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March 17, 2004

Ms. Ruth Martinez

Economic Development Division

City of Pasadena

100 N. Garfield Avenue

Pasadena, CA 91109-7215

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed

Cavalia Theatrical Production Operation in Central Arroyo – City of Pasadena

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 into the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Mitigated 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 Gordon Mize, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.





Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.





Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
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March 17, 2004

Economic Development Division
Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed

Cavalia Theatrical Production Operation in Central Arroyo – City of Pasadena

1. On page 13, the lead agency stated that the project does not exceed the Land Use Thresholds in the 1993 updated SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook). The SCAQMD no longer supports the use of these Handbook Land Use tables because they are based on older EMFAC7EP emission factors and an earlier version of the ITE Trip Generation Manual. Mobile source emissions from the project should be calculated as recommended in comment #2. 
2. In the Transportation/Circulation Section a. on pages 14 and 15, the lead agency estimates that the proposed project will generate approximately 600 vehicle trips per performance or 1,200 trips for days that also include matinee performances. The lead agency dismisses the air quality impacts by saying that they are not new trips because they would occur in the southern California region regardless of whether the proposed project is approved. The SCAQMD disagrees with this assertion. Regardless of where the trips will occur, these are new trips that would not otherwise occur except for the presence of the Cavalia performances in the local area. Therefore, the SCAQMD recommends that the lead agency calculate the estimated mobile source emissions from the approximated 600 vehicle trips per performance or 1,200 trips from matinee performances plus trips for performers/workers traveling to the complex, which would also require identifying trip lengths for the visitors, performers and workers. These emissions should be calculated and placed in the Final MND using the URBEMIS 2002 computer model, which is available at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/models.html or using the methodologies found in the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook, in conjunction with using the current EMFAC2002 emissions model to estimate the passenger vehicle trips for this project in the Final MND and for future projects as well. The EMFAC2002 emissions model can be accessed from the California Air Resources Board website at http://www.arb.ca.gov .

Alternatively, the lead agency can use simplified weighted mobile source emission factors developed by the SCAQMD using CARB’s BURDEN model. These factors can be found at the following internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/onroad02_25.SLs . 
3. The lead agency should provide the source or justify the assumption that the spectator AVR described on page 14 will be 3 to 3.5 in the Final MND.

Ms. Ruth Martinez,
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March 17, 2004

Economic Development Division

Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Proposed

Cavalia Theatrical Production Operation in Central Arroyo – City of Pasadena

4. On pages 14-15 of the Initial Study, item 6.a. Transportation/Circulation, the lead agency discusses transportation impacts and includes mitigation measures for the proposed project. Although the lead agency has described the proposed mitigation measures, the lead agency has not identified the intersection(s) that would be significantly adversely affected by the proposed project; quantified the level of service and volume to capacity of the proposed traffic activity and compared those activities to a standard; or demonstrated quantitatively that the addition of the proposed measures will reduce congestion impacts to below the threshold of significance. The quantification of the existing traffic affects, the proposed traffic impacts and the impacts from the mitigation measures are important because the results may warrant performing a CO hotspots analysis. The SCAQMD recommends performing the CO hotspots analysis if the volume to capacity ratio increases by two percent or more as a result of a proposed project for intersections rated D or worse.
Should the lead agency, after estimating the proposed project’s traffic impacts, believe that a CO hotspots analysis is warranted, please refer to the most current Cal Trans guidance regarding performing a CO hotspots analysis. This information can be obtained at the following internet address: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/env/air/coprot/htm.
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