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January 29, 2004

Ms. Debra Meier

City of Rancho Cucamonga

10500 Civic Center Drive

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91729-0807

Dear Ms. Meier:

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for

Tracy Development Project: Rancho Cucamonga

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

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: CB

SBCO31205-01

Control Number

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for

Tracy Development Project: Rancho Cucamonga

1. Air Monitoring Data:
The lead agency states on page 110 of the DEIR that Table 3.6-2 on page 112 of the DEIR shows air quality data at the Fontana Monitoring Station from 1993 to 1997.  Table 3.6-2 appropriately shows air quality data from 1998 through 2002.  The lead agency should correct this error  in the Final EIR.
2. Construction Equipment Emissions:
The third column in Table 3.6-4 on page 115 of the DEIR is labeled “Emissions (pounds per hour).”  Review of the construction emissions shows that the numbers in the third column represent emissions per day and not emissions per hour.  The construction emission results are then correctly compared with the SCAQMD significance thresholds, which are expressed in pounds per day.  The lead agency should correct the title of the third column title to reduce potential confusion by the public.
3. Temporary Construction Impacts:

On page 114 of the DEIR, the text states that the project proponent may use “ten to twenty pieces of heavy equipment at any time during mass grading operations.”  The text then states that it is assumed for air quality analysis that ten pieces of heavy equipment would be operated an average of eight hours per day.  If the lead agency relies on a construction air quality analysis assuming no more than ten pieces of heavy construction equipment, then a mitigation measure should be added limiting heavy construction equipment to this amount.  If the lead agency allows more pieces of heavy equipment to be used, up to 20 as indicated in the text, then the analysis should be revised to reflect the 20 pieces of equipment that would be used during construction.
4. URBEMIS 7G and URBEMIS 2002:
Appendix A of Appendix E shows that URBEMIS 7G was used to calculate project emissions.  Please note that URBEMIS 2002, the most current version of the URBEMIS model, has been  available since approximately May 2003.  URBEMIS 2002 uses emission factors for on-road mobile sources that are more current than those used in URBEMIS 7G.  Generally, the most current on-road emission factors (EMFAC 2002) are substantially higher than previous emission factors (EMFAC 7G).  The lead agency is therefore advised to use URBEMIS 2002 to estimate project’s on-road mobile sources emissions in order to reflect more accurately, the project’s actual emissions and impacts.  The model is available on the ARB website:www.arb.ca.gov.  Also, please include the entire detailed report (for construction in this case) so the public can review any changes to default factots made by the lead agency, including any changes to the construction equipment mix.
5. 2003 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP):
In discussing the applicable State Implementation Plan, the lead agency states on page 118 of the DEIR that the U.S. EPA rejected the 1997 AQMP in December 1998.  Please note that the 1997 AQMP was revised, updated and approved by both CARB and U.S. EPA in 1999.  Further, the 2003 AQMP was adopted by the Governing Board on August 1, 2003.  The 2003 AQMP was approved by the  California Air Resources Board (CARB) in October 2003, and submitted to U.S. EPA for approval.  The lead agency may wish to reflect this information in the Final EIR.  

6. Consistency:
In a discussion of operational impacts on page 122 of the DEIR, the lead agency states that “if any given project or plan has been properly incorporated into basin-wide growth projections,… then the regional impact of any proposed development is presumed, by definition, to be less than significant.”    A project’s inclusion in Southern California Association of Government’s (SCAG) population, housing and employment growth projections simply means that the project is consistent with the region’s air quality management plan.  Consistency with the air quality management plan, however, is not a sufficient basis for a finding on an insignificant air quality impact.  Impact significance is determined by a project-specific analysis.  A project’s air quality impacts are considered significant if the construction or operational emissions exceed an ambient air quality standard, in this case the SCAQMD-suggested significance thresholds for those criteria pollutants.  Please revise the text to reflect a determination of consistency rather than a determination of significance relative to significance thresholds.
7. EMFAC 7G AND CALINE4:
Emission factors from EMFAC 7G were used in CALINE4 model.  Please note that EMFAC 2002 was released by CARB in April 2003 as the official motor vehicle emission factor model and became the only approved motor vehicle emission factor model on June 30, 2003 according to Federal Register, Volume 68, Number 62, April 1, 2003.  Please remodel the CO concentrations with EMFAC 2002 emission factors.  The model is available on the ARB website at: www.arb.ca.gov/msei/on-road/latest_version.htm.

8. Traffic Volumes:
The traffic volumes used in CALINE4 do not match the traffic volumes presented in the Traffic Impact Analysis.  Please check and correct the analysis.

9. Cumulative Impacts:

It appears that the CO hotspots analysis did not include the impacts of the proposed Richland/Wilson (TTM 16072).  Please address the cumulative impacts (emissions, CO hotspots, etc.,) of the proposed project on the surrounding community. 

10. Editorial:
The lead agency states on page 121 of the DEIR that the Air Quality Impacts analysis is included in Appendix F in the DEIR.  As the lead agency is aware, the analysis is in Appendix E and not Appendix F.  
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