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November 19, 2004

Mr. Darryl Taylor

Riverside County Planning Department

County Administrative Center

4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor

P. O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502-1409

Dear Mr. Taylor:

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for

Domenigoni-Barton Properties: Riverside County

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 Supplemental 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 Supplemental 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

Susan Nakamura
Planning and Rules Manager
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SN: CB

RVCO41014-01

Control Number

Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (DSEIR) for

Domenigono-Barton Properties:  Riverside County

1. Project Regional Impacts:
On page II-C-3 of the DSEIR the lead agency states that “the impact of the project, even if it generates a significant number of new vehicle trips, is small on a regional scale”.   Please note that this type of rationale to determine insignificance was rejected by the court in Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (5th Dist. 1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692 [270 Cal,Rptr.650].  In this case, in reference to ozone precursor emissions, the court stated that this approach for determining insignificance was flawed.  As the court explained, “[t]he EIR’s analysis uses the magnitude of the current ozone problem in the air basin in order to trivialize the project’s impacts.”  It is recommended that this statement be deleted from the paragraph in the Final SEIR.  

2. Project Consistency and Impact Significance:

On page II-C-3 of the DSEIR, the lead agency states that, “If any given project or plan has been properly incorporated into basin wide growth projections which are the basis for regional air quality and transportation planning, then the basin wide impact of any proposed development is presumed, by definition, to be less than significant”.   The lead agency may be confusing project consistency with project impact significance.  Please note that consistency with the air quality management plan or the county general plan is not a sufficient basis for a finding of an insignificant air quality impact.  A project’s inclusion in Southern California Association of Government (SCAG)’s population, housing and employment projections means that the project is consistent with the region’s air quality management plan.   On the other hand, a project’s air quality impacts are considered significant if the construction and operational emissions exceed an ambient air quality threshold, in this case the SCAQMD-suggested significance thresholds for the criteria pollutants, noted in Table 3-3 on page II-C-5 of the DSEIR.  The SCAQMD staff suggests that the lead agency revise the text to reflect a determination of consistency rather than a determination of significance relative to significance thresholds.

3. Short-Term Construction Emissions:
In discussing the project’s construction emissions, the lead agency notes on page II-C-3 of the DSEIR that “because of their temporary nature, air quality impacts from construction have often been considered as individually less than significant”.  This statement is inaccurate and contradicts Table 3-3 on page II-C-5 of the SEIR and the lead agency’s own conclusions that the project’s construction impacts are significant.  Please note that designations of nonattainment or emissions significance determinations are based on daily exceedances of an ambient air quality standard.  Whether or not emissions are short-term is irrelevant to determining air quality significance. It is recommended that this statement be deleted in the Final SEIR in the light of this comment. 

4. Mitigation Measures:
The SCAQMD staff suggests that the lead agency provide more detailed and specific information about the proposed mitigation measures not only to facilitate review by the public but also to facilitate implementation and monitoring.  For example, AQ-22 states, “implement the applicable best available control measures included in Table 1 of Rule 403 to minimize fugitive dust emissions from each fugitive dust source type within the active operation”.  However, the specific measures are not identified.  AQ-23 states, “Prevent dust emissions from any active operation, open storage pile, or disturbed surface are (areas) from exceeding 20 percent opacity”.  This mitigation measure does not state how the 20 percent opacity will be achieved.  AQ-24 states, “Do not allow track-out to extend 25 feet or more in cumulative length from the point of origin from an active operation”.  This mitigation meaaure does not identify how this will be achieved.  As currently stated, the proposed mitigation measures are vague and lack enforceability.  It is recommended that the mitigation measures be made specific and direct.  For example, the lead agency should indicate the frequency with which the relevant mitigation measure would be implemented.  The SCAQMD staff recommends, for example, that active disturbed areas or exposed areas will be watered two or three times per day, that streets will be swept at the end of the day if visible soil material is carried to the adjacent streets, that trucks carrying dirt, sand or other loose materials will be washed off on leaving the construction site, that parking areas and construction access roads to the main roads should be paved to avoid dirt being carried on to the roadway, etc. 
Given that project construction and operational emissions will exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds even after the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures listed on pages II-C-11 and II-C-12, it is important that the lead agency ensure the implementation of any measures which would help reduce project emissions.  The following measures are recommended for the lead agency to consider where applicable or feasible:

· Use light-colored roofing materials in new construction as opposed to dark roofing materials to deflect heat away from buildings and conserve energy.

· Use double-paned windows to reduce thermal loss.
· Replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.
· Suspend all excavating and grading operations when wind speeds, as instantaneous gusts, exceed 25 mph.

· Reroute construction trucks away from congested streets.

· Consolidate and schedule construction deliveries to off-peak hours.

In addition, it is recommended that the lead agency present another table to complement Table 3-3 on page II-C-5 to compare the post mitigation emissions with the pre-mitigation construction emissions.
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