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Appendix F

Letters of Support from Local Agencies






P-A'R-K
August 31, 2005

Mr. Melvin Hodges

Chief, Project Studies

California Department of Transportatiori -

Division of Planning, Public Transportation and Local Assistance
100 South Mainr. Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Hodges:

The City of Baldwin Park Public Works Department is in full support of the Interstate 10 and 605
interchange improvement. We understand that this project would result in the construction of a
new interchange connector for the southbound Interstate 605 by eliminating the conflict and
weaving caused by the current situation. As yau know, this improvement will greatly benefit the
westbound Interstate 10 by eliminating this conflict. Currently, this interchange routinely causes
westbound traffic to back up all the way to the Grand Avenue exit, often times during off-peak
hours. This new connector will result in a tremendous improvement in traffic safety, eliminate
congestion, reduce pollution and improve the quality of life and economy throughout the San
Gabriel Valley. We are prepared to bring this issue before the City Council to request that they

officially support this project and its eventual funding.

Please keep us informed on any status changes of this project and notify us if there is anything
we can do to assist with this project. | can be contacted at (626) 813-5251

Sincerely,
 SYa - Mag —
Shafique Naiyer

Director of Public Works

SN:an

cc: Mehdi Salehinik, Caltrans Project Manager, Central Area

¥ OF BALDWIN PARK-14403 EAST PACIFIC AVENUEBALDWIN PARK:CA-91706-(626)960-4011-FAX(626)962-2625






CITY OF COVINA

125 East College Street @  Covina, California 91723-2199

August 30, 2005

Mr. Melvin Hodges

Chief, Project Studies

California Department of Transportation

Division of Planning, Public Transportation and Local Assistance
100 South Main Street

Los Angeies, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Hodges:

The City of Covina is in full support of the Interstate 10 and 605 interchange
improvement project. We understand that this project would resuit in the construction of
a new interchange connector for the southbound Interstate 605 to the eastbound
Interstate 10. This connector would relieve the interchange between the westbound
Interstate 10 to the southbound Interstate 605 by eliminating the conflict and dangerous
merging and lane changing caused by the current situation.

By eliminating this conflict, this improvement will greatly benefit the westbound Interstate
10. Currently, this interchange routinely causes westbound traffic to back up all the way
to the Grand Avenue exit, often times during off-peak hours. This new connector will
result in a tremendous improvement in traffic safety, eliminate congestion, reduce
pollution and improve the quality of life and economy throughout the San Gabriel Valley.
We are prepared to bring this issue before the City Council to request that they officially

support this project and its eventual funding.

Please keep us informed on any status changes of this project and notify us if there is
anything we can do to assist with this project. Our point of contact, Vince Mastrosimone,
Director of Public Works, can be contacted at (626) 858-7248.

Sincerely,
P #5/4
apyy @
Peggy Delach ,
Mayor

cc: Mehdi Salehinik, Caltrans Project Manager, Central Area
File






£ Woiks Department

444 W. Garvey Avenue South » PO Box 1440

August 29, 2005

Mr. Melvin Hodges

Chief, Project Studies

California Department of Transportation

Division of Planning, Public Transportation and Local Assistance
100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Hodges:

know, this improvement will greatly benefit the westbound Interstate 10 by eliminating this
conflict. Currently, this interchange routinely causes westbound traffic to back up all the way to
the Grand Avenue exit, often times during off-peak hours. This new connector will result in a
tremendous improvement in traffic safety, eliminate congestion, reduce pollution and improve
the quality of life and economy throughout the San Gabriel Valley. We are prepared to bring this
issue before the City Council to request that they officially support this project and its eventual

Please keep us informed on any status changes of this project and notify us if there is anything
we can do to assist with this project. I can be contacted at (626) 939-8416 or e-mail address at

shannon.yauchzee@westcovina.org.
Sincerely,

Shannon A. Yauchzee
Public Works Director/City Engineer

cc: Mehdi Salehinik, Caltrans Project Manager, Central Area

P:\Lettcr\ZOOS\Callmns__lO &nd 605 Interchangc Improvement.doc

® West Covina, CA 91793 » Telephone (626) 939-8425 o Fax (626) 939-8660






Appendix G

Draft Environmental Commitments Record
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District 7 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS RECORD

1-10/1-605 Direct Bridge Connector Project
245400
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Appendix H

Lease Agreement for Roadside Park






That the Leszor, 2o 2na In consideration of
2ovenants, conditions. fureements, and stioulations hereinarier
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City of Baldwin Park s

being shown on the map or plat ettached hereto, marked "Exhibit A",
described in the attached Legal Description marked "fxnhibit 3",
TO HAVE 'AND TO HOLD said Dremises, hereinafier called.

easements
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"the leaszed Drem'"os”, together with appurtenan

belonging thereto for the term and on the cenditions Nereinafter

set forth,

~ hAR

THE PARTIES HERETCO COVEIANT AND AGRZE AS FOLLOWS:

2, TERMINATION:

This lease shall terminate upon the occurrence of any of

the following events:

(a) All or any portion of the leased premises is required

for State highway or other putlic transportation purposes, PROVIDED

HOWEVER, that when all orp any vortion of the leased property is
the Lessor shall provide 180 days!

required for highway vurposes, the

notice or termination;
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WHEREAS, the Califernila “ighwiy Commission has prescribs

certain vrocedures, terms and conditio % ey the leasing-of such
proverty; and l
JHEREAS, the City of Baldwinifark intends to
develop a park upon said vrererty; E—
IT IS THEREFCRL AGREED that the State of California and

the City of Baldwin Park hereby emter into a leazszhnlg

containing the following term

LEASE ‘covering rremi
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County of Los Angeles

THIS INDENTURE OF I.BAS

effective this _2}_‘__‘4 day of

STATE OF CALIFCRNIA, azcting by =i Chirough the Denmertment
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between the
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3. RENTAL:

The Iessee agrees to vay Lessor as rent for the leased

premises during the term the sum of One hundred

Dollars (3100.,00 ), payable shnuslly

in advance to the Tesscr at the office of the State of California,

Department of Transportation, at 120 South Spring 3treet, los Angale:

-
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Public Hearing Record
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CALTRANS PUBLIC WORKSHOP/HEARING

INTERSTATE 10/INTERSTATE 605 DIRECT CONNECTOR AND INTERCHANGE
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Wednesday, December 17th, 2008
De Anza Elementary School
5 p.m. -8 p.m.

AGENDA

Formal statements may be made to a court reporter during this workshop/hearing. Formal statements
will be entered into the project record and addressed in the final environmental document. If you wish to
have your comment addressed during the presentation, please fill out a Comment Card.

Sign in; Display Viewing

Welcome/Meeting Overview Ron Kosinski/ Mehdi Salehinik
* Introduction of Project
* Project Description

*  Schedule

Funding
Right of Way Dan Dunn
Environmental Considerations Ron Kosinski
Comments Caltrans Specialists

(Please use cards to facilitate
comments or questions)

What Happens From Here? Ron Kosinski
Meeting Adjourns

» Continue Individual discussions with
Caltrans specialist and view displays

For project information on-line go to http://dot.ca.gov/dist07/travel/projects/details.php?id=38

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET &ltrans
Interstate 10/Interstate 605 Direct Connector and Interchange Improvement

Pro!ect in the Cig 0£ Baldwin Park

Project Limits:
The Interstate 10/605 Interchange, from the beginning of southbound (S/B) I-605 to the eastbound (E/B)
I-10 connector and extending 3,900 feet east of the interchange along the eastbound (E/B) I-10.

Benefits:

e Improve the safety and operation of the southbound (S/B) 1-605 and northbound (N/B) I-605 to
eastbound (E/B) I-10 and westbound (W/B) I-10 to S/B I-605 connectors. Currently, accident rates
on the affected connectors exceed and even quadruple the state average.

¢ Eliminate merging conflicts at the joint segments of the affected connectors.

¢ Reduce queuing on the outside lanes of W/B 1-10 and N/B 1-605 mainlines just before entering the
S/B 1-605 and E/B I-10 connectors respectively. Due to merge conflicts and a high number of
accidents, the outside lanes of the W/B I-10 and N/B 1-605 experience long delays before entering
their intended connector.

Alignment of Direct Connector
- = ¥ ey

4 ;’g / / SN R T80 L T LAYOUT EXHIBIT
9y IS, Lo I R W L Ay PROPOSED CONNECTOR

1-805/1-1€ WTERCHANDE IHPROTEERT

Project Alternatives:
Alternative 1: No Build
This will maintain the current configuration of the existing connectors.

Alternative 2: Construct a Direct Bridge Connector with standard width shoulders

Alternative 2 proposes to construct a single lane fly over bridge structure spanning the interchange. The
bridge would provide a direct connector for traffic traveling from S/B 1-605 to E/B I-10, and would
convert the existing affected connectors into individual connectors. At the highest point the bridge



connector would stand approximately 90 feet over the interchange, and then gradually slope downward to
the outside lane of E/B I-10. Retaining wall structures near the approach and departure of the bridge
connector would be constructed to support the connector. Dalewood Street would need to be realigned
throughout a length of 3,500 feet adjacent to the proposed connector. The realignment of Dalewood
Street would require the acquisition of 13 full and partial property acquisitions. Soundwalls will be
constructed in conjunction with this project and the Interstate10 High Occupancy Vehicle project. The
construction of soundwalls will take place just east of the I-10/605 interchange to west of Baldwin Park

Boulevard.
The cost of Alternative 2 is estimated at $77.9 million.

Alternative 3: Construct a Direct Bridge Connector carrying two standard width lanes and shoulders
Alternative 3 is similar to Alternative 2 in regard to geometry and general alignment, except that the
direct connector would involve a two-lane instead of a one-lane structure. Safety and operational
improvements would be the same with added volume capacity on the bridge connector.

The construction of soundwalls would be similar to Alternative 2. Thirteen full and partial property
acquisitions would be required as in Alternative 2 as well as additional air and subsurface easements for

the two-lane structure.
The cost of Alternative 3 is estimated at $126.9 million.

Alternative 4: Construct a Direct Connector with standard width shoulders while also maintaining
standard width outside shoulders on E/B I-10.

Alternative 4 incorporates the same design features as Alternative 2 with the exception of a further
southward alignment on the south side of I-10. A southern alignment was incorporated into the
alternative design in order to maintain standard width shoulders on the E/B I-10 mainline. Unlike
Alternative 4, Alternatives 2 and 3 would create non-standard shoulder widths on the E/B I-10 mainline
due to the placement of bridge columns and soundwalls. The alignment further south provides the space
needed to maintain a standard width shoulder along the E/B I-10.

Alternative 4 would impact a similar land area to Alternative 2. The number of property acquisitions
needed would remain the same as in Alternatives 2 and 3. The construction of soundwalls would be
similar to Alternative 2, but would extend further east, following the bridge connector to where it meets

the E/B I-10 mainline.

The cost of Alternative 4 is estimated at $74 million.

P

Project Funding:
The project is funded through the 2008 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP). The

project has a total amount of $70.5 million programmed for construction, right-of-way and support.

Project Timeline: Tentative Dates
Environmental Approval March 2009
Preliminary Design April 2009
Begin Right-of-way December 2009
Start construction March 2012
End Construction January 2014
hitp://dot.ca.gov/dist07/travel/projects/details.php?id=38 :#
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
Interstate 10/Interstate 605 Direct Connector and Interchange

Imerovement Prol'ect in the CiQ 0! Baldwin Park

1. Will my home be purchased?
Some private property will need to be acquired or purchased for this project. Before

acquisition/purchase, a Right of Way agent will contact the homeowner about an
appraisal. A full market value appraisal will be made of the subject property.

2. Will my property undergo a construction easement?
Some construction easements will be required on some private property to construct the
project. The owner(s) will be compensated for use of their property during construction.
After construction the property will be returned to the owner. Before a construction
easement is processed, a Right of Way agent will contact the homeowner about an
appraisal of the property. This appraisal process is followed whether the property
acquired is a partial acquisition or a full acquisition.

3. How long will this project take?
) Project as scheduled will include plans, specifications and estimates (PS&E) by April
2009 and will be ready to start construction in March 2012. The project will take about
two years to build. The project completion date is scheduled for January 2014.

4, What are the alternatives?
At this stage, there are three viable alternatives, Alternatives 2, 3 and 4. Please refer to

the Project Information Sheet for additional information.

5. Which Alternative is preferred?
One purpose of this meeting is to obtain public input regarding this project to assist in
selecting the preferred alternative. The final decision will be determined at the Final

Environmental Document stage (March 2009):

6. What data supports the decision for this project?
Studies indicated that accidents occurred at a higher rate than the state average. At times
accident rates exceeded the state average by four times. Studies also showed that travel
speeds within the affected connectors would improve considerably with the

implementation of the project.

7. How much will it cost?
The project construction costs for the various build alternatives is estimated between $74

million and $126 million.

8. What if and when will my “off-or on-ramp lane” be closed?
The temporary closure of any particular ramp has not been determined at this stage. This
information will be available in the design stage, in April 2009. When a ramp is closed,
traffic detours will be provided.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

How much delay will there be during construction?

A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) will be developed to minimize delay and
inconvenience to the public during the construction period. The TMP will include a
public information program to inform the public of project progress and upcoming
closures and detours.

When will the construction be done, during the day, at night, or both?
Construction will be done in the daytime.

What about the noise levels — during the day, at night, or both?
The project contractor will be required to comply with all local noise level rules,
regulations and ordinances as well as the State’s Standard Specifications restricting noise

levels.

To whom do we voice our concerns during construction?

A Caltrans Resident Engineer (RE) will be responsible for managing the construction
phase. The RE will have a local telephone number with 24-hour voice mail to address
concerns about the project. The name and phone number will be made available when
the project is about to start.

Are soundwalls proposed for this project?
Soundwalls were recommended as part of all the build alternatives.

What about graffiti removal? What/who will be responsible during and after

construction?
Dhiring the project construction period, the contractor is responsible for graffiti removal.
After completion of the project, the local Caltrans Maintenance crew will be responsible.

Can’t you do something else other than tear up everything?
The No-Build Alternative can be chosen, however, this alternative will not solve the

safety and connector operation problems.

How do I know that my input will be considered?
All input (comment cards, court reporter transcript, etc.) will be included in the final
environmental document and will help Caltrans to make the final decision.
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Appendix J

FHWA Final Air Quality Conformity Determination
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DEPAL,

& s U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
CALIFORNIA DIVISION
650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100

% uclt“to

Tares of © Sacramento, CA. 95814

February 2, 2009

IN REPLY REFER TO
HDA-CA

EA #07-245400
Document # P58982

Doug Failing, District Director
California Department of Transportation
District 7

100 South Main Street, Suite 100

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Attention: Andrew Yoon, Senior Transportation Engineer

Dear Mr. Yoon:

SUBJECT:  Project-Level Conformity Determination for the I-10/605 Direct Connector
Project

On January 26, 2009, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) submitted to the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) a request for the project-level conformity
determination for the Interstates 10 and 605 Direct Connector Project pursuant to 23 U.S.C.
327(a)(2)(B)(i1)(1). The project is in an area that is designated nonattainment or maintenance for
ozone, course particulate matter (PMo), fine particulate matter (PM ; 5) carbon monoxide (CO),
and nitrogen dioxide (NO,).

The project-level conformity analysis submitted by Caltrans indicates that the project-level
transportation conformity requirements of 40 C.F.R. Part 93 have been met. The project is
included in the Southern California Association of Government’s (SCAG) currently conforming
2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and the 2008 Regional Transportation Improvement
Program (RTIP). The current conformity determinations for the RTP and RTIP were approved
by FHWA and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) on January 14, 2009. The design
concept and scope of the preferred alternative have not changed significantly from those
assumed in the regional emissions analysis.

Based on the information provided, FHWA finds that the Conformity Determination for the
Interstates 10 and 605 Direct Connector Project conforms to the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
in accordance with 40 C.F.R. Part 93,
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If you have any questions pertaining to this conformity finding, please contact Aimee Kratovil,
FHWA Air Quality Specialist, at (916) 498-5866.

Sincerely,
/s/ K. Sue Kiser

For
Walter C. Waidelich, Jr.
Division Administrator
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cc: (email)

Gary Iverson, Caltrans
Mike Brady, Caltrans
Steve Luxenberg, FHWA

AKratovil
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Appendix K

Discussion of Information that is Incomplete or
Unavailable for MSAT impacts






5.1.2  Unavailable Information for Project Specific MSAT Impact
Analysis

This study includes a basic analysis of the likely MSAT emission impacts of this project
per FHWA guidance. However, available technical tools do not enable us to predict the
project-specific health impacts of the emission changes associated with the Alternatives
in this study. Due to these limitations, the following discussion is included in accordance
with CEQ regulations (40 CFR 1502.22(b)) regarding incomplete or unavailable

information:

Information that is Unavailable or Incomplete. Evaluating the environmental and
health impacts from MSATS on a proposed highway project would involve several key
elements, including emissions modeling, dispersion modeling in order to estimate
ambient concentrations resulting from the estimated emissions, exposure modeling in
order to estimate human exposure to the estimated concentrations, and then final
determination of health impacts based on the estimated exposure. Each of these steps is
encumbered by technical shortcomings or uncertain science that prevents a more

complete determination of the MSAT health impacts of this project.

* Emissions. The EPA and Califoria tools to estimate MSAT emissions
from motor vehicles are not sensitive to key variables determining
emissions of MSATS in the context of highway projects. While both
MOBILE 6.2 and EMFAC2007 are used to predict emissions at a regional
level, they have limitations when applied at the project level. Both are
trip-based models — emission factors are projected based on a typical trip
of around 7.5 miles, and on average speeds for this typical trip. This
means that neither model has the ability to predict emission factors for a
specific vehicle operating condition at a specific location at a specific
time. Because of this limitation, both models can only approximate
emissions from the operating speeds and levels of congestion likely to be
present on the largest-scale projects, and cannot adequately capture

emissions effects of smaller projects. For PM, the MOBIL E6.2 model



results are not sensitive to average trip speed; however, PM emissions
from the EMFAC model are sensitive to trip speed, so for California
conditions diesel PM emissions are treated the same as other emissions.
Unlike MOBILE 6.2, the EMFAC model does not provide MSAT
emission factors; off-model speciation of EMFAC’s Total Organic
Compound output must be used to generate MSAT emissions. The
emissions rates used in both MOBILE 6.2 and EMFAC are based on a

limited number of vehicle tests.

= These deficiencies compromise the capability of both MOBILE 6.2 and EMFAC2007
to estimate MSAT emissions to estimate MSAT emissions. Both are an adequate tool
for projecting emissions trends, and performing relative analyses between alternatives
for very large projects, but neither is sensitive enough to capture the effects of travel
changes caused by smaller projects or to predict emissions near specific roadside

locations.

= Dispersion. The tools to predict how MSATS disperse are also limited. The EPA’s
current regulatory models, CALINE3 and CAL3QHC, were developed and validated
more than a decade ago for the purpose of predicting episodic concentrations of CO to
determine compliance with the NAAQS. The CALINE4 model used in California is
an improvement on the CALINE3-based EPA models but like them, was built
primarily for CO analysis, has not been specifically validated for use with other
materials such as MSATs, and is difficult to use for averaging periods of more that 8
hours or so (health risk data for MSATS are typically based on 24-hr, annual, and long
term (30-70 years) exposure). Dispersion models are appropriate for predicting
maximum concentrations that can occur at some time at some location within a
geographic area, but cannot accurately predict exposure patterns at specific times at
specific locations across an urban area to assess potential health risk. The NCHRP is
conducting research on best practices in applying models and other technical methods
in the analysis of MSATSs. This work also will focus on identifying appropriate
methods of documenting and communicating MSAT impacts in the NEPA process

and to the general public. Along with these general limitations of dispersion models,



FHWA is also faced with a lack of adequate monitoring data in most areas for use in

establishing project-specific MSAT background concentrations.

* Exposure Levels and Health Effects. Finally, even if emission levels and
concentrations of MSATS could be accurately predicted, shortcomings in current
techniques for exposure assessment and risk analysis preclude us from reaching
meaningful conclusions about project-specific health impacts. Exposure assessments
are difficult because it is difficult to accurately calculate annual concentrations of
MSATSs near roadways, and to determine the portion of a year that people are actually
exposed to those concentrations at a specific location. These difficulties are
magnified for 70-year cancer assessments, particularly because unsupportable
assumptions would have to be made regarding changes in travel patterns and vehicle
technology (which affects emissions rates) over a 70-year period. There are also
considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of toxicity of the
various MSATS, because of factors such as low-dose extrapolation and translation of
occupational exposure data to the general population. Because of these shortcomings,
any calculated difference in health impacts between alternatives is likely to be much
smaller than the uncertainties associated with calculating the impacts. Consequently,
the results of such assessments would not be useful to decision makers, who would
need to weigh this information against other project impacts that are better suited for

quantitative analysis.

Summary of Existing Credible Scientific Evidence Relevant to Evaluating the Impacts
of MSATs.

Research into the health impacts of MSATSs is ongoing. For different emission types,
there are a variety of studies that show that some either are statistically associated with
adverse health outcomes through epidemiological studies (frequently based on emissions
levels found in occupational settings) or that animals demonstrate adverse health

outcomes when exposed to large doses.

Exposure to toxics has been a focus of a number of EPA efforts. Most notably, the

agency conducted the National Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) in 1996 to evaluate



modeled estimates of human exposure applicable to the county level. While not intended
for use as a measure of or benchmark for local exposure, the modeled estimates in the
NATA database best illustrate the levels of various toxics when aggregated to a national

or State level,

The EPA is in the process of assessing the risks of various kinds of exposures to these
pollutants. The EPA Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) is a database of human
health effects that may result from exposure to various substances found in the

environment. The IRIS database is located at http://www.epa.gov/iris. The following

toxicity information for the six prioritized MSATs was taken from the IRIS database
Weight of Evidence Characterization summaries. This information is taken verbatim
from EPA's IRIS database and represents the Agency's most current evaluations of the
potential hazards and toxicology of these chemicals or mixtures. The five organic-based

MSATS listed below are also listed as toxic air contaminants by the ARB.
« Benzene is characterized as a known human carcinogen.

 The potential carcinogenicity of acrolein cannot be determined because the
existing data are inadequate for an assessment of human carcinogenic potential

for either the oral or inhalation route of exposure.

*  Formaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen, based on limited evidence in

humans, and sufficient evidence in animals.
« 1,3-butadiene is characterized as carcinogenic to humans by inhalation.

» Acetaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen based on increased incidence of
nasal tumors in male and female rats and laryngeal tumors in male and female

hamsters after inhalation exposure.

* Diesel exhaust (DE) is likely to be carcinogenic to humans by inhalation from
environmental exposures. Diesel exhaust as reviewed in this document is the

combination of diesel particulate matter and diesel exhaust organic gases. The



PM fraction of diesel exhaust (Diesel PM) has been identified by the ARB as a

toxic air contaminant due to long-term cancer risk.

*  Diesel exhaust also is connected with chronic respiratory effects, possibly the
primary non-cancer hazard from MSATS, Prolonged exposures may impair
pulmonary function and could produce symptoms, such as cough, phlegm, and
chronic bronchitis. Exposure relationships have not been developed from these

studies.

There have been other studies that address MSAT health impacts in proximity to
roadways. The Health Effects Institute, a non-profit organization funded by EPA,
FHWA, and industry, has undertaken a major series of studies to research near-roadway
MSAT hot-spots, the health implications of the entire mix of mobile source pollutants,

and other topics. The final summary of the series is not expected for several years.

Some recent studies have reported that proximity to roadways is related to adverse health
outcomes — particularly respiratory problems. Much of this research is not specific to
MSATS, instead surveying the full spectrum of both criteria and other pollutants. The
FHWA cannot evaluate the validity of these studies, but more importantly, they do not
provide information that would be useful to alleviate the uncertainties listed above and
enable us to perform a more comprehensive evaluation of the health impacts specific to

this project.

Relevance of Unavailable or Incomplete Information to Evaluating Reasonably
Foreseeable Significant Adverse Impacts on the Environment, and Evaluation of
impacts based upon theoretical approaches or research methods generally accepted in

the scientific community

Because of the uncertainties outlined above, a reliable quantitative assessment of the
cffects of air toxic emissions impacts on human health cannot be made at the project
level. While available tools do allow us to reasonably predict relative emissions changes
between alternatives for larger projects, the amount of MSAT emissions from each of the

project alternatives and MSAT concentrations or exposures created by each of the project



alternatives cannot be predicted with enough accuracy to be useful in estimating health
impacts. (As noted above, the current emissions model is not capable of serving as a
meaningful emissions analysis tool for smaller projects.) Therefore, the relevance of the
unavailable or incomplete information is that it is not possible to make a determination of
whether any of the alternatives would have “significant adverse impacts on the human

environment,”

Below, a Quantitative analysis of MSAT emissions in the project area is provided. This
analysis acknowledges that the project may result in slightly increased exposure to MSAT
emissions in certain locations compared to no project conditions. However, the analysis
shows that exposure to MSAT emissions in the future will be less than current conditions.
The concentrations and duration of exposures are uncertain, and because of this

uncertainty, the health effects from these emissions cannot be estimated.





