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March 16, 2007

Ms. Diane Sbardellati
City of Perris
Planning Division

135 North “D” Street
Perris, CA 92570

Dear Ms. Sbardellati:
Draft Environmental | mpact Report (DEIR)

Overton Industrial Project
January 2007

The South Coast Air Quality Management District &&IMD) appreciates the
opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned desumThe following comments
are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and @lb@uincorporated in the Final
Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 210p2ase provide the SCAQMD with
written responses to all comments contained hgmean to the certification of the Final
Environmental Impact Report. The SCAQMD would beikble to work with the Lead
Agency to address these issues and any other goestiat may arise. Please contact
Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist E@A Section, at (909) 396-3304 if
you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith., Ph.D.

Program Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SS: CB

RVC070130-01
Control Number
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Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
Overton Moorelndustrial Project

General Comment:

The Air Quality Analysis and Health Risk Assessment circulated with the DEIR is
dated March 9, 2006, Revised April 25, 2006 (AQAHRpril 2006). When
SCAQMD staff requested an electronic version oftflealth Risk Assessment for
review, SCAQMD staff was sent a different reporthathe same title but a different
date,Air Quality Analysis and Health Risk Assessment dated November 15, 2006
(AQAHRA, November 2006). It appears that the datd conclusions presented in
the text of the DEIR are based on the AQAHRA, NolkenR006. In the Final EIR,
the lead agency should confirm that the Novemb862ibcument is the correct
version of the AQAHRA and if this is the case ird#uonly the AQAHRA,
November 2006 to avoid confusion.

Truck Emissions:

Truck emissions for the proposed project appeaetanderestimated for the
following reason. Table 4.2-4 on page 4.2-12 efHEIR shows that trucks
comprise approximately 70 percent of projectedaleltraffic, i.e., 615 out of a total
of 886 vehicles. Based on the proposed land udeiamlar projects, this proportion
of trucks, primarily heavy-duty diesel deliverydks, would be appropriate.
However, in estimating vehicle emissions, the lageincy on page 28 of AQAHRA,
states that the URBEMIS default fleet mix was cleghtp represent the distribution
in the traffic study. The lead agency states ttaipercent truck trips was changed to
48 percent (total trucks per day divided by totthicles = 245/515). Clearly, the
percent trucks and total number of vehicles inARAHRA and URBEMIS model
output are less than the percent trucks and tataber of vehicles from the traffic
study. Please revise the AQAHRA and rerun the UREEmModel to more
accurately reflect the traffic study. This willguire modifying the operational
emissions in Table 4.3-6 of the DEIR and Table thhenAQAHRA.

Air Quality Analysis and Health Risk Assessment

» Carcinogenic health risks were estimated by muiftigj the toxic concentrations
by the unit risk factor and lifetime exposure athusnt. For future projects, the
carcinogenic health risk should be estimated biygugie cancer potency factors
instead of the unit risk factor.

* The Air Quality Analysis and Health Risk Assessnimtument and the DEIR
both state that truck idling shall be prohibitediten Since some idling is
inherent in diesel truck travel, it is unclear hth& lead agency or project
proponent would prohibit idling.



Ms. Diane Sbardellati -2- March 16, 2007

Five minutes is the maximum time allowed by statgutation for a single idling
event. Since trucks may idle at an entrance gdt#e waiting for a loading
dock, at the loading dock before loading, at ttaeling dock after loading and
again before checking out, the Final EIR should alestrate how diesel truck
operations can occur without any truck idling otesiln addition, the Final EIR
should include a description of how the prohibitwould be enforced.

Since the HRA is based on five minutes of idlirigdling is allowed it should be
restricted to five minutes or the HRA should beised to analyze the longer time
period.

Operational NOx Emissions:

There are several problems with the operationasgions shown in Table 3-5 on
page 4.3-25. First, the significance threshold\f@X is incorrectly listed as 550
pounds per day instead of the recommended 55 pqerdfay. For this reason
operational NQ emissions of 92.75 pounds per day are concluded tess than
significant. However, operational emissions in [€ah3-5 appear to be
inconsistent with the operational emissions in &d&bbf the AQAHRA and the
operational emissions reported in the URBEMIS outghbles in Appendix A.
Finally, as indicated in a previous comment, traokssions in the URBEMIS
output sheets in Appendix A appear to be underestich The lead agency needs
to reconcile these conflicting results in the FIBHR.

If the revised analysis shows that fl@missions continue to exceed the
appropriate daily significance threshold, SCAQMEBfistecommends the
following measures to be considered by the lead@gehere feasible:

* Require that trucks use alternative clean fuel sscbompressed natural gas.
However, where diesel trucks have to be used, traeks use particulate
filters, oxidation catalysts, and low sulfur dieses defined in SCAQMD Rule
431.2, i.e., diesel with less than 15 ppm sulfurtent.

* Require the use of newer, lower-emitting trucks.

* Require trucks to be properly tuned and maintained.

* Require the installation of electric hook-ups tonghate idling of main and
auxiliary engines during loading and unloading, aen trucks are not in
use.

» Require training of warehouse managers and empgoyeefficient
scheduling and load management to eliminate uneacggueuing and idling
of trucks within the facility.

* Require trucks to be offloaded promptly to previemtks idling for longer
than five minutes.

» Design warehouse to ensure truck traffic withinfdmlity is located away
from the property line(s) closest to its residdrdrasensitive receptor
neighbors.
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Create a buffer zone of at least 1,000 feet betwemrhouse and sensitive
receptors. Buffer zone can be office space, engglarking or greenbelt.
Reroute or provide information on truck routesyoid residential areas or
schools.

Restrict overnight parking in residential areasebtablishing overnight
parking within the warehouse complex where trucks r@st overnight.

Use light-colored roofing materials in additionth@ skylights mentioned on
page 4.3-26 of the DEIR in construction to defleeat away from buildings.
Install automatic lighting on/off controls and egietefficient lighting.
Provide food options, fueling, truck repair ancconvenience store on-site or
within the warehouse complex to minimize the newdriucks to traverse
through residential neighborhoods.

CO Hotspot Analysis

Receptors are placed within the mixing zone ofrttaelways. Receptors
should be placed three meters from the roadway pdgiant to the Caltrans,
Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protg€O Protocol,
revised December 1997. The CO protocol can be aded from
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/env/air/index.htnThe Final EIR should contain a
CO hotspots analysis that follows the CO Protocol.

All of the road widths in the CALINE4 model runseatO meters. Based on
Figure 3-1, it appears that some road sectiong/iger than a single lane.
Road geometry in the Final EIR CO analysis shoelfigct actual road
dimensions.

Construction L ocalized Significance Threshold (L ST) Analysis

On page 4.3-20 of the DEIR the lead agency sthtgdecause disturbed acreage
during construction is approximately 5.3 acreseldamn the URBEMIS defaults,
the lead agency will use the construction LSTsaf@iwve-acre project. In this
situation, the SCAQMD requests that the lead ageaddya mitigation measure to
limit disturbed acreage during construction to facses or less.



