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Response to Comments for the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for
the Proposed RPT Centerpointe West Prologis Eucalyptus Industrial Park Project
(SCH #2012081034)

On November 5, 2012, the AQMD staff commented on the Draft EIR for the proposed
RPT Centerpointe West Prologis Eucalyptus Industrial Park Project. This letter addresses

the lead agency’s responses to our comments, which AQMD staff received on November
20, 2012.

Based on the lead agency’s responses, the AQMD staff appreciates the lead agency’s
inclusion of operational mitigation measures in its building design that encourage bicycle
and pedestrian usage to the site; includes the use of solar panel to reduce on-site energy
consumption; and design and operational criteria under the Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design (LEED) designed to reduce energy consumption that would
benefit the region by also reducing the associated operational emissions.

The AQMD staff is concerned, however, that all feasible mitigation recommended to
reduce the estimated significant regional mobile source emissions from trucks operating
at the site were not included in the Final CEQA document thus missing the opportunity to
reduce the project’s truck tail-pipe emissions. The lead agency stated that many of the
lead agency’s proposed measures are already incorporated in the City Municipal Code
Section 9.05.050 based on the Western Association of Governments (WRCOG) Good
Neighbor Guidelines (Guidelines). Upon review of that portion of the code, measures
directed to implementing a clean fuel goal from the Guidelines were not included in the
Final EIR. Specifically, Goal Number 5 establishes a diesel minimization plan for on-
and off-site diesel mobile sources to be implemented with new projects. Some of the
benefits of this WRCOG goal include: 1) establishing a long-term goal for the facility to
eliminate diesel emissions at the facility, and 2) reduce associated facility on- and off-
road diesel emissions. Finally, the AQMD proposed measures are also consistent with
the WRCOG Good Neighbor Guidelines Goal Number 5 recommendations: 1) Require
all warehouse/distribution centers to operate the cleanest vehicles possible; 2) Provide
incentives for warehouse/distribution centers and corporations which partner with
trucking companies that operate the cleanest vehicles available; and 3) Encourage the
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installation of clean fuel fueling stations at facilities. The AQMD staff encourages the
lead agency to reconsider implementation of known strategies now at the design stage in
order to reduce the estimated long-term significant impacts to the region from trucks
operating at the proposed site.

The AQMD staff further disagrees with the characterization that neither the lead agency
nor the project applicant can require as part of the lease or as a condition of owner
occupancy that heavy duty trucks meet engine emission standards, implement a phase-in
schedule or other measures recommended in the AQMD letter. Although CARB
regulates engine and fuel specifications, the recommended goals including Goal Number
5 in the WRCOG Guidelines are under the powers of the local jurisdiction through its
lease and land use authority, which can mitigate the project truck impacts. Further, the
recommended mitigation measures would not require development of new emission
standards. Rather, it would require the lead agency to use its existing authority to
mandate the kind of activity happening onsite." If the proposed 2010 truck requirement is
infeasible, then the lead agency and project applicant should evaluate a less stringent
phase-in schedule for clean trucks to reduce significant air quality impacts.

The AQMD staff further disagrees that project mobile source emission impact are
overestimated or double-counted for warehouse centers like the proposed project. Based
on the lead agency’s analysis based on a trip rate from warehouse truck studies, 996 daily
truck trips are estimated to operate at the site based on the increased warehouse capacity.
This is new activity to the project site and surrounding area. Since there isn’t a fixed pool
of heavy-duty trucks operating in the region that simply change their routes ending up at
different locations., the increased capacity is based on increased demand from where the
goods are manufactured, delivered to and/or transferred throughout the basin for delivery
to local and/or out of basin markets. This increased goods-movement activity creates
new heavy-duty truck trips and associated emissions from the increased trips and miles
traveled created by the goods movement from these additional truck activities.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the AQMD with
written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final
Environmental Impact Report. The AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead
Agency to address these issues and any other air quality 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.

! Note that many other lead agencies in the region have included clean fleet requirements for some projects
that go beyond existing regulations, including the Ports, Riverside County, the City of Banning, etc.
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Sincerely,
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lan MacMillan
Program Supervisor, Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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