are based on daily exceedances of an ambient air quality standard.  Consequently, whether or not emissions are short-term is irrelevant to determining air quality significance.

Either of the two following methodologies can be used by the lead agency to quantify construction and operation air quality impacts.  First, if the lead agency is unable to develop construction equipment and construction worker scenarios, it is recommended that the lead agency use CARB’s computer model URBEMIS 2002 to estimate the project’s construction and operational emissions.  The model can be obtained at the CARB website: www.arb.ca.gov.   
If, on the other hand,  the lead agency is able to develop construction and operation scenarios for the proposed project, then it is recommended that the lead agency use emission factors for construction equipment provided in the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook), emission factors for on-road mobile sources from the California Air Resources Board (CARB) currently available EMFAC 2002 model, and calculation methodologies in the Handbook. 

If quantification of emissions shows that project emissions exceed established significance thresholds, then mitigation measures must be imposed by the lead agency to reduce those emissions to less than significant.

