Responses to Late Comment Letters Received
on the Draft Subsequent Environmental
Impact Report

The California Environmental Qulity Act (CEQA) does not require the City to provide written responses to late
letters submitted after the noticed public comment period (Pub. Resources Code, §§21091(d) and
21092.5(c); CEQA Guidelines, §15088). Nonetheless, and without waiving or forfeiting any rights under CEQA, the
following responses are provided to the late letters received on or before the Planning Commission noticed public
hearing on the Project.

The late comment letters have been numbered in a continuation from the 14 comment letters that were received
on the Draft SEIR from agencies, organizations, and individuals and were responded to in Chapter 2, Response to
Comment Letters Received on the Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report, of the Final SEIR. The
late comment letters are shown below in Table 1, and responses to each late letter are included subsequently.

Attached to this document are the following appendices:
Appendix A: Aguabella - Supplemental Analysis for On-Site Senior Center Memorandum

Appendix B: Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Connect SoCal 2024 Public
Participation & Consultation Comments and Responses

Appendix C: Minute Order, dated April 12, 2024.

Table 1. Comment letters and Commenters

Agency
A7 Southern California Gas and Electric (SoCalGas) - Distribution October 21, 2024
A8 Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District 1 October 24, 2024
A9 Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District 2 October 24, 2024
Organization
08 Mitchell M. Tsai - Western States Regjional Council of Carpenters October 24, 2024
09 Riverside Shariff’s Association October 23, 2024
010 California Department of Fire (CALFire) Local 2881 October 23, 2024
Individual
12 George Hague 1 October 24, 2024
13 George Hague 2 October 24, 2024
14 Eunice Kang October 19, 2024
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Comment Letter A7

From: Rubal, Joshua

To: Planning Notices DG

Cc: SCG SE Region Redlands Utility Request; SoCalGasTransmissionUtilityRequest

Subject: 10/21/24-Specific Plan Amendment (PEN23-0109), General Plan Amendment (PEN23-0127), Change of Zone
(PEN24-0041), Tentative Tract Map No. 38850 (PEN23-0118), and Development Agreement (PEN23-0119)

Date: Monday, October 21, 2024 11:47:31 AM

Attachments: 20241021103840.pdf

Some people who received this message don't often get email from jrubal@socalgas.com. Learn why this is
important

[Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!]

This response is from SoCalGas Distribution.
I am including SoCalGas Transmission

SoCalGasTransmissionUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com as they also have facilities

in the area.

Hello,

| just reviewed the documents regarding Specific Plan Amendment (PEN23-0109),
General Plan Amendment (PEN23-0127), Change of Zone (PEN24-0041), Tentative
Tract Map No. 38850 (PEN23-0118), and Development Agreement (PEN23-0119)

SoCalGas Distribution does have facilities in the area. Please note on case to have

Developer contact 811/ USA at DigAlert | Utility Locating California | Underground Wire

& Cable Locator prior to any excavation / demolition activities so we can Locate & Mark
out our facilities.

If the Developer needs new gas service, please have them contact our Builder Services
group to begin the application process as soon as practicable, at

https://www.socalgas.com/for-your-business/builder-services. A7-1
To avoid delays in processing requests and

notifications, please have all Franchise corespondence
sent to our Utility Request inbox, at

SCGSERegionRedlandsUtilityReqguest@semprautilities.

com

| cover the Southeast Region — Redlands
SCGSERegionRedlandsUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com would be your contact for

requests in the southeastern ends of LA County, Riverside County, San Bernardino &
Imperial Counties.

Southeast Region - Anaheim office which is all of Orange County and the southern Vv



ends of Los Angeles County; therefore, any Map and/or Will Serve Letter requests you
have in these areas please send them to

AtlasRequests/WillServeAnaheim@semprautilities.com

Northwest Region - Compton HQ For West and Central LA County, your Map Request
and Will Serve Letters, will go to SCG-ComptonUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com

Northwest Region - Chatsworth
For any requests from the northern most parts of LA County all the way up to Visalia, San

Luis Obispo, Fresno and Tulare you would contact

NorthwestDistributionUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com

Transmission
For Transmission requests, please contact SoCalGas Transmission, at

SoCalGasTransmissionUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com

READ MORE ........

MINOR STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS: (CHIP SEAL, SLURRY SEAL, GRIND &
OVERLAY)

Please notify Southern California Gas Company 4 months prior to start of
pavement

projects for the gas company to complete leak survey & repair leaks if found.

MAJOR STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS: (PROJECTS REQUIRING EXCAVATIONS
GREATER THAN 9 INCHES, WIDENING OF EXISTING STREETS, INSTALLING NEW
CURBS &
GUTTERS, BUS PADS, TRAFFIC SIGNALS, REALIGNMENT, GRADE SEPARATION, ETC.)
&
PIPELINE PROJECTS: (STORM DRAIN, WATERLINE, WATER, SEWER, ELECTRICAL,
TELECOMUNICATIONS, ETC.)
Please provide Southern California Gas Company with your signed designed
plans
with gas company facilities posted on your designs plans, 4-6 months prior to
start of construction for possible relocation of SCG medium pressure
facilities and 9-12 months
for possible relocation of SCG high pressure facilities.

This time is needed to analyze plans and to design required alterations to any

A7-1
Cont.
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conflicting SCG gas facilities. Please keep us informed of any and all pre- A
construction meetings, construction schedules, etc., so that our work can be
scheduled accordingly.

Potholing may be required to determine if a conflict exists between the proposed
development and our facilities. If, for any reason, there are SCG facilities in
conflict, and a request to be relocated is needed, it is important to send the
request in writing. Please include all required information below:

e ASigned “Notice to Owner” request on Official Letterhead from the City,
County,

A7-1

Cont.
and/or company.

e Name, Title and Project Number.
e Address, Location, Start Date, Parameters & Scope of Entire Job/Project.

® Copy of Thomas Guide Page and/or Google Map Screenshot Highlighting
Project Area.

® Requestor Company’s Contact Name, Title, Phone Number, Email, and
other pertinent information.

Thank you,

Josh Rubal

Lead Planning Associate

Distribution Planning & Project Management

Redlands HQ - Southeast Region

(213) 231-7978 Office
SCGSERegionRedlandsUtilityRequest@semprautilities.com
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response to Comment Letter A7
Southern California Gas and Electric (SoCalGas) - Distribution

This comment letter states SoCalGas does have facilities in the Project area and recommends the
Developer use 811/USA DigAlert prior to any excavation or demolition activities so SoCalGas can locate
and mark their facilities. Further the comment letter recommends the Developer contact the SoCalGas
Builder Services for gas service, and requested correspondence is sent to the Utility Request inbox. The
comment letter provided information about the regional offices, minor street Improvement projects,
major street improvement projects, and pipeline projects. The City thanks you for the comment letter.
The comment does not identify any specific issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR;

A7-1.

therefore, no further response is required.

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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Comment Letter A8

From: McNeill, Amy
To: Planning Notices DG
Cc: McKinney, Elsa
Subject: PEN24-0041 TR 38850 - COAs do not address previous District comment letter.
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2024 11:26:52 AM
Attachments: 2878 001.pdf
Pages from RESOLUTION_NO_2024 33 TR 38850 COAs.pdf
Importance: High

I Some people who received this message don't often get email from ammcneil@rivco.org. Learn why this is important

[Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!J

Hello Kirt,

We received the attached notice (1% attachment) for the City of Moreno Valley Planning Commission hearing. When | reviewed the COAs for the Tract Map 38850

(Z”d attachment) | am not seeing how our comments in the previous District response letter (3rd attachment) are being addressed.
This is a unique case because it is including a Development Agreement. | did not review the agreement.
| will process another letter in response to this transmittal but wanted to give a heads up prior to the meeting in case | am missing something.

Thank you,
Amy

Legend for screen capture below:

Purple lines are pending approval — about to be RCFC maintenance.
Red lines are RCFC existing facilities.

Yellow are proposed RCFC Master Drainage Plan facilities.

Light blue are city storm drain/drainage facilities.

Search
RCFCZone: ZONE 4
Area (Acres): 468894 acres
Ares (Square Miles): 733 sq. Miles

Interim District Supervisors.

District: 5
Supervisor: YXSTAIN GUTIERREZ

Supervisory Districts (2021)

District: 5
Supervisor: JEFF HEWITT

8 Supervisory Districts (2011)

District: 5
Supervisor: JEFF HEWITT
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Supervisor: MARION ASHLEY
NPDES Watershed Boundary
B Area Name: SAN JACINTO RIVER
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A8-1

Amy McNeill, PE | Engineering Project Manager
Development Review

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street | Riverside, CA 92501

Direct: 951-955-1214 | Email: ammcneil@rivco.org

Confidentiality Disclaimer

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and protected from
disclosure.

If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately.

c f Riverside Californi
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Notice of Public Hearing before the Planning Commission of the City of Moreno
Valley for the following:

MEETING INFORMATION: October 24 2024, at 6:00 P.M. at Moreno Valley City
Hall, City Hall Council Chamber

PROJECT LOCATION: The Project Site is comprised of approximately 668.6
acres of land located in the southeastern portion of the City of Moreno Valley,
California. The Project Site is located east of 1-215, south of SR-60, and north of A8-2
Lake Perris on Cactus Avenue and Nason Street, east of Lasselle Street, north of
Iris Avenue, west of Oliver Street, and south of Brodiaea Street. The Project Site
consists of the area designated Aquabella Specific Plan (Specific Plan No. 218),
together with one small residential parcel located along the eastern boundary of
the Project Site.

4
Cattus Ave, -

pRL:

sselle st

CASE NUMBER(s): Specific Plan Amendment (PEN23-0109), General Plan
Amendment (PEN23-0127), Change of Zone (PEN24-0041), Tentative Tract Map
No. 38850 (PEN23-0118), and Development Agreement (PEN23-0119)

CASE PLANNER: Kirt Coury, Contract Planner (951)413-3206 or
planningnotices@moval.org

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
1995 Market Street
Riverside, CA 92501

TR B AN 11 R RO OO P PR
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

PROPOSAL: The Project includes land use and other changes to accommodate development of a 15,000 multi-family and workforce housing
unit options, a 24-acre mixed-use commercial and retail town center (with a 300-room hotel), 80-acres of parks, and 40-acres of schools. An
Amendment to Specific Plan No. 218 would provide additional housing and nonresidential uses, updated development standards and design
guidelines for the proposed development within the Project Site, and add one parcel to the eastern boundary of the Specific Plan. A GPA to
the applicable General Plan and General Plan Land Use Map, to accommodate the Project, along with a Change of Zone to rezone the
approximately 10-acre parcel on the eastern boundary of the Project Site (Assessor’s Parcel No. 486-310-014) from Residential 5 (R5) District
to DC-SP (SP 218) in order to incorporate the parcel into the Project Site which shall be subject to the zoning, design, and development
requirements therein. Tentative Tract Map No. 38850 will subdivide the Aquabella Specific Plan area for finance and conveyance purposes.
The Tentative Tract Map will create an estimated twenty-six (26) new parcels. A Development Agreement to provide a written agreement that
applies to the development of the Specific Plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: The project has been evaluated against criteria set forth in the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines. A Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (PEN23-0111), Statement of Overriding Considerations, and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program have been prepared for this project (SCH 2023100145). The Draft Subsequent Environmental

Impact Report was circulated to the public (including interested parties/responsible agencies) for review from May 31, 2024, ending July 15, AS-2
2024. The draft document is available online at http://www.moreno-valley.ca.us/cdd/documents/about-projects.html. -
PUBLIC HEARING: All interested parties will be provided an opportunity to submit oral testimony during the public hearing and/or provide Cont.

written testimony prior to or at the public hearing. The application file and related environmental documents may be inspected at the Community
Development Department at 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, California or by calling (951) 413-3206 during normal business hours (7:30
a.m. to 5:30 p.m., Monday through Thursday, and 7:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. on Friday). The Agenda, staff report, final SEIR, and related documents
will be posted on the City's public website at least 72 hours prior to the meeting at the following webpage:
https://moval.org/city council/agendas.html

PLEASE NOTE: The Planning Commission may consider and approve changes to the proposed items under consideration during the Public
Hearing.

GOVERNMENT CODE § 65009 NOTICE: If you challenge any of the proposed actions taken by the Planning Commission in court, you may be
limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised during the Public Hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence
delivered to the Planning Division of the City of Moreno Valley during or prior to, the Public Hearing.

Upon request and in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, any person with a disability who requires a modification or
accommodation in order to participate in a meeting should direct such request to James Verdugo, ADA Coordinator, at 951.413.3350 at least
72 hours before the meeting. The 72-hour notification will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this
meeting.
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EXHIBIT F

Tentative Tract Map No. 38850
Conditions of Approval
(PEN23-0118)

A8-3

16
Resolution No. 2024-33
October 24, 2024
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL A
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 1

CITY OF MORENO VALLEY
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)

EFFECTIVE DATE:
EXPIRATION DATE:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Planning Division

1. A change or modification to the land use or the approved site plans may require a
separate approval. Prior to any change or modification, the property owner shall
contact the City of Moreno Valley Community Development Department to
determine if a separate approval is required.

2. Any expansion to this use or exterior alterations will require the submittal of a
separate application(s) and shall be reviewed and approved under separate
ermit(s). (MC 9.02.080
permit(s). ( ) A83

3. This approval shall expire three years after the approval date of this project unless Cont.
used or extended as provided for by the City of Moreno Valley Municipal Code;
otherwise it shall become null and void and of no effect whatsoever. Use means the
beginning of substantial construction contemplated by this approval within the
three-year period, which is thereafter pursued to completion, or the beginning of
substantial utilization contemplated by this approval. (MC 9.02.230)

4. The Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City, city council,
commissions, boards, subcommittees and the City's elected and appointed
officials, commissioners, board members, officers, agents, consultants and
employees (“City Parties”) from and against any and all liabilities, demands, claims,
actions or proceedings and costs and expenses incidental thereto (including costs
of defense, settlement and reasonable attorneys' fees), which any or all of them may
suffer, incur, be responsible for or pay out as a result of or in connection with any
challenge to the legality, validity or adequacy of any of the following items: (i) any
prior or current agreements by and among the City and the Developer; (ii) the
current, concurrent and subsequent permits, licenses and entitlements approved by
the City; (iii) any environmental determination made by the City in connection with
the Project Site and the Project; and (iv) any proceedings or other actions
undertaken by the City in connection with the adoption or approval of any of the
above. In the event of any administrative, legal, equitable action or other
proceeding instituted by any third party (including without limitation a governmental
entity or official) challenging the legality, validity or adequacy of any of the above
items or any portion thereof, the Parties shall mutually cooperate with each other in \
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL A
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 2

defense of said action or proceeding. Notwithstanding the above, the City, at its
sole option, may tender the complete defense of any third party challenge as
described herein. In the event the City elects to contract with special counsel to
provide for such a defense, the City shall meet and confer with the Developer
regarding the selection of counsel, and the Developer shall pay all costs related to
retention of such counsel by the City.

5. This project is located within Specific Plan 218 (SP-218). The provisions of the
specific plan, the design manual, their subsequent amendments, and the Conditions
of Approval shall prevail unless modified herein. (MC 9.13)

6. The site shall be developed in accordance with the approved plans on file in the
Community Development Department - Planning Division, the Municipal Code
regulations, General Plan, and the conditions contained herein. Prior to any use of
the project site or business activity being commenced thereon, all Conditions of
Approval shall be completed to the satisfaction of the Planning Official. (MC
9.14.020)

7. All site plans, grading plans, landscape and irrigation plans, fence/wall plans,
lighting plans and street improvement plans shall be coordinated for consistency
with this approval.

A8-3
Cont.

Special Conditions

8. Prior to the issuance of grading permits, mitigation measures contained in the
Mitigation Monitoring Program approved with this project shall be implemented as
provided therein.

9. Prior to any site disturbance and/or grading plan submittal, and or final map
recordation, a mitigation monitoring fee, as provided by City ordinance, shall be
paid by the applicant/owner. No City permit or approval shall be issued until such
fee is paid. (CEQA)

10. Prior to final map recordation, or building permit issuance, subdivision phasing
(including any proposed common open space or improvement phasing, if
applicable), shall be subject to a separate Phasing Plan submittal for Planning
Division approval. Any proposed phasing shall provide for adequate vehicular
access to all lots in each phase as determined by the City Transportation Engineer
or designee and shall substantially conform to all intent and purpose of the
subdivision approval. (MC 9.14.080)

11.  All undeveloped portions of the site in perpetuity shall be maintained in a manner
that provides for the control of weeds, erosion and dust. (MC 9.02.030) \'/
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL A
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 3

Prior to Grading Permit

12. At least thirty days prior to issuance of any grading permit, the developer shall retain
a qualified archaeologist, provide a letter identifying the name and qualifications of
the archaeologist to the Planning Division for approval, to monitor all ground
disturbing activities in an effort to identify any unknown archaeological resources
and to evaluate and recommend appropriate actions for any archaeological
deposits exposed by construction activity.

At least thirty days prior to issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall provide
evidence that contact has been established with the appropriate Native American
Tribe(s), providing notification of grading, excavation and the proposed monitoring
program and to coordinate with the City and Tribe(s) to develop a cultural resources
treatment and monitoring agreement. The agreement shall address treatment of
known cultural resources, the designation, responsibilities and participation of Tribal
monitors during grading, excavation and ground disturbing activities; project
grading and development scheduling; terms of compensation; and treatment and
final disposition of any cultural resources, sacred sites, and human remains
discovered on the site. A8-3
Cont.
A report documenting the proposed methodology for grading monitoring shall be
submitted to and approved by the Planning Division prior to issuance of any grading
permit. The monitoring archaeologist shall be empowered to stop and redirect
grading in the vicinity of an exposed archaeological deposit until that deposit can be
fully evaluated. The archaeologist shall consult with affected Tribe(s) to evaluate any
archaeological resources discovered on the project site. Tribal monitors shall be
allowed to monitor all grading, excavation and groundbreaking activities, and shall
also have authority to stop and redirect grading activities in consultation with the
project archaeologist.

The property owner shall relinquish ownership to the Tribe(s) of all Native American
cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods and all archaeological
artifacts that are found on the project site for proper treatment and disposition. All
sacred sites, should they be encountered with the project site, shall be avoided and
preserved as the preferred mitigation.

If any inadvertent discoveries of subsurface archaeological or cultural resources
occur during grading, the applicant, project archaeologist, and Tribe(s) shall assess
the significance of such resources and shall meet and confer regarding mitigation of
such resources. Avoidance is the preferred method of preservation of
archaeological resources. If the applicant, project archaeologist and Tribe(s) cannot
agree on the significance or mitigation for such resources, the issue(s) will be
presented to the Planning Official with adequate documentation. The Official shall \'J
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL N
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 4

make a determination based on the provisions of CEQA and consideration of the
religious beliefs, customs and practices of the Tribe(s).

13. Prior to issuance of any grading permit, all Conditions of Approval, Mitigation
Measures and Airport Land Use Commission Conditions of Approval shall be
printed on the grading plans.

14. Prior to issuance of any grading permits, mitigation measures contained in the
Mitigation Monitoring Program approved with this project shall be implemented as
provided therein. A mitigation monitoring fee, as provided by City ordinance, shall
be paid by the applicant within 30 days of project approval. No City permit or
approval shall be issued until such fee is paid. (CEQA)

15. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the developer shall pay the applicable
Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat (SKR) Habitat Conservation Plan mitigation fee. (Ord)

16. If potential historic, archaeological, Native American cultural resources or
paleontological resources are uncovered during excavation or construction activities
at the project site, work in the affected area must cease immediately and a qualified
person (meeting the Secretary of the Interior's standards (36CFR61)) shall be A8-3
consulted by the applicant to evaluate the find, and as appropriate recommend Cont.
alternative measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate negative effects on the historic,
prehistoric, or paleontological resource. Determinations and recommendations by
the consultant shall be immediately submitted to the Planning Division for
consideration, and implemented as deemed appropriate by the Community
Development Director, in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) and any and all affected Native American Tribes before any further work
commences in the affected area.

If human remains are discovered during grading and other construction excavation,
no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made necessary
findings as to origin. If the County Coroner determines that the remains are
potentially Native American, the California Native American Heritage Commission
shall be notified within 5-days of the published finding to be given a reasonable
opportunity to identify the “most likely descendant.” The “most likely descendant”
shall then make recommendations, and engage in consultations concerning the
treatment of the remains (California Public Resources Code 5097.98). (GP
Objective 23.3, CEQA).

17.  Within thirty (30) days prior to any grading or other land disturbance, a
pre-construction survey for Burrowing Owls shall be conducted pursuant to the

established guidelines of Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan. The
pre-construction survey shall be submitted to the Planning Division prior to any
disturbance of the site and/or grading permit issuance. \'/
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL A
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 5

18. Prior to issuance of any grading permits, rock outcroppings or aesthetic features
shall be identified on the grading plans as preserved in place, relocated,
transplanted or otherwise protected. Features to be protected shall be identified
and designated on the grading plan.

19. Prior to the issuance of grading permits, a temporary project identification sign shall
be erected on the site in a secure and visible manner. The sign shall be
conspicuously posted at the site and remain in place until occupancy of the project.
The sign shall include the following:

a. The name (if applicable) and address of the development.

b. The developer's name, address, and a 24-hour emergency telephone
number.

Building Division

20. The proposed non-residential project shall comply with the latest Federal Law,
Americans with Disabilities Act, and State Law, California Code of Regulations,
Title 24, Chapter 11B for accessibility standards for the disabled including access

to the site, exits, bathrooms, workspaces, trash enclosures, etc. A8-3

Cont.

21. The proposed residential project (3 or more dwelling units) shall comply with the
latest Federal Law, Americans with Disabilities Act, and State Law, California Code
of Regulations, Title 24, Chapter 11A for accessibility standards for the disabled
including access to the site, exits, kitchens, bathrooms, common spaces,
pools/spas, etc.

22. The appropriation from local tax from construction contracts to the local jurisdiction
of the specific construction job site is hereby required. This is accomplished by a
contractor or subcontractor obtaining a construction site sub-permit for the job site.
The contractors, or subcontracts, that have individual contracts with a value of $5
million or more are subject to this condition.

The qualifying contract price applies to each contract or subcontract for work
performed at the jobsite, and not to the total value of the prime contract. In order to
obtain a jobsite sub-permit, the contractor or subcontractor must meet the following
criteria:

a) have an active permit with the California Department of Tax and Fee
Administration (CDTFA),

b) must be registered as a retailer, not consumer, of materials, and

c) have an executed contract over $5 million to install materials at the jobsite.

The Prime Contractor will require that the subcontractors or other contractors
exercise their option to obtain a California Department of Tax & Fee Administration
construction site sub-permit for the jobsite and allocate all eligible use tax payments
to the City of Moreno Valley. Prior to any Notice to Proceed(s), the Prime Contractor \

Page 9 of 19 in Comment Letter A8



CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL A
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 6

shall provide the City of Moreno Valley Finance and Management Services
Department with a list of subcontractors associated with the project along with a
copy of their sub-permit that shows their CDTFA account number or a signed
statement that sales and use tax does not apply to their portion of the project.

23. All new buildings 10,000 square feet and over, shall include building commissioning
in the design and construction processes of the building project to verify that the
building systems and components meet the owner’'s or owner representative’s
project requirements (OPR). All requirements in the California Green Building
Standards Code sections 5.410.2 - 5.410.2.6 must be met.

24. All new structures shall be designed in conformance to the latest design standards
adopted by the State of California in the California Building Standards Code
(California Code of Regulations, Title 24) including requirements for allowable area,
occupancy separations, fire suppression systems, accessibility, etc.

25. Any construction within the city shall only be completed between the hours of seven
a.m. to seven p.m. Monday through Friday, excluding holidays, and from eight a.m.
to four p.m. on Saturday, unless written approval is first obtained from the Building
Official or City Engineer per City of Moreno Valley Municipal Code (MC 8.14.040E). A8-3

Cont.
26. The proposed development is subject to the payment of required development fees

as required by the City’s current Fee Ordinance at either 1) based on time of valid
building application submittal, 2) prior to permit issuance, or 3) as determined by
the City (via special ordinance, etc.).

27. The proposed non-residential project shall comply with California Green Building
Standards Code, Section 5.106.5.3, mandatory requirements for Electric Vehicle
Charging Stations (EVCS).

28. The proposed residential project shall comply with the California Green Building
Standards Code, Section 4.106.4, mandatory requirements for Electric Vehicle
Charging Stations (EVCS).

29. The proposed project is located in a High Fire Severity Zone; Wild-land Urban
Interface Fire Area. Design standards and construction must comply with section
R337 of the California Residential Code.

30. The proposed project is subject to approval by the Moreno Valley Unified School
District and all applicable fees and charges shall be paid prior to permit issuance.
Contact MVUSD at 951.571.7690 Ext. 17376 for specific details.

31. Prior to construction submittal, all new development, including residential accessory
dwelling units (ADU's) are required to obtain a new property address. Address
requests must be part of your initial application. The form can be obtained at \
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http://www.moval.org/city _hall/forms/building-safety/AddressRequest.pdf.

32. The proposed project's occupancy shall be classified by the Building Official and
must comply with exiting, occupancy separation(s) and minimum plumbing fixture
requirements. Minimum plumbing fixtures shall be provided per the California
Plumbing Code, Table 422.1. The occupant load and occupancy classification shall
be determined in accordance with the California Building Code.

33. Building plans submitted shall be signed and sealed by a California licensed design
professional as required by the State Business and Professions Code.
Electronic/Digital signature is acceptable as all plan submittals are electronic
reviews.

34. Contact the Building Safety Division for permit application submittal requirements.
The following link gives the minimum plan submittal requirements:
http://www.moval.org/city_hall/forms/building-safety/CommercialSubmittalRequirem

ents.pdf.

35. Contact the Building Safety Division for permit application submittal requirements.
The following link gives the minimum plan submittal requirements: A8-3
http://www.moval.org/city_hall/forms/building-safety/SFD-ADU-RoomAdditionPlanG Cont.
uidelines.pdf.

36. Prior to permit issuance, every applicant shall submit a properly completed Waste
Management Plan (WMP), as a portion of the building or demolition permit process
(MC 8.80.030).

37. The proposed project is subject to approval by the Eastern Municipal Water District

and all applicable fees and charges shall be paid prior to permit issuance. Contact
EMWD at 951.928.3777 for specific details.

FIRE DEPARTMENT

Fire Prevention Bureau

38. All Fire Department access roads or driveways shall not exceed 12 percent grade.
(CFC 503.2.7 and MVMC 8.36.060[G])

39. The Fire Department emergency vehicular access road shall be (all weather
surface) capable of sustaining an imposed load of 80,000 Ibs. GVW, based on
street standards approved by the Public Works Director and the Fire Prevention
Bureau. The approved fire access road shall be in place during the time of
construction. Temporary fire access roads shall be approved by the Fire Prevention
Bureau. (CFC 501.4, and MV City Standard Engineering Plan 108d) \4
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40. The angle of approach and departure for any means of Fire Department access
shall not exceed 1 ft drop in 20 ft (0.3 m drop in 6 m), and the design limitations of
the fire apparatus of the Fire Department shall be subject to approval by the AHJ.
(CFC 503 and MVMC 8.36.060)

41. The appropriation from local tax from construction contracts to the local jurisdiction
of the specific construction job site is hereby required. This is accomplished by a
contractor or subcontractor obtaining a construction site sub-permit for the job site.
The contractors, or subcontracts, that have individual contracts with a value of $5
million or more are subject to this condition.

The qualifying contract price applies to each contract or subcontract for work
performed at the jobsite, and not to the total value of the prime contract. In order to
obtain a jobsite sub-permit, the contractor or subcontractor must meet the following
criteria:

a) have an active permit with the California Department of Tax and Fee
Administration (CDTFA),

b) must be registered as a retailer, not consumer, of materials, and

c) have an executed contract over $5 million to install materials at the jobsite.

The Prime Contractor will require that the subcontractors or other contractors A8-3
exercise their option to obtain a California Department of Tax & Fee Administration Cont.
construction site sub-permit for the jobsite and allocate all eligible use tax payments
to the City of Moreno Valley. Prior to any Notice to Proceed(s), the Prime Contractor
shall provide the City of Moreno Valley Finance and Management Services
Department with a list of subcontractors associated with the project along with a
copy of their sub-permit that shows their CDTFA account number or a signed
statement that sales and use tax does not apply to their portion of the project.

42. Prior to construction, all locations where structures are to be built shall have an
approved Fire Department access based on street standards approved by the
Public Works Director and the Fire Prevention Bureau. (CFC 501.4)

43. Prior to issuance of Building Permits, the applicant/developer shall provide the Fire
Prevention Bureau with an approved site plan for Fire Lanes and signage. (CFC
501.3)

44. Prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy or Building Final, “Blue Reflective
Markers” shall be installed to identify fire hydrant locations in accordance with City
specifications. (CFC 509.1 and MVLT 440A-0 through MVLT 440C-0)

45. Prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy or Building Final, all commercial
buildings shall display street numbers in a prominent location on the street side and
rear access locations. The numerals shall be a minimum of twelve inches in height.
(CFC 505.1, MVMC 8.36.060[I1) \
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46. Existing fire hydrants on public streets are allowed to be considered available.
Existing fire hydrants on adjacent properties shall not be considered available
unless fire apparatus access roads extend between properties and easements are
established to prevent obstruction of such roads. (CFC 507, 501.3) a - After the
local water company signs the plans, the originals shall be presented to the Fire
Prevention Bureau for signatures. The required water system, including fire
hydrants, shall be installed, made serviceable, and be accepted by the Moreno
Valley Fire Department prior to beginning construction. They shall be maintained
accessible.

47. Final fire and life safety conditions will be addressed when the Fire Prevention
Bureau reviews building plans. These conditions will be based on occupancy, use,
California Building Code (CBC), California Fire Code (CFC), and related codes,
which are in effect at the time of building plan submittal.

48. Prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy or Building Final, the
applicant/developer shall install a fire alarm system monitored by an approved
Underwriters Laboratory listed central station based on a requirement for monitoring
the sprinkler system, occupancy or use. Fire alarm panel shall be accessible from

exterior of building in an approved location. Plans shall be submitted to the Fire A8-3
Prevention Bureau for approval prior to installation. (CFC Chapter 9 and MVMC Cont.
8.36.100)

49. The Fire Code Official is authorized to enforce the fire safety during construction
requirements of Chapter 33. (CFC Chapter 33 & CBC Chapter 33)

50. Prior to issuance of Building Permits, the applicant/developer shall participate in the
Fire Impact Mitigation Program. (Fee Resolution as adopted by City Council)

51. Fire lanes and fire apparatus access roads shall have an unobstructed width of not
less than twenty—four (24) feet and an unobstructed vertical clearance of not less the
thirteen (13) feet six (6) inches. (CFC 503.2.1 and MVMC 8.36.060[E])

52. Prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy or Building Final, the
applicant/developer shall install a fire sprinkler system based on square footage
and type of construction, occupancy or use. Fire sprinkler plans shall be submitted
to the Fire Prevention Bureau for approval prior to installation. (CFC Chapter 9,
MVMC 8.36.100[D])

53. Prior to issuance of the building permit for development, independent paved access
to the nearest paved road, maintained by the City shall be designed and
constructed by the developer within the public right of way in accordance with City
Standards. (MVMC 8.36.060, CFC 501.4)

54. Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy or Building Final, a “Knox Box Rapid i
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Entry System” shall be provided. The Knox-Box shall be installed in an accessible
location approved by the Fire Code Official. All exterior security emergency access
gates shall be electronically operated and be provided with Knox key switches for
access by emergency personnel. (CFC 506.1)

55. The minimum number of fire hydrants required, as well as the location and spacing
of fire hydrants, shall comply with the C.F.C., MVMC, and NFPA 24. Fire hydrants
shall be located no closer than 40 feet to a building. A fire hydrant shall be located
within 50 feet of the fire department connection for buildings protected with a fire
sprinkler system. The size and number of outlets required for the approved fire
hydrants are (6” x 4" x 2 2" x 2 ") (CFC 507.5.1, 507.5.7, Appendix C, NFPA
24-7.2.3, MVMC 912.2.1)

56. Multi-family residences shall display the address in accordance with the Riverside
County Fire Department Premises Identification standard 07-01. (CFC 505.1)

57. Fire Department access driveways over 150 feet in length shall have a turn-around
as determined by the Fire Prevention Bureau capable of accommodating fire
apparatus. (CFC 503 and MVMC 8.36.060, CFC 501.4)

A8-3

58. During phased construction, dead end roadways and streets which have not been Cont

completed shall have a turn-around capable of accommodating fire apparatus.
(CFC 503.1 and 503.2.5)

59. If construction is phased, each phase shall provide an approved emergency
vehicular access way for fire protection prior to any building construction. (CFC
501.4)

60. Plans for private water mains supplying fire sprinkler systems and/or private fire
hydrants shall be submitted to the Fire Prevention Bureau for approval. (CFC 105
and CFC 3312.1)

61. The Fire Prevention Bureau is required to set a minimum fire flow for the remodel or
construction of all commercial buildings per CFC Appendix B and Table B105.1.
The applicant/developer shall provide documentation to show there exists a water
system capable of delivering said waterflow for 2 hour(s) duration at 20-PSI residual
operating pressure. The required fire flow may be adjusted during the approval
process to reflect changes in design, construction type, or automatic fire protection
measures as approved by the Fire Prevention Bureau. Specific requirements for
the project will be determined at time of submittal. (CFC 507.3, Appendix B)

62. Prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy or Building Final, all residential
dwellings shall display street numbers in a prominent location on the street side of
the residence in such a position that the numbers are easily visible to approaching
emergency vehicles. The numbers shall be located consistently on each dwelling \

Page 14 of 19 in Comment Letter A8



CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL A
Tentative Tract Map (PEN23-0118)
Page 11

throughout the development. The numerals shall be no less than four (4) inches in
height and shall be low voltage lighted fixtures. (CFC 505.1, MVMC 8.36.060([l])

63. Dead-end streets and/or fire apparatus access roads in excess of 150 feet in length
shall be provided with an approved turnaround for fire apparatus.

64. Prior to building construction, dead end roadways and streets which have not been
completed shall have a turnaround capable of accommodating fire apparatus. (CFC
503.2.5)

65. Prior to issuance of Building Permits, the applicant/developer shall furnish one copy
of the water system plans to the Fire Prevention Bureau for review. Plans shall: a.
Be signed by a registered civil engineer or a certified fire protection engineer; b.
Contain a Fire Prevention Bureau approval signature block; and c¢. Conform to
hydrant type, location, spacing of new and existing hydrants and minimum fire flow
required as determined by the Fire Prevention Bureau. The required water system,
including fire hydrants, shall be installed, made serviceable, and be accepted by the
Moreno Valley Fire Department prior to beginning construction. They shall be
maintained accessible.

A8-3

66. Single Family Dwellings. Schedule "A" fire prevention approved standard fire Cont

hydrants (6” x 4" x 2 .") shall be located at each intersection of all residential
streets. Hydrants shall be spaced no more than 500 feet apart in any direction so
that no point on the street is more than 250 feet from a hydrant. Minimum fire flow
shall be 1000 GPM for 1 hour duration of 20 PSI. Where new water mains are
extended along streets where hydrants are not needed for protection of structures or
similar fire problems, serving one and two-family residential developments,
standard fire hydrants shall be provided at spacing not to exceed 1000 feet along
the tract boundary for transportation hazards. (CFC 507.3, Appendix B, MVMC
8.36.060).

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Land Development

67. The developer shall comply with all applicable City ordinances and resolutions
including the City’s Municipal Code (MC) and if subdividing land, the Government
Code (GC) of the State of California, specifically Sections 66410 through 66499.58,
said sections also referred to as the Subdivision Map Act (SMA). [MC 9.14.010]

Prior to Map Approval

68. This tentative map shall expire three years after the approval date of this tentative \
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map unless extended as provided by the City of Moreno Valley Municipal Code;
otherwise it shall become null and void and of no effect whatsoever in the event the
applicant or any successor in interest fails to properly file a final map before the
date of expiration. (MC 9.02.230, 9.14.050, 080)

69. After recordation, a digital (pdf) copy of the recorded map shall be submitted to the
Land Development Division

70. Resolution of all drainage issues shall be as approved by the City Engineer

71. If the project involves the subdivision of land, maps may be developed in phases
with the approval of the City Engineer. Financial security shall be provided for all
public improvements associated with each phase of the map. The boundaries of
any multiple map increment shall be subject to the approval of the City Engineer. If
the project does not involve the subdivision of land and it is necessary to dedicate
right-of-way/easements, the developer shall make the appropriate offer of
dedication by separate instrument. In either case, the City Engineer may require the
dedication and construction of necessary utility, street or other improvements
beyond the project boundary, if the improvements are needed for circulation,
parking, access, or for the welfare or safety of the public. This approval must be A8-3
obtained prior to the Developer submitting a Phasing Plan to the California Bureau Cont.
of Real Estate. [MC 9.14.080(B)(C), GC 66412 & 66462.5)

72. Maps (prepared by a registered civil engineer and/or licensed surveyor) shall be
submitted for review and approved by the City Engineer per the current submittal
requirements

73. This map is approved for finance and land conveyance purposes only. No
applications for building or grading permits shall be accepted for the parcel or
parcels created by this map until a (future map/conditional use permit/master plan)
for development has been approved by the city, or as prescribed by conditions of
approval already in place with underlying entitlement approval that govern continued
or subsequent development of the property as described on the face of the map per
subsection (D)(4). (Ord. 894 § 5, 2015; Ord. 994 § 11, 2023)

74. All street dedications shall be free of all encumbrances, irrevocably offered to the
public and shall continue in force until the City accepts or abandons such offers,
unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer.

75. The following statement must be clearly printed on the face of the proposed
financing map: "FOR FINANCE AND CONVEYANCE PURPOSES ONLY."

76. The face of the map must include the following additional statement: "THIS MAP
DOES NOT CREATE A LEGAL BUILDING SITE. FURTHER APPLICATIONS ARE
NECESSARY TO DEVELOP THIS PROPERTY." \
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77. The face of the map must include the following additional statement in addition to
the statement required: "THIS MAP DOES NOT REMOVE ANY DEVELOPMENT
REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH WITH APPROVAL OF SPECIFIC PLAN No, 218
WHICH MUST BE SATISFIED WITH CONTINUED DEVELOPMENT OF THE
PROPERTY."

PARKS & COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT AS-3

78.  This project is subject to current Development Impact Fees. Cont.

79. This project is subject to current Quimby Fees.

Standard Conditions

80. Detailed final plans (mylars, PDF, and AutoCAD file on a DVD-R) for parks,
trails/bikeways, fencing, and adjoining landscaped areas shall be submitted to and
approved by the Director of Parks and Community Services, or his/her designee,
prior to the issuance of any building permits. All plans are to include a profile
showing grade changes.

81. Within the improvements for PCS, the applicant shall show all existing and planned
easements on all maps and plans. Easements on City/CSD owned or maintained
parks, trails, bikeways, and landscape shall be identified on each of these plans
with the instrument number of the recorded easement.

82. Applicable plan check and inspection fees shall be paid, per the approved City fee
schedule.
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JASON E. UHLEY
General Manager-Chief Engineer

1995 MARKET STREET
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501
951.955.1200
951.788.9965 FAX

www.rcflood.org

RIVERSIDE COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

256981
July 10, 2024
City of Moreno Valley
Community Development Department Planning Division
Post Office Box 88005
Moreno Valley, CA 92552-0805
Attention: Kirt Coury Re: PEN 23-0109, PEN 23-0127, PEN 24-0041,

PEN 23-0111, PEN 23-0118, PEN 23-0119,
APNs 486-280-060, 486-280-056,
486-280-057, 486-300-012, 486-300-013,
486-310-014, 486-310-035, 486-320-009,
486-320-010, 486-320-011, 486-320-012
and 486-320-006

The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District) does not normally recommend
conditions for land divisions or other land use cases in incorporated cities. The District also does not plan check
City land use cases or provide State Division of Real Estate letters or other flood hazard reports for such cases.
District comments/recommendations for such cases are normally limited to items of specific interest to the District
including District Master Drainage Plan facilities, other regional flood control and drainage facilities which could
be considered a logical component or extension of a master plan system, and District Area Drainage Plan fees
(development mitigation fees). In addition, information of a general nature is provided.

A8-4
The District's review is based on the above-referenced project transmittal, received June 3,2024. The District has
not reviewed the proposed project in detail, and the following comments do not in any way constitute or imply
District approval or endorsement of the proposed project with respect to flood hazard, public health and safety, or
any other such issue:

U This project would not be impacted by District Master Drainage Plan facilities, nor are other facilities of
regional interest proposed.

This project involves District proposed Master Drainage Plan facilities, namely, Moreno Master Drainage
Plan Line J, Line J-7, Line J-8 and Line F-5. The District will accept ownership of such facilities on
written request by the City. The Project Applicant shall enter into a cooperative agreement establishing
the terms and conditions of inspection, operation, and maintenance with the District and any other
maintenance partners. Facilities must be constructed to District standards, and District plan check and
inspection will be required for District acceptance. Plan check, inspection, and administrative fees will
be required. The District shall be identified as a Responsible Agency and all regulatory permits (and all
documents pertaining thereto, e.g., Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plans, Conservation
Plans/Easements) that are to be secured by the Applicant for both facility construction and maintenance
shall be submitted to the District for review. The regulatory permits' terms and conditions shall be
approved by the District prior to improvement plan approval, map recordation, or finalization of the
regulatory permits. There shall be no unreasonable constraint upon the District's ability to operate and
maintain the flood control facility(ies) to protect public health and safety.

If this project proposes channels, storm drains larger than 36 inches in diameter, or other facilities that
could be considered regional in nature and/or a logical extension a District's facility, the District would
consider accepting ownership of such facilities on written request by the City. The Project Applicant shall
enter into a cooperative agreement establishing the terms and conditions of inspection, operation, and
maintenance with the District and any other maintenance partners. Facilities must be constructed to
District standards, and District plan check and inspection will be required for District acceptance. Plan
check, inspection, and administrative fees will be required. The regulatory permits' terms and conditions
shall be approved by the District prior to improvement plan approval, map recordation, or finalization of vV
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Re:  PEN 23-0109, PEN 23-0127, PEN 24-0041,

PEN 23-0111, PEN 23-0118, PEN 23-0119, 256981

APNs 486-280-060, 486-280-056,

486-280-057, 486-300-012, 486-300-013,

486-310-014, 486-310-035, 486-320-009,

486-320-010, 486-320-011, 486-320-012

and 486-320-006

the regulatory permits. There shall be no unreasonable constraint upon the District's ability to operate and
maintain the flood control facility(ies) to protect public health and safety.

This project is located within the limits of the District's Moreno Area Drainage Plan for which drainage
fees have been adopted; applicable fees should be paid by cashier's check or money order only to the
Flood Control District or City prior to issuance of grading permits. Fees to be paid should be at the rate
in effect at the time of issuance of the actual permit.

An encroachment permit shall be obtained for any construction related activities occurring within District
right of way or facilities, namely, Moreno Master Drainage Plan Line F, Line F-5. Line F-6, Line F-14,
Line J, Line J-9, Line J-10 and Sunnymead Master Drainage Plan Line N-4. As such, the District should
be identified as a Responsible Agency. If a proposed storm drain connection exceeds the hydraulic
performance of the existing drainage facilities, mitigation will be required. For further information,
contact the District's Encroachment Permit Section at 951.955.1266.

The District's previous comments dated November 27, 2023 for Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment are
still valid.
GENERAL INFORMATION

This project may require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit from the State
Water Resources Control Board. Clearance for grading, recordation or other final approval should not be given
until the City has determined that the project has been granted a permit or is shown to be exempt.

A8-4
If this project involves a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) mapped floodplain, then the City Cont.
should require the applicant to provide all studies, calculations, plans and other information required to meet
FEMA requirements, and should further require that the applicant obtain a Conditional Letter of Map Revision
(CLOMR) prior to grading, recordation or other final approval of the project, and a Letter of Map Revision
(LOMR) prior to occupancy.

The project proponent shall bear the responsibility for complying with all applicable mitigation measures defined
in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document (i.e., Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative
Declaration, Environmental Impact Report) and/or Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, if a CEQA
document was prepared for the project. The project proponent shall also bear the responsibility for complying
with all other federal, state, and local environmental rules and regulations that may apply. The CEQA document
(i.e., Notice of Exemption, Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report) should
include a description and environmental analysis of any new flood control facility(ies) that will be constructed as
part of the project or existing flood control facility(ies) that will be impacted as a result of the project. Please note
that if a Draft CEQA document is submitted, the Final adopted or certified CEQA document will also need to be
provided to the District prior to final District acceptance of the flood control facility(ies).

If a natural watercourse or mapped floodplain is impacted by this project, the City should require the applicant to
obtain a Section 1602 Agreement from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and a Clean Water Act
Section 404 Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, or written correspondence from these agencies
indicating the project is exempt from these requirements. A Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality
Certification may be required from the local California Regional Water Quality Control Board prior to issuance
of the Corps 404 permit.

Very truly yours,

d/,? Me ekl
AMY MCNEILL

Engineering Project Manager

EM:blj
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response to Comment Letter A8
Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District (RCFC) 1

A8-1. This comment letter stated that the reviewer did not see how previous comments made by the RCFC
were addressed. However, another letter was sent by this commenter to follow-up on this statement.
Please see Comment Letter A9 and response below.

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
NOVEMBER 2024 5
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Comment Letter A9

From: McNeill, Amy

To: Planning Notices DG

Cc: McKinney, Elsa

Subject: RE: PEN24-0041 TR 38850 - COAs do not address previous District comment letter. (because it is a finance map)
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2024 11:34:04 AM

Importance: High

I Some people who received this message don't often get email from ammcneil@rivco.org. Learn why this is important

[Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!]
A9-1

Hello Kirt,
Never mind. Reading the staff report | just realized Tract Map 38850 is for finance and conveyance purposes only.
Since no construction is proposed with this submittal/approval, RCFC has no further comments.

Thank you,
Amy

From: McNeill, Amy

Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2024 11:26 AM

To: planningnotices@moval.org

Cc: McKinney, Elsa <EMcKinne@RIVCO.ORG>

Subject: PEN24-0041 TR 38850 - COAs do not address previous District comment letter.
Importance: High

Hello Kirt,

We received the attached notice (1% attachment) for the City of Moreno Valley Planning Commission hearing. When | reviewed the COAs for the Tract Map 38850

(Z”d attachment) | am not seeing how our comments in the previous District response letter (3rd attachment) are being addressed.
This is a unique case because it is including a Development Agreement. | did not review the agreement.
| will process another letter in response to this transmittal but wanted to give a heads up prior to the meeting in case | am missing something.

Thank you,
Amy

Legend for screen capture below:

Purple lines are pending approval — about to be RCFC maintenance.
Red lines are RCFC existing facilities.

Yellow are proposed RCFC Master Drainage Plan facilities.

Light blue are city storm drain/drainage facilities.

Search
RCFC Zone: ZONE 4
Area (Acre 8894 acres
Ares (Square Miles): 733 sq. Miles A9_2
Interim District Supervisors

District: 5
Supervisor: YXSTAIN GUTIERREZ

Supervisory Districts (2021)

District: 5
Supervisor: JEFF HEWITT

e Supervisory Districts (2011)

District: 5
Supervisor: JEFF HEWITT

Supervisory Districts (2001)

District: 5
Supervisor: MARION ASHLEY

NPDES Watershed Boundary
Area Name: SAN JACINTO RIVER
Township and Range

Township & Range: 03503W16
ADP

Name: Moreno

| Master Drainage Plan

Name: Moreno

FEMA

[]Area Drainage Plan
Name: Moreno

Fee: 6715

Acres: 13268

FEMA [

Zone: UNSHADED X
Depth: N/A
Velocity: N/A [

S e—
‘County of San Bemardino, Maxar | Gredit for

>

rict. | RCFC & WCD | RCIT GIS, LAFCO | RCFC & WCD, MSA Program Co-Pers

|RCEC.GIS merged CIP data from Planning and L

Flood Zone: UNSHADED X
FEMA Firm Panel

Firm Panel: 06065C0765G
Special Studies

Not Applicable
Development Cases

Not Applicable

Amy McNeill, PE | Engineering Project Manager

Development Review

Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District




1995 Market Street | Riverside, CA 92501

Direct: 951-955-1214 | Email: ammcneil@rivco.org

Confidentiality Disclaimer

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and protected from

disclosure.
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you

have received this email in error please delete all copies, both electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately.

County of Riverside California
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Response to Comment Letter A9
Riverside County Flood Control & Water Conservation District (RCFC) 2

A9 -1. This comment is a follow-up to Comment Letter A8. The commenter clarified that since no construction
is proposed with the submittal/approval the RCFC has no further comments. The City thanks the
commenter for this comment. The comment does not identify any specific issue with respect to the
adequacy of the Draft SEIR; therefore, no further response is required.
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Comment Letter O8

From: Christine Maralit

To: Planning Notices DG

Cc: Mitchell M. Tsai Attorney at Law, P.C.; Grace Holbrook

Subject: Re: WSRCC - City of Moreno Valley, Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment - Comment Letter for 10/24 Planning
Commission Meeting

Date: Thursday, October 24, 2024 2:18:40 PM

Attachments: 20241024 WSRCC CityofMorenoValley Aquabella PChearingCL _signed.pdf

Some people who received this message don't often get email from christinem@mitchtsailaw.com. Learn why this
is important

[Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!]

Apologies,
attached is the correct version of the Comment Letter.

Best,
Christine

On Thu, Oct 24, 2024 at 2:09 PM Christine Maralit <christinem(@mitchtsailaw.com> wrote:
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P: (626) 314-3821 139 South Hudson Avenue

F: (626) 389-5414 Mitchell M. Tsai Suite 200

E: info@mitchtsailaw.com Law Firm Pasadena, California 91101
VIA E-MAIL

October 24, 2024

Planning Commission

City Hall Council Chamber
14177 Frederick Street

Moreno Valley, California, 92552

Em: planningnotices@moval.org

RE: City of Moreno Valley’s Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment
(Agenda Item No. 1.1).

Dear Commissioners:

On behalf of the Western States Regional Council of Carpenters (“Western
Carpenters” or “WSRCC”), my Office is submitting these comments for the City of
Moreno Valley’s (“City”) Planning Commission Hearing Agenda Item No. 1.1, the 082

Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment (“Project”).

This Specific Plan Amendment would include land use and other changes to
accommodate 15,000 multifamily and workforce housing options; a 49,900 square-
foot mixed-use commercial and retail Town Center with a 300-room hotel,
approximately 80 acres of park space composed of a 40-acre lake, a 15-acre lake
promenade encircling the lake, and an additional 25 acres of parkland; approximately
40 acres of schools with up to three elementary school sites and one middle school
site; public services and facilities; infrastructure improvements; and other facilities and
amenities. (DSEIR, p. 1-1).

The Western Carpenters is a labor union representing almost 90,000 union carpenters
in 12 states, including California, and has a strong interest in well-ordered land use

planning and in addressing the environmental impacts of development projects.
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Individual members of the Western Carpenters live, work, and recreate in the City and
surrounding communities and would be directly affected by the Project’s
environmental impacts.

The Western Carpenters expressly reserves the right to supplement these comments
at or prior to hearings on the Project, and at any later hearing and proceeding related
to this Project. Gov. Code, § 65009, subd. (b); Pub. Res. Code, § 21177, subd. (a); see
Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal.App.4th 1184, 1199-
1203; see also Galante Vineyards v. Monterey Water Dist. (1997) 60 Cal. App.4th 1109,
1121.

The Western Carpenters incorporates by reference all comments raising issues
regarding the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) submitted prior to certification of
the EIR for the Project. See Citizens for Clean Energy v City of Woodland (2014) 225

Cal. App.4th 173, 191 (finding that any party who has objected to the project’s

08-2
Cont.

environmental documentation may assert any issue timely raised by other parties).

Moreover, the Western Carpenters requests that the City provide notice for any and
all notices referring or related to the Project issued under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Res. Code, § 21000 ¢ seq.), and the
California Planning and Zoning Law (“Planning and Zoning Law”) (Gov. Code, {§
65000-65010). California Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2, and 21167(f) and
California Government Code Section 65092 require agencies to mail such notices to
any person who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the agency’s
governing body.

L. THE CITY SHOULD REQUIRE THE USE OF A LOCAL
WORKFORCE TO BENEFIT THE COMMUNITY’S ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT

The City should require the Project to be built using a local workers who have
graduated from a Joint Labor-Management Apprenticeship Program approved by the
State of California, have at least as many hours of on-the-job experience in the 08-3
applicable craft which would be required to graduate from such a state-approved
apprenticeship training program, or who are registered apprentices in a state-approved
apprenticeship training program.

Community benefits such as local hire can also be helpful to reduce environmental

impacts and improve the positive economic impact of the Project. Local hire v
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provisions requiring that a certain percentage of workers reside within 10 miles or less
of the Project site can reduce the length of vendor trips, reduce greenhouse gas
emissions, and provide localized economic benefits. As environmental consultants
Matt Hagemann and Paul E. Rosenfeld note:

[A]ny local hire requirement that results in a decreased worker trip length
from the default value has the potential to result in a reduction of
construction-related GHG emissions, though the significance of the
reduction would vary based on the location and urbanization level of the
project site.

March 8, 2021 SWAPE Letter to Mitchell M. Tsai re Local Hire Requirements and
Considerations for Greenhouse Gas Modeling.

Workforce requirements promote the development of skilled trades that yield
sustainable economic development. As the California Workforce Development Board
and the University of California, Berkeley Center for Labor Research and Education

concluded:

. . 08-3
[L]abor should be considered an investment rather than a cost—and Cont

investments in growing, diversifying, and upskilling California’s workforce
can positively affect returns on climate mitigation efforts. In other words,
well-trained workers are key to delivering emissions reductions and
moving California closer to its climate targets.!
Furthermore, workforce policies have significant environmental benefits given that
they improve an area’s jobs-housing balance, decreasing the amount and length of job
commutes and the associated greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. In fact, on May 7,
2021, the South Coast Air Quality Management District found that that the “[u]se of a
local state-certified apprenticeship program” can result in air pollutant reductions.?

California Workforce Development Board (2020) Putting California on the High Road: A Jobs and
Climate Action Plan for 2030 at p. ii, available at https:/ /laborcenter.berkeley.edu
wp-content/uploads/2020/09 /Putting-California-on-the-High-Road.pdf.

South Coast Air Quality Management District (May 7, 2021) Certify Final Environmental
Assessment and Adopt Proposed Rule 2305 — Warehouse Indirect Source Rule — Warehouse
Actions and Investments to Reduce Emissions Program, and Proposed Rule 316 — Fees for Rule
2305, Submit Rule 2305 for Inclusion Into the SIP, and Approve Supporting Budget Actions,
available at http:/ /www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board /2021 /2021 -
May7-027.pdf?sfvrsn=10. v
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Locating jobs closer to residential areas can have significant environmental benefits.
As the California Planning Roundtable noted in 2008:

People who live and work in the same jurisdiction would be more likely
to take transit, walk, or bicycle to work than residents of less balanced
communities and their vehicle trips would be shorter. Benefits would
include potential reductions in both vehicle miles traveled and vehicle
hours traveled.’

Moreover, local hire mandates and skill-training are critical facets of a strategy to
reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). As planning experts Robert Cervero and
Michael Duncan have noted, simply placing jobs near housing stock is insufficient to
achieve VMT reductions given that the skill requirements of available local jobs must
match those held by local residents.* Some municipalities have even tied local hire and
other workforce policies to local development permits to address transportation
issues. Cervero and Duncan note that:

In nearly built-out Berkeley, CA, the approach to balancing jobs and
housing is to create local jobs rather than to develop new housing. The 08-3
city’s First Source program encourages businesses to hire local residents, Cont.
especially for entry- and intermediate-level jobs, and sponsors vocational
training to ensure residents are employment-ready. While the program is
voluntary, some 300 businesses have used it to date, placing more than
3,000 city residents in local jobs since it was launched in 1986. When
needed, these carrots are matched by sticks, since the city is not shy about
negotiating corporate participation in First Source as a condition of
approval for development permits.

Recently, the State of California verified its commitment towards workforce
development through the Affordable Housing and High Road Jobs Act of 2022,
otherwise known as Assembly Bill No. 2011 (“AB2011”). AB2011 amended the
Planning and Zoning Law to allow ministerial, by-right approval for projects being
built alongside commercial corridors that meet affordability and labor requirements.

? California Planning Roundtable (2008) Deconstructing Jobs-Housing Balance at p. 6, available at
https://cproundtable.org/static/media/uploads/publications/cpt-jobs-housing.pdf

* Cervero, Robert and Duncan, Michael (2006) Which Reduces Vehicle Travel More: Jobs-Housing
Balance or Retail-Housing Mixing? Journal of the American Planning Association 72 (4), 475-490,
482, available at http:/ /reconnectingamerica.org/assets/Uploads/UTCT-825.pdf. v
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The City should consider utilizing local workforce policies and requirements to Cont.

benefit the local area economically and to mitigate greenhouse gas, improve air
quality, and reduce transportation impacts.

II. THE CITY SHOULD IMPOSE TRAINING REQUIREMENTS FOR
THE PROJECT’S CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES TO PREVENT
COMMUNITY SPREAD OF COVID-19 AND OTHER INFECTIOUS
DISEASES

Construction work has been defined as a Lower to High-risk activity for COVID-19
spread by the Occupations Safety and Health Administration. Recently, several
construction sites have been identified as sources of community spread of COVID-
19.°

Western Carpenters recommend that the LLead Agency adopt additional requirements
to mitigate public health risks from the Project’s construction activities. Western
Carpenters requests that the Lead Agency require safe on-site construction work
practices as well as training and certification for any construction workers on the
Project Site.

In particular, based upon Western Carpenters’ experience with safe construction site
work practices, Western Carpenters recommends that the LLead Agency require that

. . . . . . 08-4
while construction activities are being conducted at the Project Site:

Construction Site Design:

. The Project Site will be limited to two controlled entry
points.
. Entry points will have temperature screening technicians

taking temperature readings when the entry point is open.

. The Temperature Screening Site Plan shows details
regarding access to the Project Site and Project Site logistics

for conducting temperature screening.

> Santa Clara County Public Health (June 12, 2020) COVID-19 CASES AT CONSTRUCTION
SITES HIGHLIGHT NEED FOR CONTINUED VIGILANCE IN SECTORS THAT HAVE
REOPENED, available at https://www.sccgov.org/sites
covid19/Pages/press-release-06-12-2020-cases-at-construction-sites.aspx. v
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. A 48-hour advance notice will be provided to all trades prior

to the first day of temperature screening,.

. The perimeter fence directly adjacent to the entry points will
be clearly marked indicating the appropriate 6-foot social
distancing position for when you approach the screening
area. Please reference the Apex temperature screening site
map for additional details.

. There will be clear signage posted at the project site directing

you through temperature screening,.

. Provide hand washing stations throughout the construction

site.

Testing Procedures:

. The temperature screening being used are non-contact

devices. 08-4
Cont.

. Temperature readings will not be recorded.
. Personnel will be screened upon entering the testing center
and should only take 1-2 seconds per individual.

. Hard hats, head coverings, sweat, dirt, sunscreen or any
other cosmetics must be removed on the forehead before
temperature screening.

. Anyone who refuses to submit to a temperature screening or
does not answer the health screening questions will be
refused access to the Project Site.

. Screening will be performed at both entrances from 5:30 am
to 7:30 am.; main gate [ZONE 1] and personnel gate
[ZONE 2]

. After 7:30 am only the main gate entrance [ZONE 1] will
continue to be used for temperature testing for anybody
gaining entry to the project site such as returning personnel,
deliveries, and visitors. v
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. If the digital thermometer displays a temperature reading
above 100.0 degrees Fahrenheit, a second reading will be
taken to verify an accurate reading.

. If the second reading confirms an elevated temperature,
DHS will instruct the individual that he/she will not be
allowed to enter the Project Site. DHS will also instruct the
individual to promptly notify his/her supetvisor and his/her
human resources (HR) representative and provide them with

a copy of Annex A.
Planning

. Require the development of an Infectious Disease
Preparedness and Response Plan that will include basic
infection prevention measures (requiring the use of personal
protection equipment), policies and procedures for prompt
identification and isolation of sick individuals, social 08-4
distancing  (prohibiting gatherings of no more than 10 Cont.
people including all-hands meetings and all-hands lunches)
communication and training and workplace controls that
meet standards that may be promulgated by the Center for
Disease Control, Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, Cal/OSHA, California Department of
Public Health or applicable local public health agencies.®

The United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Carpenters International Training Fund
has developed COVID-19 Training and Certification to ensure that Carpenter union
members and apprentices conduct safe work practices. The Agency should require
that all construction workers undergo COVID-19 Training and Certification before

being allowed to conduct construction activities at the Project Site.

¢ See also The Center for Construction Research and Training, North America’s Building Trades
Unions (April 27 2020) NABTU and CPWR COVIC-19 Standards for U.S Constructions Sites,
available at https:/ /www.cpwr.com/sites/default/files/NABTU
CPWR_Standards COVID-19.pdf; LLos Angeles County Department of Public Works (2020)
Guidelines for Construction Sites During COVID-19 Pandemic, available at
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/building-and-safety/docs/pw_guidelines-construction-sites.pdf. v
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Western Carpenters has also developed a rigorous Infection Control Risk Assessment
(“ICRA”) training program to ensure it delivers a workforce that understands how to
identify and control infection risks by implementing protocols to protect themselves
and all others during renovation and construction projects in healthcare 08-4
environments.’ Cont.

ICRA protocols are intended to contain pathogens, control airflow, and protect
patients during the construction, maintenance and renovation of healthcare facilities.
ICRA protocols prevent cross contamination, minimizing the risk of secondary
infections in patients at hospital facilities.

The City should require the Project to be built using a workforce trained in ICRA
protocols.

III. THE DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT SHOULD BE REVISED AND RECIRCULATED

A. Background on Subsequent Environmental Impact Reports

CEQA provides little specific guidance regarding the scope of a subsequent EIR once
the lead agency has determined the subsequent document is required. However, case
law offers broader guidance regarding the scope and contents of a subsequent
document. Generally, a subsequent EIR is required to evaluate only the changes in the
project, changes in circumstances, or new information that led to the preparation of
the further EIR. The purpose of CEQA’s subsequent review provisions is “to explore
environmental impacts not considered in the original environmental document. The
event of a change in a project is not an occasion to revisit environmental concerns laid
to rest in the original analysis” (Friends of the College of San Mateo Gardens v San Mateo
County Community College Dist. (2016) 1 C5th 937, 949, citing Save Our Neighborhood v
Lishman (2006) 140 CA4th 1288, 1296, and Man: Bros. Real Estate Group v City of Los
Angeles (2007) 153 CA4th 1385, 1398). Additionally, the project impacts reviewed in
the prior EIR are treated as part of the environmental baseline in a subsequent EIR.

(Sierra Club v City of Orange (2008) 163 CA4th 523, 542).

The Project’s DSEIR follows the previously approved 1999 EIR, 2003 Supplemental
EIR, and 2005 Addendum. (DSEIR, p. 1-2). Specifically, the DSEIR addresses

08-5

" For details concerning Western Carpenters’ I[CRA training program, see https://icrahealthcare.com/.
g P g prog 5 L v
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Cont.
potential changes or new information resulting from the current Project’s proposed

land use changes and increased residential density. (DSEIR, p. 1-2).
B. DSEIR improperly labels mitigation measures as “Project Design Features”

The DSEIR impropetly labels mitigation measures as “Project Design Features” or
“PDFs” which the DSEIR purports will “minimize potential environmental effects of
the Project.” (DSEIR, p. 1A-12; DSEIR, Table 1A-2. Project Design Features.)
Relying on the PDFs, the DSEIR concludes in many instances that the Project’s
impacts are less than significant and that no mitigation is required (i.e.,
Transportation, Land Use, etc.)

Howevert, it is established that “’[a]voidance, minimization and / or mitigation
measure’ . .. are not ‘part of the project.” . .. compressing the analysis of impacts and
mitigation measures into a single issue . . . disregards the requirements of CEQA.”
(Lotus v. Department of Transportation (2014) 223 Cal. App. 4th 645, 656.)

When “an agency decides to incorporate mitigation measures into its significance
determination, and relies on those mitigation measures to determine that no
significant effects will occur, that agency must treat those measures as though there
were adopted following a finding of significance.” (Lozus, supra, 223 Cal. App. 4th at
652 [citing CEQA Guidelines § 15091(a)(1) and Cal. Public Resources Code §
21081(a)(1).])

08-6

By labeling mitigation measures as project design features, the City violates CEQA by
failing to disclose “the analytic route that the agency took from the evidence to its
tindings.” (Cal. Public Resources Code § 21081.5; CEQA Guidelines § 15093; "7/lage
Laguna of Laguna Beach, Inc. v. Board of Supervisors (1982) 134 Cal. App. 3d 1022, 1035
[quoting Topanga Assn for a Scenic Commmunity v. County of Los Angeles (1974) 11 Cal. 3d
5006, 515.])

The DEIR’s use of “Project Design Features” further violates CEQA because such
measures would not be included in the Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program CEQA requires lead agencies to adopt mitigation measures that are fully
enforceable and to adopt a monitoring and/or reporting program to ensure that the
measures are implemented to reduce the Project’s significant environmental effects to
the extent feasible. (PRC § 21081.6; CEQA Guidelines § 15091(d).) Therefore, using
Project Design Features in lieu of mitigation measures violates CEQA.
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C. Any Reliance on the City’s CAP and 2040 General Plan is Improper.

The Project’s consistency with the City’s 2040 General Plan, the Climate Action Plan
(CAP) and related EIR is flawed as these documents are not currently in effect per
court order. More specifically, these documents were found to have insufficient
analysis relating to their findings and baseline determinations. As such, any reliance on

said findings or utilization of any improper baselines must be removed from the
DSEIR. The DSEIR must be revised and recirculated.

D. The Project’s Description is Unstable.

“[A]n accurate, stable and finite project description is the size gua non of an
informative and legally sufficient” environmental document. (Cowunty of Inyo v. City of
Los Angeles (1977) 71 Cal. App. 3d 185, 200.) “A curtailed or distorted project
description may stultify the objectives of the reporting process” as an accurate, stable
and finite project description is necessary to allow “affected outsiders and public
decision-makers balance the proposal's benefit against its environmental cost,
consider mitigation measures, assess the advantage of terminating the proposal (i.e.,
the "no project” alternative) and weigh other alternatives in the balance. (Id at 192 —
93.) Courts determine de novo whether an agency proceeded “in a manner required by

law” in maintaining a stable and consistent project description. (Id. at 200.)

The Final SEIR camouflages a project change as a “minor clarification concerning the
development agreement.” Whereas the DSEIR mentions a development agreement,
there is no discussion of the “turn-key 24,000 square foot Senior Center” (Final
SEIR, p. 1-1.) This additional component of the Project has not been included in 2ny
of the analysis for the Project’s environmental impacts. Inherently, an entirely new
building will increase the Project’s expected impacts, especially relating air quality and
energy use. As such, the late inclusion of this project change results in an unstable
project description, which strips the public of their opportunity to evaluate the entire
Project. The DSEIR must be revised to include updated analysis and models factoring
in the new 24,000 square foot building. The revised DSEIR must be recirculated to
provide the public a comment opportunity on the actual project.

E. CEQA Requires Subsequent or Supplemental Environmental Review When

Substantial Changes or New Information Comes to Light

Section 21092.1 of the California Public Resources Code requires that “[w]hen
significant new information is added to an environmental impact report after notice

08-7

08-8

08-9
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has been given pursuant to Section 21092 ... but prior to certification, the public \
agency shall give notice again pursuant to Section 21092, and consult again pursuant
to Sections 21104 and 21153 before certifying the environmental impact report” in
order to give the public a chance to review and comment upon the information.

(CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5.)

Significant new information includes “changes in the project or environmental setting
as well as additional data or other information” that “deprives the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect
of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible
project alternative).” (CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5(a).) Examples of significant new
information requiring recirculation include “new significant environmental impacts

% ¢¢

from the project or from a new mitigation measure,” “substantial increase in the

severity of an environmental impact,” “feasible project alternative or mitigation 08.9

measure considerably different from others previously analyzed” as well as when “the Cont.

draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature that
meaningful public review and comment were precluded.” (Id)

An agency has an obligation to recirculate an environmental impact report for public
notice and comment due to “significant new information” regardless of whether the
agency opts to include it in a project’s environmental impact report. (Cadiz Land Co. v.
Rail Cycle (2000) 83 Cal.App.4th 74, 95 [finding that in light of a new expert report
disclosing potentially significant impacts to groundwater supply “the EIR should have
been revised and recirculated for purposes of informing the public and governmental
agencies of the volume of groundwater at risk and to allow the public and
governmental agencies to respond to such information.”].) If significant new
information was brought to the attention of an agency prior to certification, an agency
is required to revise and recirculate that information as part of the environmental
impact report.

1. 24,000 Square Foot Senior Center

The Final SEIR has included a 24,000 square foot Senior Center under the
development agreement. However, the development agreement discussed in the
original DSEIR did not include any information on the Senior Center. This change 08-10
constitutes significant new information as the 24,000 square foot building was not
previously analyzed, and the inclusion of the building in the Final SEIR does not
allow for proper public comment under CEQA. v
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The information on the Senior Center included in the final SEIR is incredibly limited. A
No updated studies were performed to factor the new building into the Project’s

environmental impacts. The new building will undoubtably increase the Project’s air 08.10

quality, energy, GHG, and transportation impacts. As such, the DSEIR must be Cont.

revised to included updated evaluations of the Project’s estimated impacts. The
revised DSEIR must be recirculated to the public to allow for comment on the

changes to the Project.
2. Unsupported Revisions to the Noise Studies

The Final SEIR includes multiple revisions to the figures surrounding the noise
analysis. Specifically, a new noise limit was established using Table 11.80.030-2 of
Municipal Code Section 11.80.030.C., the number of HVAC packages was doubled
trom 20 to 40 for the G1-G20 buildings, and the resulting operational noise levels
were increased. (Final SEIR, p. 3-25 — 3-26.) The changes to the number of HVAC
packages and operational noise levels, however, are not properly substantiated by
additional analysis. These changes should have been included in an updated noise
assessment to ensure that the newly modeled calculations were correct. Further, the
increase in HVAC systems will likely increase the Project’s air quality, electricity, and
greenhouse gas emissions impacts, resulting in the need for updated studies. If these
changes were actually included in the previously performed analysis, the City should 08.11
provide a thorough explanation in the Final SEIR’s introduction section. As currently
written, these changes are framed as “minor revisions and clarifications,” which fails

to account for the updated data modeling.

As significant new information includes “additional data or other information” that
“deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial
adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such
an effect[,]” the Final SEIRs changes to the Project’s noise impact data and assumed
operational noise levels require revision and recirculation. (CEQA Guidelines §
15088.5(a).) The public is entitled to the information necessary to draw the
conclusions the City states in the Final SEIR and the opportunity to comment on the
revised analysis. WSRCC requests the City revise and recirculate the SEIR for public

comment on these changes.

3. SCAG 2024-2050 Analysis
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The updated SCAG 2024-2050 RTP/SCS was certified on April 4, 2024. The Final
DSEIR has incorporated a section to evaluate the Project’s consistency with the newly
certified plan. The DSEIR originally evaluated consistency under Threshold 1
(DSEIR, p. 4.3-68.) The DSEIR included the following evaluation:

Regarding construction criteria air pollutant emissions, the Project construction-
source emissions would not exceed applicable SCAQMD regional thresholds
after implementation of MM-AQ-2 through MM-AQ-7 and would thus would
not conflict with SCAQMD Consistency Criterion No. 1 with incorporation of
mitigation. The Project would result in operational criteria air pollutant emissions
that would exceed the SCAQMD thresholds of significance after implementation
of PDFs and all feasible mitigation measures (MM AQ-7 through MM-AQ-11),
which would still conflict with SCAQMD Consistency Criterion No. 1.

Implementation of MM-AQ-1 would ensure that the appropriate
residential and employment growth projections at the Project site would
be incotporated into the next SCAG RTP/SCS (anticipated to be in 2024,
but, based on timing, may be the 2028 RTP/SCS) and would theteby be
Incotporated into the following SCAQMD AQMP. As the SCAG is in
process of preparing their 2024 RTP/SCS and the SCAQMD has not identified
the next target year for updating the AQMP, there is an anticipated interim
period where the SCAG RTP/SCS growth projections and the SCAQMD
AQMP do not reflect the appropriate residential and employment growth at the
Project site; however, this will eventually be resolved with updates of both plans.
Nonetheless, the Project would still conflict with SCAQMD Consistency
Criterion No. 2. (I4)(Emphasis added.)

However, the Final DSEIR has failed to include updates to this section of the DSEIR
or the mitigation monitoring program in response to the change in status of the 2024-

08-12

2050 plan. Mitigation Measure AQ-1 states that the applicant is to update the regional
growth forecast for the next RTP/SCS, however the updated plan was already in place
prior to the release of the DSEIR. Any communications to the SCAG should have
occurred prior to the release. As such, the efficacy of MM-AQ-1 is uncertain. As such,
the DSEIR should be revised to ensure accurate statements regarding the 2024-2050
RTP/SCS throughout the entire DSEIR and the related mitigation measures should
be updated to reflect the change in status of the RTP/SCS.
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IV.  CONCLUSION

The WSRCC request that the City require a local workforce, that the City impose
training requirements for the Project’s construction activities to prevent community
spread of COVID-19 and other infectious diseases. WSRCC further requests that the
SEIR be revised and recirculated to account for the changed Project description,

08-13

provide the data necessary to support the significant new information, and allow the

public the opportunity to comment on these Project changes. If the City has any

questions, feel free to contact my Office.

Sincerely,

S

Grace Holbrook
Attorneys for Western States

Regional Council of Carpenters

Attached:

March 8, 2021 SWAPE Letter to Mitchell M. Tsai re Local Hire Requirements and
Considerations for Greenhouse Gas Modeling (Exhibit A); 08-14
Air Quality and GHG Expert Paul Rosenfeld CV (Exhibit B); and
Air Quality and GHG Expert Matt Hagemann CV (Exhibit C).
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sw AP E Technical Consultation, Data Analysis and
Litigation Support for the Environment

2656 29t Street, Suite 201
Santa Monica, CA 90405

Matt Hagemann, P.G, C.Hg.
(949) 887-9013
mhagemann@swape.com

Paul E. Rosenfeld, PhD
(310) 795-2335
prosenfeld@swape.com

March 8, 2021

Mitchell M. Tsai

155 South El Molino, Suite 104
Pasadena, CA 91101

Subject: Local Hire Requirements and Considerations for Greenhouse Gas Modeling

Dear Mr. Tsai,

Soil Water Air Protection Enterprise (“SWAPE”) is pleased to provide the following draft technical report
explaining the significance of worker trips required for construction of land use development projects with
respect to the estimation of greenhouse gas (“GHG”) emissions. The report will also discuss the potential for
local hire requirements to reduce the length of worker trips, and consequently, reduced or mitigate the
potential GHG impacts.

Worker Trips and Greenhouse Gas Calculations

The California Emissions Estimator Model (“CalEEMod”) is a “statewide land use emissions computer model
designed to provide a uniform platform for government agencies, land use planners, and environmental
professionals to quantify potential criteria pollutant and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated with both
construction and operations from a variety of land use projects.”* CalEEMod quantifies construction-related
emissions associated with land use projects resulting from off-road construction equipment; on-road mobile
equipment associated with workers, vendors, and hauling; fugitive dust associated with grading, demolition,
truck loading, and on-road vehicles traveling along paved and unpaved roads; and architectural coating
activities; and paving.2

The number, length, and vehicle class of worker trips are utilized by CalEEMod to calculate emissions associated
with the on-road vehicle trips required to transport workers to and from the Project site during construction.?

1 “California Emissions Estimator Model.” CAPCOA, 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/caleemod/home.
2 “California Emissions Estimator Model.” CAPCOA, 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/caleemod/home.
3 “CalEEMod User’s Guide.” CAPCOA, November 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/01 user-39-s-guide2016-3-2 _15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. 34.

1
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Specifically, the number and length of vehicle trips is utilized to estimate the vehicle miles travelled (“VMT”)
associated with construction. Then, utilizing vehicle-class specific EMFAC 2014 emission factors, CalEEMod
calculates the vehicle exhaust, evaporative, and dust emissions resulting from construction-related VMT,
including personal vehicles for worker commuting.*

Specifically, in order to calculate VMT, CalEEMod multiplies the average daily trip rate by the average overall trip
length (see excerpt below):

“VMTq4 = Z(Average Daily Trip Rate ; * Average Overall Trip Length i) n
Where:
n = Number of land uses being modeled.””

Furthermore, to calculate the on-road emissions associated with worker trips, CalEEMod utilizes the following
equation (see excerpt below):

”EmiSSionSpollutant =VMT * EFrunning.poIIutant

Where:
Emissionspoiiutant = €emissions from vehicle running for each pollutant
VMT = vehicle miles traveled
EF unning pollutant = €mission factor for running emissions.”®

Thus, there is a direct relationship between trip length and VMT, as well as a direct relationship between VMT
and vehicle running emissions. In other words, when the trip length is increased, the VMT and vehicle running
emissions increase as a result. Thus, vehicle running emissions can be reduced by decreasing the average overall
trip length, by way of a local hire requirement or otherwise.

Default Worker Trip Parameters and Potential Local Hire Requirements

As previously discussed, the number, length, and vehicle class of worker trips are utilized by CalEEMod to
calculate emissions associated with the on-road vehicle trips required to transport workers to and from the
Project site during construction.” In order to understand how local hire requirements and associated worker trip
length reductions impact GHG emissions calculations, it is important to consider the CalEEMod default worker
trip parameters. CalEEMod provides recommended default values based on site-specific information, such as
land use type, meteorological data, total lot acreage, project type and typical equipment associated with project
type. If more specific project information is known, the user can change the default values and input project-
specific values, but the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) requires that such changes be justified by
substantial evidence.® The default number of construction-related worker trips is calculated by multiplying the

4 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 14-15.
5> “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 23.
6 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 15.
7 “CalEEMod User’s Guide.” CAPCOA, November 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/01 user-39-s-guide2016-3-2_15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. 34.
8 CalEEMod User Guide, available at: http://www.caleemod.com/, p. 1, 9.

2
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number of pieces of equipment for all phases by 1.25, with the exception of worker trips required for the
building construction and architectural coating phases.® Furthermore, the worker trip vehicle class is a 50/25/25
percent mix of light duty autos, light duty truck class 1 and light duty truck class 2, respectively.”° Finally, the
default worker trip length is consistent with the length of the operational home-to-work vehicle trips.!! The
operational home-to-work vehicle trip lengths are:

“[B]ased on the location and urbanization selected on the project characteristic screen. These values

were supplied by the air districts or use a default average for the state. Each district (or county) also

assigns trip lengths for urban and rural settings” (emphasis added). *?

Thus, the default worker trip length is based on the location and urbanization level selected by the User when
modeling emissions. The below table shows the CalEEMod default rural and urban worker trip lengths by air
basin (see excerpt below and Attachment A).2

Worker Trip Length by Air Basin
Air Basin Rural (miles) Urban (miles)

Great Basin Valleys 16.8 10.8
Lake County 16.8 10.8
Lake Tahoe 16.8 10.8
Mojave Desert 16.8 10.8
Mountain Counties 16.8 10.8
North Central Coast 17.1 12.3
North Coast 16.8 10.8
Northeast Plateau 16.8 10.8
Sacramento Valley 16.8 10.8
Salton Sea 14.6 11

San Diego 16.8 10.8
San Francisco Bay Area 10.8 10.8
San Joaquin Valley 16.8 10.8
South Central Coast 16.8 10.8
South Coast 19.8 14.7
Average 16.47 11.17
Minimum 10.80 10.80
Maximum 19.80 14.70
Range 9.00 3.90

9 “CalEEMod User’s Guide.” CAPCOA, November 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/01 user-39-s-guide2016-3-2 15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. 34.
0 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 15.
1 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 14.
12 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 21.
13 “Appendix D Default Data Tables.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/05 appendix-d2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. D-84 — D-86.

3
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As demonstrated above, default rural worker trip lengths for air basins in California vary from 10.8- to 19.8-
miles, with an average of 16.47 miles. Furthermore, default urban worker trip lengths vary from 10.8- to 14.7-
miles, with an average of 11.17 miles. Thus, while default worker trip lengths vary by location, default urban
worker trip lengths tend to be shorter in length. Based on these trends evident in the CalEEMod default worker
trip lengths, we can reasonably assume that the efficacy of a local hire requirement is especially dependent
upon the urbanization of the project site, as well as the project location.

Practical Application of a Local Hire Requirement and Associated Impact

To provide an example of the potential impact of a local hire provision on construction-related GHG emissions,
we estimated the significance of a local hire provision for the Village South Specific Plan (“Project”) located in
the City of Claremont (“City”). The Project proposed to construct 1,000 residential units, 100,000-SF of retail
space, 45,000-SF of office space, as well as a 50-room hotel, on the 24-acre site. The Project location is classified
as Urban and lies within the Los Angeles-South Coast County. As a result, the Project has a default worker trip
length of 14.7 miles.'* In an effort to evaluate the potential for a local hire provision to reduce the Project’s
construction-related GHG emissions, we prepared an updated model, reducing all worker trip lengths to 10
miles (see Attachment B). Our analysis estimates that if a local hire provision with a 10-mile radius were to be
implemented, the GHG emissions associated with Project construction would decrease by approximately 17%
(see table below and Attachment C).

Local Hire Provision Net Change
Without Local Hire Provision
Total Construction GHG Emissions (MT COze) 3,623
Amortized Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO,e/year) 120.77
With Local Hire Provision
Total Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO2e) 3,024
Amortized Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO,e/year) 100.80
% Decrease in Construction-related GHG Emissions 17%

As demonstrated above, by implementing a local hire provision requiring 10 mile worker trip lengths, the Project
could reduce potential GHG emissions associated with construction worker trips. More broadly, any local hire
requirement that results in a decreased worker trip length from the default value has the potential to result in a
reduction of construction-related GHG emissions, though the significance of the reduction would vary based on
the location and urbanization level of the project site.

This serves as an example of the potential impacts of local hire requirements on estimated project-level GHG
emissions, though it does not indicate that local hire requirements would result in reduced construction-related
GHG emission for all projects. As previously described, the significance of a local hire requirement depends on
the worker trip length enforced and the default worker trip length for the project’s urbanization level and
location.

14 “Appendix D Default Data Tables.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/05 appendix-d2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. D-85.
4
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Disclaimer

SWAPE has received limited discovery. Additional information may become available in the future; thus, we
retain the right to revise or amend this report when additional information becomes available. Our professional
services have been performed using that degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised, under similar
circumstances, by reputable environmental consultants practicing in this or similar localities at the time of
service. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made as to the scope of work, work methodologies and
protocols, site conditions, analytical testing results, and findings presented. This report reflects efforts which
were limited to information that was reasonably accessible at the time of the work, and may contain
informational gaps, inconsistencies, or otherwise be incomplete due to the unavailability or uncertainty of
information obtained or provided by third parties.

Sincerely,

g

# i T
Py e 28
Fe i Bt S

LI,
Matt Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg.

(ol € Be

Paul E. Rosenfeld, Ph.D.
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Location Type

Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District

Attachment A

Location Name

Great Basin
Lake County
Lake Tahoe
Mojave Desert

Mountain
North Central
North Coast
Northeast
Sacramento
Salton Sea

San Diego

San Francisco
San Joaquin
South Central
South Coast
Amador County
Antelope Valley
Bay Area AQMD
Butte County
Calaveras
Colusa County
El Dorado
Feather River
Glenn County
Great Basin
Imperial County
Kern County
Lake County
Lassen County
Mariposa
Mendocino
Modoc County
Mojave Desert
Monterey Bay
North Coast
Northern Sierra
Northern
Placer County
Sacramento

Rural H-W
(miles)
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8

16.8
17.1
16.8
16.8
16.8
14.6
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
16.8
10.8
12.54
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
10.2
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15

Urban H-W
(miles)
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8

10.8
12.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
11
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
12.54
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
7.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
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Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County

San Diego

San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
Santa Barbara
Shasta County
Siskiyou County
South Coast
Tehama County
Tuolumne
Ventura County
Yolo/Solano
Alameda
Alpine
Amador

Butte
Calaveras
Colusa

Contra Costa
Del Norte

El Dorado-Lake
El Dorado-
Fresno

Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial

Inyo
Kern-Mojave
Kern-San

Kings

Lake

Lassen

Los Angeles-
Los Angeles-
Madera

Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino-
Mendocino-
Mendocino-
Mendocino-
Merced
Modoc

Mono
Monterey
Napa

16.8
16.8
13
8.3
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15
10.8
16.8
16.8
12.54
16.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
10.2
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
10.8

10.8
10.8
13
8.3
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
10.8
10.8
10.8
12.54
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
7.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
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County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
Statewide

Nevada
Orange
Placer-Lake

Placer-Mountain

Placer-
Plumas

Riverside-
Riverside-

Riverside-Salton
Riverside-South
Sacramento
San Benito

San Bernardino-
San Bernardino-
San Diego

San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara-
Santa Barbara-
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta

Sierra

Siskiyou
Solano-
Solano-San
Sonoma-North
Sonoma-San
Stanislaus
Sutter

Tehama

Trinity

Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura

Yolo

Yuba
Statewide

16.8
19.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8

16.8
19.8

14.6
19.8
15
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
13
10.8
8.3
8.3
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15
16.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15
16.8
16.8

10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8

10.8
14.7

11
14.7
10
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
13
10.8
8.3
8.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
10.8
10.8
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Worker Trip Length by Air Basin
Air Basin Rural (miles) Urban (miles)

Great Basin Valleys 16.8 10.8
Lake County 16.8 10.8
Lake Tahoe 16.8 10.8
Mojave Desert 16.8 10.8
Mountain Counties 16.8 10.8
North Central Coast 17.1 12.3
North Coast 16.8 10.8
Northeast Plateau 16.8 10.8
Sacramento Valley 16.8 10.8
Salton Sea 14.6 11

San Diego 16.8 10.8
San Francisco Bay Area 10.8 10.8
San Joaquin Valley 16.8 10.8
South Central Coast 16.8 10.8
South Coast 19.8 14.7
Average 16.47 11.17
Mininum 10.80 10.80
Maximum 19.80 14.70
Range 9.00 3.90
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Attachment B

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 1 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building H 45.00 H 1000sqft i 1.03 ' 45,000.00 0
““High Tumnover (Sit Down Restaurant) + 3600 % " Hooosaft 1 oss i 8600000 1 o T
------------------------------ T T T Ty e
Hotel H 50.00 H Room ! 1.67 72,600.00 0
------------------------------ ek ST T e s R LR T P
Quality Restaurant H 8.00 M 1000sqft ! 0.18 ! 8,000.00 0
------------------------------ T T T T T U
Apartments Low Rise H 25.00 H Dwelling Unit ! 1.56 ' 25,000.00 72
.............................. e e e
Apartments Mid Rise : 975.00 M Dwelling Unit ! 25.66 ! 975,000.00 2789
----- Regional Shopping Center = s600 = 1000sqft . 129 : 56,000.00 .
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 22 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 2 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.

Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.
Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tbIFireplaces

tblVehicleTrips

FireplaceWoodMass

1,019.20

1,019.20

1.25

48.75

7.16

6.39

2.46

158.37

8.19

94.36

49.97

5.86

1.05

131.84
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2

Page 3 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

tblVehicleTrips

tblWoodstoves

WoodstoveWoodMass

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

L eajuseducadeoaduecduandeaaquonduacdondeaadusnduaadeondeaadunageandine

999.60

2.0 Emissions Summary
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 4 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | tons/yr MT/yr
2021 o 04713 1 18242 + 11662 ' 2.4000e- ' 04169 + 0.0817 + 04986 ' 01795 + 0.0754 + 02549 & 00000 ' 2131969 1+ 213.1969 + 0.0601 ' 0.0000 + 214.6993
o . . V003 i . . . . . . . . .
T 72022777 TW 06904 1 41142 1 64625 1 00189 | 13058 1 0.1201 1 14250 1 03460 | 01128 1 04588 1 00000 :1721.68211721.6821 01294 | 00000 11,724.918)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' 6 ' ' ' 7
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
2023 « 06148 ' 33649 ' 56747 1 00178 + 11963 + 00996 & 12959 ¢ 03203 ' 0.0935 1+ 04138 & 00000 :1627.529 1 1,627.529+ 0.1185 + 0.0000 r1,630.492
o . . . . . . . . . . 5 5 . i 5
TT o024 T TR T44619 1 01335 1 02810 1 5.9000e- + 0.0325 + 6.4700e- + 0.0390 + 8.6300e- + 6.04006- + 00147 & 00000 + 52.9078 1 52.9078 1 8.0200- + 0.0000 + 53.1082 |
o . . \ 004 v 003 , 003 , 003 . . V003 .
Maximum H 4.1619 | 4.1142 | 6.1625 | 0.0189 | 1.3058 | 01201 | 1.4259 | 0.3460 | 0.1128 | 04588 | 0.0000 | 1,721.682 | 1,721.682] 0.294 | 0.0000 | 1,724.918
6 6 7
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 5 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

2.1 Overall Construction
Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2021 m 01713 1 18242 1 11662 ! 2.4000e- 1 04169 ! 00817 ! 04986 ' 01795 ! 00754 ' 02549 0.0000 :213.1967 1 213.1967 + 0.0601 ! 0.0000 ! 214.6991
- ' ' 003 ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
___________ - | : | : h | : | I S | : |
2022 = 06904 1 41142 1 61625 + 0.0189 + 13058 ' 0.1201 & 14259 1 03460 + 0.1128 + 0.4588 0.0000 +1,721.6821 1,721.6821 0.1294 + 0.0000 +1,724.918
| . | . | | . | . - B | 3
1733648 1 56747 1 00178 1 11963 1 00996 ! 12059 + 03203 1 00935 i 04138 § 00000 116275291 16275291 01185 1 0.0000 1630492
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 1 ' 1 ' ' ' 1
h " h " " h " h R S i h " h R
101335 1 0.2810 1 5.9000e- 1 0.0325 ' 6.4700e- ' 0.0390 ' 8.6300e- | 6.0400e- 1 0.0147 0.0000 1 52.9077 ' 52,9077 + 8.0200e- ' 0.0000 ' 53.1082
H H 1004 1003 V003 | 003 . H V003 .
Maximum 4.1619 41142 6.1625 0.0189 1.3058 0.1201 1.4259 0.3460 0.1128 0.4588 0.0000 |1,721.682 [ 1,721.682 [ 0.1294 0.0000 |1,724.918
3 3 3
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
1 9-1-2021 11-30-2021 1.4103 1.4103
2 12-1-2021 2-28-2022 1.3613 1.3613
3 3-1-2022 5-31-2022 1.1985 1.1985
4 6-1-2022 8-31-2022 1.1921 1.1921
5 9-1-2022 11-30-2022 1.1918 1.1918
6 12-1-2022 2-28-2023 1.0774 1.0774
7 3-1-2023 5-31-2023 1.0320 1.0320
8 6-1-2023 8-31-2023 1.0260 1.0260
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 6 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

9 9-1-2023 11-30-2023 1.0265 1.0265
10 12-1-2023 2-29-2024 2.8857 2.8857
1" 3-1-2024 5-31-2024 1.6207 1.6207

Highest 2.8857 2.8857

2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOX CO SO2 | Fugttive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2]| Total CO2| CH4 N20 COze
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
51437 + 02950 + 10.3804 ' 1.6700e- ! " 0.0714 ' 0.0714 ¢ " 00714 ' 00714 & 00000 ' 220.9670 ' 220.9670 1 00201 ' 3.7400e- + 222.5835
. . V003 i . . . . . . i V003
01398 1 12312 1 07770 1 7.6200e- » ©0.0966 1+ 0.0966 ©0.0966 + 00966 & 0.0000 +3,896.073+ 3.896.073 + 0.1303 + 0.0468 +3,913.283 |
. . \ 003 . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 3
15857 1 7.9962 + 19.1834 1 00821 | 7.7979 1 00580 + 7.8559 1 20895 | 00539 | 21434 § 00000 :7,620.49817,620.4981 03407 | 00000 t7.629.016
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' 6 ' ' ' 2
: : : : : : : : R : : : : L]
: : : : ©0.0000 + 0.0000 1 " 0.0000 + 00000 §207.8079 : 0.0000 : 2078079 : 12.2811 + 0.0000 1 514.8354
: : : : T 70,0000 1 0.0000 1 T 00000 1 00000 § 291632 } 556.6420 1 585.8052 | 30183 | 00755 1 683.7567
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
6.8692 | 9.5223 | 30.3407 | 0.0914 | 7.7979 | 0.2260 | 8.0240 | 20895 | 0.2219 | 2.3114 | 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 | 0.1260 | 12,963.47
07 19 51
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2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area = 51437 + 0.2950 + 10.3804 1 1.6700e- ! v 0.0714 1+ 0.0714 + 0.0714 + 0.0714 0.0000 1 220.9670 ' 220.9670 * 0.0201 + 3.7400e- ' 222.5835
i i V003 i i i i : . : i Vo003
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
! 12312 1 07770 ! 7.6200e- | ! 00966 ! 0.0966 ! ! 0.0966 T 0.0966 4 0.0000 E 3,896.073 13,896.073 1 0.1303 ! 0.0468 !3,913.283
' ' 003 ' ' ' ' 1 ' 1 2 ' ' ' 3
] ] [ 1 ] ] ] Ve LI [ S 1 ] ] Vo]
Mobile = 15857 1+ 7.9962 1 19.1834 1 0.0821 ! 7.7979 + 0.0580 r 7.8559 1 2.0895 1 0.0539 ! 2.1434 0.0000 7,620.498 ! 7,620.498 1 0.3407 ' 0.0000 7,629.016
- i i i i i i . ] 6 i 2
___________ n : : : : : : : : Y S : : :
Waste - ! ! ! ! 1 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 1+ 0.0000 : 0.0000 207.8079 + 0.0000 ! 207.8079 : 12.2811 + 0.0000 : 514.8354
\ \ v : \ \ \ v R S S \ \ I
Water B ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 29.1632 1 556.6420 ! 585.8052 ! 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567
- ' ' ' 1 ' ' ' ' 1 ' 1 ' ' '
Total 6.8692 9.5223 30.3407 0.0914 7.7979 0.2260 8.0240 2.0895 0.2219 23114 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 0.1260 12,963.47
07 19 51
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase
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Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 =Demolition :Demolition 19/1/2021 110/12/2021 ! 51 30!
2 T Site Proparation T Site Freparaion T !?6/’1'372'0'2'1'"'";35/'972'62'1 """"""" 5 ", """" soi T s
T Mg T kg T A orz0a1 "";]/'1'172'0'2'2""'; 5 7 A
T iding Gonstruction ™" ¥auiding 'c'oB's{ch'n'o%'"'"":*?71'272'0'2'2""' ;?5/'1'272'0'2'3"" 5 soo; """""""""""""
s"""'?r?év'n{g""'"""""""'§?:;\7i71§;'""""""""':75/75726'2'3""";?/'3672'0'21""'; 5 35; """""""""""""
6 *Architecturai Coaing T Srehiectural Coatng Fi73ii2024 I 311972024 I 5 35 """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving:

0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipm

ent
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Phase Name I Offroad Equipment Type I Amount Usage Hours I Horse Power I Load Factor

Demolition =Concrete/Industrial Saws 1 8.005 81! 0.73

'
1
|

Demolition =Excavators ! 3 8.00! 158 0.38
|
'
1

__________________ N SRR Rp USRS

Demoliton " :Rubber Tred Dozers 1 2] " Tgoor  24rr 040
---------------------------- g S

Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8.00: 247, 0.40

ractors/L-o:'n-iér-s@z;ckhoes

0.37
E Y T Y

U SRR P U U R

8.00! 187 0.41

T g00r T Tz T T 040

8.001 367! 0.48

O TR

8.00! 971 0.37

e

7.00! 2311 0.29

8.00! 89! 0.20

mmmmmmmecmcc e e ————h e e e e e e e e e ma e

s N

8.00: 1321 " o36

mmmmmmmecmcc e e ————h e e e e e e e e e ma e

8.00! 80! 0.38
'

Architectural Coating =Air Compressors

1 6.00: 78! 0.48

Trips and VMT
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition 61 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 14.701 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix HHDT
.............. JEp——l } R i LT P I
Site Preparation 7i 144705 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
.................... JEp——l } R b LT P I I
Grading si : 14.701 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
R et R R bt et T ; I ey Jmmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmme e el
Building Construction 9 801.00! 143.00} 0.00: 14.70 6.90! 20.00:LD7Mix :HDTﬁMix {HHDT
Paving i 6 1500, 000l 0.00! 1470} 6901 200010 Mix IHDT Mix  IHADT
________________ 1 L L I 1 1 1 e e mmmm- -
Architectural Coating 1 160.00! 0.00! 0.00: 14.70! 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ! ' ! ' 0.0496 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0496 ! 7.5100e- ' 0.0000 ! 7.5100e- 4 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000
- ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, + 003 ' ' ' ' '
" OffRoad | m 00475 1 04716 ! 03235 1 580006 1 100233 1 00233 1 " 00216 1 00216 1 0.0000 i 51.0012 | 51.0012 1 0.0144 1 00000 ! 513601
- ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.0475 0.4716 0.3235 | 5.8000e- | 0.0496 0.0233 0.0729 | 7.5100e- | 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 | 51.0012 | 51.0012 | 0.0144 0.0000 | 51.3601
004 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.9300e- ' 0.0634 ' 0.0148 ' 1.8000e- ' 3.9400e- * 1.9000e- ' 4.1300e- * 1.0800e- ' 1.8000e- 1 1.2600e- & 0.0000 @ 17.4566 ' 17.4566 ' 1.2100e- + 0.0000 ' 17.4869
h . , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 ., 003 . . \ 003 h
Vendor T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H .
_________ h " h " h " h " 1 " h "
Worker ! 7.5000e- ! 8.5100e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.4700e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.4900e- ! 6.5000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 6.7000e- 4 0.0000 ! 2.2251 1 2.2251 I 7.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 2.2267
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 004 . H 1005 H
Total 2.9000e- | 0.0641 0.0233 | 2.0000e- | 6.4100e- | 2.1000e- | 6.6200e- | 1.7300e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9300e- | 0.0000 | 19.6816 | 19.6816 | 1.2800e- | 0.0000 | 19.7136
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 1 1 1 1 00496 + 00000 * 0.0496 ' 7.5100e- ' 0.0000 + 7.5100e- & 0.0000 + 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ¢ 0.000 *+ 0.0000
h . h . h . \ 003 \ 003 . . h . .
Off-Road 00475 1 04716 + 03235 | 58000e- ! T 00233 1 00233 1 " 00216 1 00216 1 0.0000 i 51.0011 1 51.0011 1 0.0144 1 00000 ! 513600 |
i : 1004 i : i : i : : i : .
Total 0.0475 | 04716 | 0.3235 | 5.8000e- | 0.0496 | 0.0233 | 0.0729 | 7.5100e- | 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 | 51.0011 | 51.0011 | 0.0144 | 0.0000 | 51.3600
004 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.9300e- ' 0.0634 ' 0.0148 ' 1.8000e- ' 3.9400e- * 1.9000e- ' 4.1300e- * 1.0800e- ' 1.8000e- 1 1.2600e- & 0.0000 @ 17.4566 ' 17.4566 ' 1.2100e- + 0.0000 ' 17.4869
h . , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 ., 003 . . \ 003 h
Vendor T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | : .
_________ h " h " h " h " 1 " h "
Worker ! 7.5000e- ! 8.5100e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.4700e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.4900e- ! 6.5000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 6.7000e- 4 0.0000 ! 2.2251 @ 2.2251 I 7.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 2.2267
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 2.9000e- | 0.0641 0.0233 | 2.0000e- | 6.4100e- | 2.1000e- | 6.6200e- | 1.7300e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9300e- | 0.0000 | 19.6816 | 19.6816 | 1.2800e- | 0.0000 | 19.7136
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : ¢ 01807 : 00000 : 01807 @ 00993 : 0.0000 @ 0.0993 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00389 | 04050 + 02115 | 3.8000e- ! T 00204 1 00204 1 00188 1 00188 1 0.0000 : 334357 1 334357 1 0.0108 1 00000 ! 337061
' ' 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.0389 | 0.4050 | 0.2115 | 3.8000e- | 0.1807 | 0.0204 | o0.2011 0.0993 | 0.0188 0.1181 0.0000 | 33.4357 | 33.4357 | 0.0108 | 0.0000 | 33.7061
004
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
1 6.0000e- 1 6.81006- 1 2.0000e- | 1.9700e- | 2.0000e- 1 1.9900e- + 5.2000e- | 1.0000e- | 5.4000e- & 00000 1 1.7801 + 17801 ! 5.0000e- ' 0.0000 i 1.7614
, 004 , 003 ; 005 ; 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 7.7000e- | 6.0000e- | 6.8100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9700e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9900e- | 5.2000e- | 1.0000e- | 5.4000e- | 0.0000 | 1.7801 | 1.7801 | 5.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.7814
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 01807 & 0.0000 1 0.1807 : 00993 & 00000 '@ 0.0993 % 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00389 | 04050 + 02115 | 3.8000e- ! T 00204 1 00204 1 00188 1 00188 1 0.0000 : 334357 1 334357 1 0.0108 1 00000 ! 337060 |
i : 1004 i : i : i : : i : .
Total 0.0389 | 04050 | 02115 | 3.8000e- | 0.1807 | 0.0204 | 02011 | 0.0993 | 00188 | 0.1181 | 0.0000 | 33.4357 | 33.4357 | 0.0108 | 0.0000 | 33.7060
004
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 1 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 & 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
1 6.0000e- 1 6.81006- 1 2.0000e- | 1.9700e- | 2.0000e- 1 1.9900e- + 5.2000e- | 1.0000e- | 5.4000e- & 00000 1 1.7801 + 17801 ! 5.0000e- ' 0.0000 i 1.7614
, 004 , 003 ; 005 ; 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 7.7000e- | 6.0000e- | 6.8100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9700e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9900e- | 5.2000e- | 1.0000e- | 5.4000e- | 0.0000 | 1.7801 | 1.7801 | 5.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.7814
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 04741 & 00000 1 0.1741 : 00693 & 00000 '@ 0.0693 # 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00796 1 08816 + 0.5867 | 1.1800e- ! T 00377 1 00377 1 " 00347 1 00347 1 0.0000 : 1035405 | 103.5405 1 0.0335 1 00000 ! 104.3776
' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.0796 | 0.8816 | 0.5867 | 1.1800e- | 0.1741 | 0.0377 | 0.2118 | 0.0693 | 0.0347 | 0.1040 | 0.0000 | 103.5405 | 103.5405 | 0.0335 | 0.0000 | 104.3776
003
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
" 127006 1 0.0144 1 4.0000e- | 4.1600e- ! 3.0000e- 1 4.20006- + 1.1100e- 1 3.0000e- | 1.1400e- & 00000 1 3.7579 + 3.7579 1 1.1000e- ' 0.0000 1 3.7607
1003 } 005 , 003 ; 005 ; 003 , 003 , 005 ., 003 . H 1004 H
Total 1.6400e- | 1.2700e- | 0.0144 | 4.0000e- | 4.1600e- | 3.0000e- | 4.2000e- | 1.1100e- | 3.0000e- | 1.1400e- ]| 0.0000 | 3.7579 | 3.7579 | 1.1000e- | 0.0000 | 3.7607
003 003 005 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 04741 & 00000 1 0.1741 : 00693 & 00000 '@ 0.0693 # 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 0.0796 1 08816 + 05867 1 1.1800e- + 100377 1 0.0377 1 ' 00347 1 00347 1 00000 + 1035403 1 1035403 1 00335 1 0.0000  104.3775 |
' H V003 | ' H ' H ' H H ' H :
Total 0.0796 | 0.8816 | 0.5867 | 1.1800e- | 0.1741 | 0.0377 | 0.2118 | 0.0693 | 0.0347 | 0.1040 | 0.0000 | 103.5403 | 103.5403 | 0.0335 | 0.0000 | 104.3775
003
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ¢ 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
i : i : i : i : i . : i : .
: " : " : " : " R S : " : " v
! 1.2700e- 1 0.0144 ! 4.0000e- ' 4.1600e- ! 3.0000e- ! 4.2000e- ! 1.1100e- ! 3.0000e- ! 1.1400e- & 00000 * 3.7579 ' 37579 ! 1.1000e- ! 0.0000 ! 3.7607
1003 } 005 , 003 ; 005 ; 003 , 003 , 005 ., 003 . H 1004 H
Total 1.6400e- | 1.2700e- | 0.0144 | 4.0000e- | 4.1600e- | 3.0000e- | 4.2000e- | 1.1100e- | 3.0000e- | 1.1400e- | 0.0000 | 3.7579 [ 3.7579 | 1.1000e- | 0.0000 | 3.7607
003 003 005 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : ‘ : ¢ 00807 ' 00000 : 00807 : 00180 ' 00000 ' 0.0180 0.0000 ¢ 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Off-Road 00127 1 04360 + 0.1017 1 2.2000e- + | 5.7200e- 1 5.7200e- 1 | 5.2600e- 1 52600e- 4 0.0000 + 19.0871 1 19.0871 1 6.1700e- 1 00000 ¢ 19.2414 |
H H 1004 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1003 H
Total 0.0127 | 0.1360 | 0.1017 | 2.2000e- | 0.0807 | 5.7200e- | 0.0865 | 0.0180 | 5.2600e- | 0.0233 0.0000 | 19.0871 | 19.0871 | 6.1700e- [ 0.0000 | 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 00000 : 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ¢ 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
i : i : i : i : i . : i : .
: " : " : " : " R S : " : " v
! 2.1000e- ! 2.4400e- ! 1.0000e- * 7.7000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.7000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.1000e- & 00000 * 0.6679 ' 06679 ! 2.0000e- ! 0.0000 ! 0.6684
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H V005 H
Total 2.8000e- | 2.1000e- | 2.4400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 2.0000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.1000e- | 0.0000 | 0.6679 | 0.6679 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | o0.6684
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : ‘ : ¢ 00807 ' 00000 : 00807 : 00180 ' 00000 ' 0.0180 0.0000 ¢ 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Off-Road 00127 1 04360 + 0.1017 1 2.2000e- + | 5.7200e- 1 5.7200e- 1 | 5.2600e- 1 52600e- 4 0.0000 + 19.0871 1 19.0871 1 6.1700e- 1 00000 ¢ 19.2414 |
H H 1004 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1003 H
Total 0.0127 | 0.1360 | 0.1017 | 2.2000e- | 0.0807 | 5.7200e- | 0.0865 | 0.0180 | 5.2600e- | 0.0233 0.0000 | 19.0871 | 19.0871 | 6.1700e- [ 0.0000 | 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 18 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
: : : : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
: : ) : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker = 2.8000e- : 2.1000e- : 2.4400e- ' 1.0000e- : 7.7000e- : 1.0000e- : 7.7000e- : 2.0000e- : 1.0000e- : 2.1000e- 0.0000 +* 0.6679 : 0.6679 : 2.0000e- : 0.0000 ! 0.6684
. 004 , 004 ; 003 , 005 ; 004 ; 005 , 004 , 004 005 004 H H v 005 ,
Total 2.8000e- | 2.1000e- | 2.4400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 2.0000e- | 1.0000e- [ 2.1000e- 0.0000 0.6679 0.6679 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6684
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road - 0.2158 ! 1.9754 ! 2.0700 ! 3.4100e- ! ! 0.1023 ! 0.1023 ! ! 0.0963 ! 0.0963 0.0000 ! 293.1324 ! 293.1324 ! 0.0702 ! 0.0000 ! 294.8881
- ' ' ' 003 ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1324 | 293.1324 0.0702 0.0000 294.8881
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0527 1+ 1.6961 1 0.4580 ' 4.5500e- * 0.1140  3.1800e- ' 0.1171 1 0.0329 1 3.0400e- ' 0.0359 0.0000 + 441.9835 + 441.9835 + 0.0264 ' 0.0000 ' 442.6435
' ' C 003 ! C 003 ! ' C 003 ! ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' Y D ' ' ' ' ]
Worker o 0.4088 ! 0.3066 ! 3.5305 ! 0.0107 ! 1.1103 ! 8.8700e- ! 1.1192 ! 0.2949 ! 8.1700e- ! 0.3031 0.0000 ! 966.8117 ! 966.8117 ! 0.0266 ! 0.0000 ! 967.4773
- ' ' ' ' 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4616 2.0027 3.9885 0.0152 1.2243 0.0121 1.2363 0.3278 0.0112 0.3390 0.0000 | 1,408.795 | 1,408.795 | 0.0530 0.0000 | 1,410.120
2 2 8
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 02158 ' 1.9754 1 20700 : 3.4100e- ! 101023 + 0.1023 ! 0.0963 : 0.0963 0.0000 : 293.1321 + 293.1321 1 0.0702 : 0.0000 ! 294.8877
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1321 | 293.1321 0.0702 0.0000 294.8877
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0527 1+ 1.6961 1 0.4580 ' 4.5500e- * 0.1140  3.1800e- ' 0.1171 1 0.0329 1 3.0400e- ' 0.0359 0.0000 + 441.9835 + 441.9835 + 0.0264 ' 0.0000 ' 442.6435
' ' C 003 ! C 003 ! ' C 003 ! ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' Y D ' ' ' ' ]
Worker o 0.4088 ! 0.3066 ! 3.5305 ! 0.0107 ! 1.1103 ! 8.8700e- ! 1.1192 ! 0.2949 ! 8.1700e- ! 0.3031 0.0000 ! 966.8117 ! 966.8117 ! 0.0266 ! 0.0000 ! 967.4773
- ' ' ' ' 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4616 2.0027 3.9885 0.0152 1.2243 0.0121 1.2363 0.3278 0.0112 0.3390 0.0000 | 1,408.795 | 1,408.795 | 0.0530 0.0000 | 1,410.120
2 2 8
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 01942 + 17765 ! 20061 : 3.3300e- ! 100864 : 0.0864 ! 1 0.0813 : 00813 0.0000 : 286.2789 ' 286.2789 : 0.0681 : 0.0000 ! 287.9814
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 286.2789 | 286.2789 0.0681 0.0000 287.9814
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0382 ' 1.2511 1 0.4011 + 4.3000e- * 0.1113 1 1.4600e- ' 0.1127 1 0.0321 1 1.4000e- * 0.0335 0.0000 + 417.9930 ' 417.9930 + 0.0228 '+ 0.0000 ' 418.5624
' ' C 003 ! v 003 ! ' v 003 ! ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' Y D ' ' ' ' ]
Worker o 0.3753 ! 0.2708 ! 3.1696 ! 0.0101 ! 1.0840 ! 8.4100e- ! 1.0924 ! 0.2879 ! 7.7400e- ! 0.2957 0.0000 ! 909.3439 ! 909.3439 ! 0.0234 ! 0.0000 ! 909.9291
- ' ' ' ' 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4135 1.5218 3.5707 0.0144 1.1953 | 9.8700e- | 1.2051 0.3200 | 9.1400e- 0.3292 0.0000 | 1,327.336 | 1,327.336 | 0.0462 0.0000 | 1,328.491
003 003 9 9 6
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 01942 + 17765 ! 20061 : 3.3300e- ! 100864 : 0.0864 ! 1 0.0813 : 00813 0.0000 : 286.2785 ' 286.2785 ! 0.0681 ! 0.0000 ! 287.9811
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 286.2785 | 286.2785 0.0681 0.0000 287.9811
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 0.0000 + 00000 + 0.0000 :@ 00000 & 00000 : 0.0000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 00000 & 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 00000 + 0.0000 : 0.000
| 12511 1 04011 1 4.3000e- 1 01113 1 14600e- 1 01127 1 00321 1 14000e- 1 00335 & 0.0000 + 417.9930 1 417.9930 1 00228 1 0.0000 + 418.5624 |
' ' 43000 | | 14600e- | ' b 14000e- | ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L ' L R S : L ' L L
02708 1 3.1696 | 0.0101 | 1.0840 | 8.4100e | 10924 | 0.2879 1 7.7400e- | 02957 § 00000 : 9093439 ; 909.3439 1 00234 1 0.0000 : 908.9291
' ' ' ' v 003, ' 003 ' ' ' ' '

1.5218 3.5707 0.0144 1.1953 9.8700e- 1.2051 0.3200 9.1400e- 0.3292 0.0000 | 1,327.336 | 1,327.336 | 0.0462 0.0000 | 1,328.491
003 003 9 9 6

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

OffRoad = 6.7100e- ' 0.0663 '+ 0.0948 ' 1.5000e- » " 3.3200e- 1 3.3200e- ! " 3.05006- ' 3.0500e- + 0.0000 ' 13.0175 + 13.0175 + 4.2100e- ¢ 00000 ! 13.1227
003 . . \ o004 \ 003 003 . V003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 6.7100c- | 0.0663 | 0.0948 | 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- | 3.0500e- | 0.0000 | 13.0175 | 13.0175 | 4.2100e- | 0.0000 | 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 2.7000e- ! 3.1200e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.0700e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.0800e- ! 2.8000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.9000e- 4 0.0000 : 0.8963 @ 0.8963 ! 2.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 0.8968
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 3.7000e- | 2.7000e- | 3.1200e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0800e- | 2.8000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.9000e- | 0.0000 | 0.8963 | 0.8963 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | o0.8968
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7100e- * 0.0663 ' 0.0948 + 1.5000e- * ' 3.3200e- + 3.3200e- * ' 3.0500e- + 3.0500e- & 0.0000 + 13.0175 + 13.0175 ' 4.2100e- + 0.0000 *+ 13.1227
003 . . \ o004 \ 003 003 . V003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | | H | H H | H h
Total 6.7100e- | 0.0663 | 0.0948 | 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- | 3.0500e- | 0.0000 | 13.0175 | 13.0175 | 4.2100e- | 0.0000 | 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 2.7000e- ! 3.1200e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.0700e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.0800e- ! 2.8000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.9000e- 4 0.0000 ! 0.8963 @ 0.8963 ! 2.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 0.8968
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 004 . H V005 H
Total 3.7000e- | 2.7000e- | 3.1200e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0800e- | 2.8000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.9000e- | 0.0000 | 0.8963 | 0.8963 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | o0.8968
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0109 + 0.1048 1 0.1609 *+ 2.5000e- ! + 5.1500e- + 5.1500e- *+ ' 47400e- + 4.7400e- & 0.0000 *+ 22.0292 + 22,0292 ' 7.1200e- + 0.0000 *+ 22.2073
h . \ o004 \ 003 003 . \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | | H | H H | H h
Total 0.0109 | 0.1048 | 0.1609 | 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- | 4.7400e- | 0.0000 | 22.0292 | 22.0292 | 7.1200e- | 0.0000 | 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 4.1000e- ! 4.9200e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.8100e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.8200e- ! 4.8000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 4.9000e- 4 0.0000 ! 1.4697 @ 1.4697 ! 4.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 1.4706
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 5.9000e- | 4.1000e- | 4.9200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.8100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.8200e- | 4.8000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.9000e- | 0.0000 | 1.4697 | 1.4697 | 4.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.4706
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0109 + 0.1048 1 0.1609 *+ 2.5000e- ! + 5.1500e- + 5.1500e- *+ ' 47400e- + 4.7400e- & 0.0000 *+ 22.0292 + 22,0292 ' 7.1200e- + 0.0000 *+ 22.2073
h . \ o004 \ 003 003 . \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | | H | H H | H h
Total 0.0109 | 0.1048 | 0.1609 | 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- | 4.7400e- | 0.0000 | 22.0292 | 22.0292 | 7.1200e- | 0.0000 | 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 4.1000e- ! 4.9200e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.8100e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.8200e- ! 4.8000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 4.9000e- 4 0.0000 ! 14697 @ 14697 ! 4.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 1.4706
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 5.9000e- | 4.1000e- | 4.9200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.8100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.8200e- | 4.8000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.9000e- | 0.0000 | 1.4697 | 1.4697 | 4.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.4706
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 4.1372 : : : © 00000 @ 0.0000 : © 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
Off-Road 3.1600e- 1 0.0213 1 0.0317 1 5.0000e- 1 | 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- 1 " 1.0700e- 1 10700e- § 00000 | 4.4682 ' 4.4682 1 2.5000e- 1 00000 ! 4.4745 |
003 H 1005 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1004 H
Total 41404 | 0.0213 | 0.0317 | 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- | 0.0000 | 4.4682 | 4.4682 | 2.5000e- | 0.0000 | 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
1 6.9900e- 1 0.0835 1 2.8000e- | 00307 | 23000 ' 0.0309 + 8.1500e- ! 2.2000e- | 8.3700e- + 0.0000 1 248407 | 24.0407 | 6.1000e- 1 0.0000 i 24.9558
1003 1 o004 1 o004 } 003 , 004 003 . H 1004 H
Total 0.0101 | 6.9900e- | 0.0835 | 2.8000e- | 0.0307 | 2.3000e- | 0.0309 | 8.1500e- | 2.2000e- | 8.3700e- | 0.0000 | 24.9407 | 24.9407 | 6.1000e- | 0.0000 | 24.9558
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 4.1372 ! : : : © 00000 : 0.0000 © 00000 @ 0.0000 & 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 3.1600e- 1 0.0213 1 0.0317 1 5.0000e- 1 | 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- 1 " 1.0700e- 1 10700e- § 00000 | 4.4682 ' 4.4682 1 2.5000e- 1 00000 ! 4.4745 |
003 H 1005 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1004 H
Total 4.1404 | 00213 | 0.0317 | 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- | 0.0000 | 4.4682 | 4.4682 | 2.5000e- | 0.0000 | 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling = 0.0000 ! 00000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 00000 @ 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 @ 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000
___________ . . _E_______I . . . . . . . . . ]
Vendor = 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000
___________ o i i i i i i i R S i i i L]
Worker = 0.0101 ! 6.9900e- ! 00835 ! 2.8000e- ! 0.0307 ! 2.3000e- ! 0.0309 ! 8.1500e- ! 2.2000e- ! 8.3700e- & 0.0000 : 24.9407 ' 24.9407 ' 6.1000e- ! 0.0000 ! 249558
- V003 V004 V004 , 003 . 004 ; 003 ' . V004 i
Total 0.0101 | 6.9900e- | 0.0835 | 2.8000e- | 0.0307 | 2.3000e- | 0.0309 | 8.1500e- | 2.2000e- | 8.3700e- | 0.0000 | 24.9407 | 24.9407 | 6.1000e- | 0.0000 | 24.9558
003 004 004 003 004 003 004

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MTlyr

Mitigated = 15857 + 79962 1+ 19.1834 + 0.0821 + 7.7979 1+ 0.0580 * 7.8559 ' 20895 : 0.0539 21434 0.0000 7,620.498 + 7,620.498 * 0.3407 * 0.0000 :7,629.016
- . . . . . . . . : N : N
" Unmitigated = 15857 1+ 7.0962 ' 191834 1 00821 1 7.7979 + 00580 + 7.8559 ' 2.0895 ' 0.0530 ' 21434 = 0.0000 :7,620.498 :7,620.498 1 03407 1 0.0000 :7,629.016
- . . . . . . . . . . .6 1 6 . . 2
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise M 145.75 154.25 154.00 H 506,227 M 506,227
EEsEsEEE RN EEEEsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEfom—m——mmm— oo 2
Apartments Mid Rise M 4,026.75 1 3,773.25
General Office Buildin: M 288.45 62.55
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) M 2,368.80 2,873.52
R I N T T T T T T T T S gh i,
Hotel . 192.00 ! 187.50
Quality Restaurant i
Regional Shopping Center M ! . . 1,112,221 . 1,112,221
Total | sos095 | 816443 8,057.31 | 20,552,452 | 20,552,452

4.3 Trip Type Information

Page 54 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2

Page 30 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W [ H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW |H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C [ H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise 1470 ! 590 ! 870 : 4020 ' 1920 ' 4060 - 86 I 3
Apartments Va0 T 590 870  : 4020 1 1920 4060 = 86 = 11 3
""" General Office Building “Ti660  + 840 1 690 = 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 T T I A PR
" High Tumover (Sit Down & 1660 1 840 1 690 1 850 1 7250 1 1900 - 37 FE T R S
T ot T T 60 T 840 (690 % 1940 1 eie0 1 1900 & ss T I /R
ty Restaurant v 1660 1 840 1 690 3 1200 1 6900 1 1900 + 38 AT - Y B
Regional Shopping Center & 1660 1 840 1 690 =+ 1630 : 6470 1900 + 54 s 1
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | om LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS MCY | SBUS MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971; 0.116369] 0.014033 0.006332] 0.021166! 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817 0.005285{ 0.000712j 0.000821
777 Apartments Mid Rise 3+ 0.044216] 0.209971} 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332} 0.021166! 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817] 0.005285} 0.000712] 0.000821]
""" General Office Building 0.0442161 02099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821]
" High Tumover (Sit Down 0.044216: 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332! 0.021166! 0.033577: 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285! 0.000712: 0.000821]
Restaurant) ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel 0.044216] 0.209971] 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332} 0.0211661 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant 0.0442161 02099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center  + 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0116369 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166% 0.033577' 0.002613: 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Electricity = ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 10,0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 2512646 125126461 01037 1 00215 12,521.635
Mitigated = | . | | | | | | . 5 h 5 h h h 6
___________ - | \ h h h h h Y S h h h
Electricity ~ = 1 , 1 ' 0.0000 + 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 '+ 0.0000 0.0000 2,512,646 1 2,512.646 + 0.1037 + 0.0215 ' 2,521.635

Unmitigated  m H . H H H H H H : 5 : 5 : : . 6
__________ h . h h h h h | h h h
NaturalGas 12312 1 0.7770 1 7.6200e- ! | 00966 ! 0.0966 ! | 00966 ! 00966 0.0000 11383426 11,383.426 1 0.0265 ! 0.0254 !1,391.647
Mitigated H V003 H H H H H . 7 | 7 | | h 8
_________________ [ | 1 1 L S BN SRR DU 1 1 L T
NaturalGas 12312 + 07770 + 7.6200e- + 0.0966 + 0.0966 + 0.0966 + 0.0966 = 0.0000 -+ 1,383.426 +1,383.426 + 0.0265 + 0.0254 +1,391.647
Unmitigated . , 003 . . . . . H A . .8
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low + 408494 & 2.2000e- + 00188 1 8.0100e- 1 1.2000e- + " 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- ¢ " 1.5200e- 1 15200e- § 0.0000 + 21.7988 + 21.7988 ! 4.2000e- ' 4.0000e- + 21.9284
Rise ' ., 003 | , 003 . 004 v 003 . 003 , 003 , 003 ' . \ 004 . 004
Apartments Mid_+ 1.30613¢ & 0.0704 1+ 0.6018 + 02561 1 3.8400e- 1 T 0.0487 + 00487 1 ' 0.0487 1 00487 4 0.0000 + 696.9989 + 696.9989 1 00134 1 0.0128
Rise 14007 H . V003 H . H H . . . . .
“General Office + 468450 & 2.5300e- 1 0.0230 1 0.0193 1 1.4000e- + T 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- + ' 1.7500e- 1 1.7500e- & 0.0000 + 24.9983 1 24.9983 1+ 4.8000e- + 4.60006- + 25.1468
Building 003 . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . \ 004 . 004
High Turnover (Sit 1 8.30736 & 0.0448 1 0.4072 1 0.3421 1 2.4400- 1 100310 + 00310 1 0.0310 1 00310 & 0.0000 1 443.3124 1 443.3124 1 8.5000e- + 8.1300e- + 445.9468 |
Down Restaurant);  +006 & | | V003 | | | | | H H \ 003 . 003
T Hotel 9.3900e- + 00853 1 00717 1 51000e- + | 6.4900e- + 6.4900e- 1 | 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- § 0.0000 + 92.9036 + 92.9036 1 1.7800e- 1 1.7000e- + 93.4557
003 ! ' ! ooa ! 003 003 003 003 : ' 003 003
" Qalty 05 60 - T ”0.0000
Restaurant | +006 & | | | | | | | | | | |
___________ [ : : : : : : : : : : : : :
Regional  + 91840 & 5.0000e- + 4.5000e- + 3.7800e- 1 3.0000e- 1 | 3.4000- + 3.4000e- 1 | 3.4000e- 1 340006 § 0.0000 + 4.9009 + 4.9009 1 9.0000e- 1 9.0000e- 1 4.9301
Shopping Center | , 004 , 003 ; 003 ., 005 V004 . 004 , 004 ;004 | H \ 005 , 005
Total 01398 | 12312 | 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 | 0.0966 0.0966 | 0.0966 | 0.0000 | 1,383.426 ] 1,383.426| 0.0265 | 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low + 408494 & 2.2000e- + 00188 1 8.0100e- 1 1.2000e- » " 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- ¢ " 1.5200e- 1 15200e- § 0.0000 + 21.7988 + 21.7988 ! 4.2000e- ' 4.0000e- + 21.9284
Rise ' ., 003 | v 003 . 004 v 003 . 003 \ 003 003 ' . \ 004 1 004
Apartments Mid + 1.30613¢ b 0.0704 1+ 06018 + 02561 1 3.8400e- + T 0.0487 + 00487 1 I 0.0487 1 00487 & 0.0000 + 696.9989 1 696.9989 1 00134 1 00128
Rise 14007 w H . V003 H . H . . . . . .
“General Office + 468450 ¥ 2.5300e- + 0.0230 + 00193 1 1.4000e- 1 T 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- ¢ | 1.7500e- 1 1.7500e- § 0.0000 + 24.9983 + 24.9983 1 4.8000e- 1 4.6000e- + 25.1468
Building 003 . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . \ 004 1 004
High Turnover (Sit 1 8.30736e & 0.0448 1 0.4072 1 0.3421 1 2.4400e- 1 T 00310 + 00310 100310 1 00310 & 00000 1 4433124 1 4433124 1 8.50006- 1 8.13006- + 445.9468 |
Down Restaurant);  +006 & | | V003 | | | | | H H \ 003 . 003
T Hotel 9.3900e- 1 00853 1 00717 1 51000e- + | 6.4900e- + 6.4900e- 1 | 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- § 0.0000 + 92.9036 + 92.9036 1 1.7800e- 1 1.7000e- + 93.4557
003 ! ' ! ooa ! 003 003 003 003 : ' o003 003
" Qalty 05 60 - T ”0.0000
Restaurant | +006 & | | | | | | | | | | |
___________ [ : : : : : : : : : : : : :
Regional  + 91840 & 5.0000e- + 4.5000e- + 3.7800e- 1 3.0000e- 1 | 3.4000e- + 3.4000e- ¢ | 3.4000e- 1 34000e- § 0.0000 + 4.9009 + 4.9009 1 9.0000e- 1 9.0000e- 1 4.9301
Shopping Center , 004 , 003 ; 003 ., 005 V004 . 004 , 004 ;004 | H \ 005 , 005
Total 01398 | 1.2312 | 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 | 0.0966 0.0966 | 0.0966 | 0.0000 | 1,383.426 ] 1,383.426| 0.0265 | 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Unmitigated

Electricity j| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low 1 106010 } 33.7770 ! 1.3900e- ! 2.9000e- ! 33.8978

Rise '

Apartments Mid + 3.94697¢

003

004

1

,
\
1
i
Rise 1 +006 i H : :
. . h h |

General Office + 584550 & 186.2502 1 7.6900e- ! 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building . i \ 003 , 003 .
' [0 ' ' '

High Tumover (Sit + 1.58904e b 506.3022 1 0.0209 1 4.3200e- ! 508.1135
Down Restaurant);  +006 & H 1003
4 " : : \

Hotel T 550308 & 175.3399 + 7.2400e- ' 1.5000e- ' 175.9672
. H \ 003 003 .
' [0 ' ' '

Quality 7353120 b 1125116 1 4.6500e- 1 9.6000e- ' 112.9141
Restaurant 1 V003 004
4 " : : \

Regional  + 756000 & 240.8778 + 9.9400e- + 2.06006- + 241.7395
Shopping Center | . , 003 | 003

Total 2,512.646 | 0.1037 | 0.0215 [ 2,521.635

5 6
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Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use KWhiyr I MT/yr
Apartments Low * i 33.7770 1 1.3900e- ! 2.9000e- ! 33.8978
Rise | ' \ 004
Apartments Mid + 3.94697¢ 112575671 00519 + 0.0107 1262086
Rise | 9 ' \ ' 9
General Office + 186.2502 1 7.6900e- + 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building | , 003 003
High Turnover (Si 506.3022 + 0.0209 1 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant) H V003 .
Hotel i 1753399 1 7.2400e- + 1.5000e- ! 175.9672
. \ 003 , 003
Quality 11255116 | 4.6500e- | 9.6000e- | 112.9141
Restaurant 1003 | 004
1 1 1
Regional 724018778 1 9.9400e- 1 2.0600e- | 241.7395
Shopping Center , . , 003 ., 003 ,
Total 2,512,646 | 0.1037 | 0.0215 |2,521.635
5 6

6.0 Area Detail

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category | tons/yr MT/yr
Miligated =+ 5.1437 | 0.2950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! 00714 1 00714 1| T 00714 1 00714 { 00000 :220.9670 | 2209670 | 00201 } 3.7400e- ! 222.6835
o ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' . ' ' v 003
" : : : : : : : : : : : : : :
----------- - - —- - - - - - - ey gy ARy RSy SR
Unmitigated = 51437 + 0.2950 + 10.3804 :+ 1.6700e- + 00714 1+ 00714 - 00714 + 00714 = 00000 + 2209670 + 220.9670 + 0.0201 + 3.7400e- + 222.5835
. . . , 003 . . . . . H . . . V003 )
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural =+ 04137 ' ' ' " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 00000 % 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 @ 00000 * 00000 * 0.0000
Coating o . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
““Consumer = 4.3998 1 V V V \ 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 T 00000 1 00000 § 0.0000 i 00000 ! 00000 i 0.0000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 |
Products i i i i i i i i i . i i i :
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Hearth = 00206 ' 01763 ¢ 00750 ' 1.1200e- ! ' 00143 1 00143 ' 00143 '+ 00143 % 0.0000 + 204.1166 * 204.1166 + 3.9100e- + 3.7400e- + 205.3295
. H H \ 003 H H H H H . H , 003 , 003
“Landscaping = 03096 + 0.1187 1 10.3054 | 5.4000e- ! T 00572 1 00572 1 " 00572 1 00572 § 00000 : 168504 1 16.8504 | 00161 I 00000 i 17.2540 |
- ' ' 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
H
Total H 51437 | 0.2950 | 10.3804 | 1.6600e- 0.0714 | 0.0714 0.0714 | 0.0714 | 0.0000 | 220.9670 | 220.9670 | 0.0201 | 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003
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6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural =1 04137 1 ' ' ' © 00000 ' 00000 ¢ © 00000 ' 0.0000 00000 + 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
Coating ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
1 | | 1 | 1 | 1 Y SO . | 1 | Lo
Consumer 1 , : 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 & 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Products H . . H . H . H . 1 . H . h
_________ 1 . o . 1 . 1 . o L
Hearth I 0.1763 1+ 0.0750 ' 1.1200e- ! ' 1 0.0143 1 1 0.0143 1 0.0143 0.0000 1 204.1166 ' 204.1166 ' 3.9100e- ' 3.7400 05.3295
i H H i H i H i H H H i H h
1 ' v 003 ' I ' I ' ' ' ¢ 003, 003
_________ ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ' e ] ] ] I
Landscaping = 0.3096 ' 0.1187 ' 10.3054 ' 5.4000e- ' v+ 0.0572 + 0.0572 1+ 0.0572 + 0.0572 0.0000 + 16.8504 * 16.8504 ' 0.0161 ' 0.0000 ' 17.2540
M H . Vo004 . H . H . . . H . H
Total 5.1437 0.2950 10.3804 | 1.6600e- 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0000 220.9670 | 220.9670 0.0201 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
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Total CO2

CH4

N20

CO2e

Category

Mitigated - 585.8052: 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567

"
........... ——————
-
"

Unmitigated

- -
585.8052: 3.0183 !

-
0.0755 ! 683.7567

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated

Indoor/Out|
door Use

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

10.9095

o
o
o
@
o

Apartments Low 1 1.62885 / & 12.6471

Rise \ 1.02688 003

! 1.3400e-

'
........... [

Apartments Mid + 63.5252

T
H
.
i
T
Rise | 40.0485 1t H ' '
___________ bk ' ' o]
General Office +7.99802/ # 53.0719 + 02627 + 6.5900e- + 61.6019
Building 1 4.90201 . , 003
High Turnover (Sit: 10.0272/ & 51.2702 1 0.3580 + 8.8200e- ! 62.8482 |
Down Restaurant), 0.697482 i H 1003
: : :
6.1633 + 00416 + 1.0300e- ¢ 7.5079
. , 003,
Qualty 12428277 & 113934 1 00796 | 1.9600e- 1 13.9663 |
Restaurant  ; 0.154996 i H 1003
1 h 1 1 [
Regional 14,1406/ & 275250 1 0.1363 1 3.4200e- 1 31.9490
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 a . , 003
Total 585.8052 | 3.0183 | 0.0755 | 683.7567
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Indoor/Outf| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Low 11.62885/ & 10.9095 1 0.0535 ! 1.3400e- ! 12.6471
Rise 1 1.02688 H 1003
, \ , H \
Apartments Mid + 635252/ &+ 4254719 +  2.0867 1 0.0523 1 493.2363
Rise \ 40.0485 4 . h '
[0 " '
General Office +7.99802/ & 53.0719 + 0.2627 1
Building | 4.90201 i . .
High Turmover (it 109272/ 1 51.2702 1 0.3580 1
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 i H H
\ , |
Hotel 26834/ b 6.1633 1 0.0416
1 0.140927 4 ' '
“TQuality 12428277 B 113934 1 0.0796 1 1.9600e- | 13.9663
Restaurant | 0.154996 & H | 003
\ , |
egional 14806/ & 27.5250 1 0.1363 ! 3.4200e-
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 4 | \ 003
Total 585.8052 | 3.0183 | 0.0755 | 683.7567

8.0 Waste Detail

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
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Category/Year

Total CO2 CH4

N20

CO2e

MT/yr

Mitigated - 207.8079: 12.2811 ! 0.0000 ! 514.8354

"

........... He
-
"

Unmitigated

- - -
207.8079: 12.2811 ! 0.0000 :514.8354

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Unmitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons I MT/yr
15 & 23344 1 01380

Apartments Low
Rise .

b
§ 91.0415

5.3804

T
'
'
1
1
i
' ' '
' ' :
General Office ' 4185 & 84952 ' 05021 : 00000 : 21.0464
Building . . . .
High Turnover (Si 1869613 1 5.1393 1 0.0000 ! 215.4430
Down Restaurant), i H H '
' ' :
: ¥ 55579 1 03285 : 00000 ! 13.7694
. " . . .
........... [,
Quality ~ © 73 & 14818 1 00876 ! 00000 ! 36712
Restaurant i H H '
_______________ h 1 1 Vo]
Regional + 588 & 119359 ' 07054 ' 0.0000 ' 295706
Shopping Center | o . . .
Total 207.8079 | 12.2811 | 0.0000 | 514.8354

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Page 43 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Low 23344 1 01380 1+ 00000 ' 5.7834
Rise | H H H
Apartments Mid + 91.0415 1 53804 1 00000 + 2255513 |
Rise | | H .
“General Office 1 84952 1 05021 1 00000 |
Building | i 1
___________ v 1 i R
High Turnover (Sit + 86.9613 1 51393 1 0.0000 1 215.4430
Down Restaurant); H H .
T Hote T 55679 1 03285 1 00000 | 13.7604 |
T Qualty 14818 1 00876 1 00000 + 36712 |
Restaurant | H H
" Regional 11.9359 1 0.7054 1 00000 + 295706 |
Shopping Center | | H
Total 207.8079 | 122811 | 0.0000 | 514.8354
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Hours/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I
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Boilers

I Equipment Type I Number I Heat Input/Day I Heat Input/Year I Boiler Rating I Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building 45.00 M 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
----------------------------- e
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 36.00 1000sqft ! 0.83 36,000.00 0
""""""" Hotel YT 000 T T Y T T T T T  TReom T T T T T ey T T T aze0000T T 0T
----------------------------- R R TS
Quality Restaurant 8.00 : 1000sqft ! 0.18 ' 8,000.00 0
"""" Apartments LowRise &+ 2600 Ty T DwelingUnit v ase 2500000 1 72 7T
.............................. R e it ta T e e R P R T
Apartments Mid Rise 975.00 : Dwelling Unit ! 25.66 ' 975,000.00 2789
""" Regional Shopping Center . 1000sqft . 1.29 : 56,000.00 ST
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.

Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.
Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tbIFireplaces

tblVehicleTrips

FireplaceWoodMass

1,019.20

1,019.20

1.25

48.75

7.16

6.39

2.46

158.37

8.19

94.36

49.97

5.86

1.05

131.84
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Page 3 of 35

Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

tblVehicleTrips

tblWoodstoves

WoodstoveWoodMass

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

L eajuseducadeoaduecduandeaaquonduacdondeaadusnduaadeondeaadunageandine

999.60

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day
2021 42769 ' 46.4588 + 31.6840 + 00643 ' 18.2675 + 2.0461 + 20.3135 ' 9.0840 + 1.8824 + 11.8664 § 0.0000 ! 6,234.797 1 6.234.797 + 19495 + 00000 ' 6283535
o . . . . . . . . . R 4 . . 2
T 7720227 77T 53304 1 388967 1 49.5620 | 0517 | 9.8688 1 1.6366 1 107727 | 36558 | 15057 1 51615 1 00000 :15251.56 115251561 19503 | 00000 t15278.52
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 74 ' 74 ' ' ' 88
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
2023 w 48957 1 263317 1 46.7567 1 01472 + 98688 + 07794 + 106482 ¢ 26381 ' 07322 1 33702 & 00000 : 14807521 14,.807.52+ 1.0250 + 0.0000 14,833.15
. H H H H H H H H H 69, 89 H 21
TT o024 T TR237.1630 + 95575 1 151043 1 0.0244 o+ 17884 + 04698 + 1.8628 + 04743 1 04322 1 05476 & 00000 +2.361.398 1 2,361.398 + 0.7177 1+ 00000 +2,379.342|
o . . . . . . . . . . 9 9 . . 1
Maximum |237.1630 46.4588 | 49.5629 | 0.1517 | 18.2675 | 2.0461 | 20.3135 | 9.9840 | 1.8824 | 11.8664 | 0.0000 | 15,251.56 | 15,251.56| 1.9503 | 0.0000 | 15,278.52
74 74 88
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day
2021 s 42760 | 46.4583 | 316840 1 0.0643 ! 18.2675 | 20461 | 203135 | 9.0840 i 18824 | 11.8664 § 00000 +6234797 162347971 19495 | 00000 6283535
. 2
___________ . : : : : : : : : i L : : : Lo
2022 « 53304 ' 38.8967 ' 49.5620 1 01517 + 98683 + 16366 & 107727 ¢ 3.6558 ' 1.5057 1 51615 & 00000 : 15251561 15251.56+ 19503 + 00000 15,278.52
. H H H H H H H H H VooTA T4 H , 88
TT 0023 T TR T48957 1 26.3317 1 46.7567 1 01472 1 9.8688 + 0.7794 + 10.6482 + 2.6381 + 07322 1 33702 & 0.0000 +14,807.52 1 14,807.52 1 1.0250 1+ 0.0000 +14,833.15 |
o . . . . . . . . . 69, 69 . 20
7772024777 TWT2374630 1 95575 1 151043 1 00244 1 17884 1 04698 1| 18628 1 04743 | 04322 1 05476 1 00000 23613981 23613981 07177 1 00000 :2379.342
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 1
H
Maximum |237.1630 46.4588 | 49.5629 | 0.1517 | 18.2675 | 2.0461 | 20.3135 | 9.9840 | 1.8824 | 11.8664 | 0.0000 | 15,251.56 | 15,251.56 | 1.9503 | 0.0000 | 15,278.52
74 74 88
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 | Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOX CO SO2 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2]| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0944 1| T 15974 1 15974 1 T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14859 | 04874 1 03300 1 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 4.2573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 183559083 1+ 8.355.983 + 01602 1 01532 1 8405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" Mobile m 98489 1 454304 1 114.8495 1 04917 | 459592 1 03360 | 46.2951 1 122950 | 03119 1 126070 § 150,306,601 50,306.60 1 2.1807 | " 50,361.12)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 34 ' 34 ' ' ' 08
..
Total | 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 | 45.0592 | 2.4626 | 48.4217 | 12.2950 | 24385 | 14.7336 | 0.0000 |76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 | 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86

Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0044 | T 15974 1 15974 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 42573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 1'8355.983 1 8,355.983 + 01602 + 0.1532 r8,405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" Mobile m 98489 1 45.4304 1 114.8495 1 04917 | 459592 1 03360 | 46.2951 1 122950 | 03119 1 126070 § 150,306,601 50,306.60 1 2.1807 | " 50,361.12)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 34 ' 34 ' ' ' 08
..
Total | 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 | 45.9592 | 2.4626 | 48.4217 | 12.2950 | 24385 | 14.7336 | 0.0000 | 76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 | 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86
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Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition =Demolition 19/1/2021 110/12/2021 30!
2T IS Proparation T isite Preparation . 510/13/2021 ;11/9/2021 2o; """""""""""""
3'"""gér'a}sir{g'"'"""'""""§'G'r;&iag}""""""'""!??/'1672'0'2'1' TTnt2022 T
T Bliding Gonstucion " SBilding Consiraction TR iianenon
5T Raing T g T T miaogs  wi0isooa
6 *Achitectural Coating T HArchiestural Goatng V73172024 ;3/19/2024

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped

Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Phase Name I Offroad Equipment Type I Amount Usage Hours I Horse Power I Load Factor

Demolition =Concrete/Industrial Saws 1 8.005 81! 0.73

'
1
|

Demolition =Excavators ! 3 8.00! 158 0.38
|
'
1

__________________ N SRR Rp USRS

Demoliton " :Rubber Tred Dozers 1 2] " Tgoor  24rr 040
---------------------------- g S

Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8.00: 247, 0.40

ractors/L-o:'n-iér-s@z;ckhoes

0.37
E Y T Y

U SRR P U U R

8.00! 187 0.41

T g00r T Tz T T 040

8.001 367! 0.48

O TR

8.00! 971 0.37

e

7.00! 2311 0.29

8.00! 89! 0.20

mmmmmmmecmcc e e ————h e e e e e e e e e ma e

s N

8.00: 1321 " o36

mmmmmmmecmcc e e ————h e e e e e e e e e ma e

8.00! 80! 0.38
'

Architectural Coating =Air Compressors

1 6.00: 78! 0.48

Trips and VMT
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition 61 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 14.701 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix HHDT
.............. JEp——l } R i LT P I
Site Preparation 7i 144705 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
.................... JEp——l } R b LT P I I
Grading si : 14.701 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
R et R R bt et T ; I ey Jmmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmme e el
Building Construction 9 801.00! 143.00} 0.00: 14.70 6.90! 20.00:LD7Mix :HDTﬁMix {HHDT
Paving i 6 1500, 000l 0.00! 1470} 6901 200010 Mix IHDT Mix  IHADT
________________ 1 L L I 1 1 1 e e mmmm- -
Architectural Coating 1 160.00! 0.00! 0.00: 14.70! 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust = ! ' ! ' 33074 : 00000 * 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ' 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ' ' 0.0000 ' 1 0.0000
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
T OffRoad | m 31651 1 314407 1 215650 1 0.0388 1 T 15513 1 15513 1 Va7 taant 10T V37479441 3747.9441 10549 1 13774317
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' ' ' ' 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 40952 + 09602 ' 00119 :+ 02669 & 00126 & 02795 + 0.0732 + 0.0120 + 0.0852 " 1,202.241 1+ 1,202.241 1 0.0877 " 1,204,433
. . . . . . . . . 3 .3 . . . 7
Vendor 0.0000 1 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 & 00000 i 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ L : L : L : L ' L : L
Worker 0.0442 1 06042 + 1.7100e- 1 01677 | 1.3500e- + 0.1690 | 00445 ! 1.2500e- 1 0.0457 V1708155 + 170.8155 1 5.0300e- ! ¥ 1709413
' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
Total 4.1394 | 1.5644 | 00136 | 0.4346 | 00139 | 0.4485 | 0176 | 0.0133 | 0.1309 1,463.056 | 1,463.056 | 0.0927 1,465.375
8 8 0
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 31651 1 31.4407 + 215650 | 00388 1 15513 1 15513 1 U 14411 7 14411 1 0.0000 13747.944 13,747,944 10549 1 13774317
i : i : i : i : i o9 9 : .4
Total 34651 | 314407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 | 3.3074 | 1.5513 | 4.8588 | 0.5008 | 1.4411 | 1.9419 | 0.0000 | 3.747.944 | 3.747.944] 1.0549 3.774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 01273 1 40952 + 09602 ' 00119 + 02669 '+ 00126 + 02795 ' 00732 + 00120 ' 00852 " 1,202.241 1+ 1,202.241 1 0.0877 " 1,204,433
. . . . . . . . . V3 03 . 4
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ : L : L : L : L ' L : L
100442 1 06042 1 171006 1 01677 1 1.3500e- 1 01690 1 00445 1 12500e ! 00457 V1708155 + 170.8155 1 5.0300e- ! ¥ 1709413
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
4.1394 | 1.5644 | 00136 | 0.4346 | 00139 | 0.4485 | 0176 | 0.0133 | 0.1309 1,463.056 | 1,463.056 | 0.0927 1,465.375
8 8 0
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 T 18809 1 18809 1 Y3,685.656 + 3,685.656 1 11920 1 13,715.457
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' 9 ' ' ' 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 21.1543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 20445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3.715.457
9 9 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : : : L R SO : L : L L
100530 1 07250 1 206006 ! 02012 1 16300e- ' 02028 1 00534 1 15000e ! 00549 ©204.9786 + 204.9786 | 6.0400- ! ¥ 205.1296
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0530 | 07250 | 2.0600e- | 0.2012 | 1.6300e- | 0.2028 | 0.0534 | 1.5000e- | 0.0549 204.9786 | 204.9786 | 6.0400e- 205.1296
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 " 18809 1 1.8809 1 0.0000 3685656 ! 3685656 1.1920 ! 13,715.457
i : i : i : i : i 9 9 : 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 211543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 2.0445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 | 0.0000 | 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : : : L R SO : L : L L
100530 1 07250 1 206006 ! 02012 1 16300e- ' 02028 1 00534 1 15000e ! 00549 ©204.9786 + 204.9786 | 6.0400- ! ¥ 205.1296
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0530 | 07250 | 2.0600e- | 0.2012 | 1.6300e- | 0.2028 | 0.0534 | 1.5000e- | 0.0549 204.9786 | 204.9786 | 6.0400e- 205.1296
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! T 18265 1 18265 1 76,007,043+ 6,007.0431 19428 1 16,055,613
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' 4 ' ' ' 4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.9853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : : : L R SO : L : L L
100589 1 08056 | 229006 ! 02236 1 18100e- 1 02254 1 00593 1 16600e ! 00610 ©227.7540 + 227.7540 1 6.7100¢- ! ' 227.9217
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0589 | 0.8056 | 2.2900e- | 0.2236 | 1.8100e- | 0.2254 | 0.0593 | 1.6600e- | 0.0610 227.7540 | 227.7540 | 6.7100e- 227.9217
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! " 18265 1 18265 1 0.0000 |6007.043 16,007.0431 19428 16,055,613
i : i : i : i : i I : .4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 54230 | 0.0000 | 6,007.043 ] 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : : : L R SO : L : L L
100589 1 08056 | 229006 ! 02236 1 18100e- 1 02254 1 00593 1 16600e ! 00610 ©227.7540 + 227.7540 1 6.7100¢- ! ' 227.9217
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0589 | 0.8056 | 2.2900e- | 0.2236 | 1.8100e- | 0.2254 | 0.0593 | 1.6600e- | 0.0610 227.7540 | 227.7540 | 6.7100e- 227.9217
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 Cisoan 1 1s0at 1 760114101 6,0114101 19442 1 16,060,015 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5 ' 5 ' ' ' 8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 16349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 | 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : : : L R SO : L : L L
100532 1 07432 1 221006 ! 02236 1 1.7500e- 1 02253 1 00593 1 16100e ! 00609 V2197425 + 219.7425 1 6.0600e- ! ¥ 219.8041
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0532 | 07432 | 2.2100e- | 0.2236 | 1.7500e- | 0.2253 | 0.0593 | 1.6100e- | 0.0609 219.7425 | 219.7425 | 6.0600e- 219.8941
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 15041 1 15041 1 0.0000 16011410 160114107 19442 1 16,060,015 |
i : i : i : i : i V5 1 5 : .8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 1.6349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 | 0.0000 ] 6,011.410]6,011.410] 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 0.0803 ! 0.0532 ! 0.7432 ! 2.2100e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.7500e- ! 0.2253 ! 0.0593 ! 1.6100e- ! 0.0609 ! 219.7425 ! 219.7425 ! 6.0600e- ! ! 219.8941
- ' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' 003, '
Total 0.0803 0.0532 0.7432 | 2.2100e- | 0.2236 | 1.7500e- | 0.2253 0.0593 | 1.6100e- 0.0609 219.7425 | 219.7425 | 6.0600e- 219.8941
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 12,554.333 12,554.333 1 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' ' ' 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4079 ! 13.2032 ! 3.4341 + 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 ! 0.9404 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ' 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 ! 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
. . 4
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 3.2162 ! 21318 ! 29.7654 ! 0.0883 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0701 ! 9.0234 ! 2.3745 ! 0.0646 ! 2.4390 ! 8,800.685 ! 8,800.685 ! 0.2429 ! ! 8,806.758
o i i ' i i i i i i . [ A i .2
Total 3.6242 15.3350 | 33.1995 0.1247 9.8688 0.0949 9.9637 2.6381 0.0883 2.7263 12,697.23 | 12,697.23 | 0.4665 12,708.89
39 39 66
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 0.0000 :2,554.333 1 2,554.333 : 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- , , . , , , , , ' . V6 , 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 | 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4079 ! 13.2032 ! 3.4341 + 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 ! 0.9404 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ' 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 ! 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
. . 4
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 3.2162 : 21318 : 29.7654 ! 0.0883 : 8.9533 : 0.0701 : 9.0234 : 2.3745 : 0.0646 : 2.4390 ! 8,800.685 : 8,800.685 : 0.2429 : ! 8,806.758
o i i ' i i i i i i . [ A i .2
Total 3.6242 15.3350 | 33.1995 0.1247 9.8688 0.0949 9.9637 2.6381 0.0883 2.7263 12,697.23 | 12,697.23 | 0.4665 12,708.89
39 39 66
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 12,555.209 1 2,555.209 1 0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , ' . Vo9 , o1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.3027 ! 10.0181 ! 3.1014 + 0.0352 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0116 ! 0.9271 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0111 ! 0.2747 + 3,773.876 ! 3,773.876 ! 0.1982 ! ! 3,778.830
. . 0
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 3.0203 ! 1.9287 ! 27.4113 ! 0.0851 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0681 ! 9.0214 ! 2.3745 ! 0.0627 ! 2.4372 ! 8,478.440 ! 8,478.440 ! 0.2190 ! ! 8,483.916
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 8 ' ' ' 0
Total 3.3229 11.9468 30.5127 0.1203 9.8688 0.0797 9.9485 2.6381 0.0738 2.7118 12,252.31 | 12,252.31 0.4172 12,262.74
70 70 60
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 0.0000 :2,555.209 + 2,555.209 1  0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , ' . Vo9 , o1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 | 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
T 10,0181 + 31014 1 00352 1 09156 1 00116 : 09271 1 0263 : 00111 | 02747 § V37738761 37738761 01982 1 13778830
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 2 ' 2 ' ' ' 0
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 10287 1 274113 | 00851 ! 89533 1 0.0681 ! 00214 1 23745 1 00627 | 24372 V84784401 8,478.4401 02190 1 18483916
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 8 ' 8 ' ' ' 0
11.9468 | 30.5127 | 0.1203 | 9.8688 | 0.0797 | 9.9485 | 2.6381 | 0.0738 | 2.7118 12,252.31 | 12,252.31| 0.4172 12,262.74
70 70 60
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 10327 ' 101917 1 14.5842 ' 00228 " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 r 04694 " 2.207.584 1 2.207.584 + 0.7140 ' 2.225.433
. . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . .6
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 | 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 00361 1 05133 1 159006 ! 01677 1 1.2800e- 1 01689 1 00445 1 11700e I 00456 V1587723 1 158.7723 1 4.1000- ! T 158.8748
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0361 | 05133 | 1.5900e- | 0.1677 | 1.2800e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1700e- | 0.0456 158.7723 | 158.7723 | 4.1000e- 158.8748
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 10327 ' 101917 1 14.5842 ' 00228 " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 + 04694 & 00000 +2,207.584 ' 2207584+ 07140 ' 2.225.433
. . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . .6
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 | 0.0000 | 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 ] 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 00361 1 05133 1 159006 ! 01677 1 1.2800e- 1 01689 1 00445 1 11700e I 00456 " 158.7723 1 158.7723 1 4.1000- ! T 158.8748
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0361 | 05133 | 1.5900e- | 0.1677 | 1.2800e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1700e- | 0.0456 158.7723 | 158.7723 | 4.1000e- 158.8748
003 003 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 r 04310 " 2.207.547 1 2.207.547 * 0.7140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . o2 2 . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : " 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 00000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 04310 | 04310 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100320 1 04785 1 154006 ! 01677 1 1.2600e- ' 01689 1 00445 1 11600e ! 00456 " 153.8517 + 153.8517 1 3.7600e- ! ¥ 153.9458
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0329 | 0.4785 | 1.5400e- | 0.1677 | 1.2600e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1600e- | 0.0456 153.8517 | 153.8517 | 3.7600e- 153.9458
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 + 04310 & 00000 2,207.547 f 2207547 + 07140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . V2 2 . . . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 0.4310 | 0.4310 | 0.0000 | 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100320 1 04785 1 154006 ! 01677 1 1.2600e- ' 01689 1 00445 1 11600e ! 00456 " 153.8517 + 153.8517 1 3.7600¢- ! ¥ 153.9458
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0329 | 0.4785 | 1.5400e- | 0.1677 | 1.2600e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1600e- | 0.0456 153.8517 | 153.8517 | 3.7600e- 153.9458
003 003 003 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! T 00609 1 00609 1 "2814481 + 281.4481 1 00159 1 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
103513 1 51044 1 00165 ! 17884 1 0.0134 1 18018 1 04743 1 00123 | 04866 V1,641,085 1 1,641.0851 00401 1 " 1642.088
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 2 ' 2 ' ' ' 6
0.3513 | 5.1044 | 00165 | 1.7884 | 00134 | 1.8018 | 04743 | 00123 | 0.4866 1,641.085 | 1,641.085 | 0.0401 1,642.088
2 2 6
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! 00609 1 00609 1 0.0000 | 2814481 1 2814481 1 00159 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 | 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003

Page 95 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 27 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 0.0000 & 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 ! +0.0000

. R : . . . . . N SO : . . . ]

00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 100000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 1 0.0000

: o i : : : : : N SR : : : : o]

Worker = 05707 1 03513 ! 51044 ' 00165 ! 17884 ! 00134 ' 18018 ! 04743 1 00123 ' 04866 11,641.085 1 1,641.085 ' 0.0401 ! 11,642,088
- . . i . . . . . . o2 2 . .6

Total 05707 | 03513 | 51044 | 0.0165 | 1.7884 [ 0.0134 [ 1.8018 | 0.4743 | 0.0123 | o0.4866 1,641.085 [ 1,641.085 [ 0.0401 1,642.088
2 2 6

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Mitigated = 98489 1 454304 1 114.8495 1+ 04917 1 459592 1 0.3360 ' 46.2951 ' 12.2950 ' 0.3119 ' 12.6070 + 50,306.60 ' 50,306.60 ' 2.1807 1 50,361.12
- . : : . : : : . : Vo4 : : .08
" Unmitigated = 9.8489 + 454304 + 114.8495 1 04917 1 459592 1 03360 ' 46.2951 r 122950 + 0.3119 + 126070 = 150306.60 ' 50,306.60 @ 2.1807 t " 5036112
- . . . . . . . . . . V34 3 . .08
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise M 145.75 154.25 154.00 H 506,227 M 506,227
e el s
Apartments Mid Rise M 4,026.75 1 3,773.25
General Office Buildin: M 288.45 62.55
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) M 2,368.80 2,873.52
R RN R R R R AR EEEEEE R R mmmmmmm e

Hotel M 192.00

Quality Restaurant

Regional Shopping Center

187.50

1,112,221 1,112,221

20,552,452 I 20,552,452

Total I 8,050.95 8,164.43 8,057.31

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W [ H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW |H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C [ H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise 1470 ! 590 ! 870 : 4020 ' 1920 ' 4060 - 86 I 3
Apartments Va0 T 590 870  : 4020 1 1920 4060 = 86 = 11 3
""" General Office Building “Ti660  + 840 1 690 = 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 T T I A PR
" High Tumover (Sit Down & 1660 1 840 1 690 1 850 1 7250 1 1900 - 37 FE T R S
T ot T T 60 T 840 (690 % 1940 1 eie0 1 1900 & ss T I /R
ty Restaurant v 1660 1 840 1 690 3 1200 1 6900 1 1900 + 38 AT - Y B
Regional Shopping Center & 1660 1 840 1 690 =+ 1630 : 6470 1900 + 54 s 1
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | om LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS MCY | SBUS MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971; 0.116369] 0.014033 0.006332] 0.021166! 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817 0.005285{ 0.000712j 0.000821
777 Apartments Mid Rise 3+ 0.044216] 0.209971} 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332} 0.021166! 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817] 0.005285} 0.000712] 0.000821]
""" General Office Building 0.0442161 02099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821]
" High Tumover (Sit Down 0.044216: 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332! 0.021166! 0.033577: 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285! 0.000712: 0.000821]
Restaurant) ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel 0.044216] 0.209971] 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332} 0.0211661 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant 0.0442161 02099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center  + 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0116369 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166% 0.033577' 0.002613: 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx CcOo S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas ' ! 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! 1 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 ! 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
Mitigated : 1 1 1 : 1 H 1 2 1 1 7
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
---------------- e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e m——— e memaa
NaturalGas ' v 05292 + 05292 v 05292 + 05292 = 1+ 8,355.983 + 8,355.983 + 0.1602 ' 0.1532 ' 8,405.638
Unmitigated . . . . . . . o2 . . 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1119.16 & 00121 1 01031 1 0.0439 1 6.6000e- + " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.34006- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- + 2.4100e- 1 132.4486
Rise . Y . . V004 v 003 . 003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
Apartments Mid + 357843 b 03859 1+ 3.2078 1+ 14033 1+ 00211 1 T 02666 + 02666 | 02666 1 02666 & 4209916 1 4.209.916 1 0.0807 1 00772
Rise ' Y H H H H H ' H H H Vo4 4 H
“General Office 1 . 0.0138 1 01258 + 0057 1 7.5000e- 1 1 9.5600e- + 9.5600e- ¢ | 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- § 150,991 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- 1 151.8884
Building Y . . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ V02455 1 22314 1+ 18743 1 00134 1 T 0.1696 + 0.1696 01696 1 01696 & 1 2,677.634 1 2,677.6341 00513 1 0.0491
Down Restaurant) ; " | | | H | | | H | H 2 H 2 H H
[ 1 ' ' ' ' " " ' ' ' " . . .
Hotel v 400514 1 04676 1+ 03928 1 2.8100e- ! 10,0355 + 00355 \ 00355 1 0.0355 \561.1436 1 5611436 + 0.0108 1 00103
: : : o0 ' ' ' ' ' '
" Qalty 45 T 0377
Restaurant | Y | | | | | 1 | | | | | |
___________ U : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
Regional  »+ 251616 & 2.7100e- + 0.0247 + 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 1 1.87008- + 1.8700e- 1 | 1.8700e- 1 187006 1 206019 1 29.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- 1 29.7778
Shopping Center & 003 | V004 \ 003 , 003 V003 , 003 ' H \ 004 004
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 05202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.083 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low ! 1.11916 & 00121 ' 0.1031 1 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- ! " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- 1 2.4100e- ¢ 132.4486
Rise i H . . V004 H Vo003 \ 003 003 H . \ 003 , 003
----------- I 4 4 4 4 SR SO S NS ! T I B
Apartments Mid 1+ 35.7843 b 0.3859 1 3.2078 1 14033 1 00211 1 | 02666 1 | 02666 1 0.2666 142009161 0.0807 1 0.0772
Rise H Y | | | | | 1 | | | Vo4 i
___________ R : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
General Office ' 128342 & 00138 1 01258 1+ 01057 + 7.5000e- ¢ \ 9.5600€- + 9.5600e- ! \ 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 150.9911 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- ¢ 151.8884
Building . Y H . V004 , 003 . 003 \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ 22.7509 b 02455 1 2.2314 1 1.8743 1 0.0134 701696 + 01696 01696 1 01696 § V2,677,634 1 2,677.634 + 00513 1 00491 1
Down Restaurant) ; X | | | | | | | | | ' 2 H 2 H H H
T Hotel 7476972 b 0.0514 1 04676 + 03928 1 2.8100e- 1 10,0355 + 00355 00355 1 0035 4 \561.1436 1 561.1436 + 0.0108 1 0.0103 1
. Y H H V003 | . H H H . H H H H
"TTQuality v 5.05775 B 0.0545 1 04959 1 0.4165 1 2.9800e- + 00377 + 00377 00377 1+ 00377 & 1595.0298 1 595.0298 1 0.0114 1 0.0109 1 598.5658 |
Restaurant | X H H , 003 | | | | H ' H H H H
" " Regional 10251616 & 2.7100e- 1 00247 1 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 T 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- 1 | 18700e- 1 18700e- & 1 206019 1 20.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- + 29.7778
Shopping Center & a 003 | V004 \ 003 ;003 , 003 , 003 | | , 004 , 004 .
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 0.5202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category | Ib/day Ib/day
Miligated =+ 305020 | 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 00944 ! T 15974 1 15074 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 | 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
o ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' . 0 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " i i i i i i i i i N S S B S S S
Unmitigated = 305020 + 15.0496 :+ 88.4430 + 0.0944 15974 15074 1 15074 + 15974 = 0.0000 1814859 + 1814859+ 04874 + 0.3300 +18,259.11
o . . . . . . . . . H V5 . . . V92
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =+ 2.2670 ' ' ' " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' " 0.0000 ' " 0.0000
Coating o . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"“Consumer = 241085 1 V V V 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 \ 00000 1 00000 % : 10,0000 1 V © 70,0000 |
Products . . . i i i i i i . i i i :
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ¢ 6.0000 & 0.0900 ! 11400 1 1.1400 1 © 11400 1 11400 % 0.0000 -+ 18,000.00 + 18,000.00 + 03450 + 03300 18,106.96
o . . . . . . . . . , 00 . 00 . V50
“landscaping = 24766 1 0.0496 1 824430 | 4.3600- ! T 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 " 1485050 1 148.5950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542
- ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
H
Total | 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 15974 | 1.5974 15974 | 1.5974 | 0.0000 | 18,148.50 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
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6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =1 2.2670 1 1 1 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 +0.0000 + 0.0000 +0.0000 + 1 +0.0000
Coating . . . . . . . . . . . . .
----------- - - - - - - - - - : - _- _- EEETETEE
Consumer = 24.1085 ! ! ! ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
Products - ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] '
i i i i i i i i i i | | \
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ' 6.0000 ' 0.0900 ! 111400 '+ 1.1400 ¢ 111400+ 1.1400 18,000.00  18,000.00 + 0.3450 ' 0.3300 !
- . . . . . . . . H 00 ; 00 . .
" Landscaping = 24766 + 00496 + 824430 + 4.36000- ¢ \ 04574 1 04574 1 | 04574 1 04574 1485950 + 1485950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542 |
- . . V003 . . . . . . . . .
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 1.5974 | 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 [ 18,259.11
50 50 92
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Hours/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

Boilers

I Equipment Type I Number I Heat Input/Day I Heat Input/Year I Boiler Rating I Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/6/2021 1:49 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 M 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
.............................. L R L e e e Lt LR T T T
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 36.00 H 1000sqft ! 0.83 ' 36,000.00 0
------------------------------ R L e e R E T TP
Hotel 50.00 M Room ! 1.67 72,600.00 0
............................. B R N e a bt e
Quality Restaurant 8.00 : 1000sqft 0.18 8,000.00 0
------------------------------ R R L i e R EE T TP
Apartments Low Rise 25.00 M Dwelling Unit ! 1.56 ! 25,000.00 72
.............................. L L R et T e e EE R T T T
Apartments Mid Rise 975.00 : Dwelling Unit ! 25.66 ' 975,000.00 2789
""" Regional Shopping Center = 8600 = 1000sqft . 1.29 : 56,000.00 ST
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.

Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.
Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tbIFireplaces

tblVehicleTrips

FireplaceWoodMass

1,019.20

1,019.20

1.25

48.75

7.16

6.39

2.46

158.37

8.19

94.36

49.97

5.86

1.05

131.84
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Date: 1/6/2021 1:49 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

tblVehicleTrips

tblWoodstoves

WoodstoveWoodMass

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

L eajuseducadeoaduecduandeaaquonduacdondeaadusnduaadeondeaadunageandine

999.60

2.0 Emissions Summary

Page 107 of 275 in Comment Letter O8




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 4 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:49 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day
2021 42865 ! 46.4651 + 31.6150 + 0.0642 + 18.2675 + 20461 + 203135 + 9.9840 ' 1.8824 + 11.8664 & 0.0000 + 6221493 ' 6221493 + 19491 + 0.0000 +6,270.221
o . . . . . . . . . . 70 7 . V4
T 7T20227 77w 57218 1 389024 1 47.3319 1| 01455 | 9.8688 1 1.6366 | 107736 | 36558 | 15057 1 51615 1 00000 :14,630.30 1 14,630.30 1 19499 | 00000 t14657.26
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 99 ' 99 ' ' ' 63
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
2023 w 52705 ' 264914 1 445936 1 01413 + 98688 + 07800 + 10.6488 + 26381 ' 07328 ' 33708 & 0.0000 +14,210.34 ' 14,210.341 10230 + 0.0000 +14,23591
. H H H H H H H H H Vo2 24, H \ 60
TT o024 T TR 2372328 + 95610 1 15.0611 1 0.0243 + 17884 + 04698 + 18628 + 04743 1 04322 1 05476 & 00000 + 2352417 12.352.417 1 0.7175 1+ 00000 +2,370.355 |
o . . . . . . . . . . 8 8 . . 0
Maximum |237.2328 464651 | 47.3319 | 0.1455 | 18.2675 | 2.0461 | 20.3135 | 9.9840 | 1.8824 | 11.8664 | 0.0000 | 14,630.30 | 14,630.30 | 1.9499 | 0.0000 | 14,657.26
99 99 63
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day
2021 w 42865 | 464651 | 316150 1 0.0642 i 18.2675 | 20461 | 203135 1 9.9840 ! 18824 | 11.8664 § 0.0000 !6221493 162214931 19491 ! 00000 !6270221
. 4
___________ . : : : : : : : : i L : : : Lo
2022 « 57218 1 389024 1 47.3319 1 01455 + 98683 + 16366 & 10.7736 ! 3.6558 ' 1.5057 1 51615 & 00000 : 14,630.30 ' 14,630.30 + 19499 + 0.0000 r 14,657.26
. H H H H H H H H H V99 . 99 H , 63
TT 2023 T T TR 52705 1 26.4914 1 44.5936 1 01413 1+ 9.8688 + 0.7800 + 10.6488 + 2.6381 + 07328 1 3.3708 & 00000 + 1421034+ 14.210.34 1 1.0230 1+ 00000 +14,235.91 |
o . . . . . . . . . V24 24 . 160
7772024777 TWT237.23281 95610 1 15.0611 1 00243 1 17884 1 04698 1 18628 1 04743 | 04322 1 05476 1 00000 :2352417123524171 07175 1 00000 t2,370.355
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 0
H
Maximum |237.2323 464651 | 47.3319 | 0.1455 | 18.2675 | 2.0461 | 20.3135 | 9.9840 | 1.8824 | 11.8664 | 0.0000 | 14,630.30 | 14,630.30 | 1.9499 | 0.0000 | 14,657.26
99 99 63
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 | Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOX CO SO2 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2]| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0944 1| T 15974 1 15974 1 T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14859 | 04874 1 03300 1 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 4.2573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 183559083 1+ 8.355.983 + 01602 1 01532 1 8405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" Mobile | m 95233 1 459914 11100422 1 04681 | 459592 1 03373 | 462965 | 122950 | 03132 1 126083 § V47917801 47,917.80 1 21953 1 1 47,072.68)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 05 ' 05 ' ' ' 39
..
Total | 40.7912 | 67.7872 | 202.7424 | 0.6043 | 45.9592 | 2.4640 | 48.4231 | 12.2950 | 24399 | 14.7349 | 0.0000 |74,422.37 | 74,422.37| 2.8420 | 04832 | 74,637.44
87 87 17

Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0044 | T 15974 1 15974 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 42573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 1'8355.983 1 8,355.983 + 01602 + 0.1532 r8,405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" TMobile | m 95233 1 459914 1 110.0422 1 04681 | 459592 1 03373 | 46.2065 1| 122950 | 03132 1 126083 § V47917801 47,917,801 2.1953 1 1 47,072.68)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 05 ' 05 ' ' ' 39
..
Total | 40.7912 | 67.7872 | 202.7424 | 0.6043 | 45.9592 | 2.4640 | 48.4231 | 12.2950 | 24399 | 14.7349 | 0.0000 |74,422.37 | 74,422.37 | 2.8429 | 0.4832 | 74,637.44
87 87 17
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition ~Demolition 19/1/2021 110/12/2021 51 30"
PR *Site Preparation  :Site Preparation 510/13/2021 ;11/9/2021 5; 2o; """""""""""""
3"""'gér'ahfr{g"'""""'"""'gb'ré&iﬁé"""""""'"!?THBEOET oz
4 *Building Construction §éﬁﬁd'ir'1§ Construction ':'7/_1_272_0_2_2" V21212023
5"""'gﬁév'iﬁg""""""'"""'?Pé?/i'né"'"""""'""!75/_1_372_0_2_3"" 173012024
6 *Achitectural Coating T HArchiestural Goatng V73172024 ;3/19/2024

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Phase Name I Offroad Equipment Type I Amount Usage Hours I Horse Power I Load Factor

Demolition =Concrete/Industrial Saws 1 8.005 81! 0.73

'
1
|

Demolition =Excavators ! 3 8.00! 158 0.38
|
'
1

__________________ N SRR Rp USRS

Demoliton " :Rubber Tred Dozers 1 2] " Tgoor  24rr 040
---------------------------- g S

Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8.00: 247, 0.40

ractors/L-o:'n-iér-s@z;ckhoes

0.37
E Y T Y

U SRR P U U R

8.00! 187 0.41

T g00r T Tz T T 040

8.001 367! 0.48

O TR

8.00! 971 0.37

e

7.00! 2311 0.29

8.00! 89! 0.20

mmmmmmmecmcc e e ————h e e e e e e e e e ma e

s N

8.00: 1321 " o36

mmmmmmmecmcc e e ————h e e e e e e e e e ma e

8.00! 80! 0.38
'

Architectural Coating =Air Compressors

1 6.00: 78! 0.48

Trips and VMT
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition 61 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 14.701 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix HHDT
.............. JEp——l } R i LT P I
Site Preparation 7i 144705 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
.................... JEp——l } R b LT P I I
Grading si : 14.701 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
R et R R bt et T ; I ey Jmmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmme e el
Building Construction 9 801.00! 143.00} 0.00: 14.70 6.90! 20.00:LD7Mix :HDTﬁMix {HHDT
Paving i 6 1500, 000l 0.00! 1470} 6901 200010 Mix IHDT Mix  IHADT
________________ 1 L L I 1 1 1 e e mmmm- -
Architectural Coating 1 160.00! 0.00! 0.00: 14.70! 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust = ! ' ! ' 33074 : 00000 * 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ' 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ' ' 0.0000 ' 1 0.0000
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
T OffRoad | m 31651 1 314407 1 215650 1 0.0388 1 T 15513 1 15513 1 Va7 taant 10T V37479441 3747.9441 10549 1 13774317
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' ' ' ' 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 41454 + 10182 1+ 00117 :+ 02669 & 00128 ' 02797 + 00732 + 0.0122 + 0.0854 " 1269.855 1 1,269.855 ' 0.0908 " 1272.125
. . . . . . . . . 5 V5 . V2
Vendor 0.0000 1 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 & 00000 i 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ L : L : L : L ' L : L
Worker 0.0489 1 05524 + 16100e- 1 01677 | 1.3500e- + 0.1690 | 00445 ! 1.2500e- 1 0.0457 " 160.8377 + 160.8377 1 4.7300¢- ! ¥ 160.9560
' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
Total 4.1943 | 15706 | 00133 | 04346 | 00141 | 04487 | 04176 | 0.0135 | 0.1311 1,430.693 | 1,430.693 | 0.0955 1,433.081
2 2 2
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 31651 1 31.4407 + 215650 | 00388 1 15513 1 15513 1 U 14411 7 14411 1 0.0000 13747.944 13,747,944 10549 1 13774317
i : i : i : i : i o9 9 : .4
Total 34651 | 314407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 | 3.3074 | 1.5513 | 4.8588 | 0.5008 | 1.4411 | 1.9419 | 0.0000 | 3.747.944 | 3.747.944] 1.0549 3.774.317
9 9 4
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.1304 ' 4.1454 1 1.0182 + 00117 + 02669 + 00128 + 02797 '+ 00732 '+ 00122 r 0.0854 " 1269.855 1 1,269.855 ' 0.0908 " 1272.125
. . . . . . . . . 5 . 5 . V2
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ : L : L : L : L ' L : L
100489 1 05524 1 161006 ! 01677 1 1.3500e- 1 01690 1 00445 1 12500e ! 00457 " 160.8377 + 160.8377 1 4.7300¢- ! ¥ 160.9560
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
4.1943 | 15706 | 00133 | 04346 | 00141 | 04487 | 04176 | 0.0135 | 0.1311 1,430.693 | 1,430.693 | 0.0955 1,433.081
2 2 2
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 T 18809 1 18809 1 Y3,685.656 + 3,685.656 1 11920 1 13,715.457
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' 9 ' ' ' 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 21.1543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 20445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3.715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 00587 1 06620 1 194006 ! 02012 1 16300e- ' 02028 1 00534 1 15000e ! 00549 ©193.0052 + 193.0052 1 5.6800¢- ! ¥ 193.1472
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0587 | 0.6629 | 1.9400e- | 02012 | 1.6300e- | 0.2028 | 0.0534 | 1.5000e- | 0.0549 193.0052 | 193.0052 | 5.6800e- 193.1472
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 " 18809 1 1.8809 1 0.0000 3685656 ! 3685656 1.1920 ! 13,715.457
i : i : i : i : i 9 9 : 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 211543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 2.0445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 | 0.0000 | 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 00587 1 06620 1 194006 ! 02012 1 16300e- ' 02028 1 00534 1 15000e ! 00549 ©193.0052 + 193.0052 1 5.6800¢- ! ¥ 193.1472
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0587 | 0.6629 | 1.9400e- | 02012 | 1.6300e- | 0.2028 | 0.0534 | 1.5000e- | 0.0549 193.0052 | 193.0052 | 5.6800e- 193.1472
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! T 18265 1 18265 1 76,007,043+ 6,007.0431 19428 1 16,055,613
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' 4 ' ' ' 4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.9853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 00652 1 07365 1 21500 ! 02236 1 18100e- 1 02254 1 00593 1 16600e ! 00610 V2144502 1 214.4502 1 6.3100e- ! ¥ 214.6080
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0652 | 0.7365 | 2.1500e- | 0.2236 | 1.8100e- | 0.2254 | 0.0593 | 1.6600e- | 0.0610 214.4502 | 214.4502 | 6.3100e- 214.6080
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! " 18265 1 18265 1 0.0000 |6007.043 16,007.0431 19428 16,055,613
i : i : i : i : i I : .4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 54230 | 0.0000 | 6,007.043 ] 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 00652 1 07365 1 21500 ! 02236 1 18100e- 1 02254 1 00593 1 16600e ! 00610 V2144502 1 214.4502 1 6.3100e- ! ¥ 214.6080
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0652 | 0.7365 | 2.1500e- | 0.2236 | 1.8100e- | 0.2254 | 0.0593 | 1.6600e- | 0.0610 214.4502 | 214.4502 | 6.3100e- 214.6080
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 Cisoan 1 1s0at 1 760114101 6,0114101 19442 1 16,060,015 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5 ' 5 ' ' ' 8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 16349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 | 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100589 1 06784 1 208006 ! 02236 1 1.7500e- 1 02253 1 00593 1 16100e ! 00609 ©'206.9139 + 206.9139 1 5.7000e- ! ¥ 207.0563
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0589 | 0.6784 | 2.0800e- | 0.2236 | 1.7500e- | 0.2253 | 0.0593 | 1.6100e- | 0.0609 206.9139 | 206.9139 | 5.7000e- 207.0563
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 15041 1 15041 1 0.0000 16011410 160114107 19442 1 16,060,015 |
i : i : i : i : i V5 1 5 : .8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 1.6349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 | 0.0000 ] 6,011.410]6,011.410] 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo

0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 0.0896 ! 0.0589 ! 0.6784 ! 2.0800e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.7500e- ! 0.2253 ! 0.0593 ! 1.6100e- ! 0.0609 ! 206.9139 ! 206.9139 ! 5.7000e- ! ! 207.0563

- ' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' 003, '
Total 0.0896 0.0589 0.6784 | 2.0800e- | 0.2236 | 1.7500e- | 0.2253 0.0593 | 1.6100e- 0.0609 206.9139 | 206.9139 | 5.7000e- 207.0563
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 12,554.333 12,554.333 1 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' ' ' 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4284 ! 13.1673 ! 3.8005 + 0.0354 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0256 ! 0.9412 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0245 ! 0.2881 + 3,789.075 ! 3,789.075 ! 0.2381 ! ! 3,795.028
. . 3
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 3.5872 : 2.3593 : 27.1680 ! 0.0832 : 8.9533 : 0.0701 : 9.0234 : 2.3745 : 0.0646 : 2.4390 ! 8,286.901 : 8,286.901 : 0.2282 : ! 8,292.605
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 3 ' ' ' 8
Total 4.0156 15.5266 | 30.9685 0.1186 9.8688 0.0957 9.9645 2.6381 0.0891 272711 12,075.97 | 12,075.97 | 0.4663 12,087.63
63 63 M
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 0.0000 :2,554.333 1 2,554.333 : 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- . . . . . . . ' . o6 . ' Vo2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 | 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4284 ! 13.1673 ! 3.8005 + 0.0354 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0256 ! 0.9412 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0245 ! 0.2881 + 3,789.075 ! 3,789.075 ! 0.2381 ! ! 3,795.028
. . 3
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 3.5872 : 2.3593 : 27.1680 ! 0.0832 : 8.9533 : 0.0701 : 9.0234 : 2.3745 : 0.0646 : 2.4390 ! 8,286.901 : 8,286.901 : 0.2282 : ! 8,292.605
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 3 ' ' ' 8
Total 4.0156 15.5266 | 30.9685 0.1186 9.8688 0.0957 9.9645 2.6381 0.0891 2.7271 12,075.97 | 12,075.97 | 0.4663 12,087.63
63 63 M
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 12,555.209 1 2,555.209 1 0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , ' . Vo9 , o1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.3183 ! 9.9726 ! 3.3771 + 0.0343 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0122 ! 0.9277 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0116 ! 0.2752 + 3,671.400 ! 3,671.400 ! 0.2096 ! ! 3,676.641
. . 7
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 3.3795 ! 2.1338 ! 24.9725 ! 0.0801 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0681 ! 9.0214 ! 2.3745 ! 0.0627 ! 2.4372 ! 7,983.731 ! 7,983.731 ! 0.2055 ! ! 7,988.868
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 8 ' ' ' 3
Total 3.6978 12.1065 | 28.3496 0.1144 9.8688 0.0803 9.9491 2.6381 0.0743 2.7124 11,655.13 | 11,655.13 | 0.4151 11,665.50
25 25 99
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 0.0000 :2,555.209 + 2,555.209 1  0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , , . h , , .
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 | 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 90726 1 33771 1 00343 1 09156 1 00122 1 09277 1 0263 : 00116 ! 02752 § Y3671400 1 3,671.4001 02096 1 3,676,641
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 7
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L Lo
' 21338 1 249725 | 00801 ! 89533 1 0.0681 ! 90214 1 23745 1 00627 | 24372 V79837311 7,983.7311 02055 ! " 7,988,868
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 8 ' ' ' ' 3
Total 3.6978 | 121065 | 28.3496 | 0.1144 | 9.8688 | 0.0803 | 9.9491 | 26381 | 0.0743 | 2.7124 11,655.13 | 11,655.13 | 0.4151 11,665.50
25 25 99
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
OffRoad = 10327 + 101917 + 145842 + 00228 r " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 r 04694 " 2.207.584 1 2.207.584 + 0.7140 ' 2.225.433
- . . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . 6
T TPaving T 00000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 | 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100400 1 04677 1 150006 ! 01677 1 1.2800e- 1 01689 1 00445 1 11700e I 00456 " 149.5081 + 149.5081 1 3.8500¢- ! " 149.6043
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0400 | 0.4677 | 1.5000e- | 0.1677 | 1.2800e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1700e- | 0.0456 149.5081 | 149.5081 | 3.8500e- 149.6043
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 10327 ' 101917 1 14.5842 ' 00228 " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 + 04694 & 00000 +2,207.584 ' 2207584+ 07140 ' 2.225.433
. . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . .6
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 | 0.0000 | 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 ] 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100400 + 04677 1 150006 ! 01677 1 1.2800e- 1 01689 1 00445 1 11700e I 00456 " 149.5081 + 149.5081 1 3.8500¢- ! " 149.6043
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0400 | 0.4677 | 1.5000e- | 0.1677 | 1.2800e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1700e- | 0.0456 149.5081 | 149.5081 | 3.8500e- 149.6043
003 003 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 r 04310 " 2.207.547 1 2.207.547 * 0.7140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . o2 2 . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : " 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 00000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 04310 | 04310 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100364 1 04354 1 145006 ! 01677 1 1.2600e- ' 01689 1 00445 1 11600e | 00456 V1448706 + 144.6706 1 3.5300e- ! ¥ 144.9587
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0601 | 0.0364 | 04354 | 1.4500e- | 0.1677 | 1.2600e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1600e- | 0.0456 144.8706 | 144.8706 | 3.5300e- 144.9587
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 + 04310 & 00000 2,207.547 f 2207547 + 07140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . V2 2 . . . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 0.4310 | 0.4310 | 0.0000 | 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100364 1 04354 1 145006 ! 01677 1 1.2600e- ' 01689 1 00445 1 11600e ! 00456 V1448706 + 144.6706 1 3.5300e- ! ¥ 144.9587
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0601 | 0.0364 | 04354 | 1.4500e- | 0.1677 | 1.2600e- | 0.1689 | 0.0445 | 1.1600e- | 0.0456 144.8706 | 144.8706 | 3.5300e- 144.9587
003 003 003 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! T 00609 1 00609 1 "2814481 + 281.4481 1 00159 1 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
103886 1 46439 1| 00155 ! 17884 1 0.0134 1 18018 1 04743 1 00123 | 04866 V1,545,286 + 1,545.286 1 00376 ! " 1546.226
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 0 ' 0 ' ' ' 2
0.3886 | 4.6439 | 00155 | 1.7884 | 00134 | 1.8018 | 04743 | 00123 | 0.4866 1,545.286 | 1,545.286 | 0.0376 1,546.226
0 0 2
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! 00609 1 00609 1 0.0000 | 2814481 1 2814481 1 00159 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 | 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 0.0000 & 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 ! +0.0000

. R : . . . . . N SO : . . . ]

00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 100000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 1 0.0000

: o i : : : : : N SR : : : : o]

Worker = 06406 ! 03886 ! 46439 ! 00155 ! 17884 ! 00134 ' 18018 ! 04743 1 00123 ' 04866 11,545.286 1 1,545.286 1 0.0376 ! 11,546.226
- . . i . . . . . . . Vo0 . V2

Total 0.6406 | 0.3886 | 4.6439 | 0.0155 | 1.7884 [ 0.0134 [ 1.8018 | 0.4743 | 0.0123 | 0.4866 1,545.286 | 1,545.286 [ 0.0376 1,546.226
0 0 2

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Mitigated = 95233 1 459914 1 110.0422 + 0.4681 1 459592 1 0.3373 ' 46.2965 ' 12.2950 ' 0.3132 ' 12.6083 147,917.80 1 47,917.80 1 2.1953 1 47,972.68
- . : : . : : : . : 05 . 05 . : V39
" Unmitigated = 9.5233 1 459914 + 110.0422 1 04681 ' 459592 1 03373 ' 46.2965 r 122950 + 0.3132 + 12.6083 =  147917.80147917.60+ 21953 t " Tarerzes)
- . . . . . . . . . . .05 1 05 . .39
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise M 145.75 154.25 154.00 H 506,227 M 506,227
e el s
Apartments Mid Rise M 4,026.75 1 3,773.25
General Office Buildin: M 288.45 62.55
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) M 2,368.80 2,873.52
R RN R R R R AR EEEEEE R R mmmmmmm e

Hotel M 192.00

Quality Restaurant

Regional Shopping Center

187.50

1,112,221 1,112,221

20,552,452 I 20,552,452

Total I 8,050.95 8,164.43 8,057.31

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W [ H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW |H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C [ H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise 1470 ! 590 ! 870 : 4020 ' 1920 ' 4060 - 86 I 3
Apartments Va0 T 590 870  : 4020 1 1920 4060 = 86 = 11 3
""" General Office Building “Ti660  + 840 1 690 = 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 T T I A PR
" High Tumover (Sit Down & 1660 1 840 1 690 1 850 1 7250 1 1900 - 37 FE T R S
T ot T T 60 T 840 (690 % 1940 1 eie0 1 1900 & ss T I /R
ty Restaurant v 1660 1 840 1 690 3 1200 1 6900 1 1900 + 38 AT - Y B
Regional Shopping Center & 1660 1 840 1 690 =+ 1630 : 6470 1900 + 54 s 1
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | om LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS MCY | SBUS MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971; 0.116369] 0.014033 0.006332] 0.021166! 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817 0.005285{ 0.000712j 0.000821
777 Apartments Mid Rise 3+ 0.044216] 0.209971} 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332} 0.021166! 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817] 0.005285} 0.000712] 0.000821]
""" General Office Building 0.0442161 02099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821]
" High Tumover (Sit Down 0.044216: 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332! 0.021166! 0.033577: 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285! 0.000712: 0.000821]
Restaurant) ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel 0.044216] 0.209971] 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332} 0.0211661 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant 0.0442161 02099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center  + 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0116369 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166% 0.033577' 0.002613: 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx CcOo S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas ' ! 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! 1 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 ! 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
Mitigated : 1 1 1 : 1 H 1 2 1 1 7
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
---------------- e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e m——— e memaa
NaturalGas ' v 05292 + 05292 v 05292 + 05292 = 1+ 8,355.983 + 8,355.983 + 0.1602 ' 0.1532 ' 8,405.638
Unmitigated . . . . . . . o2 . . 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1119.16 & 00121 1 01031 1 0.0439 1 6.6000e- + " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.34006- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- + 2.4100e- 1 132.4486
Rise . Y . . V004 v 003 . 003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
Apartments Mid + 357843 b 03859 1+ 3.2078 1+ 14033 1+ 00211 1 T 02666 + 02666 | 02666 1 02666 & 4209916 1 4.209.916 1 0.0807 1 00772
Rise ' Y H H H H H ' H H H Vo4 4 H
“General Office 1 . 0.0138 1 01258 + 0057 1 7.5000e- 1 1 9.5600e- + 9.5600e- ¢ | 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- § 150,991 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- 1 151.8884
Building Y . . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ V02455 1 22314 1+ 18743 1 00134 1 T 0.1696 + 0.1696 01696 1 01696 & 1 2,677.634 1 2,677.6341 00513 1 0.0491
Down Restaurant) ; " | | | H | | | H | H 2 H 2 H H
[ 1 ' ' ' ' " " ' ' ' " . . .
Hotel v 400514 1 04676 1+ 03928 1 2.8100e- ! 10,0355 + 00355 \ 00355 1 0.0355 \561.1436 1 5611436 + 0.0108 1 00103
: : : o0 ' ' ' ' ' '
" Qalty 45 T 0377
Restaurant | Y | | | | | 1 | | | | | |
___________ U : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
Regional  »+ 251616 & 2.7100e- + 0.0247 + 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 1 1.87008- + 1.8700e- 1 | 1.8700e- 1 187006 1 206019 1 29.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- 1 29.7778
Shopping Center & 003 | V004 \ 003 , 003 V003 , 003 ' H \ 004 004
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 05202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.083 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7
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Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low ! 1.11916 & 00121 ' 0.1031 1 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- ! " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- 1 2.4100e- ¢ 132.4486
Rise i H . . V004 H Vo003 \ 003 003 H . \ 003 , 003
----------- I 4 4 4 4 SR SO S NS ! T I B
Apartments Mid 1+ 35.7843 b 0.3859 1 3.2078 1 14033 1 00211 1 | 02666 1 | 02666 1 0.2666 142009161 0.0807 1 0.0772
Rise H Y | | | | | 1 | | | Vo4 i
___________ R : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
General Office ' 128342 & 00138 1 01258 1+ 01057 + 7.5000e- ¢ \ 9.5600€- + 9.5600e- ! \ 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 150.9911 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- ¢ 151.8884
Building . Y H . V004 , 003 . 003 \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ 22.7509 b 02455 1 2.2314 1 1.8743 1 0.0134 701696 + 01696 01696 1 01696 § V2,677,634 1 2,677.634 + 00513 1 00491 1
Down Restaurant) ; X | | | | | | | | | ' 2 H 2 H H H
T Hotel 7476972 b 0.0514 1 04676 + 03928 1 2.8100e- 1 10,0355 + 00355 00355 1 0035 4 \561.1436 1 561.1436 + 0.0108 1 0.0103 1
. Y H H V003 | . H H H . H H H H
"TTQuality v 5.05775 B 0.0545 1 04959 1 0.4165 1 2.9800e- + 00377 + 00377 00377 1+ 00377 & 1595.0298 1 595.0298 1 0.0114 1 0.0109 1 598.5658 |
Restaurant | X H H , 003 | | | | H ' H H H H
" " Regional 10251616 & 2.7100e- 1 00247 1 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 T 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- 1 | 18700e- 1 18700e- & 1 206019 1 20.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- + 29.7778
Shopping Center & a 003 | V004 \ 003 ;003 , 003 , 003 | | , 004 , 004 .
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 0.5202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category | Ib/day Ib/day
Miligated =+ 305020 | 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 00944 ! T 15974 1 15074 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 | 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
o ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' . 0 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " i i i i i i i i i N S S B S S S
Unmitigated = 305020 + 15.0496 :+ 88.4430 + 0.0944 15974 15074 1 15074 + 15974 = 0.0000 1814859 + 1814859+ 04874 + 0.3300 +18,259.11
o . . . . . . . . . H V5 . . . V92
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =+ 2.2670 ' ' ' " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' " 0.0000 ' " 0.0000
Coating o . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"“Consumer = 241085 1 V V V 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 \ 00000 1 00000 % : 10,0000 1 V © 70,0000 |
Products . . . i i i i i i . i i i :
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ¢ 6.0000 & 0.0900 ! 11400 1 1.1400 1 © 11400 1 11400 % 0.0000 -+ 18,000.00 + 18,000.00 + 03450 + 03300 18,106.96
o . . . . . . . . . , 00 . 00 . V50
“landscaping = 24766 1 0.0496 1 824430 | 4.3600- ! T 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 " 1485050 1 148.5950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542
- ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
H
Total | 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 15974 | 1.5974 15974 | 1.5974 | 0.0000 | 18,148.50 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
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6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =1 2.2670 1 1 1 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 +0.0000 + 0.0000 +0.0000 + 1 +0.0000
Coating . . . . . . . . . . . . .
----------- - - - - - - - - - : - _- _- EEETETEE
Consumer = 24.1085 ! ! ! ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
Products - ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] '
i i i i i i i i i i | | \
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ' 6.0000 ' 0.0900 ! 111400 '+ 1.1400 ¢ 111400+ 1.1400 18,000.00  18,000.00 + 0.3450 ' 0.3300 !
- . . . . . . . . H 00 ; 00 . .
" Landscaping = 24766 + 00496 + 824430 + 4.36000- ¢ \ 04574 1 04574 1 | 04574 1 04574 1485950 + 1485950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542 |
- . . V003 . . . . . . . . .
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 1.5974 | 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 [ 18,259.11
50 50 92
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Hours/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

Boilers

I Equipment Type I Number I Heat Input/Day I Heat Input/Year I Boiler Rating I Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 M 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
.............................. L R L e e e Lt LR T T T
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 36.00 H 1000sqft ! 0.83 ' 36,000.00 0
------------------------------ R L e e R E T TP
Hotel 50.00 M Room ! 1.67 72,600.00 0
............................. B R N e a bt e
Quality Restaurant 8.00 : 1000sqft 0.18 8,000.00 0
------------------------------ R R L i e R EE T TP
Apartments Low Rise 25.00 M Dwelling Unit ! 1.56 ! 25,000.00 72
.............................. L L R et T e e EE R T T T
Apartments Mid Rise 975.00 : Dwelling Unit ! 25.66 ' 975,000.00 2789
""" Regional Shopping Center = 8600 = 1000sqft . 1.29 : 56,000.00 ST
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.

Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.
Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Trips and VMT - Local hire provision

Table Name I Column Name I Default Value New Value

tbIFireplaces : FireplaceWoodMass : 1,019.20 0.00
""""" WiFrepiaces TR Fireplacewoodiass 3 1,019.20 Y Y R
""""" WiFrepiaces TR imberwood T 125 [ Y R
""""" BiFirepiaces TR imberwood T 48.75 [ Y R
""""" itipsAnaviT TR okertriplength T 14.70 Y
""""" biTrpsanavMT TR WerkerTripLength 14.70 Y
""""" bitrpsanavnT TR okertiplength T 1470 T 000 T
""""" bitrpsanavhT TR okerTiplength T 1470 T 000 T
""""" itipeAnaviT TR orkertriplength T 14.70 Y
""""" biTrpsanavMT TR WorkerTiplength 14.70 Y
T  tolvehicleTrips Forererene sTTR T 716 T A
T  YowvehicleTrips HE sTTR T 6.39 ¥ Y2
T  YovehicleTrips HAR sTTR T 246 1T 139 T
T  ovehicleTrips ERE sTTR T 1837 7982 T
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tblVehicleTrips

tblWoodstoves

WoodstoveWoodMass

5.86

1.05

131.84

5.95

72.16

25.24

6.59

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

h eaqeccduonduacquondiacduuadeanduradiandeoaduonduandesnquondunaduondioadusadenndecaduanduacduondine

999.60 '

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | tons/yr MT/yr
2021 w 01704 ' 18234 '+ 11577 + 2.3800e- + 04141 + 00817 + 04958 + 01788 + 00754 + 02542 & 0.0000 ¢ 210.7654 + 210.7654 + 0.0600 + 0.0000 + 212.2661
o . . V003 i . . . . . . . . .
T TT20227 77w 05865 1 4.0240 1 51546 1 00155 | 09509 1 0.1175 1 1.0683 1 02518 | 01103 1 03621 § 00000 14186551 14166551 01215 | 00000 11421.692
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' 4 ' ' ' 5
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
2023 « 05190 ' 3.2850 ' 47678 1 00147 + 08497 + 00971 + 09468 ¢ 02283 ' 0.0912 1+ 03195 & 00000 : 13424411 1342441+ 01115 + 00000 r1,345.229
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 i 2 . i 1
TT o024 T TR T44592 1 04313 1 02557 1 500008 + 0.0221 + 6.39006- + 0.0285 + 5.8700e- + 597006 1 0.0118 & 00000 + 44.6355 1 44.6355 1 7.8300e- + 0.0000 + 44.8311 |
o . . \ 004 v 003 , 003 , 003 . . V003 .
Maximum H 4.1592 | 4.0240 | 5.1546 | 0.0155 | 0.9509 | 0.4175 | 1.0683 | 02518 | 0.1103 | 0.3621 | 0.0000 | 1,418.655] 1,418.655] 0.1215 | 0.0000 | 1,421.692
4 4 5
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2.1 Overall Construction
Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2021 » 01704 1 18234 1 11577 1 23800e- 1 04141 1 00817 ! 04958 ' 01788 ! 00754 ' 02542 0.0000 :210.7651 1 210.7651 + 0.0600 ! 0.0000 ' 212.2658
- ' ' 003 ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
___________ - | : | : h | : | I SO | : |
2022 = 05865 1 4.0240 1 51546 + 0.0155 + 09509 * 0.1175 : 1.0683 1 02518 + 0.1103 + 0.3621 0.0000 +1,418.6551 1,418.6551 0.1215 + 0.0000 + 1,421.692
| . | . | | . | . 0 0 | . 1
1732850 1 47678 1 00147 1 08497 1 00971 ! 09468 + 02283 1 00912 i 03195 § 00000 113424401 13424401 01115 1 0.0000 1345228
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' 9 ' ' ' 7
h " h " " h " h R S i h " h R
101313 1 0.2557 1 5.0000e- 1 0.0221 1 6.3900e- ' 0.0285 ' 5.8700e- 1| 5.9700e- 1 0.0118 0.0000 1 44.6354 1 44.6354 1 7.8300e- ' 0.0000 ' 44.8311
H H 1004 1003 V003 | 003 . H V003 .
Maximum 4.1592 4.0240 5.1546 0.0155 0.9509 0.1175 1.0683 0.2518 0.1103 0.3621 0.0000 | 1,418.655 | 1,418.655 [ 0.1215 0.0000 | 1,421.692
] 0 1
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
1 9-1-2021 11-30-2021 1.4091 1.4091
2 12-1-2021 2-28-2022 1.3329 1.3329
3 3-1-2022 5-31-2022 1.1499 1.1499
4 6-1-2022 8-31-2022 1.1457 1.1457
5 9-1-2022 11-30-2022 1.1415 1.1415
6 12-1-2022 2-28-2023 1.0278 1.0278
7 3-1-2023 5-31-2023 0.9868 0.9868
8 6-1-2023 8-31-2023 0.9831 0.9831
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9 9-1-2023 11-30-2023 0.9798 0.9798
10 12-1-2023 2-29-2024 2.8757 2.8757
1" 3-1-2024 5-31-2024 1.6188 1.6188

Highest 2.8757 2.8757

2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOX CO SO2 | Fugttive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2]| Total CO2| CH4 N20 COze
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
51437 + 02950 + 10.3804 ' 1.6700e- ! " 0.0714 ' 0.0714 ¢ " 00714 ' 00714 & 00000 ' 220.9670 ' 220.9670 1 00201 ' 3.7400e- + 222.5835
. . V003 i . . . . . . i V003
01398 1 12312 1 07770 1 7.6200e- » ©0.0966 1+ 0.0966 ©0.0966 + 00966 & 0.0000 +3,896.073+ 3.896.073 + 0.1303 + 0.0468 +3,913.283 |
. . \ 003 . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 3
15857 1 7.9962 + 19.1834 1 00821 | 7.7979 1 00580 + 7.8559 1 20895 | 00539 | 21434 § 00000 :7,620.49817,620.4981 03407 | 00000 t7.629.016
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' 6 ' ' ' 2
: : : : : : : : R : : : : L]
: : : : ©0.0000 + 0.0000 1 " 0.0000 + 00000 §207.8079 : 0.0000 : 2078079 : 12.2811 + 0.0000 1 514.8354
: : : : T 70,0000 1 0.0000 1 T 00000 1 00000 § 291632 } 556.6420 1 585.8052 | 30183 | 00755 1 683.7567
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
6.8692 | 9.5223 | 30.3407 | 0.0914 | 7.7979 | 0.2260 | 8.0240 | 20895 | 0.2219 | 2.3114 | 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 | 0.1260 | 12,963.47
07 19 51
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2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area = 51437 + 0.2950 + 10.3804 1 1.6700e- ! v 0.0714 1+ 0.0714 + 0.0714 + 0.0714 0.0000 1 220.9670 ' 220.9670 * 0.0201 + 3.7400e- ' 222.5835
i i V003 i i i i : . : i Vo003
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
! 12312 1 07770 ! 7.6200e- | ! 00966 ! 0.0966 ! ! 0.0966 T 0.0966 4 0.0000 E 3,896.073 13,896.073 1 0.1303 ! 0.0468 !3,913.283
' ' 003 ' ' ' ' 1 ' 1 2 ' ' ' 3
] ] [ 1 ] ] ] Ve LI [ S 1 ] ] Vo]
Mobile = 15857 1+ 7.9962 1 19.1834 1 0.0821 ! 7.7979 + 0.0580 r 7.8559 1 2.0895 1 0.0539 ! 2.1434 0.0000 7,620.498 ! 7,620.498 1 0.3407 ' 0.0000 7,629.016
- i i i i i i . ] 6 i 2
___________ n : : : : : : : : Y S : : :
Waste - ! ! ! ! 1 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 1+ 0.0000 : 0.0000 207.8079 + 0.0000 ! 207.8079 : 12.2811 + 0.0000 : 514.8354
\ \ v : \ \ \ v R S S \ \ I
Water B ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 29.1632 1 556.6420 ! 585.8052 ! 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567
- ' ' ' 1 ' ' ' ' 1 ' 1 ' ' '
Total 6.8692 9.5223 30.3407 0.0914 7.7979 0.2260 8.0240 2.0895 0.2219 23114 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 0.1260 12,963.47
07 19 51
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase
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Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 »Demolition *Demolition 19/1/2021 11012/2021 | 5! 30!
2 T ?s'ife'ﬁr'eb'aFa'tibh """"""" g_sne Preparation i10/13/2021 ;11/9/2021 I 5; 20; """""""""""""
3'"""gér'abi'n'g'""""'""'""g_e_rééir_@""""""_""!??/_1672_0_2_1_ __12771_172_0_2_2"_"; 5; 45; """""""""""""
R ';édil'di'n'g'éér]s'tr'ul:iiér] o ?éﬁﬁ&iﬁé Construction 11122022 ;?5/'1'2/_25'2'3"" ; 5; 500; """""""""""""
5 T ;P-a-v-ir;g- """""""""" :I_:’aving i 12/13/2023 I 1/30/2024 I 5; 35 I """""""""""""
6 ?A'r'cﬁi'téc'n]rél' Coating ;Architectural Coating 1/31/2024 ;3/1 9/2024 I 5 35 """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment

Page 147 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2

Page 9 of 44

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Phase Name

I Offroad Equipment Type

Amount

Usage Hours I Horse Power I

Load Factor

Demolition

e

Demolition

Demolition

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

g

Grading

Grading

e 5

Grading

oo O O

Grading

Grading

ooy S

Building Construction

Buﬂdlng Construcnon

..................,___________________________|__________________

Bulldlng Construction

Bu-lldln-g Constructlon

Buﬂdlng Construct|on

e 5

Paving

oo O O

Paving

Paving

Architectural Coating

Concrete/Industrial Saws
*Excavators
*Rubber Tired Dozers

*Rubber Tired Dozers

[ —— B

-Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
*Excavators

*Graders

*Rubber Tired Dozers
=Scrapers
:‘_I';a-czt;r;/-Loaders/Backhoes
'Cranes

. Forkhfts

*Generator Sets

B----- B T

'Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
-Welders

*Pavers

+Paving Equipment

Rollers

g O O

1

3

2

3

4

2

1

1

2

2

1

3

1

3

1

2

2

2

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

8.00!

U NP

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

U NP U R

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

U NP

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

7.00!

T

8.00!

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

8.00!

U NP U

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!
'

81!
158;
247;
247;

971

158!
187;
247;
367;

ot
231;

89!

T

46!

130!

132!

=Air Compressors

T

6.00:

0.73

0.38

0.40

0.40

0.37

0.38

0.41

0.40

0.48

0.37

0.29

0.20

0.42

0.36

0.38

Trips and VMT
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition 61 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 10.001 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix HHDT
.............. JEp——l } R i LT P I
Site Preparation 7i 104005 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
.................... JEp——l } R b LT P I I
Grading si : 10.001 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
R et R R bt et T ; I ey Jmmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmme e el
Building Construction 9 801.00! 143.00} 0.00: 10.00 6.90! 20.00:LD7Mix :HDTﬁMix {HHDT
Paving i 6 1500, 000l 0.00! 10.00; 6901 200010 Mix IHDT Mix  IHADT
________________ 1 L L I 1 1 1 e e mmmm- -
Architectural Coating 1 160.00! 0.00! 0.00: 10.00! 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ! ' ! ' 0.0496 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0496 ! 7.5100e- ' 0.0000 ! 7.5100e- 4 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000
- ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, + 003 ' ' ' ' '
" OffRoad | m 00475 1 04716 ! 03235 1 580006 1 100233 1 00233 1 " 00216 1 00216 1 0.0000 i 51.0012 | 51.0012 1 0.0144 1 00000 ! 513601
- ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.0475 0.4716 0.3235 | 5.8000e- | 0.0496 0.0233 0.0729 | 7.5100e- | 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 | 51.0012 | 51.0012 | 0.0144 0.0000 | 51.3601
004 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.9300e- ' 0.0634 ' 0.0148 ' 1.8000e- ' 3.9400e- * 1.9000e- ' 4.1300e- * 1.0800e- ' 1.8000e- 1 1.2600e- & 0.0000 @ 17.4566 ' 17.4566 ' 1.2100e- + 0.0000 ' 17.4869
h . , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 ., 003 . . \ 003 h
Vendor T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H .
_________ h " h " h " h " 1 " h "
Worker ! 5.3000e- ! 6.0900e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.6800e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.6900e- ! 4.5000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 4.6000e- 4 0.0000 @ 1.5281 @ 1.5281 I 50000e- @ 0.0000 ! 15293
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 004 . H V005 H
Total 2.6500e- | 0.0639 | 0.0209 | 2.0000e- | 5.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 5.8200e- | 1.5300e- | 1.9000e- | 1.7200e- | 0.0000 | 18.9847 | 18.9847 | 1.2600e- | 0.0000 | 19.0161
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 1 1 1 1 00496 + 00000 * 0.0496 ' 7.5100e- ' 0.0000 + 7.5100e- & 0.0000 + 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ¢ 0.000 *+ 0.0000
h . h . h . \ 003 \ 003 . . h . .
Off-Road 00475 1 04716 + 03235 | 58000e- ! T 00233 1 00233 1 " 00216 1 00216 1 0.0000 i 51.0011 1 51.0011 1 0.0144 1 00000 ! 513600 |
i : 1004 i : i : i : : i : .
Total 0.0475 | 04716 | 0.3235 | 5.8000e- | 0.0496 | 0.0233 | 0.0729 | 7.5100e- | 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 | 51.0011 | 51.0011 | 0.0144 | 0.0000 | 51.3600
004 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.9300e- ' 0.0634 ' 0.0148 ' 1.8000e- ' 3.9400e- * 1.9000e- ' 4.1300e- * 1.0800e- ' 1.8000e- 1 1.2600e- & 0.0000 @ 17.4566 ' 17.4566 ' 1.2100e- + 0.0000 ' 17.4869
h . , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 ., 003 . . \ 003 h
Vendor T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | : .
_________ h " h " h " h " 1 " h "
Worker ! 5.3000e- ! 6.0900e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.6800e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.6900e- ! 4.5000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 4.6000e- 4 0.0000 @ 1.5281 @ 1.5281 I 50000e- @ 0.0000 ! 15293
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 2.6500e- [ 0.0639 | 0.0209 | 2.0000e- | 5.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 5.8200e- | 1.5300e- | 1.9000e- | 1.7200e- | 0.0000 | 18.9847 | 18.9847 | 1.2600e- | 0.0000 | 19.0161
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : ¢ 01807 : 00000 : 01807 @ 00993 : 0.0000 @ 0.0993 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00389 | 04050 + 02115 | 3.8000e- ! T 00204 1 00204 1 00188 1 00188 1 0.0000 : 334357 1 334357 1 0.0108 1 00000 ! 337061
' ' 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.0389 | 0.4050 | 0.2115 | 3.8000e- | 0.1807 | 0.0204 | o0.2011 0.0993 | 0.0188 0.1181 0.0000 | 33.4357 | 33.4357 | 0.0108 | 0.0000 | 33.7061
004
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
1 4.3000e- 1+ 4.8700e- 1 1.0000e- | 1.3400e- | 1.0000e- 1 1.3500- + 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.7000e- & 00000 1 1.2225 + 12225 | 4.0000e- ' 0.0000 i 1.2234
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 ; 004 . H 1005 H
Total 5.8000e- | 4.3000e- | 4.8700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3400e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3500e- | 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.7000e- | 0.0000 | 1.2225 | 1.2225 | 4.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.2234
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 01807 & 0.0000 1 0.1807 : 00993 & 00000 '@ 0.0993 % 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00389 | 04050 + 02115 | 3.8000e- ! T 00204 1 00204 1 00188 1 00188 1 0.0000 : 334357 1 334357 1 0.0108 1 00000 ! 337060 |
i : 1004 i : i : i : : i : .
Total 0.0389 | 04050 | 02115 | 3.8000e- | 0.1807 | 0.0204 | 02011 | 0.0993 | 00188 | 0.1181 | 0.0000 | 33.4357 | 33.4357 | 0.0108 | 0.0000 | 33.7060
004
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 1 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 & 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
1 4.3000e- 1+ 4.8700e- 1 1.0000e- | 1.3400e- | 1.0000e- 1 1.3500- + 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.7000e- & 00000 1 1.2225 + 12225 | 4.0000e- ' 0.0000 i 1.2234
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 ; 004 . H 1005 H
Total 5.8000e- | 4.3000e- | 4.8700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3400e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3500e- | 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.7000e- | 0.0000 | 1.2225 | 1.2225 | 4.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.2234
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 04741 & 00000 1 0.1741 : 00693 & 00000 '@ 0.0693 # 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00796 1 08816 + 0.5867 | 1.1800e- ! T 00377 1 00377 1 " 00347 1 00347 1 0.0000 : 1035405 | 103.5405 1 0.0335 1 00000 ! 104.3776
' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.0796 | 0.8816 | 0.5867 | 1.1800e- | 0.1741 | 0.0377 | 0.2118 | 0.0693 | 0.0347 | 0.1040 | 0.0000 | 103.5405 | 103.5405 | 0.0335 | 0.0000 | 104.3776
003
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
19,0000 1 0.0103 1 3.0000e- | 2.8300e- | 2.0000e- 1 2.8600- + 7.5000e- | 2.0000e- | 7.8000e- & 00000 1 2.5808 + 25808 ! 8.0000e- ' 0.0000 i 2.5628
1 o004 } 005 , 003 ; 005 ; 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . H 1005 H
Total 1.2200e- | 9.0000e- | 0.0103 | 3.0000e- | 2.8300e- | 2.0000e- | 2.8600e- | 7.5000e- | 2.0000e- | 7.8000e- | 0.0000 | 2.5808 | 2.5808 | 8.0000e- | 0.0000 | 2.5828
003 004 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 04741 & 00000 1 0.1741 : 00693 & 00000 '@ 0.0693 # 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 0.0796 1 08816 + 05867 1 1.1800e- + 100377 1 0.0377 1 ' 00347 1 00347 1 00000 + 1035403 1 1035403 1 00335 1 0.0000  104.3775 |
' H V003 | ' H ' H ' H H ' H :
Total 0.0796 | 0.8816 | 0.5867 | 1.1800e- | 0.1741 | 0.0377 | 0.2118 | 0.0693 | 0.0347 | 0.1040 | 0.0000 | 103.5403 | 103.5403 | 0.0335 | 0.0000 | 104.3775
003
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ¢ 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
i : i : i : i : i . : i : .
: " : " : " : " R S : " : " v
! 9.0000e- ! 0.0103 ! 3.0000e- * 2.8300e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.8600e- ! 7.5000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 7.8000e- 4 00000 * 25808 ' 25808 ! 8.0000e- ! 0.0000 ! 2.5828
1 o004 } 005 , 003 ; 005 ; 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . H 1005 H
Total 1.2200e- | 9.0000e- | 0.0103 | 3.0000e- | 2.8300e- | 2.0000e- | 2.8600e- | 7.5000e- | 2.0000e- | 7.8000e- | 0.0000 | 25808 | 2.5808 | 8.0000e- | 0.0000 | 2.5828
003 004 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : ‘ : ¢ 00807 ' 00000 : 00807 : 00180 ' 00000 ' 0.0180 0.0000 ¢ 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Off-Road 00127 1 04360 + 0.1017 1 2.2000e- + | 5.7200e- 1 5.7200e- 1 " 5.2600e- | 5.2600e- § 00000 1 19.0871 ' 19.0871 1 6.1700e- 1 00000 ! 19.2414 |
H H 1004 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1003 H
Total 0.0127 | 0.1360 | 0.1017 | 2.2000e- | 0.0807 | 5.7200e- | 0.0865 | 0.0180 | 5.2600e- | 0.0233 0.0000 | 19.0871 | 19.0871 | 6.1700e- [ 0.0000 | 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
I 1.5000e- 1 1.7400e- 1 1.0000e- | 5.2000e- | 0.0000 ! 5.3000- + 1.4000e- ! 00000 ! 14000e- & 00000 i 0.4587 + 04587 | 1.0000e- ' 0.0000 i 0.4590
} 004 , 003 ; 005 ; 004 V004 | 004 1 004 . H 1005 H
Total 2.1000e- | 1.5000e- | 1.7400e- | 1.0000e- | 5.2000e- | 0.0000 | 5.3000e- | 1.4000e- | 0.0000 | 1.4000e- | 0.0000 | 0.4587 | 0.4587 | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 | 0.4590
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust : : : " 00807 ' 0.0000 : 00807 : 00180 & 00000 '@ 0.0180 % 00000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 00127 1 04360 + 0.1017 1 2.2000e- + | 5.7200e- 1 5.7200e- 1 | 5.2600e- 1 52600e- 4 0.0000 + 19.0871 1 19.0871 1 6.1700e- 1 00000 ¢ 19.2414 |
H H 1004 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1003 H
Total 0.0127 | 0.1360 | 0.1017 | 2.2000e- | 0.0807 | 5.7200e- | 0.0865 | 0.0180 | 5.2600e- | 0.0233 | 0.0000 | 19.0871 | 19.0871 | 6.1700e- | 0.0000 | 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling = 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
: : : : : : : : R S . : : : Lo

0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
: : ) : : : : : R S . : : : Lo

Worker = 2.1000e- : 1.5000e- : 1.7400e- 1 1.0000e- ' 5.2000e- : 0.0000 : 5.3000e- : 1.4000e- : 0.0000 : 1.4000e- 0.0000 * 0.4587 : 0.4587 : 1.0000e- : 0.0000 ! 0.4590

L 004 , 004 ; 003 , 005 , 004 y 004 o004 1 004 H H v 005 ,
Total 2.1000e- | 1.5000e- | 1.7400e- | 1.0000e- | 5.2000e- 0.0000 5.3000e- | 1.4000e- 0.0000 1.4000e- 0.0000 0.4587 0.4587 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.4590
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road - 0.2158 ! 1.9754 ! 2.0700 ! 3.4100e- ! ! 0.1023 ! 0.1023 ! ! 0.0963 ! 0.0963 0.0000 ! 293.1324 ! 293.1324 ! 0.0702 ! 0.0000 ! 294.8881
- ' ' ' 003 ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1324 | 293.1324 0.0702 0.0000 294.8881
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0527 1+ 1.6961 1 0.4580 ' 4.5500e- * 0.1140  3.1800e- ' 0.1171 1 0.0329 1 3.0400e- ' 0.0359 0.0000 + 441.9835 + 441.9835 + 0.0264 ' 0.0000 ' 442.6435
' ' C 003 ! C 003 ! ' C 003 ! ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' Y D ' ' ' ' ]
Worker = 03051 ' 0.2164 1 25233 1 7.3500e- ' 0.7557 ' 6.2300e- ! 0.7619 1 0.2007 1 5.7400e- ' 0.2065 0.0000 ' 663.9936 ' 663.9936 ' 0.0187 ' 0.0000 ' 664.4604
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
- ' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3578 1.9125 2.9812 0.0119 0.8696 | 9.4100e- | 0.8790 0.2336 | 8.7800e- 0.2424 0.0000 | 1,105.977 | 1,105.977 | 0.0451 0.0000 | 1,107.103
003 003 1 1 9
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 02158 ' 1.9754 1 20700 : 3.4100e- ! 101023 + 0.1023 ! 0.0963 : 0.0963 0.0000 : 293.1321 + 293.1321 1 0.0702 : 0.0000 ! 294.8877
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1321 | 293.1321 0.0702 0.0000 294.8877
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0527 1+ 1.6961 1 0.4580 ' 4.5500e- * 0.1140  3.1800e- ' 0.1171 1 0.0329 1 3.0400e- ' 0.0359 0.0000 + 441.9835 + 441.9835 + 0.0264 ' 0.0000 ' 442.6435
' ' C 003 ! C 003 ! ' C 003 ! ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' Y D ' ' ' ' ]
Worker = 03051 ' 0.2164 1 25233 1 7.3500e- ' 0.7557 ' 6.2300e- ! 0.7619 1 0.2007 1 5.7400e- ' 0.2065 0.0000 ' 663.9936 ' 663.9936 ' 0.0187 ' 0.0000 ' 664.4604
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
- ' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3578 1.9125 2.9812 0.0119 0.8696 | 9.4100e- | 0.8790 0.2336 | 8.7800e- 0.2424 0.0000 | 1,105.977 | 1,105.977 | 0.0451 0.0000 |1,107.103
003 003 1 1 9
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 01942 + 17765 ! 20061 : 3.3300e- ! 100864 : 0.0864 ! 1 0.0813 : 00813 0.0000 : 286.2789 ' 286.2789 : 0.0681 : 0.0000 ! 287.9814
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 286.2789 | 286.2789 0.0681 0.0000 287.9814
003

Page 159 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 21 of 44 Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.0382 ' 1.2511 1 0.4011 + 4.3000e- * 0.1113 1 1.4600e- ' 0.1127 1 0.0321 1 1.4000e- * 0.0335 0.0000 + 417.9930 ' 417.9930 + 0.0228 '+ 0.0000 ' 418.5624
' ' C 003 ! v 003 ! ' v 003 ! ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' Y D ' ' ' ' ]
Worker = 02795 ' 01910 ' 22635 ' 6.9100e- ' 0.7377 ' 59100e- ' 0.7436 ! 0.1960 1 54500e- ' 0.2014 0.0000 1 624.5363 ' 624.5363 ' 0.0164 ' 0.0000 ' 624.9466
- ' ' ' 003 ! 003 ! ' V003 ! ' ' ' ' '
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3177 1.4420 2.6646 0.0112 0.8490 | 7.3700e- | 0.8564 0.2281 6.8500e- 0.2349 0.0000 | 1,042.529 | 1,042.529 | 0.0392 0.0000 | 1,043.509
003 003 4 4 0
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 01942 + 17765 ! 20061 : 3.3300e- ! 100864 : 0.0864 ! 1 0.0813 : 00813 0.0000 : 286.2785 ' 286.2785 ! 0.0681 ! 0.0000 ! 287.9811
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 286.2785 | 286.2785 0.0681 0.0000 287.9811
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 0.0000 + 00000 + 0.0000 :@ 00000 & 00000 : 0.0000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 00000 & 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 & 00000 + 0.0000 : 0.000
| 12511 1 04011 1 4.3000e- 1 01113 1 14600e- 1 01127 1 00321 1 14000e- 1 00335 & 0.0000 + 417.9930 1 417.9930 1 00228 1 0.0000 + 418.5624 |
' ' 43000 | | 14600e- | ' b 14000e- | ' ' ' ' '
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L ' L R S : L ' L L
1 0.1910 1+ 2.2635 1 6.91000- + 0.7377 1 5.91006- 1 0.7436 1 0.1960 1+ 545000 1 02014 3 0.0000 + 624.5363 1 624.5363 1 0.0164 1 0.0000 1 624.9466
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' ' ' '

1.4420 2.6646 0.0112 0.8490 7.3700e- 0.8564 0.2281 6.8500e- 0.2349 0.0000 | 1,042.529 | 1,042.529 | 0.0392 0.0000 | 1,043.509
003 003 4 4 0

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

OffRoad = 6.7100e- ' 0.0663 '+ 0.0948 ' 1.5000e- » " 3.3200e- 1 3.3200e- ! " 3.05006- ' 3.0500e- + 0.0000 ' 13.0175 + 13.0175 + 4.2100e- ¢ 00000 ! 13.1227
003 . . \ o004 \ 003 003 . V003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 6.7100c- | 0.0663 | 0.0948 | 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- | 3.0500e- | 0.0000 | 13.0175 | 13.0175 | 4.2100e- | 0.0000 | 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003

Page 161 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 23 of 44 Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 1.9000e- ! 2.2300e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.3000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.3000e- ! 1.9000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.0000e- 4 0.0000 ! 06156 @ 0.6156 ! 2.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 0.6160
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 ; 004 . H 1005 H
Total 2.8000e- | 1.9000e- | 2.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | 0.6156 | 0.6156 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | 0.6160
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7100e- * 0.0663 ' 0.0948 + 1.5000e- * ' 3.3200e- + 3.3200e- * ' 3.0500e- + 3.0500e- & 0.0000 + 13.0175 + 13.0175 ' 4.2100e- + 0.0000 *+ 13.1227
003 . . \ o004 \ 003 003 . V003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | | H | H H | H h
Total 6.7100e- | 0.0663 | 0.0948 | 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- | 3.0500e- | 0.0000 | 13.0175 | 13.0175 | 4.2100e- | 0.0000 | 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 1.9000e- ! 2.2300e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.3000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.3000e- ! 1.9000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 2.0000e- 4 0.0000 ! 06156 @ 0.6156 ! 2.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 0.6160
} 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H V005 H
Total 2.8000e- | 1.9000e- | 2.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | 0.6156 | 0.6156 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 | 0.6160
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0109 + 0.1048 1 0.1609 *+ 2.5000e- ! + 5.1500e- + 5.1500e- *+ ' 47400e- + 4.7400e- & 0.0000 *+ 22.0292 + 22,0292 ' 7.1200e- + 0.0000 *+ 22.2073
h . \ o004 \ 003 003 . \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | | H | H H | H h
Total 0.0109 | 0.1048 | 0.1609 | 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- | 4.7400e- | 0.0000 | 22.0292 | 22.0292 | 7.1200e- | 0.0000 | 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 2.9000e- ! 3.5100e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.2300e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.2400e- ! 3.3000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 3.4000e- 4 0.0000 ! 1.0094 @ 1.0094 ! 3.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 1.0100
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 . 004 . H 1005 H
Total 4.4000e- | 2.9000e- | 3.5100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2400e- | 3.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.4000e- | 0.0000 | 1.0094 | 1.0094 [ 3.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.0100
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0109 + 0.1048 1 0.1609 *+ 2.5000e- ! + 5.1500e- + 5.1500e- *+ ' 47400e- + 4.7400e- & 0.0000 *+ 22.0292 + 22,0292 ' 7.1200e- + 0.0000 *+ 22.2073
h . \ o004 \ 003 003 . \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 h
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! " 00000 1 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | | H | H H | H h
Total 0.0109 | 0.1048 | 0.1609 | 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- | 4.7400e- | 0.0000 | 22.0292 | 22.0292 | 7.1200e- | 0.0000 | 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
| H | H | H | H | H H | H h
h " h " h " h " Y S H " h " o]
! 2.9000e- ! 3.5100e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.2300e- ! 1.0000e- ! 1.2400e- ! 3.3000e- ! 1.0000e- ! 3.4000e- 4 0.0000 ! 1.0094 @ 1.0094 ! 3.0000e- @ 0.0000 ! 1.0100
, 004 , 003 ; 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 ; 004 . H 1005 H
Total 4.4000e- | 2.9000e- | 3.5100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2400e- | 3.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.4000e- | 0.0000 | 1.0094 | 1.0094 [ 3.0000e- | 0.0000 | 1.0100
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 4.1372 : : : © 00000 @ 0.0000 : © 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.000
Off-Road 3.1600e- 1 0.0213 1 0.0317 1 5.0000e- 1 | 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- 1 " 1.0700e- 1 10700e- § 00000 | 4.4682 ' 4.4682 1 2.5000e- 1 00000 ! 4.4745 |
003 H 1005 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1004 H
Total 41404 | 0.0213 | 0.0317 | 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- | 0.0000 | 4.4682 | 4.4682 | 2.5000e- | 0.0000 | 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauing = 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 00000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
T 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 ¢ 00000 i 0.0000 @ 00000 + 00000 i 00000 ! 00000 & 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
1 4.9300e- 1 0.0596 1 1.0000e- | 00200 ! 16000 ' 0.0211 + 55500e- ! 1.5000e- ! 5.7000e- & 0.0000 1 17.1267 1 17.1267 1 4.3000e- 1 0.0000 1 17.1394
V003 1 o004 1 o004 } 003 , 004 ; 003 . H 1004 H
Total 7.4800e- | 4.9300e- | 0.0596 | 1.9000e- | 0.0209 | 1.6000e- | 0.0211 | 55500e- | 1.5000e- | 5.7000e- | 0.0000 | 17.1287 | 17.1287 | 4.3000e- | 0.0000 | 17.1394
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 4.1372 ! : : : © 00000 : 0.0000 © 00000 @ 0.0000 & 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
Off-Road 3.1600e- 1 0.0213 1 0.0317 1 5.0000e- 1 | 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- 1 " 1.0700e- 1 10700e- § 00000 | 4.4682 ' 4.4682 1 2.5000e- 1 00000 ! 4.4745 |
003 H 1005 1003 , 003 V003 | 003 . H 1004 H
Total 4.1404 | 00213 | 0.0317 | 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- | 0.0000 | 4.4682 | 4.4682 | 2.5000e- | 0.0000 | 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Haulng = 00000 : 00000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 * 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 00000 i 0.0000 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 * 0.0000 @ 0.0000
___________ H . _E_______I . . . . . . . . . ]
Vendor = 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ H i i i i i i i R S i i i L]
Worker = 7.4800e- | 4.9300e- ! 0.0596 ! 1.9000e- ! 0.0209 ' 16000e- ! 00211 ! 55500e- ! 15000e- ! 5.7000e- 4 0.0000 ! 17.1287 1 17.1287 ! 4.3000e- ! 0.0000 ! 17.1394
o003 . 003 1004 V004 \ 003 . 004 , 003 . . V004 .

Total 7.4800e- | 4.9300e- | 0.0596 | 1.9000e- | 0.0209 | 1.6000e- [ 0.0211 [ 5.5500e- | 1.5000e- | 5.7000e- | 0.0000 [ 17.1287 | 17.1287 [ 4.3000e- | 0.0000 [ 17.1394
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MTlyr

Mitigated = 15857 + 79962 1+ 19.1834 + 0.0821 + 7.7979 1+ 0.0580 * 7.8559 ' 20895 : 0.0539 21434 0.0000 7,620.498 + 7,620.498 * 0.3407 * 0.0000 :7,629.016
- . . . . . . . . : N : N
" Unmitigated = 15857 1+ 7.0962 ' 191834 1 00821 1 7.7979 + 00580 + 7.8559 ' 2.0895 ' 0.0530 ' 21434 = 0.0000 :7,620.498 :7,620.498 1 03407 1 0.0000 :7,629.016
- . . . . . . . . . . .6 1 6 . . 2
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise M 145.75 154.25 154.00 H 506,227 M 506,227
EEsEsEEE RN EEEEsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEfom—m——mmm— oo 2
Apartments Mid Rise M 4,026.75 1 3,773.25
General Office Buildin: M 288.45 62.55
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) M 2,368.80 2,873.52
R I N T T T T T T T T S gh i,
Hotel . 192.00 ! 187.50
Quality Restaurant i
Regional Shopping Center M ! . . 1,112,221 . 1,112,221
Total | sos095 | 816443 8,057.31 | 20,552,452 | 20,552,452

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW |H-W or C-W| H-S or c-c| H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments LowRise 7 1470 ! 590 ! 870 : 4020 ! 19.20 4060  : 86 : 1 . 3

Tt ppartments Mid Rise ¢ 1470 1 590 1 870+ 4020 1 1920 | 4060 & 86 TR 3 T
""" General Office Buildin “Ti660  + 840 1 690 = 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 T T - R
" " High Turnover (Sit Down “Ti660 1 840 1 690 % 850 1 7250 1 1900  + a7 ' - B
T ot T T 60 T 840 (690 % 1940 1 eie0 1 1900 & ss " - R

ity Restaurant v 1660 1 840 1 690 3 1200 1 6900 1 1900 + 38 AT R VR
"“Regional Shopping Center & 1660 & 840 & 690  + 1630 1 6470 1+ 1900 & 54 T - P

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use I LDA I LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
Apartments Low Rise : 0.543088: 0.044216¢ 0.209971; 0.116369¢ 0.014033{ 0.006332} 0.021166{ 0.033577{ 0.002613}{ 0.001817{ 0.005285{ 0.000712; 0.000821

3+ 0.044216] 0.209971] 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332] 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613| 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821

0.0442161 0.2099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821

0.044216! 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166! 0.033577: 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285: 0.000712: 0.000821

High Turnover (Sit Down
Restaurant)

0.044216} 0.209971{ 0.116369{ 0.014033} 0.006332j 0.021166} 0.033577{ 0.002613} 0.001817} 0.005285{ 0.000712i 0.000821

0.0442161 0.2099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821

Regional Shopping Center ‘:-0.543088: 0.044216: 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166' 0.033577' 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712: 0.000821

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Page 169 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 31 of 44 Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Electricity = ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 10,0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 2512646 125126461 01037 1 00215 12,521.635
Mitigated = | . | | | | | | . 5 h 5 h h h 6
___________ - | \ h h h h h Y S h h h
Electricity ~ = 1 , 1 ' 0.0000 + 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 '+ 0.0000 0.0000 2,512,646 1 2,512.646 + 0.1037 + 0.0215 ' 2,521.635

Unmitigated  m H . H H H H H H : 5 : 5 : : . 6
__________ h . h h h h h | h h h
NaturalGas 12312 1 0.7770 1 7.6200e- ! | 00966 ! 0.0966 ! | 00966 ! 00966 0.0000 11383426 11,383.426 1 0.0265 ! 0.0254 !1,391.647
Mitigated H V003 H H H H H . 7 | 7 | | h 8
_________________ [ | 1 1 L S BN SRR DU 1 1 L T
NaturalGas 12312 + 07770 + 7.6200e- + 0.0966 + 0.0966 + 0.0966 + 0.0966 = 0.0000 -+ 1,383.426 +1,383.426 + 0.0265 + 0.0254 +1,391.647
Unmitigated . , 003 . . . . . H A . .8
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low + 408494 & 2.2000e- + 00188 1 8.0100e- 1 1.2000e- + " 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- ¢ " 1.5200e- 1 15200e- § 0.0000 + 21.7988 + 21.7988 ! 4.2000e- ' 4.0000e- + 21.9284
Rise ' ., 003 | , 003 . 004 v 003 . 003 , 003 , 003 ' . \ 004 . 004
Apartments Mid_+ 1.30613¢ & 0.0704 1+ 0.6018 + 02561 1 3.8400e- 1 T 0.0487 + 00487 1 ' 0.0487 1 00487 4 0.0000 + 696.9989 + 696.9989 1 00134 1 0.0128
Rise 14007 H . V003 H . H H . . . . .
“General Office + 468450 & 2.5300e- 1 0.0230 1 0.0193 1 1.4000e- + T 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- + ' 1.7500e- 1 1.7500e- & 0.0000 + 24.9983 1 24.9983 1+ 4.8000e- + 4.60006- + 25.1468
Building 003 . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . \ 004 . 004
High Turnover (Sit 1 8.30736 & 0.0448 1 0.4072 1 0.3421 1 2.4400- 1 100310 + 00310 1 0.0310 1 00310 & 0.0000 1 443.3124 1 443.3124 1 8.5000e- + 8.1300e- + 445.9468 |
Down Restaurant);  +006 & | | V003 | | | | | H H \ 003 . 003
T Hotel 9.3900e- + 00853 1 00717 1 51000e- + | 6.4900e- + 6.4900e- 1 | 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- § 0.0000 + 92.9036 + 92.9036 1 1.7800e- 1 1.7000e- + 93.4557
003 ! ' ! ooa ! 003 003 003 003 : ' 003 003
" Qalty 05 60 - T ”0.0000
Restaurant | +006 & | | | | | | | | | | |
___________ [ : : : : : : : : : : : : :
Regional  + 91840 & 5.0000e- + 4.5000e- + 3.7800e- 1 3.0000e- 1 | 3.4000- + 3.4000e- 1 | 3.4000e- 1 340006 § 0.0000 + 4.9009 + 4.9009 1 9.0000e- 1 9.0000e- 1 4.9301
Shopping Center | , 004 , 003 ; 003 ., 005 V004 . 004 , 004 ;004 | H \ 005 , 005
Total 01398 | 12312 | 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 | 0.0966 0.0966 | 0.0966 | 0.0000 | 1,383.426 ] 1,383.426| 0.0265 | 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low + 408494 & 2.2000e- + 00188 1 8.0100e- 1 1.2000e- » " 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- ¢ " 1.5200e- 1 15200e- § 0.0000 + 21.7988 + 21.7988 ! 4.2000e- ' 4.0000e- + 21.9284
Rise ' ., 003 | v 003 . 004 v 003 . 003 \ 003 003 ' . \ 004 1 004
Apartments Mid + 1.30613¢ b 0.0704 1+ 06018 + 02561 1 3.8400e- + T 0.0487 + 00487 1 I 0.0487 1 00487 & 0.0000 + 696.9989 1 696.9989 1 00134 1 00128
Rise 14007 w H . V003 H . H . . . . . .
“General Office + 468450 ¥ 2.5300e- + 0.0230 + 00193 1 1.4000e- 1 T 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- ¢ | 1.7500e- 1 1.7500e- § 0.0000 + 24.9983 + 24.9983 1 4.8000e- 1 4.6000e- + 25.1468
Building 003 . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . \ 004 1 004
High Turnover (Sit 1 8.30736e & 0.0448 1 0.4072 1 0.3421 1 2.4400e- 1 T 00310 + 00310 100310 1 00310 & 00000 1 4433124 1 4433124 1 8.50006- 1 8.13006- + 445.9468 |
Down Restaurant);  +006 & | | V003 | | | | | H H \ 003 . 003
T Hotel 9.3900e- 1 00853 1 00717 1 51000e- + | 6.4900e- + 6.4900e- 1 | 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- § 0.0000 + 92.9036 + 92.9036 1 1.7800e- 1 1.7000e- + 93.4557
003 ! ' ! ooa ! 003 003 003 003 : ' o003 003
" Qalty 05 60 - T ”0.0000
Restaurant | +006 & | | | | | | | | | | |
___________ [ : : : : : : : : : : : : :
Regional  + 91840 & 5.0000e- + 4.5000e- + 3.7800e- 1 3.0000e- 1 | 3.4000e- + 3.4000e- ¢ | 3.4000e- 1 34000e- § 0.0000 + 4.9009 + 4.9009 1 9.0000e- 1 9.0000e- 1 4.9301
Shopping Center , 004 , 003 ; 003 ., 005 V004 . 004 , 004 ;004 | H \ 005 , 005
Total 01398 | 1.2312 | 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 | 0.0966 0.0966 | 0.0966 | 0.0000 | 1,383.426 ] 1,383.426| 0.0265 | 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Unmitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low + 106010 §+ 33.7770 1+ 1.3900e- ! 2.9000e- ' 33.8978
Rise i \ 003 | o004 |
Apartments Mid 1 3.94697¢ . I 00107 1
Rise \ +006 & ' | '
___________ [ 1 o ____1 o]
General Office + 584550 4 186.2502 ' 7.6900e- ! 1.5900e- + 186.9165
Building | . , 003 003 .
. ' ' '
High Turnover (Si .58904e # 506.3022 *+ 0.0209 ! 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant),  +006 4, . v 003
' . ' ' '
Hotel + 550308 4 175.3399 1 7.2400e- ! 1.5000e- ' 175.9672
. . 1003 ;003
___________ I 1 ' ' o]
Quality 1 353120 4 112.5116 ! 4.6500e- ! 9.6000e- ' 112.9141
Restaurant | . , 003 , 004
----------- .
Regional 1 756000 240.8778 ! 9.9400e- : 2.0600e- ! 241.7395
Shopping Center ; n , 003 , 003

Total

2,512.646
5

0.1037 0.0215 | 2,521.635
6
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5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use KWhiyr I MT/yr
Apartments Low * i 33.7770 1 1.3900e- ! 2.9000e- ! 33.8978
Rise | ' \ 004
Apartments Mid + 3.94697¢ 112575671 00519 + 0.0107 1262086
Rise | 9 ' \ ' 9
General Office + 186.2502 1 7.6900e- + 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building | , 003 003
High Turnover (Si 506.3022 + 0.0209 1 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant) H V003 .
Hotel i 1753399 1 7.2400e- + 1.5000e- ! 175.9672
. \ 003 , 003
Quality 11255116 | 4.6500e- | 9.6000e- | 112.9141
Restaurant 1003 | 004
1 1 1
Regional 724018778 1 9.9400e- 1 2.0600e- | 241.7395
Shopping Center , . , 003 ., 003 ,
Total 2,512,646 | 0.1037 | 0.0215 |2,521.635
5 6

6.0 Area Detail

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category | tons/yr MT/yr
Miligated =+ 5.1437 | 0.2950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! 00714 1 00714 1| T 00714 1 00714 { 00000 :220.9670 | 2209670 | 00201 } 3.7400e- ! 222.6835
o ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' . ' ' v 003
" : : : : : : : : : : : : : :
----------- - - —- - - - - - - ey gy ARy RSy SR
Unmitigated = 51437 + 0.2950 + 10.3804 :+ 1.6700e- + 00714 1+ 00714 - 00714 + 00714 = 00000 + 2209670 + 220.9670 + 0.0201 + 3.7400e- + 222.5835
. . . , 003 . . . . . H . . . V003 )
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural =+ 04137 ' ' ' " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 00000 % 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 @ 00000 * 00000 * 0.0000
Coating o . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
““Consumer = 4.3998 1 V V V \ 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 T 00000 1 00000 § 0.0000 i 00000 ! 00000 i 0.0000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 |
Products i i i i i i i i i . i i i :
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Hearth = 00206 ' 01763 ¢ 00750 ' 1.1200e- ! ' 00143 1 00143 ' 00143 '+ 00143 % 0.0000 + 204.1166 * 204.1166 + 3.9100e- + 3.7400e- + 205.3295
. H H \ 003 H H H H H . H , 003 , 003
“Landscaping = 03096 + 0.1187 1 10.3054 | 5.4000e- ! T 00572 1 00572 1 " 00572 1 00572 § 00000 : 168504 1 16.8504 | 00161 I 00000 i 17.2540 |
- ' ' 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
H
Total H 51437 | 0.2950 | 10.3804 | 1.6600e- 0.0714 | 0.0714 0.0714 | 0.0714 | 0.0000 | 220.9670 | 220.9670 | 0.0201 | 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural =1 04137 1 ' ' ' © 00000 ' 00000 ¢ © 00000 ' 0.0000 00000 + 00000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
Coating ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
1 | | 1 | 1 | 1 Y SO . | 1 | Lo
Consumer 1 , : 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 & 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Products H . . H . H . H . 1 . H . h
_________ 1 . o . 1 . 1 . o L
Hearth I 0.1763 1+ 0.0750 ' 1.1200e- ! ' 1 0.0143 1 1 0.0143 1 0.0143 0.0000 1 204.1166 ' 204.1166 ' 3.9100e- ' 3.7400 05.3295
i H H i H i H i H H H i H h
1 ' v 003 ' I ' I ' ' ' ¢ 003, 003
_________ ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ' e ] ] ] I
Landscaping = 0.3096 ' 0.1187 ' 10.3054 ' 5.4000e- ' v+ 0.0572 + 0.0572 1+ 0.0572 + 0.0572 0.0000 + 16.8504 * 16.8504 ' 0.0161 ' 0.0000 ' 17.2540
M H . Vo004 . H . H . . . H . H
Total 5.1437 0.2950 10.3804 | 1.6600e- 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0000 220.9670 | 220.9670 0.0201 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Total CO2

CH4

N20 CO2e

Category I

MT/yr

Mitigated 5858052 ' 3.0183 !

-
........... mm—————
-

'
! 3.0183 !

Unmitigated 585.8052

0.0755 1 683.7567
' '

'
e ———— rmmmmm-

0.0755 + 683.7567
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Unmitigated

Page 39 of 44

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Indoor/Out
door Use

Total CO2

CH4

N20 CO2e

Land Use Mgal I

M

Tlyr

Apartments Low ' 1.62885 /
Rise \ 1.02688

'
........... Fem—————
'
'

1 10.9095 ! 0.0535 1 1.3400e- : 12.6471

Apartments Mid 1 63.5252 / ! 2.0867 !
Rise 1 40.0485 1 1
----------- T T S
General Office  +7.99802/ & 53.0719 ! 0.2627 ! !
Building V 4.90201 & \ h .
. I . .
High Turnover (Si v 51.2702 ! 0.3580 '
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 | V003
. . I . .
Hotel 7126834/ b 6.1633 ! 00416 1 1.0300e- ! 7.5079
1 0.140927 4, H , 003
. . I . .
Quality 1242827/ W 11.3934 ! 00796 ' 1.9600e- ' 13.9663
Restaurant  ; 0.154996 & H , 003
| I : :
Regional  +4.14806/ I+ 275250 | 01363 | 3.4200e- 1 319490
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 ;: H \ 003
b
585.8052 | 3.0183 0.0755 | 683.7567

Total |
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated

Indoor/Outf| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Low 11.62885/ & 10.9095 1 0.0535 ! 1.3400e- ! 12.6471
Rise 1 1.02688 H 1003
, \ , H \
Apartments Mid + 635252/ &+ 4254719 +  2.0867 1 0.0523 1 493.2363
Rise \ 40.0485 4 . h '
[0 " '
General Office +7.99802/ & 53.0719 + 0.2627 1
Building | 4.90201 i . .
High Turmover (it 109272/ 1 51.2702 1 0.3580 1
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 i H H
\ , |
Hotel 26834/ b 6.1633 1 0.0416
1 0.140927 4 ' '
“TQuality 12428277 B 113934 1 0.0796 1 1.9600e- | 13.9663
Restaurant | 0.154996 & H | 003
\ , |
egional 14806/ & 27.5250 1 0.1363 ! 3.4200e-
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 4 | \ 003
Total 585.8052 | 3.0183 | 0.0755 | 683.7567

8.0 Waste Detail

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Category/Year

I MT/yr

Mitigated = 207.8079 1 122811 i 0.0000 @ 514.8354

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

- ' '
........... g, S
- ' '

Unmitigated 207.8079 + 12.2811 : 0.0000 : 514.8354
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

8.2 Waste by Land Use
Unmitigated

Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons I MT/yr
Apartments Low 5k ' 0.1380 ' 00000 @ 57834

Rise
Apartments Mid
Rise
“General Office
Building

H-ig-h-T-u-rr;o:/ér-(-Sl
Down Restaurant) ;

Quality

" Regional
Shopping Center

207.8079 | 12.2811 0.0000

Total |

514.8354

Page 181 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2

8.2 Waste by Land Use

Page 43 of 44

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Low + 115 + 23344 1+ 0.1380 * 0.0000 ' 5.7834
Rise | . H H H
Apariments Mid 1 4485 ® 91.0415 1 53804 1 00000 ! 2255513
Rise H Y H H .
___________ I ' ' K
General Office '+ 4185 & 84952 1 0.5021 ' 0.0000 ! 21.0464
Building , i i 1
___________ R | | I
High Turnover (Sit* 428.4 & 86.9613 ' 5.1393 + 0.0000 ' 215.4430
Down Restaurant); . H . .
T Hotel Y2738 b 55579 1 03285 1 00000 1 13.7694 |
___________ L.k | |
Quality v 7.3 b 14818 + 00876 + 00000 + 3.6712
Restaurant . | H H
" Regional  + 588 b 11.9359 + 07054 1+ 00000 1+ 29.5706 |
Shopping Center | . | H H
Total 207.8079 | 12.2811 0.0000 514.8354
9.0 Operational Offroad
I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Hours/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Boilers

I Equipment Type I Number I Heat Input/Day I Heat Input/Year I Boiler Rating I Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation

Page 183 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 M 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
.............................. L R L e e e Lt LR T T T
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 36.00 H 1000sqft ! 0.83 ' 36,000.00 0
------------------------------ R L e e R E T TP
Hotel 50.00 M Room ! 1.67 72,600.00 0
............................. B R N e a bt e
Quality Restaurant 8.00 : 1000sqft 0.18 8,000.00 0
------------------------------ R R L i e R EE T TP
Apartments Low Rise 25.00 M Dwelling Unit ! 1.56 ! 25,000.00 72
.............................. L L R et T e e EE R T T T
Apartments Mid Rise 975.00 : Dwelling Unit ! 25.66 ' 975,000.00 2789
""" Regional Shopping Center = 8600 = 1000sqft . 1.29 : 56,000.00 ST
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.

Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.
Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Trips and VMT - Local hire provision

Table Name I Column Name I Default Value New Value

tbIFireplaces : FireplaceWoodMass : 1,019.20 0.00
""""" WiFrepiaces TR Fireplacewoodiass 3 1,019.20 Y Y R
""""" WiFrepiaces TR imberwood T 125 [ Y R
""""" BiFirepiaces TR imberwood T 48.75 [ Y R
""""" itipsAnaviT TR okertriplength T 14.70 Y
""""" biTrpsanavMT TR WerkerTripLength 14.70 Y
""""" bitrpsanavnT TR okertiplength T 1470 T 000 T
""""" bitrpsanavhT TR okerTiplength T 1470 T 000 T
""""" itipeAnaviT TR orkertriplength T 14.70 Y
""""" biTrpsanavMT TR WorkerTiplength 14.70 Y
T  tolvehicleTrips Forererene sTTR T 716 T A
T  YowvehicleTrips HE sTTR T 6.39 ¥ Y2
T  YovehicleTrips HAR sTTR T 246 1T 139 T
T  ovehicleTrips ERE sTTR T 1837 7982 T
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Page 3 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

tblVehicleTrips

tblWoodstoves

WoodstoveWoodMass

5.86

1.05

131.84

5.95

72.16

25.24

6.59

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

h eaqeccduonduacquondiacduuadeanduradiandeoaduonduandesnquondunaduondioadusadenndecaduanduacduondine

999.60 '

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day

2021 o 42561 1 464415 + 31.4494 + 00636 ' 18.2032 + 2.0456 + 20.2488 ' 9.9670 + 1.8820 + 11.8490 § 0.0000 ! 6163416 6163416+ 19475 + 00000 ' 6212103

o . . . . . . . . . . 6 6 . . i 9
7772022777 45441 1 388811 1 408776 | 01240 | 8.8255 1 16361 | 104616 | 36360 | 15052 | 51421 1 00000 12493441 12,493.441 19485 | 00000 t12518.57)

- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 03 ' 03 ' ' ' 07
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
2023 w 41534 1 257658 1 38.7457 1 01206 + 7.0088 + 07592 ¢ 7.7679 ¢ 1.8799 ' 07136 1 25935 & 00000 : 12150481 12,150.48 + 09589 + 0.0000 12,174.46

. H H H H H H H H H V9% . 9 H V15
TT o024 T TR 237.0219 1 95478 1 14.9642 1 00239 + 12171 + 04694 + 12875 + 03229 1 04319 1 04621 & 00000 +2313.180 ¢ 2,313.180 + 0.7166 + 0.0000 +2,331.095 |

o . . . . . . . . . . 8 8 . . 6
Maximum | 237.0219 | 46.4415 | 40.8776 | 0.1240 | 18.2032 | 2.0456 | 20.2488 | 9.9670 | 1.8820 | 11.8490 | 0.0000 | 12,493.44 | 12,493.44] 1.0485 | 0.0000 | 12,518.57

03 03 07
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day
2021 s 42561 | 464415 | 314494 1 0.0636 ! 18.2032 | 20456 | 202488 { 9.9670 i 18820 | 11.8490 § 00000 '6163.4161 61634161 1.9475 | 00000 !6212103
. 9
___________ . : : : : : : : : i L : : : v
2022 w 45441 1 388811 1 40.8776 1 01240 + 88255 + 16361 + 104616 ¢ 3.6369 ' 1.5052 1+ 51421 & 00000 :12493.44 11249344+ 19485 + 00000 +12,518.57
. H H H H H H H H H 03, 03 H Vo7
TT 2023 T TR 4534 1 257658 1 38.7457 1 01206 + 7.0088 + 0.7592 + 7.7679 + 1.8799 1 07136 1 25935 & 0.0000 +12,15048 1 1215048 + 0.9589 1+ 0.0000 +12,174.46
o . . . . . . . . . V9% . 9% . 15
TTTT20247 7T TWT237.0219 1 95478 1 149642 1 00239 1| 12171 1 04694 1 12875 1 03229 | 04319 1 04621 1 00000 :2313.1801 23131801 07166 | 00000 t2,331.095
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5
H
Maximum |237.oz19 46.4415 | 40.8776 | 0.1240 | 18.2032 | 2.0456 | 20.2488 | 9.9670 | 1.8820 | 11.8490 | 0.0000 | 12,493.44 | 12,493.44| 1.9485 | 0.0000 | 12,518.57
03 03 07
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 | Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOX CO SO2 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2]| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0944 1| T 15974 1 15974 1 T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14859 | 04874 1 03300 1 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 4.2573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 183559083 1+ 8.355.983 + 01602 1 01532 1 8405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" Mobile m 98489 1 454304 1 114.8495 1 04917 | 459592 1 03360 | 46.2951 1 122950 | 03119 1 126070 § 150,306,601 50,306.60 1 2.1807 | " 50,361.12)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 34 ' 34 ' ' ' 08
..
Total | 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 | 45.0592 | 2.4626 | 48.4217 | 12.2950 | 24385 | 14.7336 | 0.0000 |76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 | 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86

Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0044 | T 15974 1 15974 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 42573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 1'8355.983 1 8,355.983 + 01602 + 0.1532 r8,405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" Mobile m 98489 1 45.4304 1 114.8495 1 04917 | 459592 1 03360 | 46.2951 1 122950 | 03119 1 126070 § 150,306,601 50,306.60 1 2.1807 | " 50,361.12)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 34 ' 34 ' ' ' 08
..
Total | 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 | 45.9592 | 2.4626 | 48.4217 | 12.2950 | 24385 | 14.7336 | 0.0000 | 76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 | 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition ~Demolition 19/1/2021 110/12/2021 51 30"
PR *Site Preparation  :Site Preparation 510/13/2021 ;11/9/2021 5; 2o; """""""""""""
3"""'gér'ahfr{g"'""""'"""'gb'ré&iﬁé"""""""'"!?THBEOET oz
4 *Building Construction §éﬁﬁd'ir'1§ Construction ':'7/_1_272_0_2_2" V21212023
5"""'gﬁév'iﬁg""""""'"""'?Pé?/i'né"'"""""'""!75/_1_372_0_2_3"" 173012024
6 *Achitectural Coating T HArchiestural Goatng V73172024 ;3/19/2024

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) -

Page 8 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Phase Name

I Offroad Equipment Type

Amount

Usage Hours I Horse Power I

Load Factor

Demolition

e

Demolition

Demolition

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

g

Grading

Grading

e 5

Grading

oo O O

Grading

Grading

ooy S

Building Construction

Buﬂdlng Construcnon

..................,___________________________|__________________

Bulldlng Construction

Bu-lldln-g Constructlon

Buﬂdlng Construct|on

e 5

Paving

oo O O

Paving

Paving

Architectural Coating

Concrete/Industrial Saws
*Excavators
*Rubber Tired Dozers

*Rubber Tired Dozers

[ —— B

-Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
*Excavators

*Graders

*Rubber Tired Dozers
=Scrapers
:‘_I';a-czt;r;/-Loaders/Backhoes
'Cranes

. Forkhfts

*Generator Sets

B----- B T

'Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
-Welders

*Pavers

+Paving Equipment

Rollers

g O O

1

3

2

3

4

2

1

1

2

2

1

3

1

3

1

2

2

2

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

8.00!

U NP

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

U NP U R

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

U NP

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

7.00!

T

8.00!

8.00!

mmmmmeecmeeear——————————————————— e e m e e e ..

8.00!

U NP U

8.00!

U Ny

8.00!
'

81!
158;
247;
247;

971

158!
187;
247;
367;

ot
231;

89!

T

46!

130!

132!

=Air Compressors

T

6.00:

0.73

0.38

0.40

0.40

0.37

0.38

0.41

0.40

0.48

0.37

0.29

0.20

0.42

0.36

0.38

Trips and VMT
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition 61 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 10.001 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix HHDT
.............. JEp——l } R i LT P I
Site Preparation 7i 104005 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
.................... JEp——l } R b LT P I I
Grading si : 10.001 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
R et R R bt et T ; I ey Jmmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmme e el
Building Construction 9 801.00! 143.00} 0.00: 10.00 6.90! 20.00:LD7Mix :HDTﬁMix {HHDT
Paving i 6 1500, 000l 0.00! 10.00; 6901 200010 Mix IHDT Mix  IHADT
________________ 1 L L I 1 1 1 e e mmmm- -
Architectural Coating 1 160.00! 0.00! 0.00: 10.00! 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust = ! ' ! ' 33074 : 00000 * 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ' 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ' ' 0.0000 ' 1 0.0000
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
T OffRoad | m 31651 1 314407 1 215650 1 0.0388 1 T 15513 1 15513 1 Va7 taant 10T V37479441 3747.9441 10549 1 13774317
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' ' ' ' 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 40952 + 09602 ' 00119 :+ 02669 & 00126 & 02795 + 0.0732 + 0.0120 + 0.0852 " 1,202.241 1+ 1,202.241 1 0.0877 " 1,204,433
. . . . . . . . . 3 .3 . . . 7
Vendor 0.0000 1 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 & 00000 i 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ L : L : L : L ' L : L
Worker 0.0313 1 04282 + 1.1800e- 1 0.1141 | 9.5000e- + 0.1151 1 00303 ! 8.8000e- 1 0.0311 V117.2799 1 117.2799 1 3.5200e- ! ¥ 117.3678
' ' 003 ! ' 004 ! ' YRl ' ' I '
Total 4.1265 | 1.3884 | 0.0131 | 03810 | 00135 | 03946 | 0.1034 | 00129 | 0.1163 1,409.521 | 1,409.521| 0.0912 1,411.801
2 2 5
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 31651 1 31.4407 + 215650 | 00388 1 15513 1 15513 1 U 14411 7 14411 1 0.0000 13747.944 13,747,944 10549 1 13774317
i : i : i : i : i o9 9 : .4
Total 34651 | 314407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 | 3.3074 | 1.5513 | 4.8588 | 0.5008 | 1.4411 | 1.9419 | 0.0000 | 3.747.944 | 3.747.944] 1.0549 3.774.317
9 9 4
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 01273 1 40952 + 09602 ' 00119 + 02669 '+ 00126 + 02795 ' 00732 + 00120 ' 00852 " 1,202.241 1+ 1,202.241 1 0.0877 " 1,204,433
. . . . . . . . . V3 03 . 4
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ : L : L : L : L ' L : L
100313 1 04282 1 118006 ! 01141 1 95000e- + 01151 I 00303 : 8.8000e I 00311 V117.2799 1 117.2799 1 3.5200e- ! ¥ 117.3678
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
4.1265 | 1.3884 | 0.0131 | 03810 | 00135 | 03946 | 0.1034 | 00129 | 0.1163 1,409.521 | 1,409.521| 0.0912 1,411.801
2 2 5
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 T 18809 1 18809 1 Y3,685.656 + 3,685.656 1 11920 1 13,715.457
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' 9 ' ' ' 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 21.1543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 20445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3.715.457
9 9 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100375 1 05139 1 141006 ! 01369 1 1.400e- 1 01381 1 00363 1 1.0500e ! 00374 "140.7350 1 140.7359 1 4.2200¢- ! ¥ 1408414
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0375 | 05139 | 1.4100e- | 0.1369 | 1.1400e- | 0.1381 | 0.0363 | 1.0500e- | 0.0374 140.7359 | 140.7359 | 4.2200e- 140.8414
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 " 18809 1 1.8809 1 0.0000 3685656 ! 3685656 1.1920 ! 13,715.457
i : i : i : i : i 9 9 : 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 211543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 2.0445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 | 0.0000 | 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 13 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100375 1 05139 1 141006 ! 01369 1 1.400e- 1 01381 1 00363 1 1.0500e ! 00374 "140.7350 1 140.7359 1 4.2200¢- ! ¥ 1408414
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0375 | 05139 | 1.4100e- | 0.1369 | 1.1400e- | 0.1381 | 0.0363 | 1.0500e- | 0.0374 140.7359 | 140.7359 | 4.2200e- 140.8414
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! T 18265 1 18265 1 76,007,043+ 6,007.0431 19428 1 16,055,613
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' 4 ' ' ' 4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.9853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100417 1 05710 1 157006 1 01521 1 12700e- 1 01534 1 00404 1 11700e I 00415 V56,3732 + 156.3732 1 4.6900- ! ¥ 156.4904
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0417 | 05710 | 1.5700e- | 0.1521 | 1.2700e- | 0.1534 | 0.0404 | 1.1700e- | 0.0415 156.3732 | 156.3732 | 4.6900e- 156.4904
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! " 18265 1 18265 1 0.0000 |6007.043 16,007.0431 19428 16,055,613
i : i : i : i : i I : .4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 54230 | 0.0000 | 6,007.043 ] 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100417 1 05710 1 157006 1 01521 1 12700e- 1 01534 1 00404 1 11700e I 00415 V56,3732 + 156.3732 1 4.6900- ! ¥ 156.4904
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0417 | 05710 | 1.5700e- | 0.1521 | 1.2700e- | 0.1534 | 0.0404 | 1.1700e- | 0.0415 156.3732 | 156.3732 | 4.6900e- 156.4904
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 Cisoan 1 1s0at 1 760114101 6,0114101 19442 1 16,060,015 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5 ' 5 ' ' ' 8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 16349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 | 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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3.4 Grading - 2022

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 16 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100376 1 05263 1 151006 ! 01521 1 12300e- 1 01534 1 00404 1 11300e | 00415 V1508754 + 150.6754 1 4.2400- ! ' 1509813
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0376 | 05263 | 1.5100e- | 0.1521 | 1.2300e- | 0.1534 | 0.0404 | 1.1300e- | 0.0415 150.8754 | 150.8754 | 4.2400e- 150.9813
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 15041 1 15041 1 0.0000 16011410 160114107 19442 1 16,060,015 |
i : i : i : i : i V5 1 5 : .8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 1.6349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 | 0.0000 ] 6,011.410]6,011.410] 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo

0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 0.0607 ! 0.0376 ! 0.5263 ! 1.5100e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.2300e- ! 0.1534 ! 0.0404 ! 1.1300e- ! 0.0415 ! 150.8754 ! 150.8754 ! 4.2400e- ! ! 150.9813

- ' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' 003, '
Total 0.0607 0.0376 0.5263 | 1.5100e- | 0.1521 1.2300e- | 0.1534 0.0404 | 1.1300e- 0.0415 150.8754 | 150.8754 | 4.2400e- 150.9813
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 12,554.333 12,554.333 1 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' ' ' 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4079 ! 13.2032 ! 3.4341 + 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 ! 0.9404 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ' 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 ! 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
. . 4
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 2.4299 ! 1.5074 ! 21.0801 ! 0.0607 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0493 ! 6.1425 ! 1.6163 ! 0.0454 ! 1.6617 ! 6,042.558 ! 6,042.558 ! 0.1697 ! ! 6,046.800
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5 ' ' ' 0
Total 2.8378 14.7106 | 24.5142 0.0971 7.0087 0.0741 7.0828 1.8799 0.0691 1.9490 9,939.106 | 9,939.106 | 0.3933 9,948.938
7 7 4
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 0.0000 :2,554.333 1 2,554.333 : 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- , , . , , , , , ' . V6 , 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 | 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4079 ! 13.2032 ! 3.4341 + 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 ! 0.9404 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ' 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 ! 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
. . 4
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 2.4299 ! 1.5074 ! 21.0801 ! 0.0607 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0493 ! 6.1425 ! 1.6163 ! 0.0454 ! 1.6617 ! 6,042.558 ! 6,042.558 ! 0.1697 ! ! 6,046.800
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5 ' ' ' 0
Total 2.8378 14.7106 | 24.5142 0.0971 7.0087 0.0741 7.0828 1.8799 0.0691 1.9490 9,939.106 | 9,939.106 | 0.3933 9,948.938
7 7 4
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 12,555.209 1 2,555.209 1 0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , ' . Vo9 , o1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.3027 ! 10.0181 ! 3.1014 + 0.0352 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0116 ! 0.9271 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0111 ! 0.2747 + 3,773.876 ! 3,773.876 ! 0.1982 ! ! 3,778.830
. . 0
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 2.2780 ! 1.3628 ! 19.4002 ! 0.0584 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0479 ! 6.1411 ! 1.6163 ! 0.0441 ! 1.6604 ! 5,821.402 ! 5,821.402 ! 0.1529 ! ! 5,825.225
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 8 ' ' ' 4
Total 2.5807 11.3809 | 22.5017 0.0936 7.0088 0.0595 7.0682 1.8799 0.0552 1.9350 9,595.279 | 9,595.279 | 0.3511 9,604.055
0 0 4
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 0.0000 :2,555.209 + 2,555.209 1  0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , , . h , , .
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 | 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
T 10,0181 + 31014 1 00352 1 09156 1 00116 : 09271 1 0263 : 00111 | 02747 § V37738761 37738761 01982 1 13778830
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 0
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
' 13628 : 104002 1 00584 ! 6.0932 1 0.0479 1 61411 1 16163 1 00441 I 16604 V5821402 1 58214021 01529 1 " 5,825.225
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 8 ' ' ' ' 4
Total 2.5807 | 11.3809 | 22.5017 | 0.0936 | 7.0088 | 0.0595 | 7.0682 | 1.8799 | 0.0552 | 1.9350 9,595.279 | 9,595.279 | 0.3511 9,604.055
0 0 4
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
OffRoad = 10327 + 101917 + 145842 + 00228 r " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 r 04694 " 2.207.584 1 2.207.584 + 0.7140 ' 2.225.433
- . . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . 6
T TPaving T 00000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 | 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100255 1 03633 1 109006 ! 01141 1 9.0000e- + 01150 I 00303 : 8.3000e ! 00311 ©109.0150 + 109.0150 | 2.8600¢- ! ¥ 109.0866
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0255 | 0.3633 | 1.0900e- | 0.1141 | 9.0000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.3000e- | 0.0311 109.0150 | 109.0150 | 2.8600e- 109.0866
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 10327 ' 101917 1 14.5842 ' 00228 " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 + 04694 & 00000 +2,207.584 ' 2207584+ 07140 ' 2.225.433
. . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . .6
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 | 0.0000 | 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 ] 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100255 1 03633 1 109006 ! 01141 1 9.0000e- + 01150 I 00303 : 8.3000e ! 00311 ©109.0150 + 109.0150 1 2.8600¢- ! ¥ 109.0866
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0255 | 0.3633 | 1.0900e- | 0.1141 | 9.0000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.3000e- | 0.0311 109.0150 | 109.0150 | 2.8600e- 109.0866
003 004 004 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 r 04310 " 2.207.547 1 2.207.547 * 0.7140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . o2 2 . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : " 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 00000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 04310 | 04310 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100233 1 03384 1 106006 ! 01141 1 8.8000e- + 01150 1 00303 : 8.1000e I 00311 " 105.6336 + 105.6336 | 2.6300¢- ! " 105.6992
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0233 | 03384 | 1.0600e- | 0.1141 | 8.8000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.1000e- | 0.0311 105.6336 | 105.6336 | 2.6300e- 105.6992
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 + 04310 & 00000 2,207.547 f 2207547 + 07140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . V2 2 . . . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 0.4310 | 0.4310 | 0.0000 | 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100233 1 03384 1 106006 ! 01141 1 8.8000e- + 01150 1 00303 t 8.1000e ! 00311 " 105.6336 + 105.6336 | 2.6300- ! " 105.6992
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0233 | 03384 | 1.0600e- | 0.1141 | 8.8000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.1000e- | 0.0311 105.6336 | 105.6336 | 2.6300e- 105.6992
003 004 004 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! T 00609 1 00609 1 "2814481 + 281.4481 1 00159 1 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
| 02481 1 3.6098 1 00113 1 1.2171 1 9.4300e- 1 1.2266 1 0.3229 1 8.6800e- 1 03315 11126.758 1 1,126.758 1 0.0280 1 " 1,127.458
' ' ' ' | 94300 | ' 86800 | 1126758 1 1,126.758 | ' 1
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
0.2481 | 3.6098 | 00113 | 12171 | 9.4300e- | 1.2266 | 03229 | 8.6800e- | 0.3315 1126.758 | 1,126.758 | 0.0280 1,127.458
003 003 3 3 3
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! 00609 1 00609 1 0.0000 | 2814481 1 2814481 1 00159 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 | 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 0.0000 + 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 00000 * 0.0000 : 00000 1 00000 ' 0.0000 ! © 0.0000

. . 1 . . . . . R SO H . . . .

0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000

i L i i i i i i R SO H i i i L]

Worker = 04296 ! 02481 ' 36098 ! 00113 ! 12171 ' 94300e- ! 12266 ! 0.3229 ! 8.6800c- ! 0.3315 11,126.758 1 1,126.758 1 0.0280 ! 11,127.458
- . . H . V003 . V003 . Vo3 . T3

Total 04296 | 0.2481 | 3.6098 | 0.0113 | 1.2171 | 9.4300e- | 1.2266 | 0.3229 | 8.6800e- | 0.3315 1,126.758 [ 1,126.758 | 0.0280 1,127.458
003 003 3 3 3

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Mitigated = 98489 1 454304 1 114.8495 1+ 04917 1 459592 1 0.3360 ' 46.2951 ' 12.2950 ' 0.3119 ' 12.6070 + 50,306.60 ' 50,306.60 ' 2.1807 1 50,361.12
- . : : . : : : . : Vo4 : : .08
" Unmitigated = 9.8489 + 454304 + 114.8495 1 04917 1 459592 1 03360 ' 46.2951 r 122950 + 0.3119 + 126070 = 150306.60 ' 50,306.60 @ 2.1807 t " 5036112
- . . . . . . . . . . V34 3 . .08
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise M 145.75 154.25 154.00 H 506,227 M 506,227
e el s
Apartments Mid Rise M 4,026.75 1 3,773.25
General Office Buildin: M 288.45 62.55
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) M 2,368.80 2,873.52
R RN R R R R AR EEEEEE R R mmmmmmm e

Hotel M 192.00

Quality Restaurant

Regional Shopping Center

187.50

1,112,221 1,112,221

20,552,452 I 20,552,452

Total I 8,050.95 8,164.43 8,057.31

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW |H-W or C-W| H-S or c-c| H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments LowRise 7 1470 ! 590 ! 870 : 4020 ! 19.20 4060  : 86 : 1 . 3

Tt ppartments Mid Rise ¢ 1470 1 590 1 870+ 4020 1 1920 | 4060 & 86 TR 3 T
""" General Office Buildin “Ti660  + 840 1 690 = 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 T T - R
" " High Turnover (Sit Down “Ti660 1 840 1 690 % 850 1 7250 1 1900  + a7 ' - B
T ot T T 60 T 840 (690 % 1940 1 eie0 1 1900 & ss " - R

ity Restaurant v 1660 1 840 1 690 3 1200 1 6900 1 1900 + 38 AT R VR
"“Regional Shopping Center & 1660 & 840 & 690  + 1630 1 6470 1+ 1900 & 54 T - P

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use I LDA I LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
Apartments Low Rise : 0.543088: 0.044216¢ 0.209971; 0.116369¢ 0.014033{ 0.006332} 0.021166{ 0.033577{ 0.002613}{ 0.001817{ 0.005285{ 0.000712; 0.000821

3+ 0.044216] 0.209971] 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332] 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613| 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821

0.0442161 0.2099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821

0.044216! 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166! 0.033577: 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285: 0.000712: 0.000821

High Turnover (Sit Down
Restaurant)

0.044216} 0.209971{ 0.116369{ 0.014033} 0.006332j 0.021166} 0.033577{ 0.002613} 0.001817} 0.005285{ 0.000712i 0.000821

0.0442161 0.2099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821

Regional Shopping Center ‘:-0.543088: 0.044216: 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166' 0.033577' 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712: 0.000821

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx CcOo S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas ' ! 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! 1 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 ! 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
Mitigated : 1 1 1 : 1 H 1 2 1 1 7
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
---------------- e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e m——— e memaa
NaturalGas ' v 05292 + 05292 v 05292 + 05292 = 1+ 8,355.983 + 8,355.983 + 0.1602 ' 0.1532 ' 8,405.638
Unmitigated . . . . . . . o2 . . 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1119.16 & 00121 1 01031 1 0.0439 1 6.6000e- + " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.34006- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- + 2.4100e- 1 132.4486
Rise . Y . . V004 v 003 . 003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
Apartments Mid + 357843 b 03859 1+ 3.2078 1+ 14033 1+ 00211 1 T 02666 + 02666 | 02666 1 02666 & 4209916 1 4.209.916 1 0.0807 1 00772
Rise ' Y H H H H H ' H H H Vo4 4 H
“General Office 1 . 0.0138 1 01258 + 0057 1 7.5000e- 1 1 9.5600e- + 9.5600e- ¢ | 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- § 150,991 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- 1 151.8884
Building Y . . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ V02455 1 22314 1+ 18743 1 00134 1 T 0.1696 + 0.1696 01696 1 01696 & 1 2,677.634 1 2,677.6341 00513 1 0.0491
Down Restaurant) ; " | | | H | | | H | H 2 H 2 H H
[ 1 ' ' ' ' " " ' ' ' " . . .
Hotel v 400514 1 04676 1+ 03928 1 2.8100e- ! 10,0355 + 00355 \ 00355 1 0.0355 \561.1436 1 5611436 + 0.0108 1 00103
: : : o0 ' ' ' ' ' '
" Qalty 45 T 0377
Restaurant | Y | | | | | 1 | | | | | |
___________ U : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
Regional  »+ 251616 & 2.7100e- + 0.0247 + 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 1 1.87008- + 1.8700e- 1 | 1.8700e- 1 187006 1 206019 1 29.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- 1 29.7778
Shopping Center & 003 | V004 \ 003 , 003 V003 , 003 ' H \ 004 004
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 05202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.083 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low ! 1.11916 & 00121 ' 0.1031 1 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- ! " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- 1 2.4100e- ¢ 132.4486
Rise i H . . V004 H Vo003 \ 003 003 H . \ 003 , 003
----------- I 4 4 4 4 SR SO S NS ! T I B
Apartments Mid 1+ 35.7843 b 0.3859 1 3.2078 1 14033 1 00211 1 | 02666 1 | 02666 1 0.2666 142009161 0.0807 1 0.0772
Rise H Y | | | | | 1 | | | Vo4 i
___________ R : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
General Office ' 128342 & 00138 1 01258 1+ 01057 + 7.5000e- ¢ \ 9.5600€- + 9.5600e- ! \ 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 150.9911 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- ¢ 151.8884
Building . Y H . V004 , 003 . 003 \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ 22.7509 b 02455 1 2.2314 1 1.8743 1 0.0134 701696 + 01696 01696 1 01696 § V2,677,634 1 2,677.634 + 00513 1 00491 1
Down Restaurant) ; X | | | | | | | | | ' 2 H 2 H H H
T Hotel 7476972 b 0.0514 1 04676 + 03928 1 2.8100e- 1 10,0355 + 00355 00355 1 0035 4 \561.1436 1 561.1436 + 0.0108 1 0.0103 1
. Y H H V003 | . H H H . H H H H
"TTQuality v 5.05775 B 0.0545 1 04959 1 0.4165 1 2.9800e- + 00377 + 00377 00377 1+ 00377 & 1595.0298 1 595.0298 1 0.0114 1 0.0109 1 598.5658 |
Restaurant | X H H , 003 | | | | H ' H H H H
" " Regional 10251616 & 2.7100e- 1 00247 1 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 T 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- 1 | 18700e- 1 18700e- & 1 206019 1 20.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- + 29.7778
Shopping Center & a 003 | V004 \ 003 ;003 , 003 , 003 | | , 004 , 004 .
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 0.5202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category | Ib/day Ib/day
Miligated =+ 305020 | 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 00944 ! T 15974 1 15074 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 | 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
o ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' . 0 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " i i i i i i i i i N S S B S S S
Unmitigated = 305020 + 15.0496 :+ 88.4430 + 0.0944 15974 15074 1 15074 + 15974 = 0.0000 1814859 + 1814859+ 04874 + 0.3300 +18,259.11
o . . . . . . . . . H V5 . . . V92
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =+ 2.2670 ' ' ' " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' " 0.0000 ' " 0.0000
Coating o . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"“Consumer = 241085 1 V V V 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 \ 00000 1 00000 % : 10,0000 1 V © 70,0000 |
Products . . . i i i i i i . i i i :
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ¢ 6.0000 & 0.0900 ! 11400 1 1.1400 1 © 11400 1 11400 % 0.0000 -+ 18,000.00 + 18,000.00 + 03450 + 03300 18,106.96
o . . . . . . . . . , 00 . 00 . V50
“landscaping = 24766 1 0.0496 1 824430 | 4.3600- ! T 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 " 1485050 1 148.5950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542
- ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
H
Total | 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 15974 | 1.5974 15974 | 1.5974 | 0.0000 | 18,148.50 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
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6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =1 2.2670 1 1 1 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 +0.0000 + 0.0000 +0.0000 + 1 +0.0000
Coating . . . . . . . . . . . . .
----------- - - - - - - - - - : - _- _- EEETETEE
Consumer = 24.1085 ! ! ! ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
Products - ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] '
i i i i i i i i i i | | \
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ' 6.0000 ' 0.0900 ! 111400 '+ 1.1400 ¢ 111400+ 1.1400 18,000.00  18,000.00 + 0.3450 ' 0.3300 !
- . . . . . . . . H 00 ; 00 . .
" Landscaping = 24766 + 00496 + 824430 + 4.36000- ¢ \ 04574 1 04574 1 | 04574 1 04574 1485950 + 1485950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542 |
- . . V003 . . . . . . . . .
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 1.5974 | 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 [ 18,259.11
50 50 92
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Hours/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

Boilers

I Equipment Type I Number I Heat Input/Day I Heat Input/Year I Boiler Rating I Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/12/2021 2:30 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric I Lot Acreage I Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 M 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
.............................. L R L e e e Lt LR T T T
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 36.00 H 1000sqft ! 0.83 ' 36,000.00 0
------------------------------ R L e e R E T TP
Hotel 50.00 M Room ! 1.67 72,600.00 0
............................. B R N e a bt e
Quality Restaurant 8.00 : 1000sqft 0.18 8,000.00 0
------------------------------ R R L i e R EE T TP
Apartments Low Rise 25.00 M Dwelling Unit ! 1.56 ! 25,000.00 72
.............................. L L R et T e e EE R T T T
Apartments Mid Rise 975.00 : Dwelling Unit ! 25.66 ' 975,000.00 2789
""" Regional Shopping Center = 8600 = 1000sqft . 1.29 : 56,000.00 ST
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.

Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.
Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Trips and VMT - Local hire provision

Table Name I Column Name I Default Value New Value

tbIFireplaces : FireplaceWoodMass : 1,019.20 0.00
""""" WiFrepiaces TR Fireplacewoodiass 3 1,019.20 Y Y R
""""" WiFrepiaces TR imberwood T 125 [ Y R
""""" BiFirepiaces TR imberwood T 48.75 [ Y R
""""" itipsAnaviT TR okertriplength T 14.70 Y
""""" biTrpsanavMT TR WerkerTripLength 14.70 Y
""""" bitrpsanavnT TR okertiplength T 1470 T 000 T
""""" bitrpsanavhT TR okerTiplength T 1470 T 000 T
""""" itipeAnaviT TR orkertriplength T 14.70 Y
""""" biTrpsanavMT TR WorkerTiplength 14.70 Y
T  tolvehicleTrips Forererene sTTR T 716 T A
T  YowvehicleTrips HE sTTR T 6.39 ¥ Y2
T  YovehicleTrips HAR sTTR T 246 1T 139 T
T  ovehicleTrips ERE sTTR T 1837 7982 T
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

tblVehicleTrips

tblWoodstoves

WoodstoveWoodMass

5.86

1.05

131.84

5.95

72.16

25.24

6.59

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

h eaqeccduonduacquondiacduuadeanduradiandeoaduonduandesnquondunaduondioadusadenndecaduanduacduondine

999.60 '

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day

2021 42621 ' 46.4460 + 31.4068 + 00635 ' 18.2032 + 2.0456 + 20.2488 ' 9.9670 + 1.8820 + 11.8490 § 0.0000 6154337 1 6154.337 + 19472 + 0.0000 ' 6.203.018

o . . . . . . . . . . 70 7 . i 6
T7720227 77T 47966 1 388851 1 30.6338 | 0195 | 8.8255 1 16361 | 104616 | 36369 | 15052 | 51421 1 00000 12035341 12035341 19482 | 00000 t12,060.60)

- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 40 ' 40 ' ' ' 13
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
2023 « 43939 ' 258648 ' 37.5031 1 01162 + 7.0088 + 07598 + 7.7685 + 1.8799 '+ 07142 1 25940 & 00000 :11,710.40 1 1171040+ 09617 + 00000 +11,734.44

. H H H H H H H H H . 80 . 80 . H T4
TT o024 T TR 237.0656 + 95503 1 14.9372 1 0.0238 + 12171 + 04694 + 12875 + 03229 1 04319 1 04621 & 00000 +2.307.05112,307.051+ 0.7164 1+ 00000 +2,324.962|

o . . . . . . . . . . 70 7 . . 7
Maximum |237.osss 46.4460 | 39.6338 | 0.1195 | 18.2032 | 2.0456 | 20.2488 | 9.9670 | 1.8820 | 11.8490 | 0.0000 | 12,035.34 | 12,035.34| 1.9482 | 0.0000 | 12,060.60

40 40 13
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year | Ib/day Ib/day
2021 s 42621 | 464460 | 314068 { 0.0635 i 18.2032 | 20456 | 202488 { 9.9670 i1 18820 | 11.8490 § 00000 !6154.337 161543371 19472 | 00000 !6203.018
. 6
___________ . : : : : : : : : i L : : : v
2022 « 47966 ' 38.8851 ' 30.6338 1 01195 + 8.8255 + 16361 + 104616 ¢ 3.6369 ' 1.5052 1+ 51421 & 00000 :12,035.34 11203534+ 19482 + 0.0000 12,060.60
. H H H H H H H H H V40 T 40 H V13
TT 20237 T TR T43939 1 25.8648 1 37.5031 1 01162 + 7.0088 + 0.7598 + 7.7685 + 1.8799 1 07142 1 25940 & 0.0000 +11,71040+ 11.710.40 + 09617 1+ 0.0000 +11,734.44
o . . . . . . . . . . 8 . 80 . V97
77720247 T 237.0656 1 95503 1 14.9372 1 00238 | 12171 1 04694 1 12875 1 03229 | 04319 1 04621 1 00000 :2307.05112307.0511 07164 I 00000 :2324.962
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 7 ' 7 ' ' ' 7
H
Maximum |237.0656 46.4460 | 39.6338 | 0.1195 | 18.2032 | 2.0456 | 20.2488 | 9.9670 | 1.8820 | 11.8490 | 0.0000 | 12,035.34 | 12,035.34| 1.9482 | 0.0000 | 12,060.60
40 40 13
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 | Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOX CO SO2 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2]| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0944 1| T 15974 1 15974 1 T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14859 | 04874 1 03300 1 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 4.2573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 183559083 1+ 8.355.983 + 01602 1 01532 1 8405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" Mobile | m 95233 1 459914 11100422 1 04681 | 459592 1 03373 | 462965 | 122950 | 03132 1 126083 § V47917801 47,917.80 1 21953 1 1 47,072.68)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 05 ' 05 ' ' ' 39
..
Total | 40.7912 | 67.7872 | 202.7424 | 0.6043 | 45.9592 | 2.4640 | 48.4231 | 12.2950 | 24399 | 14.7349 | 0.0000 |74,422.37 | 74,422.37| 2.8420 | 04832 | 74,637.44
87 87 17

Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 305020 | 150496 ! 88.4430 | 0.0044 | T 15974 1 15974 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 ! 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' ' ' ' 92
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Energy = 07660 + 6.7462 + 42573 + 00418 \ 05202 1 05292 » \ 05202 1 05292 1'8355.983 1 8,355.983 + 01602 + 0.1532 r8,405.638
o . . . . . . . . . . 2 . 2 . . 7
" TMobile | m 95233 1 459914 1 110.0422 1 04681 | 459592 1 03373 | 46.2065 1| 122950 | 03132 1 126083 § V47917801 47,917,801 2.1953 1 1 47,072.68)
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 05 ' 05 ' ' ' 39
..
Total | 40.7912 | 67.7872 | 202.7424 | 0.6043 | 45.9592 | 2.4640 | 48.4231 | 12.2950 | 24399 | 14.7349 | 0.0000 |74,422.37 | 74,422.37 | 2.8429 | 0.4832 | 74,637.44
87 87 17
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ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition ~Demolition 19/1/2021 110/12/2021 51 30"
PR *Site Preparation  :Site Preparation 510/13/2021 ;11/9/2021 5; 2o; """""""""""""
3"""'gér'ahfr{g"'""""'"""'gb'ré&iﬁé"""""""'"!?THBEOET oz
4 *Building Construction §éﬁﬁd'ir'1§ Construction ':'7/_1_272_0_2_2" V21212023
5"""'gﬁév'iﬁg""""""'"""'?Pé?/i'né"'"""""'""!75/_1_372_0_2_3"" 173012024
6 *Achitectural Coating T HArchiestural Goatng V73172024 ;3/19/2024

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Phase Name

I Offroad Equipment Type

Amount

Usage Hours I Horse Power I

Load Factor

Demolition

e

Demolition

Demolition

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

g

Grading

Grading

e 5

Grading

oo O O

Grading

Grading

ooy S

Building Construction

Buﬂdlng Construcnon

..................,___________________________|__________________

Bulldlng Construction

Bu-lldln-g Constructlon

Buﬂdlng Construct|on

e 5

Paving

oo O O

Paving

Paving

Architectural Coating

Concrete/Industrial Saws
*Excavators
*Rubber Tired Dozers

*Rubber Tired Dozers

[ —— B

-Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
*Excavators

*Graders

*Rubber Tired Dozers
=Scrapers
:‘_I';a-czt;r;/-Loaders/Backhoes
'Cranes

. Forkhfts

*Generator Sets
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition 61 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 10.001 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix HHDT
.............. JEp——l } R i LT P I
Site Preparation 7i 104005 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
.................... JEp——l } R b LT P I I
Grading si : 10.001 6.90! 20.001LD_Mix tHDT_Mix HHDT
R et R R bt et T ; I ey Jmmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmme e el
Building Construction 9 801.00! 143.00} 0.00: 10.00 6.90! 20.00:LD7Mix :HDTﬁMix {HHDT
Paving i 6 1500, 000l 0.00! 10.00; 6901 200010 Mix IHDT Mix  IHADT
________________ 1 L L I 1 1 1 e e mmmm- -
Architectural Coating 1 160.00! 0.00! 0.00: 10.00! 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix *HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust = ! ' ! ' 33074 : 00000 * 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ' 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ' ' 0.0000 ' 1 0.0000
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
T OffRoad | m 31651 1 314407 1 215650 1 0.0388 1 T 15513 1 15513 1 Va7 taant 10T V37479441 3747.9441 10549 1 13774317
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' ' ' ' 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 41454 + 10182 1+ 00117 :+ 02669 & 00128 ' 02797 + 00732 + 0.0122 + 0.0854 " 1269.855 1 1,269.855 ' 0.0908 " 1272.125
. . . . . . . . . 5 V5 . V2
Vendor 0.0000 1 00000 + 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 & 00000 i 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ L : L : L : L ' L : L
Worker 0.0346 1 03963 1 1.1100e- 1 0.1141 | 9.5000e- + 0.1151 1 00303 ! 8.8000e- 1 0.0311 " 1104707 + 110.4707 1 3.3300- 1 ¥ 1105539
' ! 003 ! ' 004 ! ' YRl ' ' ' 003 ! '
Total 4.1800 | 1.4144 | 00128 | 03810 | 00137 | 03948 | 0.1034 | 00131 | 0.1165 1,380.326 | 1,380.326 | 0.0941 1,382.679
2 2 1
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 31651 1 31.4407 + 215650 | 00388 1 15513 1 15513 1 U 14411 7 14411 1 0.0000 13747.944 13,747,944 10549 1 13774317
i : i : i : i : i o9 9 : .4
Total 34651 | 314407 | 21.5650 | 0.0388 | 3.3074 | 1.5513 | 4.8588 | 0.5008 | 1.4411 | 1.9419 | 0.0000 | 3.747.944 | 3.747.944] 1.0549 3.774.317
9 9 4
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.1304 ' 4.1454 1 1.0182 + 00117 + 02669 + 00128 + 02797 '+ 00732 '+ 00122 r 0.0854 " 1269.855 1 1,269.855 ' 0.0908 " 1272.125
. . . . . . . . . 5 . 5 . V2
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 0.0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
_________ : L : L : L : L ' L : L
100346 1 03963 1 11100 ! 01141 1 95000e- + 01151 I 00303 : 8.8000e I 00311 " 1104707 + 110.4707 1 3.3300- 1 ¥ 1105539
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
4.1800 | 1.4144 | 00128 | 03810 | 00137 | 03948 | 0.1034 | 00131 | 0.1165 1,380.326 | 1,380.326 | 0.0941 1,382.679
2 2 1
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 T 18809 1 18809 1 Y3,685.656 + 3,685.656 1 11920 1 13,715.457
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 9 ' 9 ' ' ' 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 21.1543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 20445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3.715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100415 1 04755 1 133006 ! 01369 1 1.400e- 1 01381 1 00363 1 1.0500e ! 00374 " 132.5649 1 132.6649 1 3.9900- ! " 132.6646
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0415 | 0.4755 | 1.3300e- | 0.1369 | 1.1400e- | 0.1381 | 0.0363 | 1.0500e- | 0.0374 132.5649 | 132.5649 | 3.9900e- 132.6646
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 38882 1 404971 + 211543 1 00380 1 T 20445 1 20445 1 " 18809 1 1.8809 1 0.0000 3685656 ! 3685656 1.1920 ! 13,715.457
i : i : i : i : i 9 9 : 3
Total 3.8882 | 404971 | 211543 | 0.0380 | 18.0663 | 2.0445 | 20.1107 | 9.9307 | 1.8809 | 11.8116 | 0.0000 | 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 | 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100415 1 04755 1 133006 ! 01369 1 1.400e- 1 01381 1 00363 1 1.0500e ! 00374 " 132.5649 1 132.6649 1 3.9900- ! " 132.6646
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0415 | 0.4755 | 1.3300e- | 0.1369 | 1.1400e- | 0.1381 | 0.0363 | 1.0500e- | 0.0374 132.5649 | 132.5649 | 3.9900e- 132.6646
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! T 18265 1 18265 1 76,007,043+ 6,007.0431 19428 1 16,055,613
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' 4 ' ' ' 4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.9853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100462 1 05284 1 148006 ! 01521 1 12700e- 1 01534 1 00404 1 11700e I 00415 V147.2043 1 147.2943 1 4.4300e- ! ¥ 147.4051
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0462 | 05284 | 1.4800e- | 0.1521 | 1.2700e- | 0.1534 | 0.0404 | 1.1700e- | 0.0415 147.2943 | 147.2943 | 4.4300e- 147.4051
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 471912 1 463998 1 30.8785 1 0.0620 ! T 19853 1 1.9853 ! " 18265 1 18265 1 0.0000 |6007.043 16,007.0431 19428 16,055,613
i : i : i : i : i I : .4
Total 41912 | 46.3998 | 30.8785 | 0.0620 | 8.6733 | 1.853 | 10.6587 | 3.5965 | 1.8265 | 54230 | 0.0000 | 6,007.043 ] 6,007.043 | 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100462 1 05284 1 148006 ! 01521 1 12700e- 1 01534 1 00404 1 11700e I 00415 V147.2043 1 147.2943 1 4.4300e- ! ¥ 147.4051
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0462 | 05284 | 1.4800e- | 0.1521 | 1.2700e- | 0.1534 | 0.0404 | 1.1700e- | 0.0415 147.2943 | 147.2943 | 4.4300e- 147.4051
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 Cisoan 1 1s0at 1 760114101 6,0114101 19442 1 16,060,015 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 5 ' 5 ' ' ' 8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 16349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 | 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
" 00416 1 04861 1 143006 ! 01521 1 12300e- 1 01534 1 00404 1 11300e | 00415 V1421207 + 142.1207 1 4.0000e- ! " 1422207
' ' v 003, v 003, ' 003 ' ' v 003, '
0.0416 | 0.4861 | 1.4300e- | 0.1521 | 1.2300e- | 0.1534 | 0.0404 | 1.1300e- | 0.0415 1421207 | 1421207 | 4.0000e- 142.2207
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 36248 1 38.8435 + 290415 | 00621 1 T 16349 1 16349 1 15041 1 15041 1 0.0000 16011410 160114107 19442 1 16,060,015 |
i : i : i : i : i V5 1 5 : .8
Total 3.6248 | 38.8435 | 29.0415 | 0.0621 | 8.6733 | 1.6349 | 10.3082 | 3.5965 | 1.5041 | 5.1006 | 0.0000 ] 6,011.410]6,011.410] 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo

0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 0.0665 ! 0.0416 ! 0.4861 ! 1.4300e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.2300e- ! 0.1534 ! 0.0404 ! 1.1300e- ! 0.0415 ! 142.1207 ! 142.1207 ! 4.0000e- ! ! 142.2207

- ' ' 003, 003, ' 003, ' ' 003, '
Total 0.0665 0.0416 0.4861 1.4300e- 0.1521 1.2300e- 0.1534 0.0404 1.1300e- 0.0415 1421207 | 142.1207 | 4.0000e- 142.2207
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 12,554.333 12,554.333 1 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 6 ' ' ' 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4284 ! 13.1673 ! 3.8005 + 0.0354 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0256 ! 0.9412 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0245 ! 0.2881 + 3,789.075 ! 3,789.075 ! 0.2381 ! ! 3,795.028
. . 3
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 2.6620 ! 1.6677 ! 19.4699 ! 0.0571 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0493 ! 6.1425 ! 1.6163 ! 0.0454 ! 1.6617 ! 5,691.935 ! 5,691.935 ! 0.1602 ! ! 5,695.940
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' ' ' 8
Total 3.0904 14.8350 | 23.2704 0.0926 7.0087 0.0749 7.0836 1.8799 0.0699 1.9498 9,481.010 | 9,481.010 | 0.3984 9,490.969
4 4 1
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 ' 156156 ! 16.3634 : 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 : 0.8090 ! 107612 1 07612 0.0000 :2,554.333 1 2,554.333 : 0.6120 ! 12,569.632
- , , . , , , , , ' . V6 , 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 | 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.4284 ! 13.1673 ! 3.8005 + 0.0354 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0256 ! 0.9412 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0245 ! 0.2881 + 3,789.075 ! 3,789.075 ! 0.2381 ! ! 3,795.028
. . 3
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 2.6620 : 1.6677 : 19.4699 ! 0.0571 : 6.0932 : 0.0493 : 6.1425 : 1.6163 : 0.0454 : 1.6617 ! 5,691.935 : 5,691.935 : 0.1602 : ! 5,695.940
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' ' ' 8
Total 3.0904 14.8350 | 23.2704 0.0926 7.0087 0.0749 7.0836 1.8799 0.0699 1.9498 9,481.010 | 9,481.010 | 0.3984 9,490.969
4 4 1
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 12,555.209 1 2,555.209 1 0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , ' . Vo9 , o1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
. . : . . . . . R S . . . . Lo
0.3183 ! 9.9726 ! 3.3771 + 0.0343 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0122 ! 0.9277 ! 0.2636 ! 0.0116 ! 0.2752 + 3,671.400 ! 3,671.400 ! 0.2096 ! ! 3,676.641
. . 7
: : . : : : : : R S . : : : Lo
Worker o 2.5029 ! 1.5073 ! 17.8820 ! 0.0550 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0479 ! 6.1411 ! 1.6163 ! 0.0441 ! 1.6604 ! 5,483.797 ! 5,483.797 ! 0.1442 ! ! 5,487.402
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' ' ' 0
Total 2.8211 11.4799 | 21.2591 0.0893 7.0088 0.0601 7.0688 1.8799 0.0557 1.9356 9,155.198 | 9,155.198 | 0.3538 9,164.043
1 1 7
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 : 0.0269 ! 106997 1 0.6997 ! 06584 1 06584 0.0000 :2,555.209 + 2,555.209 1  0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- , , . , , , , , ' . Vo9 , o1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 | 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1

Page 238 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 21 of 35 Date: 1/12/2021 2:30 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 90726 1 33771 1 00343 1 09156 1 00122 1 09277 1 0263 : 00116 ! 02752 § Y3671400 1 3,671.4001 02096 1 3,676,641
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 7
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L Lo
' 15073 1 17.8820 1 00550 ! 6.0932 1 0.0479 1 61411 1 16163 1 00441 I 16604 V5483797 1 5,483.797 1 01442 1 " 5,487.402
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 4 ' ' ' ' 0
Total 28211 | 114799 | 212591 | 0.0893 | 7.0088 | 0.0601 | 7.0688 | 1.8799 | 0.0557 | 1.9356 9,155.198 | 9,155.198 | 0.3538 9,164.043
1 1 7
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
OffRoad = 10327 + 101917 + 145842 + 00228 r " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 r 04694 " 2.207.584 1 2.207.584 + 0.7140 ' 2.225.433
- . . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . 6
T TPaving T 00000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 | 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100282 1 03349 1 10300 ! 01141 1 9.0000e- + 01150 I 00303 : 8.3000e ! 00311 " 102,628 + 102.6928 1 2.7000¢- ! " 102.7603
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0282 | 03349 | 1.0300e- | 0.1141 | 9.0000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.3000e- | 0.0311 102.6928 | 102.6928 | 2.7000e- 102.7603
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 10327 ' 101917 1 14.5842 ' 00228 " 05102 ' 05102 r " 04694 + 04694 & 00000 +2,207.584 ' 2207584+ 07140 ' 2.225.433
. . . . . . . . . . 1 . 1 . . .6
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 10327 | 10.1917 | 14.5842 | 0.0228 05102 | 0.5102 0.4694 | 0.4694 | 0.0000 | 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 ] 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100282 1 03349 1 10300 ! 01141 1 9.0000e- + 01150 1 00303 : 8.3000e ! 00311 "102.6928 + 102.6928 1 2.7000¢- ! " 102.7603
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0282 | 03349 | 1.0300e- | 0.1141 | 9.0000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.3000e- | 0.0311 102.6928 | 102.6928 | 2.7000e- 102.7603
003 004 004 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 r 04310 " 2.207.547 1 2.207.547 * 0.7140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . o2 2 . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : " 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 00000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 04310 | 04310 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100257 1 03114 1 100006 ! 01141 1 8.8000e- + 01150 1 00303 t 8.1000e I 00311 1995045 + 995045 | 2.4700e- ! " 995663
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0257 | 03114 | 1.0000e- | 0.1141 | 8.8000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.1000e- | 0.0311 99.5045 | 99.5045 | 2.4700e- 99.5663
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 09882 1 95246 '+ 14.6258 ' 00228 " 04685 ' 04685 " 04310 + 04310 & 00000 2,207.547 f 2207547 + 07140 ' 2,.225.396
. . . . . . . . . V2 2 . . . 3
Paving 0.0000 ! : : : T 00000 + 0.0000 ! T 00000 1 00000 3 ; " 70,0000 1 : " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.9882 | 9.5246 | 14.6258 | 0.0228 0.4685 | 0.4685 0.4310 | 0.4310 | 0.0000 | 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 | 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 00000 + 00000 & 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 & 00000 '@ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
100257 1 03114 1 100006 ! 01141 1 8.8000e- + 01150 1 00303 t 8.1000e I 00311 1995045 + 995045 | 2.4700e- ! " 99,5663
' ' v 003, 004, ' 004, ' ' v 003, '
0.0257 | 03114 | 1.0000e- | 0.1141 | 8.8000e- | 0.1150 | 0.0303 | 8.1000e- | 0.0311 99.5045 | 99.5045 | 2.4700e- 99.5663
003 004 004 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! T 00609 1 00609 1 "2814481 + 281.4481 1 00159 1 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauing = 0.0000 @ 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 00000 ' 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 © 00000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! * 00000
" 00000 + 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 i 0.0000 : 00000 I 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 § r 00000 + 0.0000 ! 00000 ! " 70,0000 |
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
: L : L : L : L R SO : L : L L
| 02743 1 3.3220 1 00107 1 1.2171 1 9.4300e- 1 1.2266 1 0.3229 1 8.6800e- 1 03315 11,061.381 1 1,061.381 1 0.0264 1 " 1,062.041
' ' ' ' | 94300 | ' 86800 | 1061381 1 1.067.381 | ' 1082
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
0.2743 | 3.3220 | 00107 | 12171 | 9.4300e- | 1.2266 | 0.3229 | 8.6800e- | 0.3315 1,061.381 | 1,061.381 | 0.0264 1,062.041
003 003 8 8 0
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating = 236.4115: ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
Off-Road 01808 1 12188 1+ 18101 | 2.9700e ! T 00609 1 0.0609 ! 00609 1 00609 1 0.0000 | 2814481 1 2814481 1 00159 " 2818443 |
' ' 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 236.5923 | 1.2188 | 1.8101 | 2.9700e- 0.0609 | 0.0609 0.0609 | 0.0609 | 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0159 281.8443
003
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 0.0000 + 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 00000 * 0.0000 : 00000 1 00000 ' 0.0000 ! © 0.0000

. . 1 . . . . . R SO H . . . .

0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000

i L i i i i i i R SO H i i i L]

Worker = 04734 1 02743 1 33220 ! 00107 ! 1.2171 ' 94300e- ! 12266 ! 0.3229 ! 8.6800e- ! 0.3315 +1,061.381 1 1,061.381 1 0.0264 1 11,062.041
- . . H . V003 . V003 L8 8 . V0

Total 04734 | 02743 | 3.3220 | 0.0107 | 1.2171 | 9.4300e- | 1.2266 | 0.3229 | 8.6800e- | 0.3315 1,061.381 [ 1,061.381 | 0.0264 1,062.041
003 003 8 8 0

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Mitigated = 95233 1 459914 1 110.0422 + 0.4681 1 459592 1 0.3373 ' 46.2965 ' 12.2950 ' 0.3132 ' 12.6083 147,917.80 1 47,917.80 1 2.1953 1 47,972.68
- . : : . : : : . : 05 . 05 . : V39
" Unmitigated = 9.5233 1 459914 + 110.0422 1 04681 ' 459592 1 03373 ' 46.2965 r 122950 + 0.3132 + 12.6083 =  147917.80147917.60+ 21953 t " Tarerzes)
- . . . . . . . . . . .05 1 05 . .39
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise M 145.75 154.25 154.00 H 506,227 M 506,227
e el s
Apartments Mid Rise M 4,026.75 1 3,773.25
General Office Buildin: M 288.45 62.55
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) M 2,368.80 2,873.52
R RN R R R R AR EEEEEE R R mmmmmmm e

Hotel M 192.00

Quality Restaurant

Regional Shopping Center

187.50

1,112,221 1,112,221

20,552,452 I 20,552,452

Total I 8,050.95 8,164.43 8,057.31

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW |H-W or C-W| H-S or c-c| H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments LowRise 7 1470 ! 590 ! 870 : 4020 ! 19.20 4060  : 86 : 1 . 3

Tt ppartments Mid Rise ¢ 1470 1 590 1 870+ 4020 1 1920 | 4060 & 86 TR 3 T
""" General Office Buildin “Ti660  + 840 1 690 = 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 T T - R
" " High Turnover (Sit Down “Ti660 1 840 1 690 % 850 1 7250 1 1900  + a7 ' - B
T ot T T 60 T 840 (690 % 1940 1 eie0 1 1900 & ss " - R

ity Restaurant v 1660 1 840 1 690 3 1200 1 6900 1 1900 + 38 AT R VR
"“Regional Shopping Center & 1660 & 840 & 690  + 1630 1 6470 1+ 1900 & 54 T - P

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use I LDA I LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
Apartments Low Rise : 0.543088: 0.044216¢ 0.209971; 0.116369¢ 0.014033{ 0.006332} 0.021166{ 0.033577{ 0.002613}{ 0.001817{ 0.005285{ 0.000712; 0.000821

3+ 0.044216] 0.209971] 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332] 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613| 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821

0.0442161 0.2099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821

0.044216! 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166! 0.033577: 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285: 0.000712: 0.000821

High Turnover (Sit Down
Restaurant)

0.044216} 0.209971{ 0.116369{ 0.014033} 0.006332j 0.021166} 0.033577{ 0.002613} 0.001817} 0.005285{ 0.000712i 0.000821

0.0442161 0.2099711 0.1163691 0.0140331 0.0063321 0.0211661 0.0335771 0.0026131 0.0018171 0.0052851 0.0007121 0.000821

Regional Shopping Center ‘:-0.543088: 0.044216: 0.209971: 0.116369: 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166' 0.033577' 0.002613: 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712: 0.000821

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx CcOo S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas ' ! 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! 1 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 ! 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
Mitigated : 1 1 1 : 1 H 1 2 1 1 7
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
---------------- e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e m——— e memaa
NaturalGas ' v 05292 + 05292 v 05292 + 05292 = 1+ 8,355.983 + 8,355.983 + 0.1602 ' 0.1532 ' 8,405.638
Unmitigated . . . . . . . o2 . . 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1119.16 & 00121 1 01031 1 0.0439 1 6.6000e- + " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.34006- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- + 2.4100e- 1 132.4486
Rise . Y . . V004 v 003 . 003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
Apartments Mid + 357843 b 03859 1+ 3.2078 1+ 14033 1+ 00211 1 T 02666 + 02666 | 02666 1 02666 & 4209916 1 4.209.916 1 0.0807 1 00772
Rise ' Y H H H H H ' H H H Vo4 4 H
“General Office 1 . 0.0138 1 01258 + 0057 1 7.5000e- 1 1 9.5600e- + 9.5600e- ¢ | 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- § 150,991 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- 1 151.8884
Building Y . . V004 v 003 ;003 \ 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ V02455 1 22314 1+ 18743 1 00134 1 T 0.1696 + 0.1696 01696 1 01696 & 1 2,677.634 1 2,677.6341 00513 1 0.0491
Down Restaurant) ; " | | | H | | | H | H 2 H 2 H H
[ 1 ' ' ' ' " " ' ' ' " . . .
Hotel v 400514 1 04676 1+ 03928 1 2.8100e- ! 10,0355 + 00355 \ 00355 1 0.0355 \561.1436 1 5611436 + 0.0108 1 00103
: : : o0 ' ' ' ' ' '
" Qalty 45 T 0377
Restaurant | Y | | | | | 1 | | | | | |
___________ U : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
Regional  »+ 251616 & 2.7100e- + 0.0247 + 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 1 1.87008- + 1.8700e- 1 | 1.8700e- 1 187006 1 206019 1 29.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- 1 29.7778
Shopping Center & 003 | V004 \ 003 , 003 V003 , 003 ' H \ 004 004
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 05202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.083 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Page 32 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:30 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 | PM10 Total | PM25 | PM25 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low ! 1.11916 & 00121 ' 0.1031 1 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- ! " 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ¢ © 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- " 131.6662 1 131.6662 + 2.5200e- 1 2.4100e- ¢ 132.4486
Rise i H . . V004 H Vo003 \ 003 003 H . \ 003 , 003
----------- I 4 4 4 4 SR SO S NS ! T I B
Apartments Mid 1+ 35.7843 b 0.3859 1 3.2078 1 14033 1 00211 1 | 02666 1 | 02666 1 0.2666 142009161 0.0807 1 0.0772
Rise H Y | | | | | 1 | | | Vo4 i
___________ R : : : : : : : : : : : : L]
General Office ' 128342 & 00138 1 01258 1+ 01057 + 7.5000e- ¢ \ 9.5600€- + 9.5600e- ! \ 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 150.9911 1 150.9911 + 2.8900e- + 2.7700e- ¢ 151.8884
Building . Y H . V004 , 003 . 003 \ 003 . 003 . . \ 003 . 003
High Turnover (Sit+ 22.7509 b 02455 1 2.2314 1 1.8743 1 0.0134 701696 + 01696 01696 1 01696 § V2,677,634 1 2,677.634 + 00513 1 00491 1
Down Restaurant) ; X | | | | | | | | | ' 2 H 2 H H H
T Hotel 7476972 b 0.0514 1 04676 + 03928 1 2.8100e- 1 10,0355 + 00355 00355 1 0035 4 \561.1436 1 561.1436 + 0.0108 1 0.0103 1
. Y H H V003 | . H H H . H H H H
"TTQuality v 5.05775 B 0.0545 1 04959 1 0.4165 1 2.9800e- + 00377 + 00377 00377 1+ 00377 & 1595.0298 1 595.0298 1 0.0114 1 0.0109 1 598.5658 |
Restaurant | X H H , 003 | | | | H ' H H H H
" " Regional 10251616 & 2.7100e- 1 00247 1 0.0207 1 1.5000e- 1 T 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- 1 | 18700e- 1 18700e- & 1 206019 1 20.6019 + 5.7000e- 1 5.4000e- + 29.7778
Shopping Center & a 003 | V004 \ 003 ;003 , 003 , 003 | | , 004 , 004 .
Total 0.7660 | 6.7463 | 4.2573 | 0.0418 05292 | 0.5202 05292 | 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 | 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category | Ib/day Ib/day
Miligated =+ 305020 | 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 00944 ! T 15974 1 15074 1| T 15974 1 15974 { 00000 :18,148.50 | 18,14850 | 04874 1 03300 ! 18,259.11
o ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' . 0 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
___________ " i i i i i i i i i N S S B S S S
Unmitigated = 305020 + 15.0496 :+ 88.4430 + 0.0944 15974 15074 1 15074 + 15974 = 0.0000 1814859 + 1814859+ 04874 + 0.3300 +18,259.11
o . . . . . . . . . H V5 . . . V92
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 | PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =+ 2.2670 ' ' ' " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' " 0.0000 ' " 0.0000
Coating o . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"“Consumer = 241085 1 V V V 1 0.0000 1 0.0000 1 \ 00000 1 00000 % : 10,0000 1 V © 70,0000 |
Products . . . i i i i i i . i i i :
___________ " : : : : : : : : ' : : :
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ¢ 6.0000 & 0.0900 ! 11400 1 1.1400 1 © 11400 1 11400 % 0.0000 -+ 18,000.00 + 18,000.00 + 03450 + 03300 18,106.96
o . . . . . . . . . , 00 . 00 . V50
“landscaping = 24766 1 0.0496 1 824430 | 4.3600- ! T 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 04574 1 " 1485050 1 148.5950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542
- ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
H
Total | 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 15974 | 1.5974 15974 | 1.5974 | 0.0000 | 18,148.50 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural =1 2.2670 1 1 1 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 +0.0000 + 0.0000 +0.0000 + 1 +0.0000
Coating . . . . . . . . . . . . .
----------- - - - - - - - - - : - _- _- EEETETEE
Consumer = 24.1085 ! ! ! ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
Products - ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] '
i i i i i i i i i i | | \
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ' 6.0000 ' 0.0900 ! 111400 '+ 1.1400 ¢ 111400+ 1.1400 18,000.00  18,000.00 + 0.3450 ' 0.3300 !
- . . . . . . . . H 00 ; 00 . .
" Landscaping = 24766 + 00496 + 824430 + 4.36000- ¢ \ 04574 1 04574 1 | 04574 1 04574 1485950 + 1485950 1 0.1424 1 T 152.1542 |
- . . V003 . . . . . . . . .
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 1.5974 | 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 | 0.3300 [ 18,259.11
50 50 92
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

I Equipment Type I Number I Hours/Day I Hours/Year I Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

Boilers

I Equipment Type I Number I Heat Input/Day I Heat Input/Year I Boiler Rating I Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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Attachment C

Local Hire Provision Net Change
Without Local Hire Provision
Total Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO2e) 3,623
Amortized (MT CO2e/year) 120.77
With Local Hire Provision
Total Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO2e) 3,024
Amortized (MT CO2e/year) 100.80
% Decrease in Construction-related GHG Emissions 17%
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sw AP E nghni_u:al Consultation, Data Analysis and SOIL WATER AIR PROTECTION ENTERPRISE
Litigation Support for the Environment 2656 29th Street, Suite 201

Santa Monica, California 90405

Attn: Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D.

Mobil: (310) 795-2335

Office: (310) 452-5555

Fax: (310) 452-5550

Email: prosenfeld@swape.com

P aul Ros en f eld, P h. D. Chemical Fate and Transport & Air Dispersion Modeling
Principal Environmental Chemist Risk Assessment & Remediation Specialist
Education

Ph.D. Soil Chemistry, University of Washington, 1999. Dissertation on volatile organic compound filtration.
M.S. Environmental Science, U.C. Berkeley, 1995. Thesis on organic waste economics.

B.A. Environmental Studies, U.C. Santa Barbara, 1991. Thesis on wastewater treatment.

Professional Experience

Dr. Rosenfeld has over 25 years’ experience conducting environmental investigations and risk assessments for
evaluating impacts to human health, property, and ecological receptors. His expertise focuses on the fate and
transport of environmental contaminants, human health risk, exposure assessment, and ecological restoration. Dr.
Rosenfeld has evaluated and modeled emissions from unconventional oil drilling operations, oil spills, landfills,
boilers and incinerators, process stacks, storage tanks, confined animal feeding operations, and many other industrial
and agricultural sources. His project experience ranges from monitoring and modeling of pollution sources to

evaluating impacts of pollution on workers at industrial facilities and residents in surrounding communities.

Dr. Rosenfeld has investigated and designed remediation programs and risk assessments for contaminated sites
containing lead, heavy metals, mold, bacteria, particulate matter, petroleum hydrocarbons, chlorinated solvents,
pesticides, radioactive waste, dioxins and furans, semi- and volatile organic compounds, PCBs, PAHs, perchlorate,
asbestos, per- and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFOA/PFOS), unusual polymers, fuel oxygenates (MTBE), among
other pollutants. Dr. Rosenfeld also has experience evaluating greenhouse gas emissions from various projects and is
an expert on the assessment of odors from industrial and agricultural sites, as well as the evaluation of odor nuisance
impacts and technologies for abatement of odorous emissions. As a principal scientist at SWAPE, Dr. Rosenfeld
directs air dispersion modeling and exposure assessments. He has served as an expert witness and testified about
pollution sources causing nuisance and/or personal injury at dozens of sites and has testified as an expert witness on

more than ten cases involving exposure to air contaminants from industrial sources.
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Professional History:

Soil Water Air Protection Enterprise (SWAPE); 2003 to present; Principal and Founding Partner
UCLA School of Public Health; 2007 to 2011; Lecturer (Assistant Researcher)

UCLA School of Public Health; 2003 to 2006; Adjunct Professor

UCLA Environmental Science and Engineering Program; 2002-2004; Doctoral Intern Coordinator
UCLA Institute of the Environment, 2001-2002; Research Associate

Komex H,O Science, 2001 to 2003; Senior Remediation Scientist

National Groundwater Association, 2002-2004; Lecturer

San Diego State University, 1999-2001; Adjunct Professor

Anteon Corp., San Diego, 2000-2001; Remediation Project Manager

Ogden (now Amec), San Diego, 2000-2000; Remediation Project Manager

Bechtel, San Diego, California, 1999 — 2000; Risk Assessor

King County, Seattle, 1996 — 1999; Scientist

James River Corp., Washington, 1995-96; Scientist

Big Creek Lumber, Davenport, California, 1995; Scientist

Plumas Corp., California and USFS, Tahoe 1993-1995; Scientist

Peace Corps and World Wildlife Fund, St. Kitts, West Indies, 1991-1993; Scientist

Publications:

Remy, L.L., Clay T., Byers, V., Rosenfeld P. E. (2019) Hospital, Health, and Community Burden After Oil
Refinery Fires, Richmond, California 2007 and 2012. Environmental Health. 18:48

Simons, R.A., Seo, Y. Rosenfeld, P., (2015) Modeling the Effect of Refinery Emission On Residential Property
Value. Journal of Real Estate Research. 27(3):321-342

Chen, J. A, Zapata A. R., Sutherland A. J., Molmen, D.R., Chow, B. S., Wu, L. E., Rosenfeld, P. E., Hesse, R. C.,
(2012) Sulfur Dioxide and Volatile Organic Compound Exposure To A Community In Texas City Texas Evaluated
Using Aermod and Empirical Data. American Journal of Environmental Science, 8(6), 622-632.

Rosenfeld, P.E. & Feng, L. (2011). The Risks of Hazardous Waste. Amsterdam: Elsevier Publishing.

Cheremisinoff, N.P., & Rosenfeld, P.E. (2011). Handbook of Pollution Prevention and Cleaner Production: Best
Practices in the Agrochemical Industry, Amsterdam: Elsevier Publishing.

Gonzalez, J., Feng, L., Sutherland, A., Waller, C., Sok, H., Hesse, R., Rosenfeld, P. (2010). PCBs and
Dioxins/Furans in Attic Dust Collected Near Former PCB Production and Secondary Copper Facilities in Sauget, IL.
Procedia Environmental Sciences. 113—125.

Feng, L., Wu, C., Tam, L., Sutherland, A.J., Clark, J.J., Rosenfeld, P.E. (2010). Dioxin and Furan Blood Lipid and
Attic Dust Concentrations in Populations Living Near Four Wood Treatment Facilities in the United States. Journal
of Environmental Health. 73(6), 34-46.

Cheremisinoff, N.P., & Rosenfeld, P.E. (2010). Handbook of Pollution Prevention and Cleaner Production: Best
Practices in the Wood and Paper Industries. Amsterdam: Elsevier Publishing.

Cheremisinoff, N.P., & Reosenfeld, P.E. (2009). Handbook of Pollution Prevention and Cleaner Production: Best
Practices in the Petroleum Industry. Amsterdam: Elsevier Publishing.

Wu, C., Tam, L., Clark, J., Rosenfeld, P. (2009). Dioxin and furan blood lipid concentrations in populations living
near four wood treatment facilities in the United States. WIT Transactions on Ecology and the Environment, Air
Pollution, 123 (17), 319-327.
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Tam L. K.., Wu C. D., Clark J. J. and Rosenfeld, P.E. (2008). A Statistical Analysis Of Attic Dust And Blood Lipid
Concentrations Of Tetrachloro-p-Dibenzodioxin (TCDD) Toxicity Equivalency Quotients (TEQ) In Two
Populations Near Wood Treatment Facilities. Organohalogen Compounds, 70, 002252-002255.

Tam L. K.., Wu C. D., Clark J. J. and Rosenfeld, P.E. (2008). Methods For Collect Samples For Assessing Dioxins
And Other Environmental Contaminants In Attic Dust: A Review. Organohalogen Compounds, 70, 000527-
000530.

Hensley, A.R. A. Scott, J. J. J. Clark, Rosenfeld, P.E. (2007). Attic Dust and Human Blood Samples Collected near
a Former Wood Treatment Facility. Environmental Research. 105, 194-197.

Rosenfeld, P.E., J. J. J. Clark, A. R. Hensley, M. Suffet. (2007). The Use of an Odor Wheel Classification for
Evaluation of Human Health Risk Criteria for Compost Facilities. Water Science & Technology 55(5), 345-357.

Rosenfeld, P. E., M. Suffet. (2007). The Anatomy Of Odour Wheels For Odours Of Drinking Water, Wastewater,
Compost And The Urban Environment. Water Science & Technology 55(5), 335-344.

Sullivan, P. J. Clark, J.J.J., Agardy, F. J., Rosenfeld, P.E. (2007). Toxic Legacy, Synthetic Toxins in the Food,
Water, and Air in American Cities. Boston Massachusetts: Elsevier Publishing

Rosenfeld, P.E., and Suffet I.H. (2004). Control of Compost Odor Using High Carbon Wood Ash. Water Science
and Technology. 49(9),171-178.

Rosenfeld P. E., J.J. Clark, I.LH. (Mel) Suffet (2004). The Value of An Odor-Quality-Wheel Classification Scheme
For The Urban Environment. Water Environment Federation’s Technical Exhibition and Conference (WEFTEC)
2004. New Orleans, October 2-6, 2004.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and Suffet, [.H. (2004). Understanding Odorants Associated With Compost, Biomass Facilities,
and the Land Application of Biosolids. Water Science and Technology. 49(9), 193-199.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and Suffet I.H. (2004). Control of Compost Odor Using High Carbon Wood Ash, Water Science
and Technology, 49( 9), 171-178.

Rosenfeld, P. E., Grey, M. A., Sellew, P. (2004). Measurement of Biosolids Odor and Odorant Emissions from
Windrows, Static Pile and Biofilter. Water Environment Research. 76(4), 310-315.

Rosenfeld, P.E., Grey, M and Suffet, M. (2002). Compost Demonstration Project, Sacramento California Using
High-Carbon Wood Ash to Control Odor at a Green Materials Composting Facility. Integrated Waste Management
Board Public Affairs Office, Publications Clearinghouse (MS—6), Sacramento, CA Publication #442-02-008.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and C.L. Henry. (2001). Characterization of odor emissions from three different biosolids. Water
Soil and Air Pollution. 127(1-4), 173-191.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and Henry C. L., (2000). Wood ash control of odor emissions from biosolids application. Journal
of Environmental Quality. 29, 1662-1668.

Rosenfeld, P.E., C.L. Henry and D. Bennett. (2001). Wastewater dewatering polymer affect on biosolids odor
emissions and microbial activity. Water Environment Research. 73(4), 363-367.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and C.L. Henry. (2001). Activated Carbon and Wood Ash Sorption of Wastewater, Compost, and
Biosolids Odorants. Water Environment Research, 73, 388-393.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and Henry C. L., (2001). High carbon wood ash effect on biosolids microbial activity and odor.
Water Environment Research. 131(1-4), 247-262.

Paul E. Rosenfeld, Ph.D. Page 3 of 10 June 2019

Page 258 of 275 in Comment Letter O8



Chollack, T. and P. Rosenfeld. (1998). Compost Amendment Handbook For Landscaping. Prepared for and
distributed by the City of Redmond, Washington State.

Rosenfeld, P. E. (1992). The Mount Liamuiga Crater Trail. Heritage Magazine of St. Kitts, 3(2).

Rosenfeld, P. E. (1993). High School Biogas Project to Prevent Deforestation On St. Kitts. Biomass Users
Network, 7(1).

Rosenfeld, P. E. (1998). Characterization, Quantification, and Control of Odor Emissions From Biosolids
Application To Forest Soil. Doctoral Thesis. University of Washington College of Forest Resources.

Rosenfeld, P. E. (1994). Potential Utilization of Small Diameter Trees on Sierra County Public Land. Masters
thesis reprinted by the Sierra County Economic Council. Sierra County, California.

Rosenfeld, P. E. (1991). How to Build a Small Rural Anaerobic Digester & Uses Of Biogas In The First And Third
World. Bachelors Thesis. University of California.

Presentations:

Rosenfeld, P.E., Sutherland, A; Hesse, R.; Zapata, A. (October 3-6, 2013). Air dispersion modeling of volatile
organic emissions from multiple natural gas wells in Decatur, TX. 44th Western Regional Meeting, American
Chemical Society. Lecture conducted from Santa Clara, CA.

Sok, H.L.; Waller, C.C.; Feng, L.; Gonzalez, J.; Sutherland, A.J.; Wisdom-Stack, T.; Sahai, R.K.; Hesse, R.C.;
Rosenfeld, P.E. (June 20-23, 2010). Atrazine: A Persistent Pesticide in Urban Drinking Water.
Urban Environmental Pollution. Lecture conducted from Boston, MA.

Feng, L.; Gonzalez, J.; Sok, H.L.; Sutherland, A.J.; Waller, C.C.; Wisdom-Stack, T.; Sahai, R.K.; La, M.; Hesse,
R.C.; Reosenfeld, P.E. (June 20-23, 2010). Bringing Environmental Justice to East St. Louis,
Illinois. Urban Environmental Pollution. Lecture conducted from Boston, MA.

Rosenfeld, P.E. (April 19-23, 2009). Perfluoroctanoic Acid (PFOA) and Perfluoroactane Sulfonate (PFOS)
Contamination in Drinking Water From the Use of Aqueous Film Forming Foams (AFFF) at Airports in the United
States. 2009 Ground Water Summit and 2009 Ground Water Protection Council Spring Meeting, Lecture conducted
from Tuscon, AZ.

Rosenfeld, P.E. (April 19-23, 2009). Cost to Filter Atrazine Contamination from Drinking Water in the United
States” Contamination in Drinking Water From the Use of Aqueous Film Forming Foams (AFFF) at Airports in the
United States. 2009 Ground Water Summit and 2009 Ground Water Protection Council Spring Meeting. Lecture
conducted from Tuscon, AZ.

Wu, C., Tam, L., Clark, J., Rosenfeld, P. (20-22 July, 2009). Dioxin and furan blood lipid concentrations in
populations living near four wood treatment facilities in the United States. Brebbia, C.A. and Popov, V., eds., Air
Pollution XVII: Proceedings of the Seventeenth International Conference on Modeling, Monitoring and
Management of Air Pollution. Lecture conducted from Tallinn, Estonia.

Rosenfeld, P. E. (October 15-18, 2007). Moss Point Community Exposure To Contaminants From A Releasing
Facility. The 23" Annual International Conferences on Soils Sediment and Water. Platform lecture conducted from
University of Massachusetts, Amherst MA.

Rosenfeld, P. E. (October 15-18, 2007). The Repeated Trespass of Tritium-Contaminated Water Into A
Surrounding Community Form Repeated Waste Spills From A Nuclear Power Plant. The 23" Annual International
Conferences on Soils Sediment and Water. Platform lecture conducted from University of Massachusetts, Amherst
MA.
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Rosenfeld, P. E. (October 15-18, 2007). Somerville Community Exposure To Contaminants From Wood Treatment
Facility Emissions. The 23" Annual International Conferences on Soils Sediment and Water. Lecture conducted
from University of Massachusetts, Amherst MA.

Rosenfeld P. E. (March 2007). Production, Chemical Properties, Toxicology, & Treatment Case Studies of 1,2,3-
Trichloropropane (TCP). The Association for Environmental Health and Sciences (AEHS) Annual Meeting. Lecture
conducted from San Diego, CA.

Rosenfeld P. E. (March 2007). Blood and Attic Sampling for Dioxin/Furan, PAH, and Metal Exposure in Florala,
Alabama. The AEHS Annual Meeting. Lecture conducted from San Diego, CA.

Hensley A.R., Scott, A., Rosenfeld P.E., Clark, J.J.J. (August 21 — 25, 2006). Dioxin Containing Attic Dust And
Human Blood Samples Collected Near A Former Wood Treatment Facility. The 26th International Symposium on
Halogenated Persistent Organic Pollutants — DIOXIN2006. Lecture conducted from Radisson SAS Scandinavia
Hotel in Oslo Norway.

Hensley A.R., Scott, A., Rosenfeld P.E., Clark, J.J.J. (November 4-8, 2006). Dioxin Containing Attic Dust And
Human Blood Samples Collected Near A Former Wood Treatment Facility. APHA 134 Annual Meeting &
Exposition. Lecture conducted from Boston Massachusetts.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (October 24-25, 2005). Fate, Transport and Persistence of PFOA and Related Chemicals.
Mealey’s C8/PFOA. Science, Risk & Litigation Conference. Lecture conducted from The Rittenhouse Hotel,
Philadelphia, PA.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (September 19, 2005). Brominated Flame Retardants in Groundwater: Pathways to Human
Ingestion, Toxicology and Remediation PEMA Emerging Contaminant Conference. Lecture conducted from Hilton
Hotel, Irvine California.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (September 19, 2005). Fate, Transport, Toxicity, And Persistence of 1,2,3-TCP. PEMA
Emerging Contaminant Conference. Lecture conducted from Hilton Hotel in Irvine, California.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (September 26-27, 2005). Fate, Transport and Persistence of PDBEs. Mealey’s Groundwater
Conference. Lecture conducted from Ritz Carlton Hotel, Marina Del Ray, California.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (June 7-8, 2005). Fate, Transport and Persistence of PFOA and Related Chemicals.
International Society of Environmental Forensics: Focus On Emerging Contaminants. Lecture conducted from
Sheraton Oceanfront Hotel, Virginia Beach, Virginia.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (July 21-22, 2005). Fate Transport, Persistence and Toxicology of PFOA and Related
Perfluorochemicals. 2005 National Groundwater Association Ground Water And Environmental Law Conference.
Lecture conducted from Wyndham Baltimore Inner Harbor, Baltimore Maryland.

Paul Rosenfeld Ph.D. (July 21-22, 2005). Brominated Flame Retardants in Groundwater: Pathways to Human
Ingestion, Toxicology and Remediation. 2005 National Groundwater Association Ground Water and
Environmental Law Conference. Lecture conducted from Wyndham Baltimore Inner Harbor, Baltimore Maryland.

Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. and James Clark Ph.D. and Rob Hesse R.G. (May 5-6, 2004). Tert-butyl Alcohol Liability
and Toxicology, A National Problem and Unquantified Liability. National Groundwater Association. Environmental
Law Conference. Lecture conducted from Congress Plaza Hotel, Chicago Illinois.

Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. (March 2004). Perchlorate Toxicology. Meeting of the American Groundwater Trust.
Lecture conducted from Phoenix Arizona.

Hagemann, M.F., Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. and Rob Hesse (2004). Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River.
Meeting of tribal representatives. Lecture conducted from Parker, AZ.
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Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. (April 7, 2004). A National Damage Assessment Model For PCE and Dry Cleaners.
Drycleaner Symposium. California Ground Water Association. Lecture conducted from Radison Hotel, Sacramento,
California.

Rosenfeld, P. E., Grey, M., (June 2003) Two stage biofilter for biosolids composting odor control. Seventh
International In Situ And On Site Bioremediation Symposium Battelle Conference Orlando, FL.

Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. and James Clark Ph.D. (February 20-21, 2003) Understanding Historical Use, Chemical
Properties, Toxicity and Regulatory Guidance of 1,4 Dioxane. National Groundwater Association. Southwest Focus
Conference. Water Supply and Emerging Contaminants.. Lecture conducted from Hyatt Regency Phoenix Arizona.

Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. (February 6-7, 2003). Underground Storage Tank Litigation and Remediation. California
CUPA Forum. Lecture conducted from Marriott Hotel, Anaheim California.

Paul Rosenfeld, Ph.D. (October 23, 2002) Underground Storage Tank Litigation and Remediation. EPA
Underground Storage Tank Roundtable. Lecture conducted from Sacramento California.

Rosenfeld, P.E. and Suffet, M. (October 7- 10, 2002). Understanding Odor from Compost, Wastewater and
Industrial Processes. Sixth Annual Symposium On Off Flavors in the Aquatic Environment. International Water
Association. Lecture conducted from Barcelona Spain.

Rosenfeld, P.E. and Suffet, M. (October 7- 10, 2002). Using High Carbon Wood Ash to Control Compost Odor.
Sixth Annual Symposium On Off Flavors in the Aquatic Environment. International Water Association. Lecture
conducted from Barcelona Spain.

Rosenfeld, P.E. and Grey, M. A. (September 22-24, 2002). Biocycle Composting For Coastal Sage Restoration.
Northwest Biosolids Management Association. Lecture conducted from Vancouver Washington..

Rosenfeld, P.E. and Grey, M. A. (November 11-14, 2002). Using High-Carbon Wood Ash to Control Odor at a
Green Materials Composting Facility. Soil Science Society Annual Conference. Lecture conducted from
Indianapolis, Maryland.

Rosenfeld. P.E. (September 16, 2000). Two stage biofilter for biosolids composting odor control. Water
Environment Federation. Lecture conducted from Anaheim California.

Rosenfeld. P.E. (October 16, 2000). Wood ash and biofilter control of compost odor. Biofest. Lecture conducted
from Ocean Shores, California.

Rosenfeld, P.E. (2000). Bioremediation Using Organic Soil Amendments. California Resource Recovery
Association. Lecture conducted from Sacramento California.

Rosenfeld, P.E., C.L. Henry, R. Harrison. (1998). Oat and Grass Seed Germination and Nitrogen and Sulfur
Emissions Following Biosolids Incorporation With High-Carbon Wood-Ash. Water Environment Federation 12th
Annual Residuals and Biosolids Management Conference Proceedings. Lecture conducted from Bellevue
Washington.

Rosenfeld, P.E., and C.L. Henry. (1999). An evaluation of ash incorporation with biosolids for odor reduction. Soi/
Science Society of America. Lecture conducted from Salt Lake City Utah.

Rosenfeld, P.E., C.L. Henry, R. Harrison. (1998). Comparison of Microbial Activity and Odor Emissions from
Three Different Biosolids Applied to Forest Soil. Brown and Caldwell. Lecture conducted from Seattle Washington.

Rosenfeld, P.E., C.L. Henry. (1998). Characterization, Quantification, and Control of Odor Emissions from
Biosolids Application To Forest Soil. Biofest. Lecture conducted from Lake Chelan, Washington.
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Rosenfeld, P.E, C.L. Henry, R. Harrison. (1998). Oat and Grass Seed Germination and Nitrogen and Sulfur
Emissions Following Biosolids Incorporation With High-Carbon Wood-Ash. Water Environment Federation 12th
Annual Residuals and Biosolids Management Conference Proceedings. Lecture conducted from Bellevue
Washington.

Rosenfeld, P.E., C.L. Henry, R. B. Harrison, and R. Dills. (1997). Comparison of Odor Emissions From Three

Different Biosolids Applied to Forest Soil. Soil Science Society of America. Lecture conducted from Anaheim
California.

Teaching Experience:

UCLA Department of Environmental Health (Summer 2003 through 20010) Taught Environmental Health Science
100 to students, including undergrad, medical doctors, public health professionals and nurses. Course focused on
the health effects of environmental contaminants.

National Ground Water Association, Successful Remediation Technologies. Custom Course in Sante Fe, New
Mexico. May 21, 2002. Focused on fate and transport of fuel contaminants associated with underground storage

tanks.

National Ground Water Association; Successful Remediation Technologies Course in Chicago Illinois. April 1,
2002. Focused on fate and transport of contaminants associated with Superfund and RCRA sites.

California Integrated Waste Management Board, April and May, 2001. Alternative Landfill Caps Seminar in San
Diego, Ventura, and San Francisco. Focused on both prescriptive and innovative landfill cover design.

UCLA Department of Environmental Engineering, February 5, 2002. Seminar on Successful Remediation
Technologies focusing on Groundwater Remediation.

University Of Washington, Soil Science Program, Teaching Assistant for several courses including: Soil Chemistry,
Organic Soil Amendments, and Soil Stability.

U.C. Berkeley, Environmental Science Program Teaching Assistant for Environmental Science 10.

Academic Grants Awarded:

California Integrated Waste Management Board. $41,000 grant awarded to UCLA Institute of the Environment.
Goal: To investigate effect of high carbon wood ash on volatile organic emissions from compost. 2001.

Synagro Technologies, Corona California: $10,000 grant awarded to San Diego State University.
Goal: investigate effect of biosolids for restoration and remediation of degraded coastal sage soils. 2000.

King County, Department of Research and Technology, Washington State. $100,000 grant awarded to University of
Washington: Goal: To investigate odor emissions from biosolids application and the effect of polymers and ash on
VOC emissions. 1998.

Northwest Biosolids Management Association, Washington State. $20,000 grant awarded to investigate effect of
polymers and ash on VOC emissions from biosolids. 1997.

James River Corporation, Oregon: $10,000 grant was awarded to investigate the success of genetically engineered
Poplar trees with resistance to round-up. 1996.

United State Forest Service, Tahoe National Forest: $15,000 grant was awarded to investigating fire ecology of the
Tahoe National Forest. 1995.

Kellogg Foundation, Washington D.C. $500 grant was awarded to construct a large anaerobic digester on St. Kitts
in West Indies. 1993
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Deposition and/or Trial Testimony:

In the United States District Court For The District of New Jersey
Duarte et al, Plaintiffs, vs. United States Metals Refining Company et. al. Defendant.
Case No.: 2:17-cv-01624-ES-SCM
Rosenfeld Deposition. 6-7-2019

In the United States District Court of Southern District of Texas Galveston Division
M/T Carla Maersk, Plaintiffs, vs. Conti 168., Schiffahrts-GMBH & Co. Bulker KG MS “Conti Perdido”
Defendant.
Case No.: 3:15-CV-00106 consolidated with 3:15-CV-00237
Rosenfeld Deposition. 5-9-2019

In The Superior Court of the State of California In And For The County Of Los Angeles — Santa Monica
Carole-Taddeo-Bates et al., vs. Ifran Khan et al., Defendants
Case No.: No. BC615636
Rosenfeld Deposition, 1-26-2019

In The Superior Court of the State of California In And For The County Of Los Angeles — Santa Monica
The San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments et al. vs El Adobe Apts. Inc. et al., Defendants
Case No.: No. BC646857
Rosenfeld Deposition, 10-6-2018; Trial 3-7-19

In United States District Court For The District of Colorado
Bells et al. Plaintiff vs. The 3M Company et al., Defendants
Case: No 1:16-cv-02531-RBJ
Rosenfeld Deposition, 3-15-2018 and 4-3-2018

In The District Court Of Regan County, Texas, 112" Judicial District
Phillip Bales et al., Plaintiff vs. Dow Agrosciences, LLC, et al., Defendants
Cause No 1923
Rosenfeld Deposition, 11-17-2017

In The Superior Court of the State of California In And For The County Of Contra Costa
Simons et al., Plaintiffs vs. Chevron Corporation, et al., Defendants
Cause No C12-01481
Rosenfeld Deposition, 11-20-2017

In The Circuit Court Of The Twentieth Judicial Circuit, St Clair County, Illinois
Martha Custer et al., Plaintiff vs. Cerro Flow Products, Inc., Defendants
Case No.: No. 0i9-L-2295
Rosenfeld Deposition, 8-23-2017

In The Superior Court of the State of California, For The County of Los Angeles
Warrn Gilbert and Penny Gilber, Plaintiff vs. BMW of North America LLC
Case No.: LC102019 (c¢/w BC582154)
Rosenfeld Deposition, 8-16-2017, Trail 8-28-2018

In the Northern District Court of Mississippi, Greenville Division
Brenda J. Cooper, et al., Plaintiffs, vs. Meritor Inc., et al., Defendants
Case Number: 4:16-cv-52-DMB-JVM
Rosenfeld Deposition: July 2017
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In The Superior Court of the State of Washington, County of Snohomish
Michael Davis and Julie Davis et al., Plaintiff vs. Cedar Grove Composting Inc., Defendants
Case No.: No. 13-2-03987-5
Rosenfeld Deposition, February 2017
Trial, March 2017

In The Superior Court of the State of California, County of Alameda
Charles Spain., Plaintiff vs. Thermo Fisher Scientific, et al., Defendants
Case No.: RG14711115
Rosenfeld Deposition, September 2015

In The Iowa District Court In And For Poweshiek County
Russell D. Winburn, et al., Plaintiffs vs. Doug Hoksbergen, et al., Defendants
Case No.: LALA002187
Rosenfeld Deposition, August 2015

In The Iowa District Court For Wapello County
Jerry Dovico, et al., Plaintiffs vs. Valley View Sine LLC, et al., Defendants
Law No,: LALA105144 - Division A
Rosenfeld Deposition, August 2015

In The Towa District Court For Wapello County
Doug Pauls, et al.,, et al., Plaintiffs vs. Richard Warren, et al., Defendants
Law No,: LALA105144 - Division A
Rosenfeld Deposition, August 2015

In The Circuit Court of Ohio County, West Virginia
Robert Andrews, et al. v. Antero, et al.
Civil Action NO. 14-C-30000
Rosenfeld Deposition, June 2015

In The Third Judicial District County of Dona Ana, New Mexico
Betty Gonzalez, et al. Plaintiffs vs. Del Oro Dairy, Del Oro Real Estate LLC, Jerry Settles and Deward
DeRuyter, Defendants
Rosenfeld Deposition: July 2015

In The Iowa District Court For Muscatine County
Laurie Freeman et. al. Plaintiffs vs. Grain Processing Corporation, Defendant
Case No 4980
Rosenfeld Deposition: May 2015

In the Circuit Court of the 17" Judicial Circuit, in and For Broward County, Florida
Walter Hinton, et. al. Plaintiff, vs. City of Fort Lauderdale, Florida, a Municipality, Defendant.
Case Number CACE07030358 (26)
Rosenfeld Deposition: December 2014

In the United States District Court Western District of Oklahoma
Tommy McCarty, et al., Plaintiffs, v. Oklahoma City Landfill, LLC d/b/a Southeast Oklahoma City
Landfill, et al. Defendants.
Case No. 5:12-¢cv-01152-C
Rosenfeld Deposition: July 2014
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In the County Court of Dallas County Texas
Lisa Parr et al, Plaintiff, vs. Aruba et al, Defendant.
Case Number cc-11-01650-E
Rosenfeld Deposition: March and September 2013
Rosenfeld Trial: April 2014

In the Court of Common Pleas of Tuscarawas County Ohio
John Michael Abicht, et al., Plaintiffs, vs. Republic Services, Inc., et al., Defendants
Case Number: 2008 CT 10 0741 (Cons. w/ 2009 CV 10 0987)
Rosenfeld Deposition: October 2012

In the United States District Court of Southern District of Texas Galveston Division
Kyle Cannon, Eugene Donovan, Genaro Ramirez, Carol Sassler, and Harvey Walton, each Individually and
on behalf of those similarly situated, Plaintiffs, vs. BP Products North America, Inc., Defendant.
Case 3:10-cv-00622
Rosenfeld Deposition: February 2012
Rosenfeld Trial: April 2013

In the Circuit Court of Baltimore County Maryland
Philip E. Cvach, II et al., Plaintiffs vs. Two Farms, Inc. d/b/a Royal Farms, Defendants
Case Number: 03-C-12-012487 OT
Rosenfeld Deposition: September 2013
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SWAP E Technical Consultation, Data Analysis and
Litigation Support for the Environment

1640 5th St.., Suite 204 Santa
Santa Monica, California 90401
Tel: (949) 887-9013

Email: mhagemann@swape.com

Matthew F. Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg., QSD, QSP

Geologic and Hydrogeologic Characterization
Industrial Stormwater Compliance
Investigation and Remediation Strategies
Litigation Support and Testifying Expert
CEQA Review

Education:
M.S. Degree, Geology, California State University Los Angeles, Los Angeles, CA, 1984.

B.A. Degree, Geology, Humboldt State University, Arcata, CA, 1982.

Professional Certifications:

California Professional Geologist
California Certified Hydrogeologist
Qualified SWPPP Developer and Practitioner

Professional Experience:

Matt has 25 years of experience in environmental policy, assessment and remediation. He spent nine
years with the U.S. EPA in the RCRA and Superfund programs and served as EPA’s Senior Science
Policy Advisor in the Western Regional Office where he identified emerging threats to groundwater from
perchlorate and MTBE. While with EPA, Matt also served as a Senior Hydrogeologist in the oversight of
the assessment of seven major military facilities undergoing base closure. He led numerous enforcement
actions under provisions of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) while also working

with permit holders to improve hydrogeologic characterization and water quality monitoring.

Matt has worked closely with U.S. EPA legal counsel and the technical staff of several states in the
application and enforcement of RCRA, Safe Drinking Water Act and Clean Water Act regulations. Matt
has trained the technical staff in the States of California, Hawaii, Nevada, Arizona and the Territory of

Guam in the conduct of investigations, groundwater fundamentals, and sampling techniques.

Positions Matt has held include:

e Founding Partner, Soil/Water/Air Protection Enterprise (SWAPE) (2003 — present);
e  Geology Instructor, Golden West College, 2010 — 2014;
e Senior Environmental Analyst, Komex H2O Science, Inc. (2000 -- 2003);
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e Executive Director, Orange Coast Watch (2001 — 2004);

e  Senior Science Policy Advisor and Hydrogeologist, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (1989-
1998);

e Hydrogeologist, National Park Service, Water Resources Division (1998 — 2000);

e Adjunct Faculty Member, San Francisco State University, Department of Geosciences (1993 —
1998);

e Instructor, College of Marin, Department of Science (1990 — 1995);

e Geologist, U.S. Forest Service (1986 — 1998); and

e Geologist, Dames & Moore (1984 — 1986).

Senior Regulatory and Litigation Support Analyst:
With SWAPE, Matt’s responsibilities have included:
e Lead analyst and testifying expert in the review of over 100 environmental impact reports

since 2003 under CEQA that identify significant issues with regard to hazardous waste, water
resources, water quality, air quality, Valley Fever, greenhouse gas emissions, and geologic

hazards. Make recommendations for additional mitigation measures to lead agencies at the
local and county level to include additional characterization of health risks and
implementation of protective measures to reduce worker exposure to hazards from toxins
and Valley Fever.

e Stormwater analysis, sampling and best management practice evaluation at industrial facilities.

e Manager of a project to provide technical assistance to a community adjacent to a former
Naval shipyard under a grant from the U.S. EPA.

e Technical assistance and litigation support for vapor intrusion concerns.

e Lead analyst and testifying expert in the review of environmental issues in license applications
for large solar power plants before the California Energy Commission.

e Manager of a project to evaluate numerous formerly used military sites in the western U.S.

e Manager of a comprehensive evaluation of potential sources of perchlorate contamination in
Southern California drinking water wells.

e Manager and designated expert for litigation support under provisions of Proposition 65 in the
review of releases of gasoline to sources drinking water at major refineries and hundreds of gas
stations throughout California.

e Expert witness on two cases involving MTBE litigation.

e  Expert witness and litigation support on the impact of air toxins and hazards at a school.

e Expert witness in litigation at a former plywood plant.

With Komex H20O Science Inc., Matt’s duties included the following:

e Senior author of a report on the extent of perchlorate contamination that was used in testimony
by the former U.S. EPA Administrator and General Counsel.

e  Senior researcher in the development of a comprehensive, electronically interactive chronology
of MTBE use, research, and regulation.

e  Senior researcher in the development of a comprehensive, electronically interactive chronology
of perchlorate use, research, and regulation.

e Senior researcher in a study that estimates nationwide costs for MTBE remediation and drinking
water treatment, results of which were published in newspapers nationwide and in testimony
against provisions of an energy bill that would limit liability for oil companies.

e Research to support litigation to restore drinking water supplies that have been contaminated by
MTBE in California and New York.
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e  Expert witness testimony in a case of oil production-related contamination in Mississippi.
e Lead author for a multi-volume remedial investigation report for an operating school in Los
Angeles that met strict regulatory requirements and rigorous deadlines.
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e Development of strategic approaches for cleanup of contaminated sites in consultation with
clients and regulators.

Executive Director:

As Executive Director with Orange Coast Watch, Matt led efforts to restore water quality at Orange
County beaches from multiple sources of contamination including urban runoff and the discharge of
wastewater. In reporting to a Board of Directors that included representatives from leading Orange
County universities and businesses, Matt prepared issue papers in the areas of treatment and disinfection
of wastewater and control of the discharge of grease to sewer systems. Matt actively participated in the
development of countywide water quality permits for the control of urban runoff and permits for the
discharge of wastewater. Matt worked with other nonprofits to protect and restore water quality, including
Surfrider, Natural Resources Defense Council and Orange County CoastKeeper as well as with business

institutions including the Orange County Business Council.

Hydrogeology:

As a Senior Hydrogeologist with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Matt led investigations to
characterize and cleanup closing military bases, including Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Hunters Point
Naval Shipyard, Treasure Island Naval Station, Alameda Naval Station, Moffett Field, Mather Army
Airfield, and Sacramento Army Depot. Specific activities were as follows:

o Led efforts to model groundwater flow and contaminant transport, ensured adequacy of
monitoring networks, and assessed cleanup alternatives for contaminated sediment, soil, and
groundwater.

e Initiated a regional program for evaluation of groundwater sampling practices and laboratory
analysis at military bases.

e Identified emerging issues, wrote technical guidance, and assisted in policy and regulation
development through work on four national U.S. EPA workgroups, including the Superfund
Groundwater Technical Forum and the Federal Facilities Forum.

At the request of the State of Hawaii, Matt developed a methodology to determine the vulnerability of
groundwater to contamination on the islands of Maui and Oahu. He used analytical models and a GIS to
show zones of vulnerability, and the results were adopted and published by the State of Hawaii and

County of Maui.

As a hydrogeologist with the EPA Groundwater Protection Section, Matt worked with provisions of the
Safe Drinking Water Act and NEPA to prevent drinking water contamination. Specific activities included
the following;:

e Received an EPA Bronze Medal for his contribution to the development of national guidance for
the protection of drinking water.

e Managed the Sole Source Aquifer Program and protected the drinking water of two communities
through designation under the Safe Drinking Water Act. He prepared geologic reports,
conducted public hearings, and responded to public comments from residents who were very
concerned about the impact of designation.
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Reviewed a number of Environmental Impact Statements for planned major developments,
including large hazardous and solid waste disposal facilities, mine reclamation, and water
transfer.

Matt served as a hydrogeologist with the RCRA Hazardous Waste program. Duties were as follows:

Supervised the hydrogeologic investigation of hazardous waste sites to determine compliance
with Subtitle C requirements.

Reviewed and wrote "part B" permits for the disposal of hazardous waste.

Conducted RCRA Corrective Action investigations of waste sites and led inspections that formed
the basis for significant enforcement actions that were developed in close coordination with U.S.
EPA legal counsel.

Wrote contract specifications and supervised contractor’s investigations of waste sites.

With the National Park Service, Matt directed service-wide investigations of contaminant sources to

prevent degradation of water quality, including the following tasks:

Policy:

Applied pertinent laws and regulations including CERCLA, RCRA, NEPA, NRDA, and the
Clean Water Act to control military, mining, and landfill contaminants.

Conducted watershed-scale investigations of contaminants at parks, including Yellowstone and
Olympic National Park.

Identified high-levels of perchlorate in soil adjacent to a national park in New Mexico

and advised park superintendent on appropriate response actions under CERCLA.

Served as a Park Service representative on the Interagency Perchlorate Steering Committee, a
national workgroup.

Developed a program to conduct environmental compliance audits of all National Parks while
serving on a national workgroup.

Co-authored two papers on the potential for water contamination from the operation of personal
watercraft and snowmobiles, these papers serving as the basis for the development of nation-
wide policy on the use of these vehicles in National Parks.

Contributed to the Federal Multi-Agency Source Water Agreement under the Clean Water
Action Plan.

Served senior management as the Senior Science Policy Advisor with the U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, Region 9. Activities included the following:

Advised the Regional Administrator and senior management on emerging issues such as the
potential for the gasoline additive MTBE and ammonium perchlorate to contaminate drinking
water supplies.

Shaped EPA’s national response to these threats by serving on workgroups and by contributing
to guidance, including the Office of Research and Development publication, Oxygenates in
Water: Critical Information and Research Needs.

Improved the technical training of EPA's scientific and engineering staff.

Earned an EPA Bronze Medal for representing the region’s 300 scientists and engineers in
negotiations with the Administrator and senior management to better integrate scientific
principles into the policy-making process.

Established national protocol for the peer review of scientific documents.
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Geology:
With the U.S. Forest Service, Matt led investigations to determine hillslope stability of areas proposed for

timber harvest in the central Oregon Coast Range. Specific activities were as follows:

e Mapped geology in the field, and used aerial photographic interpretation and mathematical
models to determine slope stability.

e Coordinated his research with community members who were concerned with natural resource
protection.

e Characterized the geology of an aquifer that serves as the sole source of drinking water for the
city of Medford, Oregon.

As a consultant with Dames and Moore, Matt led geologic investigations of two contaminated sites (later
listed on the Superfund NPL) in the Portland, Oregon, area and a large hazardous waste site in eastern
Oregon. Duties included the following;:

e Supervised year-long effort for soil and groundwater sampling.
e Conducted aquifer tests.
e Investigated active faults beneath sites proposed for hazardous waste disposal.

Teaching:

From 1990 to 1998, Matt taught at least one course per semester at the community college and university
levels:

e At San Francisco State University, held an adjunct faculty position and taught courses in
environmental geology, oceanography (lab and lecture), hydrogeology, and groundwater
contamination.

e Served as a committee member for graduate and undergraduate students.

e Taught courses in environmental geology and oceanography at the College of Marin.

Matt taught physical geology (lecture and lab and introductory geology at Golden West College in
Huntington Beach, California from 2010 to 2014.

Invited Testimony, Reports, Papers and Presentations:

Hagemann, ML.F., 2008. Disclosure of Hazardous Waste Issues under CEQA. Presentation to the Public
Environmental Law Conference, Eugene, Oregon.

Hagemann, MLF., 2008. Disclosure of Hazardous Waste Issues under CEQA. Invited presentation to U.S.
EPA Region 9, San Francisco, California.

Hagemann, MLF., 2005. Use of Electronic Databases in Environmental Regulation, Policy Making and
Public Participation. Brownfields 2005, Denver, Coloradao.

Hagemann, M.F., 2004. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River and Impacts to Drinking Water
in Nevada and the Southwestern U.S. Presentation to a meeting of the American Groundwater Trust, Las
Vegas, NV (served on conference organizing committee).

Hagemann, MLF., 2004. Invited testimony to a California Senate committee hearing on air toxins at
schools in Southern California, Los Angeles.
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Brown, A., Farrow, J., Gray, A. and Hagemann, M., 2004. An Estimate of Costs to Address MTBE
Releases from Underground Storage Tanks and the Resulting Impact to Drinking Water Wells.
Presentation to the Ground Water and Environmental Law Conference, National Groundwater
Association.

Hagemann, M.F., 2004. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River and Impacts to Drinking Water
in Arizona and the Southwestern U.S. Presentation to a meeting of the American Groundwater Trust,
Phoenix, AZ (served on conference organizing committee).

Hagemann, MLF., 2003. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River and Impacts to Drinking Water
in the Southwestern U.S. Invited presentation to a special committee meeting of the National Academy
of Sciences, Irvine, CA.

Hagemann, M.F., 2003. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River. Invited presentation to a
tribal EPA meeting, Pechanga, CA.

Hagemann, MLF., 2003. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River. Invited presentation to a
meeting of tribal repesentatives, Parker, AZ.

Hagemann, M.F., 2003. Impact of Perchlorate on the Colorado River and Associated Drinking Water
Supplies. Invited presentation to the Inter-Tribal Meeting, Torres Martinez Tribe.

Hagemann, MLF., 2003. The Emergence of Perchlorate as a Widespread Drinking Water Contaminant.
Invited presentation to the U.S. EPA Region 9.

Hagemann, M.F., 2003. A Deductive Approach to the Assessment of Perchlorate Contamination. Invited
presentation to the California Assembly Natural Resources Committee.

Hagemann, MLF., 2003. Perchlorate: A Cold War Legacy in Drinking Water. Presentation to a meeting of
the National Groundwater Association.

Hagemann, M.F., 2002. From Tank to Tap: A Chronology of MTBE in Groundwater. Presentation to a
meeting of the National Groundwater Association.

Hagemann, MLF., 2002. A Chronology of MTBE in Groundwater and an Estimate of Costs to Address
Impacts to Groundwater. Presentation to the annual meeting of the Society of Environmental
Journalists.

Hagemann, M.F., 2002. An Estimate of the Cost to Address MTBE Contamination in Groundwater
(and Who Will Pay). Presentation to a meeting of the National Groundwater Association.

Hagemann, M.F., 2002. An Estimate of Costs to Address MTBE Releases from Underground Storage
Tanks and the Resulting Impact to Drinking Water Wells. Presentation to a meeting of the U.S. EPA and
State Underground Storage Tank Program managers.

Hagemann, MLF,, 2001. From Tank to Tap: A Chronology of MTBE in Groundwater. Unpublished

report.
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Hagemann, MLF.,, 2001. Estimated Cleanup Cost for MTBE in Groundwater Used as Drinking Water.
Unpublished report.

Hagemann, M.F., 2001. Estimated Costs to Address MTBE Releases from Leaking Underground Storage
Tanks. Unpublished report.

Hagemann, MLF.,, and VanMouwerik, M., 1999. Potential Water Quality Concerns Related

to Snowmobile Usage. Water Resources Division, National Park Service, Technical Report.

VanMouwerik, M. and Hagemann, M.F. 1999, Water Quality Concerns Related to Personal Watercraft

Usage. Water Resources Division, National Park Service, Technical Report.

Hagemann, M.F., 1999, Is Dilution the Solution to Pollution in National Parks? The George Wright
Society Biannual Meeting, Asheville, North Carolina.

Hagemann, MLF.,, 1997, The Potential for MTBE to Contaminate Groundwater. U.S. EPA Superfund

Groundwater Technical Forum Annual Meeting, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Hagemann, M.F,, and Gill, M., 1996, Impediments to Intrinsic Remediation, Moffett Field Naval Air

Station, Conference on Intrinsic Remediation of Chlorinated Hydrocarbons, Salt Lake City.

Hagemann, M.F., Fukunaga, G.L., 1996, The Vulnerability of Groundwater to Anthropogenic
Contaminants on the Island of Maui, Hawaii. Hawaii Water Works Association Annual Meeting, Maui,
October 1996.

Hagemann, M. F,, Fukanaga, G. L., 1996, Ranking Groundwater Vulnerability in Central Oahu,
Hawaii. Proceedings, Geographic Information Systems in Environmental Resources Management, Air

and Waste Management Association Publication VIP-61.

Hagemann, ML.F.,, 1994. Groundwater Characterization and Cleanup at Closing Military Bases

in California. Proceedings, California Groundwater Resources Association Meeting.

Hagemann, ML.F. and Sabol, M.A., 1993. Role of the U.S. EPA in the High Plains States Groundwater
Recharge Demonstration Program. Proceedings, Sixth Biennial Symposium on the Artificial Recharge of

Groundwater.

Hagemann, M.F., 1993. U.S. EPA Policy on the Technical Impracticability of the Cleanup of DNAPL-

contaminated Groundwater. California Groundwater Resources Association Meeting.
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Hagemann, MLF., 1992. Dense Nonaqueous Phase Liquid Contamination of Groundwater: An Ounce of

Prevention... Proceedings, Association of Engineering Geologists Annual Meeting, v. 35.

Other Experience:

Selected as subject matter expert for the California Professional Geologist licensing examination, 2009-
2011.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response to Comment Letter O8

Mitchell M. Tsai - Western States Regional Council of Carpenters

Mitchell Tsai on behalf of Western States Regional Council of Carpenters submitted a letter to City staff on
October 24, 2024, along with lengthy attachments.

08-1.

08-2.

08-3.

08-4.

08-5.

08-6.

08-7.

The comment is an email forwarding the corrected version of the letter. The letter has been received
by the City. The comment is acknowledged, and the letter will be provided to decision-makers prior to
a final decision on the Project. No further response is required or necessary because the comment
does not raise any specific environmental issue related to the adequacy of the Draft SEIR.

The comment states that the letter is written on behalf of the Western States Regional Council of
Carpenters and provides background information, a project summary, and information about the
commenter. The comment repeats those previously submitted by the commenter on July 15, 2024.
The commenter is referred to Responses to Comments 07-1 through O7-7 in the Aquabella Specific
Plan Final SEIR, which respond to this comment.

The comment states the City should require that the Project be built using a local workforce. The
comment repeats those previously submitted by the commenter on July 15, 2024. The commenter is
referred to Responses to Comments O7-8 through 07-10 in the Aquabella Specific Plan Final SEIR,
which respond to this comment.

The comment raises concern regarding the spread of COVID-19 during construction activities and
provides recommendations to the City to reduce risk during on-site construction work and practices.
The comment repeats those previously submitted by the commenter on July 15, 2024. The commenter
is referred to Response to Comments O7-11 in the Aquabella Specific Plan Final SEIR, which responds
to this comment.

The comment states that the Draft SEIR “should be revised and recirculated.” The comment repeats
those previously submitted by the commenter on July 15, 2024. The commenter is referred to
Response to Comments 07-12 in the Aquabella Specific Plan Final SEIR, which responds to
this comment.

The comment claims that the Draft SEIR “improperly labels mitigation measures as ‘Project Design
Features’” (sometimes referred to as “PDFs”). The comment repeats those previously submitted by the
commenter on July 15, 2024. The commenter is referred to Response to Comments 07-13 in the
Aguabella Specific Plan Final SEIR, which responds to this comment.

The comment states that the Draft SEIR is “flawed” for relying on the City’s 2040 General Plan and its
Climate Action Plan. The comment repeats those previously submitted by the commenter on
July 15, 2024. The commenter is referred to Response to Comments 07-14 and Topical Response 1,
SB 330 and General Plan Consistency Analysis, in the Aquabella Specific Plan Final SEIR, which
responds to this comment.

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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08-8.

The comment asserts the project’s description is “unstable,” citing that the Draft SEIR mentioned the
Development Agreement but did not specifically discuss inclusion of a senior center. According to the
comment, adding the new building will increase project impacts and renders the project description
unstable. The comment states the Draft SEIR must be recirculated to allow public comment on the
Project with the senior center.

In response, first, under CEQA, an EIR must include an accurate and stable project description that
contains: (1) the precise location and boundaries of the proposed project; (2) a statement of the
objectives sought by the proposed project, including the underlying purpose; (3) a general description
of the project's technical, economic, and environmental characteristics; and (4) a statement briefly
describing the intended uses of the EIR. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15124.) However, the project description
should not include “extensive detail beyond that needed for evaluation and review of the environmental
impact” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15124.)

The SEIR comprehensively evaluated the Project site’s development to include construction and
buildout of approximately 15,000 multifamily and workforce housing options for all ages and income
levels, a 49,900-square-foot mixed-use commercial and retail Town Center with a 300-room hotel;
approximately 80 acres of parks; approximately 40 acres of schools; public services and facilities;
infrastructure improvements; and other amenities. (Draft SEIR, Chapter 3, Project Description.) The
SEIR also specified that Project approvals included a proposed Development Agreement between the
City and the applicant to specify their respective obligations; the proposed Aquabella Specific Plan
Amendment (SPA) to act as the regulatory plan to guide site development; and a General Plan
Amendment, Change of Zone, Tentative Tract Map, and SEIR certification. (Draft SEIR, Section 3.4.1,
Discretionary Actions.) Per Section 5.5 of the SPA (Appendix A to the SEIR), recreational uses—including
community buildings like the Senior Center - are permitted uses within the Specific Plan.

Thus, the Draft SEIR disclosed both the intent of the parties to negotiate a Development Agreement
and that recreational uses, such as the Senior Center, were permitted uses. The Senior Center would
be developed within the site’s development footprint and envelope already analyzed in the Draft and
Final SEIR for the Aquabella Project. Thus, the 24,000 square foot Senior Center represents an
additional project detail that falls within the overall scope of the Project already analyzed in the SEIR.

Moreover, CEQA does not “handcuff decisionmakers” to the initial project description, but
contemplates that projects may evolve throughout the planning and environmental review processes.
(South of Market Community Action Network v. City and County of San Francisco (2019) 33 Cal.App.5th
321, 336.) “The CEQA reporting process is not designed to freeze the ultimate proposal in the precise
mold of the initial project; indeed, new and unforeseen insights may emerge during investigation,
evoking revision of the original proposal.” (South of Market Community Action Network, supra, 33
Cal.App.5th at p. 335, citing, County of Inyo v. City of Los Angeles (1977) 71 Cal.App.3d 185, 199.)
Were every deviation from an initial proposal to render a project description retroactively inadequate
or unstable, public agencies would face a strong disincentive to deviate from or make beneficial
modifications to a project. Here, the project description remains stable and sufficient with the
negotiated 24,000-square foot Senior Center, which is considered a public benefit under the
Development Agreement, a permitted use under the Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment, and
constructed within the same Project development footprint already analyzed in the Aquabella Draft and
Final SEIR.

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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089.

08-10.

Second, the 24,000-square foot Senior Center would not result in any new or substantially more severe
significant environmental impacts compared to those evaluated in the Draft and Final SEIR. A
supplemental analysis for the Senior Center, attached as Appendix A, conservatively estimates impacts
by treating the Senior Center as an addition to previously evaluated uses, even though such uses were
already addressed in the Draft SEIR. Ultimately, no new or more severe significant impacts are
identified, including as they relate to air quality or energy use.

Third, contrary to the comment, recirculation is not required. As explained in Appendix A, recirculation
is required when “significant new information” is added to the EIR after public notice of the availability
of the Draft EIR is given, but before certification. (CEQA Guidelines, §15088.5(a).) “Significant new
information” means information added to an EIR that changes the EIR so as to deprive the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment on a “substantial adverse environmental effect” or a “feasible way
to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project’s proponents
have declined to implement.”

Examples of significant new information includes a disclosure showing that a “new significant
environmental impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be
implemented;” that a “substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result
unless mitigation measures are adopted to reduce the impact to a level of insignificance;” or that a
“feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously
analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the project, but the project’'s
proponents decline to adopt it.” (CEQA Guidelines, §15088.5(a)(1)-(3).)

Recirculation is not required where “the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or amplifies
or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.” (CEQA Guidelines, §15088.5(b).)
Recirculation is “intended to be an exception rather than the general rule.” (Laurel Heights
Improvement Assn. v. Regents of University of California (1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112, 1132.)

Here, recirculation is not required because, as discussed above and in Appendix A, the Senior Center
merely clarifies a characteristic of the already described Project and does not result in a new significant
impacts or more severe significant impacts.

The comment recites selective CEQA regulations and guidance on recirculation. The comment is noted
as an introduction to those that follow and for providing background information. The commenter is
referred to Response to Comment 08-8, above.

The comment asserts that the addition of the Senior Center is significant new information requiring
recirculation of the Draft SEIR, and that the new building will increase the project’s air quality, energy,
GHG, and transportation impacts for which no updated studies were performed.

Please refer to Response to Comment 08-8 and Appendix A. Contrary to the comment and as shown
in Appendix A, the Senior Center will not result in new significant impacts or substantially more severe
significant impacts related to air quality, energy, GHG, and transportation impacts; and is considered
an insignificant project modification. Among other reasons provided in Appendix A, the development
of the Senior Center would be consistent with the previously evaluated uses of the Project, would be
developed within the estimated ground disturbance and construction impact analysis for the Project,
and would be locally-serving so as to not increase vehicle miles travelled (VMT).

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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08-11.

08-12.

The comments states the Final SEIR includes revisions to figures surrounding the noise analysis
concerning heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC), which, it asserts, requires recirculation of
the SEIR.

In response, please refer to Final SEIR Response to Comment 03-52. As explained therein, modeling
of HVAC operational noise was performed in the Draft SEIR using the current CandnaA based sound
propagation model. Unfortunately, the supporting modeling input detail that was intended to be
Appendix E, the Noise Technical Report (Appendix | to the Draft SEIR) was inadvertently omitted. This
input detail supporting the noise prediction figures was added to Final SEIR, Appendix I.

As corrected and clarified in Final SEIR Section 4.13, Figures 4.13-4 and 4.13-5 illustrate each of the
multifamily residential structures modeled as sound sources for operational noise levels. As indicated
in Final SEIR Table 4.13-15, even if all facility equipment operated simultaneously during the nighttime
(10:01 p.m. to 7:59 a.m.), the predicted operational sound level at each of the modeled residential
receiver locations would fall well below the most restrictive nighttime limit of 55 A-weighted decibels
sound equivalent level for residential uses (Moreno Valley Municipal Code, Section 11.80.030.B.1). In
addition, the predicted operational noise would remain at least 10 A-weighted decibels below recorded
ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity; and therefore, the addition of Project operational noise
would not increase ambient noise levels above existing conditions.

Consequently, operational noise impacts of the Project were determined to be less than significant,
which is the same significance finding reflected in the Draft SEIR noise analysis. The addition of this
supporting data and clarified figures thus does not deprive the public of a meaningful opportunity to
comment on a “substantial adverse environmental effect,” and does not constitute “new significant
information” that may trigger recirculation of the Draft SEIR (CEQA Guidelines, § 15088.5).

The comment states the updated Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 2024-2050
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) was certified on April 4,
2024 and that, per MM-AQ-1, the applicant should have communicated with SCAG prior to the update
so that residential and employment growth projections at the project site were incorporated. The
comment also states the Draft SEIR should be revised to ensure accurate statements about the
2024-2050 RTP/SCS.

In response, the project applicant did in fact notify SCAG prior to the April 2024 release of its 2024-
2050 RTP/SCS update. Specifically, the Notice of Preparation for the Project was sent to SCAG on
October 25, 2023, followed by a letter on January 12, 2024, requesting the proposed project and
revised residential density be reflected in the final 2024-2050 RTP/SCS (Connect SoCal 2024.)

SCAG acknowledged this request at page 138 of Appendix 3, Public Participation and Consultation, of
the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS, stating, “The updated specific plan has been added to SCAG’s specific plan
database for future plan development.” However, SCAG clarified that, “The deadline for local
jurisdictions to provide input to land use data and the preliminary growth forecast was in December
2022 at the conclusion of the Local Data Exchange (LDX) process.” That deadline had already passed.
The applicant letter and SCAG response are attached as Appendix B.

Consequently, the Final SEIR correctly indicates that the project’s density projections will be
incorporated into the next RTP/SCS in 2028, and subsequently into the next South Coast Air Quality

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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Management District (SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). MM-AQ-1 was updated to reflect
that the applicant had already notified SCAG, facilitating appropriate incorporation into future
plan updates:

MM-AQ-1: Update the Regional Growth Forecast. The applicant has informed the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) of the Project so that SCAG's next Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, Connect SoCal 2024, can appropriately
reflect residential housing, population, and employment locations and forecasts in Moreno Valley.
The updated information provided to SCAG is anticipated to be used by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) to update the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The applicant
shall prepare and submit a letter notifying SCAQMD of this revised forecast for use in the future
updates to the plan as required.

Despite the implementation of mitigation, the Project’s impact on air quality was determined to be
significant and unavoidable as the Project would still conflict with SCAQMD Consistency Criterion No. 2.

As to the comment that the SEIR must be revised for accuracy concerning the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS,
the Final SEIR, Topical Response 4: Greenhouse Gas Emissions, explains:

The Draft SEIR assessed Project consistency with the GHG-related goals of SCAG’s 2020-2045
RTP/SCS, which was “vested” when the preliminary application was filed in September 2023.
Based on the analysis in Draft SEIR Section 4.18, it was determined that the Project would be
consistent with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, resulting in a less-than-significant impact.

The Draft SEIR also noted that, at the time of its publication, SCAG had released its draft 2024 -
2050 RTP/SCS—known as “Connect SoCal 2024”"—and identified that Project strategies would be
supportive of the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS (SCAG 2020). While the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS was
“vested” as the regulatory document against which this Project is evaluated pursuant to SB 330,
the Final SEIR also includes an evaluation of Project consistency with the recently adopted Connect
SoCal 2024 plan. Refer to Chapter 2, Errata, of the Final EIR. As shown therein, the Project would
be consistent with Connect SoCal 2024, affirming the SEIR’'s less-than-significant
impact determination.

The Final SEIR Errata, pages 3-16 to 3-20, identifies changes made to Section 4.8, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, to reflect adoption of the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS and evaluate project consistency with it.

To address the specific assertion that page 4.3-68 of the Air Quality section has not been updated, this
is incorrect. Page 4.3-68 of the Final SEIR was revised to read:

Implementation of MM-AQ-1 would ensure that the appropriate residential and employment growth
projections at the Project site would be incorporated into the next SCAG RTP/SCS (anticipated to be in
2024, but, based on timing, may be the 2028 RTP/SCS) and would thereby be incorporated into the
following SCAQMD AQMP. As the SCAG is in process of preparing adopted their 2024 RTP/SCS and but
the SCAQMD has not identified the next target year for updating the AQMP, there is an anticipated
interim period where the SCAG RTP/SCS growth projections and the SCAQMD AQMP do not reflect the
appropriate residential and employment growth at the Project site; however, this will eventually be

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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resolved with updates of both plans. Nonetheless, the Project would still conflict with SCAQMD
Consistency Criterion No. 2.

In summary, the Final SEIR has been appropriately updated to reflect SCAG’s adoption of the 2024-
2050 RTP/SCS.

08-13. The comment provides concluding remarks and summarizes the comments referenced above. The
comment will be included for review and consideration by the decision-makers prior to a final decision
on the Project.

08-14. The comment refers to three attachments to the comment letter. The comment repeats those
previously submitted by the commenter on July 15, 2024. The commenter is referred to Response to
Comments 07-16 in the Aquabella Specific Plan Final SEIR, which responds to the comment.

SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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Comment Letter 09

From: Bill Young

To: Planning Notices DG

Subject: Aquabella Support Letter - Item I.1 on October 24, 2024 Agenda
Date: Wednesday, October 23, 2024 5:08:23 PM

Attachments: Aquabella Support Letter - Riverside Sheriffs" Association.pdf

09-1

Some people who received this message don't often get email from bill@rcdsa.org. Learn why this is important

[Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!}

Please see the attached support letter foritem I.1 on the October 24, 2024, Planning
Commission Agenda. Vv




RIVERSIDE

SHERIFFS’ {_A_ )\AssoclaTiON

William Young William Young, President
e Riverside Sheriffs® Association
21810 Cactus Avenue
Riverside, CA 92518
(951)653-5152

Jose Santos
Vice-President

Michael Hyland

Treasurer

October 23, 2024
Roxanne Villarreal
Secretary City of Moreno Valley
Planning Commission
Joshua Neiheisel 14177 Frederick Street
Sergeant at Arms Moreno Valley, CA 92553

E:Ei:tﬂit[ﬁ::;'; Re:  Letter of Support for Item 1.1 on the October 24, 2024 Agenda
09-1

Dear Planning Commission Members, Cont.

I am writing on behalf of the Riverside Sheriffs' Association to express our strong
support for item 1.1 on the agenda for the October 24, 2024, Planning Commission
meeting.

We are in favor of the development project referenced in this agenda item,
particularly due to the developer’s commitment to pay public safety development
impact fees as outlined in development agreement PEN-23-0119. This proactive
approach to funding public safety measures is crucial for maintaining the safety and
well-being of our community as new developments are brought to our area.

By ensuring that these fees are paid, the developer demonstrates a responsible
commitment to the infrastructure and resources necessary to support a growing
population. This not only aids in enhancing public safety services but also promotes
a collaborative relationship between the developers and the community they serve.

Thank you for considering our support of this important project. We believe it will
contribute positively to the safety and quality of life in Moreno Valley.

Sincerely,

(a4

William Young, President
Riverside Sheriffs' Association

Page 2 of 2 in Comment Letter 09
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Response to Comment Letter O9
Riverside Shariff's Association

09 -1. This comment expresses support for the Project. The City thanks the commenter for this comment.
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Comment Letter 010

From: Danny Kitt

To: Planning Notices DG

Subject: Aquabella Support Letter

Date: Wednesday, October 23, 2024 6:14:43 PM
Attachments: Aquabella Support Letter CAL FIRE Local 2881.pdf

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from d.kitt@rvcfirel2881.org. Learn why this is
important at https://aka.ms/[.earnAboutSenderldentification ]

Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!
Commissioners, 010-1
I've attached the letter of support for agenda item Item I.1.

Thank you,

Daniel Kitt

Deputy District Vice President
District 6 — Riverside

(909) 973-4367
d.kitt@rvcfirel2881.org V




b

CAL FIRE LOCAL 2881
IAFF « AFL-CIO

Representing the Professional Firefighters of CAL FIRE

-Cn oo

{

10/23/2024

Planning Commission

14177 Frederick Street

Moreno Valley, CA 92553

Letter of Support for Item L.1. on the October 24, 2024 Agenda

Dear Planning Commission Members,

I am writing on behalf of Cal Fire Local 2881 and Riverside County Firefighter to express our support
for Item L.1. on the October 24, 2024 Agenda.

We are in favor of the development project referenced in this agenda item. The developer is responsible
for paying the public safety development impact fees pursuant to the development agreement PEN-23-
0119. This proactive approach to funding public safety measures is crucial for maintaining the safety
and well-being of our community as new developments come to Moreno Valley.

CAL FIRE Local 2881 and Riverside County Firefighters strongly advocate for developments that
deliver housing, create jobs, and enhance the communities we serve.

We thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Jorge Segura
District VI Vice President
CAL FIRE Local 2881 — Riverside County

1731 J STREET, SUITE 100 « SACRAMENTO, CA 95811
(916) 609-8700 * FAX (916) 609-8711

010-1
Cont.
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Response to Comment Letter O10
California Department of Fire (CALFire) Local 2881

010-1. This comment expresses support for the Project. The City thanks the commenter for this comment.
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Comment Letter 12

From: George Hague

To: kirkc@moval.org

Cc: Planning Notices DG; City Clerk; Robert Flores

Subject: Sierra Club comments on Aquabella for tonight"s Planning Commission meeting
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2024 12:41:49 PM

Attachments: 2024-05-06 Judgment.pdf

Untitled attachment 00020.htm

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/bill TextClient.xhtml?
bill_id=201920200SB330

Bill Text - SB-330 Housing Crisis Act of 2019 which is good until Jan 2025.
Dear Planning Commissioners,

The developer/city using SB 330 housing bill to allow the entire project to be approved by
you in light of the court judgement against the city is flawed. The fact that SB 330 is only
valid for about two more months explains why the city is pushing this through the Planning
Commission without giving you the time needed to review everything.

The entire Aquabella project includes, but is not limited to the following non-housing uses:

"Master planned community to accommodate development of a 15,000 multi-family
and workforce housing units, a 24-acre mixed-use commercial and retail town center
(with a 300-room hotel), 80 acres of parks, and 40 acres for schools.”

The Sierra Club believes the city must honor the courts judgement against them in regards
General Plan 2040 and also the fact that SB 330 is for housing. The bill is not about other
uses that are not required to support the housing such as the 300-room hotel as well as other
planned uses. The Sierra Club is in favor of much needed additional housing, but we also
know that Aquabella’s more than 43,000 apartment dwellers will need many ways to recreate
and for all ages. The project is required to have 129 acres of parks, but is providing only 80
acres on site of which half is water. Removing non-housing uses such as the hotel as well as
its parking and replacing it with more parks onsite would help all the people who have no
backyards.

The judgement by the court is in the attachment and reads as follows:

"6. Until such time as ( a) this Court has determined that the City has taken the actions
specified herein to correct the deficiencies in the EIR, as identified in the attached Ruling, and
bring the Project Approvals into compliance with CEQA, and( b) this Court has discharged
the

writ, the City, its respective agents, employees, and persons acting in concert with them are
enjoined from all activities that are based upon or related to the Project Approvals that could
result in any change or alteration to the physical environment."

This shows the city must honor this judgement to process the environmental review of this and
other projects until the court determines otherwise. This project just needs to be processed

2-1

[2-2

12-3

[2-4



correctly to be allowed to move forward.

Sincerely,

George Hague

Sierra Club

Moreno Valley/Box Springs Group
Conservation Chair

12-4
Cont.
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ROB BONTA

Attorney General of California
CHRISTIE VOSBURG

Supervising Deputy Attorney General
OMONIGHO OIYEMHONLAN
(State Bar No. 331053)

Deputy Attorney General

1515 glay Street, 20th Floor

P.O. Box 70550

Qakland, California 94612-0550
Telephone: (510) 879-1984
Facsimile: (510) 622-2170
Omonigho.Oiyemhonlan@doj.ca.gov

FILED
SUPE; bmw%@ﬁ(l)\l;%@!wl[\

MAY 06 2024

K. Réhlwes

Attorneys for Petitioner and Plaintiff- Intervenor
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE HISTORIC COURTHOUSE

SIERRA CLUB,
Petitioner and Plaintiff,
V.
THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY; the
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

MORENO VALLEY; and DOES 1
through 10,

Respondents and Defendants,

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA,

Petitioner and Plaintiff-
Intervenor.

Case No. CVRI2103300
[PROPOSED| JUDGMENT

ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO:
HON. CHAD FIRETAG, DEPT. 3

Action Filed: July 15, 2021

AV

b20Z L 0

[Preposed]| Judgment
Case No. CVRI2103300
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Petitioner and Plaintiff Sierra Club and Intervenor the People of the State of California
(“People”) challenged the decision of Respondents and Defendants City of Mqreno Valley and
its City Council (collectively, “City”) to approve and adopt the MoVal 2040 Comprehensive
General Plan Update (“GPU™), the City of Moreno Valley Climate Action Plan (“CAP”), and '
associated zoning amendment (collectively, “Project”), and to certify the associated
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”).

The hearing on Sierra Club’s First Amended Verified Petition for Writ of Mandate and
Complaint for Declaratory Relief and the People’s Petition for Writ of Mandate in Intervention
(collectively “Petitions™) was held on February 23, 2024, before the Honorable Chad Firetag in
Department 3 of the Riverside Coﬁnty Superior Court.

On March 5, 2024, having reviewed the Administrative Record, the briefs and papers
submitted by counsel, and the arguments of counsel; and the matter having been submitted for
decision, the Court issued a Ruling and Statement of Decision (“Ruling”), attached hereto as
Exhibit A and incorporated herein.

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that:

1. The Petitions, which seek a peremptory writ of mandate and declaratory relief, are
granted in'part and denied in part, for the reasons stated in the Ruling. The Court finds in favor
of Sierra Club and the People on their claims concerning the following issues:

(@)  The Court finds that the EIR:

(i)  Uses a legally inadequate environmental baseline for analyzing the
Project’s air quality, greenhouse gas, and energy use impacts; '

(i)  Contains an invalid analysis of air quality impacts by (1)
misapplying adopted thresholds of significance; (2) failing to support its finding of
less than significant air quality impacts with substantial evidence in the record; (3)
lacking analysis and mitigation of impacts to sensitive receptors; (4) lacking
analysis and mitigation of toxic air contaminants; and (5) failing to identify and

correlate Project emissions to adverse health impacts;

[Rrepesed] Judgment
Case No. CVRI2103300
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(iif) Contains an invalid analysis of impacts from increased greenhouse
gas emissions by (1) failing to acknowledge the Project’s significant climate
impacts or identifying mitigation measures to reduce those impact\s; (2) failing to
support its adopted threshold of significance with substantial evidence; and (3)
failing to support its conclusion of less than significant climate impacts with
substantial evidence; and

(iv)  Contains an invalid analysis of the Project’s energy use impacts.

(b) The Court also finds that the City failed to preserve records as required by

Public Resources Code section 21167.6. |

(c)  Finally, the Court finds that the City’s CAP does not satisfy CEQA’s
requirements for tiering and streamlining and, therefore, the City may not rely on the

CARP to tier and streamline the analysis of future projects’ greenhouse gas emissions.

2. The Court finds against Sierra Club and the People on their claim that the EIR
failed to analyze impacts the Project’s proposed land use changes will have on the Edgemont
neighborhood in western Moreno Valley, and the growth-inducing impact the proposed land use
changes will have in northeast Moreno Valley. ‘

3. A peremptory writ of mandate (“Writ”) directed to the City shall issue under seal
of this Court, ordering the City to: ‘

(a)  set aside all Project approvals (including Resolution No. 2021-46

[certifying the EIR and adopting the findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations,

and a Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program], Resolution No. 2021-47

[approving the GPU and CAP, and adopting related findings], and Ordinance No. 981

[approving zoning ordinance amendment PEN21-0030 and adopting related findings]);

and

(b)  set aside the certification of the EIR for the Project.

4. The City shall not readopt the Project approvals or certify a revised EIR unless and

until the City complies with CEQA by correcting the deficiencies in the EIR as identified in the

attached Ruling.
3

[Reopsied] Judgment
Case No. CVRI2103300
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5. This Court finds that the contents of the peremptory writ of mandate are consistent
with Public Resources Code section 21168.9.

6. Until sﬁch time as (a) this Court has determined that the City has taken the actions
specified herein to correct the deficiencies in the EIR, as identified in the attached Ruling, and
bring the Project Approvals into compliance with CEQA, and (b) this Court has discharged the
writ, the City, its respective agents, employees, and persons acting in concert with them are
enjoined from all activities that are based upon or related to the Project Approvals that could
result in any change or alteration to the physical environment.

7. The court hefeby declares and decrees that the CAP does not satisfy CEQA’s
tiering and streamlining requirements, and the City may not rely on the CAP to tier and
streamline the analysis of future projects’ greenhouse gas emissions.

8. Sierra Club and the People are prevailing parties. Sierra Club and the People may
apply to recover their costs in an amount to be determined by this Court pursuant to a timely
filed and served memorandum of costs. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.1700.)

9. The Court retains jurisdiction to consider claims for attorneys’ fees that may be
filed in accordance with applicable law and rules of court.

v 10.  The Court retains jurisdiction to ensure compliance with the Writ issued pursuant
to this Judgment. '

11.  Inaccordance with Public Resources Code Section 21168.9(c), the Court does not
direct the City to exercise its lawful discretion in any particular way.

The Clerk is ordered to enter this Judgment.

DATED: /47&;/ L 204
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Brief Statement of Ruling

The Court grants the Petition on the issues of inadequate baseline, air
quality/climate changes (GHG emissions)/energy use analyses.

The Court denies the Petition on the issue of land use analysis.

Factual/Procedural Context:

Petitioner Sierra Club (Petitioner or Sierra Club) challenges Respondent City
of Moreno Valley’s and its City Council’s (collectively City) 6/15/21 decision to approve
the MoVal 2040 Project, which consists of the 2021 General Plan update (GPU)
including a Housing Element Update, a Climate Action Plan (CAP), and associated
zoning amendments, and to certify an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Project, which provides for large increases in industrial and commercial development
within the City.

The Project is intended to replace the existing 2006 General Plan (2006 GP)
and its elements, and to establish “a planning and policy framework” through 2040.
(see Administrative Record [AR] 866.) Petitioner asserts that “the land use element
incorporates all of the projects that were under City review or have been adopted
since 2006 (AR 393), and includes plans for three mixed-use ‘centers’ and additional
mixed-use development along major transportation corridors.” (AR 4102-4105.) The
GPU “also changes the land use designations for some residential areas to high-
density residential, commercial, and “business flex,” which allows for commercial and
light-industrial warehouse uses.” (AR 103-105, 116, 875, 4106.)

Petitioner asserts that the City violated the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), and its Guidelines by failing to use a valid baseline, which effectively
prejudiced the City’s consideration of the Project’s air quality, transportation, energy,
and other impacts; and, by failing to adequately disclose or mitigate the significant
environmental impacts on air quality, and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.

Factual Background

The City of Moreno Valley, where over 200,000 residents live, suffers from
severe air pollution. The City is in the South Coast Air Basin (designated as in
nonattainment of federal and state air quality standards), which has a severe
pollution burden and other disadvantages. The last comprehensive General Plan
update was adopted by the City in 2006. Since that time, the City has approved many
new warehouse projects, including the 40+ million square foot (SF) World Logistics
Center (one of the largest in the United States), which allow substantial GHG and
diesel emissions in the City.

The GPU, CAP and zoning amendment released on 4/2/21 demonstrate
significant new growth, including in locations adjacent to existing residential
communities. (First Amended Petition [FAP] § 25 [“business flex” zone).) Petitioner,
Sierra Club, alleged the proposed GPU includes new land use designations that
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dramatically increase “residential density in the largely-rural northeast Moreno
Valley”, and would exacerbate impacts there “by redesignating nearby areas for
“highway/commercial” uses” increasing traffic and other impacts. Petitioner asserts
that the EIR indicates that the Project would increase emissions, but then claims air
quality and GHG emission impacts were less than significant and required no
mitigation.

Procedural Background

The City began the Project in October of 2019. Between 2/9/20 and 4/9/20, the
City circulated a Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR for the Project. On 4/2/21, the
City released the proposed GPU, CAP, and zoning amendment to the public along
with the Draft EIR for a 45-day comment period. On 5/17/21, Sierra Club submitted
extensive comments on the Draft EIR. (FAP q 33.) In addition, other commenters
noted that the City’s proposed CAP was insufficient by failing to identify GHG
reduction measures. (FAP 9 34.) On 5/24/21, the City released the Final EIR (EIR),
which allegedly failed to address these comments, or to revise the analysis leaving
the Project’s key components unchanged. (FAP § 35.) Thereafter, the Planning
Commission was to consider the Final EIR on 5/27/21, but that meeting was delayed.
(FAP Y 36.) The Project was considered and recommended for approval by the
Planning Commission on 6/8/21. (AR 189, 224, 228.) On 6/15/21, and on 8/3/21, the
City Council considered the Project, and despite a vacant seat (representing over 25%
of City residents), and the errors identified by commenters, the City Council voted to
approve the Project and certify the EIR. (AR 7, 139, 178.) On 6/17/21, the City filed a
Notice of Determination for the Project. (AR 1-6.)

Petition

On 10/28/21, Petitioner, Sierra Club, filed its verified First Amended Petition
for Writ of Mandate and Complaint for Declaratory Relief (FAP), alleging three
causes of action: 1) violations of CEQA — Pub. Res. Code § 21000, et. seq.; State CEQA
Guidelines; CCP §§ 1085, 1094.5); 2) violations of CEQA and the Moreno Valley
Municipal Code (MVMC §§ 2.60.010-2.60.100); and 3) declaratory relief.

The Project

Prior to this Project, the City had been operating under the 2006 GP. Since
2006, the population in the City has increased by 25%. (AR 3131.) The City asserts
that since the 2006 GP was adopted, there have been legislative updates, changes in
economic conditions and technology, environmental conditions, and demographic
shifts that warrant an update. (AR 3131, 3133.) New state law significantly changed
the requirements for a Housing Element Update (HEU)! and the City’s share of the

! The Legislature enacted the Housing Element Law, which requires local governments to adopt a
“housing element” as a component of its GP. (Govt. Code § 65580, et. seq.; Fonseca v. City of Gilroy
(2007) 148 Cal.App.4th 1174, 1183.) The Housing Element Law ensures that cities take part in the
state housing goal, including providing “housing affordable to low- and moderate- income households.”
(Govt. Code §§ 65581(a), 65580(c).) The HEU of a GP must be reviewed and revised every five to eight
years. (Govt. Code §§ 65583, 65588(b), (e).) It must also contain specific components, analyses, goals

3
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Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA.) (AR 848-849, 867, 875, 3133, 4091.)

The process for the developing the General Plan Update (GPU) began in 2016
with adoption of a strategic plan called “Momentum MoVal”. (AR 849-850.) In 2019,
the Project was called “MoVal 2040”, and included four phases of development
through three documents: the 2021 GPU, the CAP, and the HEU. (AR 851-852.) The
City asserts that these three documents “represent the implementation of the vision
for the City of Moreno Valley through 2040 that was articulated by residents, local
businesses, property owners and other interested parties, the GP Advisory
Committee, the Planning Commission, and the City Council during the outreach
phase of the GPU.” (AR 3159, 4091.)

*kk

Sierra Club’s Opening Brief

Sierra Club asserted that the City rushed to approve the 2021 GPU, without
adequately addressing the public’s environmental concerns; and that the City set
public meetings at inconvenient times, which impaired the public's ability
participate. Sierra Club argued that the EIR is deficient in the following respects: 1)
the air pollution and energy use analyses fail to compare the Project’s environmental
impacts against existing conditions; instead, the impacts are compared to assumed
impacts under the former GP, which understates the impacts from the present
Project; 2) the air quality impacts are contrary to law and not supported by
substantial evidence; 3) although GHG emissions will be substantially increased
under the Project, the EIR has no enforceable mitigation measures (MMs) to reduce
them; instead it relies on “reduction strategies” in the CAP that are voluntary and/or
unfunded; 4) the energy use impacts analysis is legally inadequate; 5) the EIR does
not consider the Project’s land use changes that would allow new warehouses directly
adjacent to homes in the Edgemont community, and other planned new development
in the City; and 6) the City violated CEQA by not retaining all materials and public
correspondence for the administrative record (AR) in this case.

Attorney General’'s Opening Brief

Intervenor, People of the State of California (People), represented by the
Attorney General (AG) argued that by certifying the program EIR and approving the
Project without proper environmental review, the City abused its discretion in
violation of CEQA, and requests the Court declare that the Moreno Valley CAP does
not comply with CEQA'’s tiering and streamlining requirements and cannot be used
to streamline analysis of future projects’ GHG emissions. The People argued that the
City failed to fully disclose, analyze, and mitigate the Project’s air quality impacts: 1)
the EIR analysis that Project emissions are consistent with the 2016 Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP) is flawed and unsupported by substantial evidence; 2) the
EIR failed to adequately analyze the Project’s air quality impacts to sensitive
receptors; 3) the EIR failed to analyze the Project’s diesel particulate matter (DPM)

and policies. (Govt. Code § 655683(a), (c).)
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emissions and related impacts; 4) the EIR failed to identify and correlate the
emissions to human health effects; and, 5) the EIR failed to mitigate the significant,
adverse effects caused by the Project’s emissions.

In addition, The People argued that the City’s Climate Action Plan (CAP) is
ineligible for tiering and streamlining environmental review of the GHG emission
analysis for the development proposed in the project because it does not satisfy
CEQA’s tiering and streamlining requirements.

Combined Brief in Opposition

The City argued that the EIR used an existing conditions baseline of 2018, and
compared those conditions to both the 2006 GP and buildout of the proposed 2021
GPU, which comparison was intended to explain to the public the choice between
keeping the 2006 GP or adopting a new 2021 GPU. City also argues that Sierra Club
failed to exhaust administrative remedies; that the City has discretion to choose
methodologies; and that this Project involved a program level EIR (or Programmatic
EIR), which is not held to the same standard as for project level EIRs.

The City also argued that comparing the buildout of the GPU with the existing
2006 GP was an appropriate method for applying the chosen thresholds of
significance; that the EIR accurately described the existing baseline physical
conditions; that the EIR properly compared buildouts of competing GPs against the
2018 baseline to establish significant impacts; and, that even if it was error to
compare the buildouts of the existing GP and the GPU, that error was not prejudicial
because the EIR provided data on existing air quality.

The City further argued that the air quality analysis is sufficient because: 1)
the EIR properly analyzed Criteria Pollutant Thresholds (CPT) at a programmatic
level and declined to speculate as to specific impacts of future site-specific projects;
and, 2) the EIR correctly concluded that the Project is consistent with the AQMP. The
City argues that the EIR properly addressed potential impacts on sensitive receptors;
correctly disclosed climate impacts and adopted appropriate mitigation measures
(MM) for a program-level EIR; correctly analyzed the Project’s energy use impacts,
and land use impacts for this type of program level EIR; that the CAP satisfies
CEQA’s tiering requirements; and, that there is no authority for invalidating an EIR
where some emails could not be included in the AR because they were unintentionally
deleted.

Oral Argument

The day before oral argument on 02/23/24, the Court posted a tentative ruling
largely granting Petitioner’s Writ with the exception of the Land Use Issues. After
hearing oral argument from all parties, the Court took the matter under submission.

11/
111
/11
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Analysis
Administrative Record

The Administrative Record (AR) consists of just over 34,000 pages of
documents, which was submitted on a USB drive on 5/10/22. Thereafter, on 7/29/22,
Sierra Club filed a Notice of Lodgment of Supplemental Administrative Record, which
supersedes the prior AR lodged in May of 2022. (see 7/29/22 Notice of Lodging of
Supplemental Administrative Record.) The supplemental AR contains approximately
500 additional pages.

Request for Judicial Notice

Western States Petroleum Assn. v. Sup. Ct.(1995) 9 Cal.4th 559 is the primary
authority on extra-record evidence and provides that such evidence is generally
inadmissible. However, if the extra-record evidence does not directly contradict the
agency’s evidence, extra-record evidence is admissible “ ‘for background information
.. or for the limited purposes of ascertaining whether the agency considered all the
relevant factors or fully explicated its course of conduct or grounds of decision.” ” (d.
at 579.)

In support of the Combined Brief in Opposition (RB), the City requests judicial
notice of certain documents: 1) Resolution No. 2022-81 (Moreno Valley Business Park)
(Ex. “A”); 2) Resolution No. XXX (Brodiaea Commerce Center PEN17-0145) (Ex. “B”);
3) 2006 General Plan Final EIR (Ex. “C”); 4) California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures (2010) (Ex.
“D”). (see City’s 11/6/23 Request for Judicial Notice [RIN].) Exhibits “C” and “D” were
downloaded from online websites. (see RJN, Dec.Cobden 9 3-4.)

The City seeks judicial notice of these documents pursuant to Evid. Code §
452(b) [“[rlegulations and legislative enactments issued by or under the authority of
- any public entity in the United States,”], (c) [“[o]fficial acts of the legislative,
executive, and judicial departments of ... any state of the United States”], and (h)
[“[flacts and propositions that are of such common knowledge within the territorial
jurisdiction of the court that they cannot reasonably be the subject of dispute”].) The
City argued that these documents are matters of public record, that are relevant to
the issues raised in the Opposition and/or referenced in the subject EIR. The
documents fit squarely within the cited portions of the Evidence Code, and there is
no opposition to the RJN. Although the RJN itself does not state a specific purpose
for the document, the City’s brief references them as background information. To that
extent, they are admissible. Thus, the Court shall take judicial notice of these
documents.

In support of the Reply, Sierra Club requested judicial notice of: 1) excerpts
from Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Moreno Valley Business Center
Project (June 2022) (Ex. “17); 2) excerpts from MND for the Cottonwood & Edgemont
Project (Feb. 2023) (Ex. “2”); and, 3) Notice of Preparation of an EIR for Bay & Day
Commerce Center Project (9/5/22) (Ex. “3”.) (see Sierra Club’s 12/18/23 RJIN.) Sierra
Club seeks judicial notice pursuant to Evid. Code § 452(c) and (h).

6
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Sierra Club asserts that Ex. “1” is to show that the Moreno Valley Business
Center consists of more than 150,000 square feet (SF) of warehousing space in
proximity to residences in the Edgemont neighborhood and located in the GPU’s new
Business Flex zone. (see RJN, Ex. “1” at pp. 8, 18-21.) Ex. “2” is to show that the
Cottonwood & Edgemont Project consists of nearly 100,000 SF of warehousing space
close to residences in the Edgemont neighborhood. (Jd. Ex. “2” at 2, 7, 13-16.) And,
Ex. “3” shows that the Bay & Day Project consists of nearly 200,000 SF of
warehousing space close to the Edgemont neighborhood. (/d. Ex. “3” at pp. 1-2, 4-7))

Sierra Club argues that these documents demonstrate “that warehouse
development was a plainly foreseeable consequence” of the GPU’s Business Flex land
use change in Edgemont, which is significant to correct the City’s misleading
statement that it is not possible to predict whether warehouses would be located in
the new Business Flex zone in Edgemont.

Here, the documents are being used to directly contradict the City’s position
regarding potential land use in the Edgemont neighborhood. While the Project
contemplates new warehouse development, which may be placed near residential
areas in Edgemont, information about previously approved warehouses does not
establish the City’s statement was misleading. Thus, the Court denies judicial notice
of these documents.

The EIR at issue

An agency may choose to begin CEQA review at the planning stage using one
of the streamlining processes, which may then be followed by later actions or
approvals. (Kostka & Zischke, Practice Under the CEQA (CEB 2023) § 10.3.) Among
the types of CEQA streamlining processes are: 1) “tiering” EIRs, which cover general
matters in broad EIRs for planning of policy level actions, and covering more project-
specific matters in focused or site-specific EIRs or negative declarations (Pub. Res.
Code (“PRC”) §§ 21068, 21093; 14 Cal. Code of Regulations [CCR] (“CEQA Guidelines”
or “Guidelines”) § 15152); 2) program EIRs for a series of related actions that can be
characterized as one large project (Guidelines §15168(a)); and, 3) combining the EIR
for a city general plan, and the general plan itself into a single document (Guidelines
§15166.) (Kostka & Zischke, supra. at § 10.2.) In some situations, more than one
CEQA streamlining provision may apply. (Zbid) In such cases, the lead agency has
discretion to determine which provisions to use. (Zd. citing Guidelines § 15152(h).)

City asserts that the subject EIR — the 2021 GPU —is a program-level EIR.2
Program EIRs can be used: 1) to avoid multiple EIRs — this allows an agency “to
characterize an overall program as the project that is proposed for approval”, which
“[i]f sufficiently comprehensive and specific’, may allow the agency “to dispense with

2 “[T]he title placed on an EIR is not necessarily significant in determining whether it is legally
adequate. It is the substance of the EIR’s analysis, not the label applied to it, that matters.” (Kostka
& Zischke, supra. at § 10.8 citing Citizens for a Sustainable Treasure Island v. City & County of San
Francisco (2014) 227 Cal.App.4th 1086, 1051 [rejecting the argument that the EIR should have been
described as a program EIR rather than as a project EIR.])

7
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further environmental review of activities within the program that are adequately
covered by the program EIR”; 2) to simplify later environmental review — this may be
used “to address environmental impacts, mitigation measures, and alternatives that
apply to the program as a whole to simplify later review for activities within the
program”; and, 3) to consider broad programmatic issues — “to consider broad
programmatic issues for related actions at an early state of the planning process.”
(Zd. at § 10.14 citing Center for Biological Diversity v. Department of Fish & Wildlife
(CBD)(2015) 234 Cal.App.4th 214, 233

Notably, “[tlhe Guidelines do not specify the level of analysis required in a
program EIR. All EIRs must cover the same elements, but the level of specificity is
determined by the nature of the underlying activity covered by the EIR.” (/d. citing
Guidelines § 15146; San Franciscans for Livable Neighborhoods v. City & County of
San Francisco (2018) 26 Cal.App.5th 596, 608.) “A program EIR that is prepared to
support approval of an overall program, and to simplify later environmental review
as activities within the program are considered, may focus on program-wide issues
and leave to later EIRs detailed analysis of issues specific to particular program
components.” (/d. citing Guidelines § 15168(b); City of Ha yward v. Board of Trustees
of Cal. State Univ. (2015) 242 Cal.App.4th 833, 849; Town of Atherton v. California
High-Speed Rail Auth. (2014) 228 Cal App.4th 314, 345.) “By contrast, a program EIR
that is designed to allow approval activities within the program without the need for
further CEQA review should provide description of the activities that would
implement the program and a specific and comprehensive evaluation of the program’s
foreseeable environmental impacts, so that later activities can be approved on the
basis of the program EIR.” (/d. citing Guidelines § 15168(c)(1), (2), (5); CBD, supra.
234 Cal.App.4th 214, 237.) These two approaches may be combined. (Zd. citing, e.g.,
Mission Bay Alliance v. Office of Community Inv. & Infrastructure (2016) 6
Cal.App.5th 160, 172.)

Similar to any EIR, “a program EIR must provide decision-makers with
“sufficient analysis to intelligently consider the environmental consequences of the
project,” and “designating the EIR as a program EIR in itself does not decrease the
level of analysis otherwise required.” (/d. citing Cleveland Nat’l Forest Found. v. San
Diego Ass’n of Gov'ts (SANDAG). (2017) 17 Cal. App.5th 413, 426.) “A lead agency
preparing a program EIR must disclose what it reasonably can, and any
determinations that it is not feasible to provide specific information must be
supported by substantial evidence.” (Zd. citing SANDAG, supra. at 440.)

If the agency determines “that the activity’s environmental effects were
examined in the program EIR and that a subsequent EIR would not be required”, the
City “may approve the activity as being within the scope of the project covered by the
program EIR.” (Zd. at § 10.16.) However, the proposed activity cannot be approved
based on a program EIR “if its impacts were not evaluated in the EIR.” (/d. citing
Sierra Club v. County of San Diego(2014) 231 Cal. App.4th 1152, 1164; see also, Sierra
Club v. County of Sonoma (1992) 6 Cal.App.4th 1307, 1321 [activity cannot be
approved based on a program EIR if is it not “within the scope of the project, program,

8
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or plan described in the program EIR.”])

Standards of Review

Generally, a CEQA matter is subject to judicial review pursuant to Public
Resources Code § 21168.5, which provides that judicial review is limited “only to
whether there is a prejudicial abuse of discretion.” This is established either “if the
agency did not proceed in a manner required by law” or “if the agency’s decision is
not supported by substantial evidence.” (Pub. Res. Code, § 21168.5; Vineyard Area
Citizens v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 Cal.4th 412, 427.)

In order to decide the proper standard of review for the legal adequacy of an
EIR, the court must first find the nature of the alleged defect and then determine
whether the claim is one for improper procedure or a dispute over the facts. (Ebbetts
Pass Forest Watch v. Department of Forestry & Fire Protection (2008) 43 Cal.4th 936,
949) Courts independently review an EIR’s compliance with procedural
requirements, but a review of factual findings is accomplished under the substantial
evidence test. (/d. at 954.) Where petitioner challenges an EIR on the ground it
omitted essential information, this is a procedural question that is also reviewed de
novo. (Banning Ranch Conservancy v. City of Newport Beach (Banning Ranch)(2017)
2 Cal.5th 918, 935.)

Sierra Club and the AG assert that that courts apply a “dual standard of
review” to CEQA claims. Thus, the applicable standard of review depends on the
particular issue presented. For instance, the AG argues that the analysis that Project
emissions are consistent with the regional air quality plan is reviewed under the
highly deferential substantial evidence test. (People’s Opening Brief [AG’s OBI, pp.
11:28-12:2.) The substantial evidence standard applies to challenges to “conclusions,
findings and determinations” and “to the scope of an EIR’s analysis of a topic, the
methodology used for studying an impact, and the reliability or accuracy of the data”
that the EIR relied on, since “those challenges involve factual questions.” (City of
Hayward v. Board of Trustees of Cal. State Univ. (2015) 242 Cal.App.4th 833, 839.)
The reviewing court does not undertake a “scientific critique” of the EIR’s analysis
and does not pass on the validity of an EIR’s environmental conclusions. (Laurel
Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of Univ. of Cal. (1988) 47 Cal.3d 876.) Instead,
the reviewing court considers the evidence as a whole to determine whether
substantial evidence exists to support the analysis in the EIR. (/d. at 408.)

However, where the EIR is challenged because it failed to adequately analyze
an issue (e.g., air quality impacts on sensitive receptors), they are reviewed de novo.
(Banning Ranch, supra) The City acknowledges the same standards of review. The
City states: “[a]lleged legal error, in the form of failure to comply with CEQA’s
procedural or substantive requirements, is reviewed de novo, but all factual
determinations are reviewed according to the substantial evidence standard.” (City’s
Responding Brief [RB] p. 13:28-14:2.) These standards of review are addressed, in
context, below.
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Exhaustion of Administrative Remedies

Courts cannot consider an issue that was not first presented to the public
agency during the administrative process. (PRC § 21177.) “The essence of the
exhaustion doctrine is the public agency’s opportunity to receive and respond to
articulated factual issues and legal theories before its actions are subjected to judicial
review.” (North Coast Rivers Alliance v. Marin Municipal Water Dist. Bd. (2013) 216
Cal. App.4th 614, 623 [Citations omitted].) Petitioner is required to prove exhaustion
by citation to the record. (Id. at 624.) This rule is jurisdictional, and is binding on all
courts. (Clews Land & Livestock, LLC'v. City of San Diego(2017) 19 Cal.App.5t 161,
184.) The City argues that many of the issues raised by Sierra Club were not first
raised administratively. This issue is discussed below in the context of each section,
as applicable.?

I BASELINE (ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING)
The EIR’s Baseline is Legally Inadequate

Sierra Club argues that one of the most glaring deficiencies in the EIR is that
the air pollution and energy use analyses fail to compare the respective impacts with
existing conditions (baseline), which understates the potential environmental
impacts created by the Project.

“An EIR must include a description of the physical environmental conditions
in the vicinity of the project ... as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is
published or, if no notice of preparation is published, at the time the environmental
analysis is commenced.” (Guidelines §15125(a), (a)(1); Communities for a Better Env't
v. South Coast Air Quality Mgmt. Dist. (CBE) (2010) 48 Cal.4th 310, 320.) The EIR
“must delineate environmental conditions prevailing absent the project, defining a
‘baseline’ against which predicted effects can be described and quantified.”
(Neighbors for Smart Rail v. Exposition Metro Line Constr. Auth. (Neighbors) (2013)
57 Cal.4th 439, 447.) Lead agencies have significant discretion in determining the
appropriate “existing conditions” baseline. (/d. at 453.) The EIR’s description of the
existing environmental setting or baseline should be comprehensive enough so that
the project’s significant impacts can “be considered in the full environmental context.”
(Guidelines §15125(a).) The assessment of project impacts should normally be limited
to changes in those existing physical conditions. (Guidelines § 15126.2(a); see King &
Gardiner Farms, LLC v. County of Kern (2020) 45 Cal.App.5th 814, 849.) While the
description is important to set the starting point for the impact analysis, it is not
required to be as comprehensive and detailed as the impact analysis itself.
(Guidelines §15125(a),(c).)

The EIR’s analysis should use a realistic baseline. (CBE, supra. at 328.) “An

? As to the AG, the rule of exhaustion is inapplicable. (PRC § 21177(d).) The City acknowledges this,
but argues that it applies in full to Sierra Club, which has the burden to demonstrate compliance for
each argument and cited Sierra Club v. City of Orange (2008) 163 Cal.App.4th 523, 536. However, the
cited portion of this case does not support the argument. And, even though not relevant here, the City
also fails to consider that any other member of the public could have raised the issue.

10
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agency that elects not to provide an analysis based on conditions existing at the time
the environmental analysis began must, however, provide an adequate justification

for doing so.” (Jd. citing, Poet, LLC v. State Air Resource Bd. (2017) 12 Cal.App.5th
52, 80.)

A lead agency may use two baselines to analyze an impact, one defined by
existing conditions and another defined by expected future conditions, as long as the
description of future conditions is supported by reliable predictions based on
substantial evidence in the record.” (Zd. at § 12.19 citing Guidelines § 15125(a)(1).) “A
justification for use of a future conditions baseline is required only if the lead agency
substitutes a “future conditions” analysis for an “existing conditions” analysis; no
justification is required if the EIR analyzes impacts against both an existing
conditions baseline and a future conditions baseline.” (/d. at § 12.25 citing, Neighbors,
supra. 57 Cal.4th 439, 454.)

Where an EIR compares “a proposed project with an existing plan, the EIR
must examine existing conditions at the time of the notice of preparation as well as
future conditions envisioned in the plan.” (Guidelines § 15125(e).) An EIR must focus
on impacts on the environment from the project as opposed to hypothetical situations.
(Guidelines § 15126.2(a)(3); see County of Amador v. El Dorado County Water Agency
(1999) 76 Cal.App.4th 931, 952.) “An EIR that fails to consider the project’s impacts of
the existing environment, and limits its analysis to a comparison with future
development that would be allowed by existing zoning and other land use plans, is
legally inadequate.” (Kostka & Zischke, supra. at § 12.19 citing Woodward Park HOA
v. City of Fresno (2007) 150 Cal.App.4t: 683, 707 [“EIR for planning and zoning
changes for new commercial development rejected because EIR compared proposed
development only to hypothetical office park that could be developed under
preexisting plan but did not compare proposed development with existing physical
conditions on site”]; Environmental Planning & Info. Council v. County of El Dorado
(EPIC)(1982) 131 Cal.App.3d 350 [“EIR on proposed new general plan must address
existing level of physical development as a baseline for impact analysis, not existing
plan, even though new plan would allow less growth than existing plan.”])

Air Quality Baseline

Sierra Club argues that the City used the same unlawful approach invalidated
in Woodward and EPIC. 1t is acknowledged that compared to existing conditions, the
Project will substantially increase emissions of certain air pollutants: PMio, PMas,
and Reactive Organic Gas (ROG). (AR 934.) These emissions will increase by 20%,
10%, and 55%, respectively. (/bid) But this comparison was not used to determine if
the Project’s air quality impacts were significant. Instead, the EIR compared
projected emissions by buildout in the 2021 GPU to emissions by buildout of the
existing 2006 GP. (AR 937.) The EIR then concluded air quality impacts were less
than significant. (AR 934, 938.) This hypothetical comparison avoids full disclosure
of the air quality impacts. (CBE, 48 Cal.4th at 322 quoting EPIC, 131 Cal.App.3d at
359.)
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Energy Use Baseline

As to energy use impacts, Sierra Club argues that the analysis suffers from the
same flaw. The EIR sets forth existing transportation- and building-related energy
use in the Planning Area. (AR 1039-1040.) It shows daily vehicle miles traveled
(VMT) would increase by almost 44% compared to existing conditions. (AR 1039, 1890
[from 8.1 million miles to 4.5 million miles.]) It also shows building electricity
consumption would more than double. (AR 1040 [from 803,725,709 kWh to
1,695,632,252 kWh.]) The EIR then concludes less than significant impacts because
it solely compared the projected increases to theoretical buildout under the 2006 GP.
(AR 1039, 1040.)

While the City responded to public comments, and indeed repeated said
arguments during the hearing, indicating there was a comparison to both existing
conditions and the 2006 GP, the Court finds an insufficient comparison occurred. (see
AR 934, 938; 1039-1040.) The EIR does not use existing conditions to determine
whether air quality and energy use impacts are significant. Instead, existing
conditions were merely stated, not analyzed. (/bid; see EPIC, supra. at 358-359;
Woodward Park, supra. at 710.)

Exhaustion

Returning briefly to the issue of exhaustion, the City’s position on the baseline
issue begins with its claim that Sierra Club failed to raise this issue during the review
and comment period so, it never had a chance to address it. The City then concludes
that Sierra Club is jurisdictionally barred for failure to exhaust administrative
remedies. (Stop Syar Expansion v. County of Napa (2021) 63 Cal.App.5th 444, 453.)
The City adds that Sierra Club also seems to be arguing that the EIR did not use a
correct threshold of significance, which was also not raised below. (RB, p. 21:6-8.)

The Court does not find the City’s argument persuasive. As noted above, PRC
§ 21177 does not apply to the AG, who joined and fully incorporated Sierra Club’s
argument that the EIR relies on a legally inadequate baseline. (SC’s OB p. 10, fn. 2.)
More to the point, however, exhaustion can be achieved where any member of the
public “fairly apprises” the City of the issue. (see Save the Hill Group v. City of
Livermore (2022) 76 Cal.App.5% 1092, 1104-1105) Moreover, Sierra Club
persuasively points out that the Court should be skeptical of this defense in light of
the fact that “the City has admitted to destroying documents, including
communications from the public, that could form the basis for exhaustion.” (SC's
Reply p. 7:19-20; see also, section VI below.) Finally, Sierra Club raised the baseline
issue thereby satisfying the exhaustion requirements. (see AR 5991, 9785.)

Baseline

The City argued that it complied with CEQA by describing existing
environmental conditions “using 2018 as an existing-conditions baseline year” and
compared the baseline year conditions to conditions under both the 2006 GP buildout
and the 2021 GPU buildout. (RB, p. 7:19, 22-24; see also, AR 930, 934, 1070, 1556.)
The City claims that to determine which impacts were significant, the EIR chose to
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compare changed conditions from the Project to changes that would have occurred
without the Project (impacts from buildout of the existing 2006 GP) and then analyzes
consistency of the Project’s impacts to the applicable air quality plan. The City argued
that this approach is authorized by CEQA (Guidelines § 15125(e)), and that it states
the actual impact of the Project. Indeed, the City asserted that its choice was between
the 2006 GP and the 2021 GPU (collectively GPs). It was not between the 2018
baseline and adoption of a GPU. As a result, the City concluded it was necessary to
“compare apples to apples” (the existing 2006 GP to the 2021 GPU.)

To this point, the City has made several arguments both in its written
oppositions as well as at oral argument. The City argued that the EIR examined and
described the existing baseline physical conditions. The City asserted that there is a
detailed analysis of existing air quality conditions, which “describes multiple
monitoring station measurements for air quality indicators from 2015 through 2019.”
(RB, p. 20:11-12; see AR 921-923, Table 4.3-1.) The City moreover claimed that
existing conditions were intended to be compared to both GPs. (AR 930-931.) For
instance, the EIR asserts that vehicle traffic is the main source of emissions in the
Planning Area. (AR 931.) As to VMT (vehicle miles traveled) the existing conditions
(2018) are stated in the EIR alongside the two GPs. (AR 931, 934, Table 4.3-4.)
However, while the City’s citations to the record indicate that the 2018 existing
conditions were stated in the EIR, the comparison was made between the two GPs,
not between the 2018 baseline and each GP. (AR 931.) Based on this comparison, the
EIR then concluded that the 2021 GPU would have less than significant emissions
impacts because the buildout of the 2021 GPU is estimated to produce less emissions
than the existing 2006 GP. (AR 930, 934.)

The City asserted the same approach was used for climate change impacts
(GHG emissions) using the CAP. (AR 1070.) The City added that the CAP also
provides the baseline information. (AR 4283; see also 4284-4285.) Then, the City
asserted that the CAP’s Business As Usual (BAU) discussion shows the comparison
between the 2018 conditions as compared to both GPs. (AR 4294-4298; 4298-4300.)
The CAP states that “[tlhe BAU forecast assumes the 2006 General Plan land use
and circulation system, as amended through 2018, and estimates emissions through
the year 2040 ....” (AR 4283, 4294 [same].) It also states: “The emissions inventory is
calculated for the year 2018, which is the baseline year for existing land use buildout
and vehicle miles traveled.” (AR 4283; see also, AR 4295 [e.g., “This is estimated at
1.5 percent per year through 2040, based on 2040 buildout of the 2006 General Plan
land use map, as amended through 2018.”]) Significantly, there is no direct
comparison between the 2018 baseline and each GP, which establishes that the City
used the same approach - comparing the two GPs against each other. Thus, the same
approach used for air quality is also used for GHG emissions.

The City argued that comparing the buildouts of the two GPs against the 2018
baseline was proper for purposes of determining significant impacts. The City asserts
impacts were evaluated by establishing four thresholds of significance including
consistency with the A QMP. (AR 931.) Under the AQMP, the City asserted the
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EIR evaluated two criteria: 1) whether the project would exceed the assumptions in
the AQMP; and, 2) whether the project results in an increase in the frequency or
severity of existing air quality violations, causes or contributes to new violations, or
delays timeline attainment of air quality standards. (AR 933.) The City asserted that
the AQMP assumes land use designations and buildout projections for the 2006 GP
buildout and “pipeline” projects through 2016. (AR 933, 391-395.) The City then
argued that because the AQMP makes these assumptions, consistency can only be
measured by comparing the two GPs, which “is simply a function of how the AQMP
is prepared and used.” (AR 8794.137.) The conclusion reached is that there will not
be any significant impact because under the 2021 GPU the increase is less than
projected under the 2006 GP. But, this is not a comparison to 2018 baseline
conditions; it is a comparison between GP buildouts.

Notably, there is no dispute that the City has discretion to select the
methodology to be used, which is reviewed under the substantial evidence test.
(Guidelines § 15064.4(b), (c); Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. City of
Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal.App.4th 1184, 1198; Tiburon Open Space Committee v.
County of Marin (2022) 78 Cal.App.5t 700, 728; Save Cuyama Valley v. County of
Santa Barbara (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th 1059, 1068; Lotus v. Dept. of Transp. (2014)
223 Cal.App.4th 645, 655, fn. 7 [“The standard of significance applicable in any
instance is a matter of discretion exercised by the public agency depending on the
nature of the area affected.”); Mission Bay Alliance v. Office of Community
Investment & Infrastructure (2016) 6 Cal.App.5th 160, 192.) The City also has
authority to use future conditions as the sole baseline if using existing conditions
would be misleading or lack informative value so long as that baseline is supported
by substantial evidence. (CEQA Guidelines § 15125.) As an example, the City cites to
Fairview Neighbors v. County of Ventura (1999) 70 Cal.App.4th 238, 240, where the
project required a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to expand mining operations. The
County chose to evaluate the potential increase in traffic, caused by the project, by
comparison to the maximum potential traffic under existing conditions, which
comparison was upheld on appeal. (/d. at 242-243.) There, the Court determined that
to assume relatively low traffic would continue into the future was unrealistic. (/d. at
243.) Then, the City argues that the same is true in this case. However, this is a
different argument from claiming that existing (2018) conditions were evaluated.
Here, the City claims it is unreasonable to assume growth is static and would not
continue to increase under the 2006 GP if the 2021 GPU were not adopted. The City
argues that the two GP comparison more realistically presents the actual choice that
needs to be made — which GP is in effect for the future.

The problem with the City’s arguments is that the EIR must compare the
Project’s impacts against the existing conditions, and usethat comparison to evaluate
whether the Project’s impacts are significant. (EPIC, supra. 131 Cal.App.3d 850, 357-
358.) Much of what the City argued is that they described the existing conditions;
but it is not enough to just describe the existing conditions without evaluating
whether a project’s changes are significant. (see CBE 48 Cal.4th 310, 320-321.) Sierra
Club asserts that, contrary to the City’s position, this rule applies to specific projects
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as well as planning-level projects like a GP. (see EPIC, supra. at 357-358; see also,
Cleveland Nat'l Forest Found. v. San Diego Assn. of Governments (SANDAG) (2017)
17 Cal.App.5th 413, 426.)

The Court notes that Sierra Club is not arguing that the Project (e.g., 2021
GPU) should be evaluated only against existing conditions; it can also be evaluated
with the future conditions in the existing plan (e.g., 2006 GP.) (Woodward Park,
supra. 150 Cal.App.4th at 707.) The problem here is that the EIR did not evaluate the
air quality and energy impacts of either GP as against the existing conditions. (EPI\ C,
supra) Importantly, an agency has discretion not to use an existing-conditions
baseline only where a project has “unusual aspects” that would make a comparison
to existing conditions misleading or uninformative. (Neighbors for Smart Rail v.
Exposition Metro Line Construction Authority (2013) 57 Cal.4th 439, 451-454.) In this
case, no such determination was made (that using an existing-conditions baseline
would be misleading or uninformative.) Moreover, Sierra Club points out that the
City’s position was rejected by the Supreme Court. (/d. at 461-462 [holding that a
project’s long-term impacts are “a characteristic of the project in operation, not a
characteristic of the environmental baseling’ and cannot justify not performing an
existing-conditions analysis.]) Here, as pointed out by Sierra Club, that using an
existing-conditions analysis will be informative in this context, and not misleading.

Sierra Club further demonstrates that the City’s argument concerning
thresholds of significance conflates a baseline with a threshold of significance, both
of which are required, but have different purposes. Baseline of existing conditions is
what the project’s effects are compared to. (Guidelines § 15125(a).) The threshold of
significance is the “level of a particular environmental effect” showing what changes
are significant, and those that are not. (Guidelines § 15064.7(a).) Notably, Sierra Club
did not challenge the City’s choice of air quality thresholds. The challenge is to the
fact that the City identified the thresholds, but then did not use them to establish
whether the Project’s impacts to existing conditions were significant. (EPIC, supra.
at 357-359.) Sierra Club also asserts that the EIR does not evaluate the Project’s
energy use impacts against existing conditions, which assertion is undisputed.

Lastly, the City argued that even if its approach was in error, it was not
prejudicial because the EIR provided data on existing air quality. The City cites to
Cleveland Nat'l Forest Found. v. San Diego Assn. of Governments (SANDAG) (2017)
3 Cal.5th 497, 516, for the proposition that where an EIR presents the required
information so that the public can easily make their own comparison, the EIR is not
required to do so “just for the sake of form.” The City argues that even if it was
required to use 2018 data for the baseline to measure impacts against, any error is
not prejudicial because the 2018 data was presented alongside the projected buildout
data for the two GPs. (see AR 930-931; 934; 1070; 4283-4285; 4294-4300; 4299.)
However, there is no easy comparison to be made in this case. While the data is stated
in the EIR, it is ignored in the analysis itself.

In other words, critical analysis has been omitted — a procedural error, which
is presumptively prejudicial. (Martis Camp Community Assn. v. County of Placer
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(2020) 53 Cal.App.5th 569, 606-607.) Sierra Club also points out that SANDAG is not
to the contrary because there, the project impacts were compared against existing
conditions. (SANDAG, supra. at 510, 515-516.) The EIR’s failure to use the existing
conditions as the baseline prevented all readers from understanding the Project’s
impacts and the significance so they could be mitigated, reduced or avoided (e.g., by
alternatives.)

In sum, “[aln agency that elects not to provide an analysis based on conditions
existing at the time the environmental analysis began must, however, provide an
adequate justification for doing so.” (Jd, citing, Poet, LLC' v. State Air Resource Bd.
(2017) 12 Cal.App.5th 52, 80.) The City has not sufficiently justified its failure to
actually consider existing conditions as to air quality and energy use. Therefore, the
Petition is granted on the issue of the City’s use of an improper baseline.

II.  AIR QUALITY

The EIR’s Conclusions Regarding Air Quality Impacts are Contrary to
Law and Unsupported by Substantial Evidence

The Applied Thresholds of Significance Obscures Substantial
Evidence of Potentially Significant Air Quality Impacts

Sierra Club asserted that the EIR applies two thresholds of significance to
conclude that the Project’s air quality impacts are less than significant, which
thresholds require an assessment of whether the Project will (1) “[r]esult in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is [in] nonattainment” (the Criteria Pollutant Threshold or CPT) or (2)
“[clonflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan (Plan-
Consistency Threshold or PCT). (AR 931.) As to the first assessment, Sierra Club
argues that there is substantial evidence on the face of the record that the Project
will cause a net increase in nonattainment criteria pollutants that will significantly
impact air quality. (AR 921-922 [nonattainment]; 8794.34; Table 4.3-4 [AR 934])
Specifically, there will be substantial emissions of PMio, PM2s, and ROGs, which are
precursors for ground-level ozone. (AR 934; see Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of
Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3+d 692, 718 [even relatively small amounts of ozone
precursor emissions could be significant “in light of the serious nature of the ozone
problems in this air basin”].)

However, the EIR concludes there would be no cumulatively considerable net
increase in any criteria pollutant so, air quality impacts would be less than
significant. (AR 938.) This conclusion is based on evaluating Project emissions only
against buildout of the 2006 GP. But, this comparison fails to consider substantial
evidence in the record showing the emissions are significant. (see East Sacramento,
supra. 5 Cal.App.5th at 303; see also, Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v.
Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th 1099, 1109.) Sierra Club also argued
that the City claims GPs are evaluated for consistency with the local air quality plan,
but consistency is evaluated under the separate PCT, but since the CPT was also
adopted, the EIR was required to evaluate both thresholds.
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In response, the City argued both were discussed. As to the CPT (Criteria
Pollutant Threshold), the EIR provides a hypothetical construction project to model
how future projects could be developed in the future. (AR 822; 934-938.) But the EIR
found that CPT analysis was too speculative at the program-level, and is best left for
specific projects. (AR 936.) The City claims this is an authorized approach.
(Guidelines § 15145; see Atherton v. Board of Supervisors (1983) 146 Cal.App.3d 346,
351; see also Residents Ad Hoc Stadium Com. v. Board of Trustees (1979) 89
Cal.App.3d 274, 286; Marin Mun. Water Dist. V. Kg Land Cal. Corp. (1991) 235
Cal.App.3d 1652, 1662.) The City argues that the EIR was in compliance with CEQA
by analyzing impacts in general terms, and deferring project-level analysis to
subsequent project-level EIRs. (In re Bay-Delta (2008) 43 Cal.4th 1143, 1172; see also,
Town of Atherton v. California High-Speed Rail Authority (2014) 228 Cal.App.4th 314,
342.)

Sierra Club replied that as to the CPT, the EIR shows the Project buildout will
cause substantial, daily increases in emissions of PMio by 21%, PMa s by 10% and
ROGs by 54%. (AR 930-931, 934.) But the EIR does not determine whether the
Project’s cumulative increases are significant under the CPT even though CEQA
requires it. (see Friends of Oroville v. City of Oroville (2013) 219 Cal. App.4th 832, 840-
842.)

As to the City’s argument that the impacts under the CPT are too speculative
in a program-level EIR, the subject EIR states otherwise. (AR 934.) Sierra Club
correctly asserts that the anticipated increases were calculated, but not whether they
were significant. The City failed to apply the CPT at all even though it chose this
metric to evaluate significance, which is unlawful. (East Sacramento, supra. at 5
Cal.App.5th 281, 303 [an EIR cannot apply a threshold of significance in a manner
that “foreclosels] the consideration of substantial evidence tending to show the
environmental effect to which the threshold related might be significant.”]; see also,
Amador Waterways, supra. at 116 Cal.App.4% at 1109 [same].)

The Court finds that while the City tries to distinguish these cases, they relate
to an EIR improperly using stated significance thresholds to ignore evidence that
impacts could be significant. (East Sacramento, supra. at 287; Amador Waterwa Vs,
supra. at 1103.) Sierra Club asserts that the City’s cited cases do not compel a
different result. (see In re Bay-Delta Programmatic EIR Coordinated Proceedings
(2008) 43 Cal.4th 1143, 1156, 1170-1171; Town of Atherton, supra. 228 Cal.App.4th
314, 346.) While some analysis may be deferred when project details are uncertain,
there is no uncertainty here. Since the Project’s cumulative, program-level emissions,
were disclosed, the EIR should evaluate them under the CPT.

The Explanation of Consistency with the Air Quality Plan is Legally
Inadequate and Unsupported by Substantial Evidence [SC]

Sierra Club argues that the EIR’s PCT (Plan Consistency Threshold) analysis
violates CEQA by omitting details that would allow non-preparers of the EIR to
understand the issues created by the Project. (see Sierra Club v. County of Fresno

17

Page 24 of 36 in Comment Letter 12



(2018) 6 Cal.5th 502, 510.) Sierra Club asserts that the EIR cannot show how the 2021
GPU (which expands warehouse spaces approved since 2006), remains consistent
with the 2016 AQMP.

Since the 2006 GP was adopted, the City has considered over 50 million SF of
industrial warehousing and commercial space, which is incorporated into the 2021
GPU along with further commercial and industrial development. (AR 5994, 393, and
4095.) However, Sierra Club argues that the City claims the 2016 RTP/SCS relies on
land use amendments approved since adoption of the 2006 GP so, all growth under
the 2021 GPU was incorporated into the AQMP’s assumptions. (AR 391.) Sierra Club
argues the City’s assertion on this point is false because while some warehouse
projects were incorporated into the 2021 GPU, some were planned after the SCAG
published the RTP/SCS in 2016. (see AR 5994 [two projects approved in 2017 and
2021].) Thus, Sierra Club concludes there is no evidence in the record that the
RTP/SCS or the AQMP considered the City’s later growth after July of 2015; that
there is no evidence of what projects were included in the 2016 RTP/SCS; that there
1s no evidence that the AQMP accounts for all planned growth since 2006. Sierra Club
adds that failing to include sufficient detail of specific projects in the AQMP’s growth
assumptions shows the EIR’s conclusion of consistency with the AQMP is not
supported by substantial evidence. (see Kast Sacramento, supra. at 300.)

The City attempted to justify its approach by asserting that the two missing
projects are relatively small (less than 1% of warehouse projects), and include
conditions of approval for compliance with regional air quality regulations. And, the
City asserted that the AQMP accounts for the WLC (World Logistics Center), which
accounts for 80% of the warehouse projects approved since the 2006 GP was adopted.
(AR 393-394.) The City concluded that at the time of preparation, the list of projects
in the AQMP included all but, the two minor warehouses described above. However,
this argument does not sufficiently counter Sierra Club’s position. To the extent that
the 2016 AQMP does not contain data after July of 2015, the consistency analysis is
incomplete. Sierra Club points out that the record does not contain a list of the
projects that the 2016 AQMP actually includes.

Thus, the Court finds that EIR’s statement that the 2016 AQMP accounts for
the growth expected under the 2021 GPU omits critical data that should be included
in the PCT analysis. Moreover, the finding that impacts would be less than significant
due to the purported consistency with the 2016 AQMP is not supported by substantial
evidence. (AR 933-934; see also, AR 391, 393, 395, 888, 932-935.)

City Failed to Fully Disclose, Analyze, and Mitigate the AQ Impacts (AG)

Similar to Sierra Club, the AG argued that the EIR obscures the Project’s
damaging effects on the City’s air quality by claiming there will not be a detrimental
effect due to consistency with the regional air quality plan. (AR 933-934, 944.) The
AG adds that the EIR indicates that Project emissions do not conflict with the AQMP
because there will be fewer emissions than estimated in the 2006 GP. (AR 933-934.)
But, the AG argued that neither the record nor the law supports these conclusions.
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Project Emissions are Significant Because They Conflict with the
AQMP [AG]

The AG acknowledges that one of the four thresholds evaluating the Project’s
impacts is whether Project emissions will conflict with the 2016 AQMP. (AR 931.)
The EIR compared Project emissions against theoretical buildout of the 2006 GP, and
concluded there was no conflict with the AQMP because the Project will generate less
emissions that the 2006 GP. (AR 933-934.) However, similar to Sierra Club’s position,
this plan-to-plan comparison is not permitted under CEQA. (CEQA Guidelines
§15125(e); see League to Save Lake Tahoe Mountain etc. v. County of Placer (2022)
75 Cal.App.5th 63, 152; see also, EPIC, supra. at 358; Christward Ministry v. Sup. Ct.
(1986) 184 Cal.App.3d 180, 190-191; City of Carmel-By-The-Sea v. Board of
Supervisors (1986) 183 Cal.App.3d 229, 246-247; Gentry v. City of Murrieta (1995)
36 Cal.App.4th 1359, 1416 [rejecting arguments “that a project’s effects cannot be
significant as long as they are not greater than those deemed acceptable in a general
plan”] (emphasis in the original).)

As to Project consistency with the AQMP, the AG argues that the analysis is
similarly flawed by making the same type of illusory comparison. (AR 921-923.) In
addition, the AG points to other evidence in the record indicating that Project
emissions will conflict with the AQMP (e.g., if several projects are constructed
simultaneously or overlap in time.) (AR 933, 935-936.)

The EIR states that operational emissions “would far exceed” daily emission
thresholds, but then concludes that measure is not for program-level analysis. (AR
936.) But, the EIR finds that the Project would not conflict with the AQMP; since
operational emissions would be less under the 2021 GPU than under the 2006 GP,
the Project would not result in significant impacts. (AR 938.) Nor would the
operational emissions have a cumulatively considerable net increase so, impacts
would be less than significant. (AR 946.) The program-level analysis is defective due
to the comparison to the 2006 GP. The AG points out that adding Project emissions
in the City’s nonattainment area will create serious air quality violations that will
delay attainment of air quality standards, which will conflict with the AQMP. (AR
933; see Banning Ranch, supra. at 2 Cal.5th 918, 938-939.) The AG adds that while
the City adopted the 2016 AQMP, it did not evaluate Project emissions using it; the
City did not engage with the content in the 2016 AQMP or use the conformance
criteria to assess the significance of the emissions on air quality. (see Lotus, supra.
223 Cal.App.4th at 653-658.)

The AG argued that the City treats the 2006 GP as a “proxy” for the AQMP
significance threshold, which violates CEQA because: 1) the City did not adopt the
2006 GP as an air quality significance threshold for the Project, and Fairview
Neighbors, supra. at 70 Cal.App.4th 242-243, does not support adopting the AQMP as
a significance threshold, and then using a different metric (buildout under the 2006
GP) to analyze air quality impacts; 2) there is no reasonable basis for the City to treat
the 2006 GP as a substitute for the 2016 AQMP as each has a different purpose; the
record lacks substantial evidence to support that these documents are
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interchangeable; 8) using buildout of the 2006 GP to measure the significance of the
Project’s emissions does not provide an accurate depiction of the nature and
magnitude of the Project’s effect on the City’s air quality (EPIC, supra. at 131
Cal.App.3d 350, 355-358); and, 4) the inclusion of the 2018 baseline figures does not
cure the error in the baseline analysis.

The EIR’s finding that the Project’s emissions are less than significant is
illusory when considering the evidence in the record that demonstrates significantly
increased emissions.

EIR Lacks Analysis and Mitigation of Impacts to Sensitive Receptors

The AG argued that another threshold is to evaluate whether the Project
emissions would expose “sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.
(AR 931) If so, mitigation measures are required. (Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(2).)
Sensitive receptors are “children, pregnant women, the elderly, and communities
already experiencing high levels of air pollution and related diseases.” (SANDAG,
supra. at 438.) The EIR should define sensitive receptors and describe “substantial
concentrations of pollution.” (Sunnyvale West Neighborhood Assn. v. City of
Sunnyvale City Council (2010) 190 Cal.App.4th 1351, 1390.) The analysis in the EIR
also lacks “a reasoned estimate of the number and location of sensitive receptors.”
(SANDAG, supra. at 439-440.)

The AG asserted that the EIR failed to perform the sensitive receptor analysis,
and then concluded no significant adverse impact on air quality. (AR 939-940, 942.)
The proposed land uses include industrial and commercial development in western
Moreno Valley. (AR 875; 940; 1127; 1129; 1189-1141.) The Project will place more
warehouses and distribution centers in that area, which will affect sensitive
receptors, but they were not considered nor mitigated. (AR 402-403, 31122, 5993-
5994.) The City deferred analysis and mitigation for future proposed individual
projects in violation of CEQA. (AR 937, 940, 942, 948, 937-938, 944-945; Guidelines §
15144; SANDAG, supra. at 438-440.)

In response, the City asserted that potential impacts on sensitive receptors
were discussed in the EIR, in section 4.3.5.3(b). (AR 823, 832, 938-942.) It asserted
sensitive receptors and sensitive receptor areas were defined in the 2006 GP, which
was incorporated by reference. (City’s RJN, Ex. “C” at p. 5.3-10) and that EIR Figures
4.15-1 and 4.11-1 show the locations. (AR 1213, 1128.) Moreover, the EIR showed
future locations (AR 4176, 4106.) The City asserted that while operational impacts
would be less than significant (AR 937-942), the EIR provides MMs to reduce them
even further. (AR 935-936 [construction], 936-937 [operations], 940.) The City adds
that impacts will vary widely considering what specific project is proposed, which
“could only be meaningfully assessed and mitigated on a project-level” EIR analysis.
(AR 605, 626, 822-823, 940-942, 947-948.) However, the citations to the record only
briefly mention sensitive receptors, without any details. The City argues that under
this program-level EIR, detailed information and mitigation can be deferred to a
specific project-level EIR in the future. (CEQA Guidelines §§ 15152(c), 15126.4.)
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The Court finds that the City relies on incorporation of the sensitive receptor
analysis from the prior 2006 GP, but no such incorporation is addressed in the 2021
GPU. (AR 938-942.) The City failed to comply with CEQA’s requirements regarding
incorporation. (CEQA Guidelines § 15150(b), (c).) In addition, while the City seeks
judicial notice of the 2006 GP, it contains only a few sentences rather than long,
descriptive, or technical materials. (Zd. § 15150(f).) Thus, the EIR fails to disclose the
number and location of sensitive receptors in the proximity of the Project as well as
whether they will be exposed to “substantial pollutant concentrations.” (AR 931; see
SANDAG, supra. 17 Cal.App.5th at 438-440.) In addition, all of the analysis and
potential mitigation relating to sensitive receptors was deferred to future specific
individual projects. (AR 937, 940; see also, AR 942, 948, 937-938, 944-945.) While this
approach may be appropriate in some situations, the City is required to provide
whatever information is available to it at this point. (SANDAG, supra. at 440.) The
analysis on this issue is minimal.

EIR Lacks Analysis and Mitigation of Toxic Air Contaminants

The AG argued that there has been no effort by the City to analyze and
mitigate the Project’s toxic air contaminants emissions. (AR 939-942.) Diesel exhaust
particulate matter (DPM) is such a contaminant. (AR 924; see Health & Safety Code
§ 39655(a).) In the EIR, it is stated that DPM is generated by construction equipment
(e.g., grading), and during various industrial and commercial processes. (AR 939,
940.) But, it contains no estimates for how much DPM will be generated (even though
it did so for other pollutants.) The AG asserted that the EIR was also vague as to the
number of diesel truck trips generated under the Project. The City’s response was
that the information was provided in the VMT (vehicle miles traveled) analysis. (AR
390, 392-393, 1890.) The AG asserts that while the City referenced a technical report,
it only discussed assumptions in the VMT analysis. (AR 402, 1877-1890.) The AG
argues that the public should not have to search to find this data, and then make its
own determination about DPM emissions. (Banning Ranch, supra. at 941.) The City’s
conclusions about the DPM emissions (e.g., “short-lived”, “highly dispersive”, and
“occur[ing] intermittently) are useless without knowing how much DPM will be
emitted by the Project. (AR 939.)

The City failed to oppose this argument.

EIR Failed to Identify/Correlate Project Emissions to Adverse Health
Impacts

The AG argues that an EIR must disclose health and safety problems caused
by the Project’s changes on the environment. (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.2(a).) But
the subject EIR fails to “describe the nature and magnitude of the adverse effect” and
provide a nexus to adverse impacts on human health. (Sierra Club v. City of Fresno
(2018) 6 Cal.5th 502, 518; see also, SANDAG, supra. at 514-515; Bakersfield Citizens,
supra. 124 Cal.App.4th at 1219-1220; Berkeley Keep Jets, supra. 941 Cal.App.4th at
1371.) For instance, while the EIR discloses pollutants (ozone and particulate matter)
and toxic air contaminants (DPM), which will result in significant air quality impacts
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(AR 934, 936, 939), the adverse human health effects related to such exposure were
not disclosed or analyzed. The AG asserts that this omission occurred even though
health effects from each pollutant are “well-known and accessible.” (AG’s OB, p.22:4)

According to the AG, what is missing is “evidence of the anticipated parts per
million (ppm) of [DPM] as a result of the Project.” (AG’'s OB p. 22:18-19) The AG
asserts that EIRs must: 1) disclose the type and tons of pollutants a project will emit
each year; 2) provide “a general description of each pollutant and how it affects
human health”; 3) indicate the concentration levels for each pollutant that would
trigger adverse public health impacts; and 4) correlate project emissions to adverse
hum)an health impacts. (Sierra Club v. County of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal.5th 502, 518-
519.

The City failed to oppose this argument. Accordingly, the City violated CEQA
by failing to disclose what it reasonably could about the Project’s emissions impact on
residents. (CNFF, supra. at 441.) Thus, the Petition is granted on this issue.

III. CLIMATE CHANGES

The EIR’s Analysis of Climate Change Impacts Is Unsupported by
Substantial Evidence

Sierra Club asserts that the EIR states GHG emissions will far exceed
California’s 2040 GHG reduction targets. (AR 1073-1074.) GHG emissions will
increase by over 50% under the Project from 866,410 metric tons of carbon dioxide
equivalent per year (MT CO:2E) to 1,325,101. (AR 1074.) Per capita emissions will
increase by 25% from 4.17 to 5.25 MT CO2E. (Zbid) Despite this increase, the EIR
concludes the Project will have less than significant climate change impacts and
requires no mitigation. (AR 1080.) This is because the EIR has incorporated the CAP’s
GHG reduction strategies into the Project, which purportedly will reduce emissions
by 425,594 MT CO:E. (AR 1074-1081.)

The EIR Fails to Acknowledge the Project’s Significant Climate
Impacts or Identify Mitigation Measures to Reduce those Impacts

Sierra Club asserted that EIRs are required to discuss a project’s significant
environmental effect and separately discuss mitigation measures (MMs). (PRC §
21100(b)(1), (8); see also, Guidelines § 15126.4(c).) Sierra Club asserts the EIR
improperly combines impacts and mitigation into a single discussion. Although the
Project will not meet the GHG reduction targets by 2040, the EIR does not consider
MMs to reduce the Project’s significant effects. Instead, it incorporates the CAP’s
GHG reduction strategies to conclude less than significant effects. Sierra Club argues
that this approach is prohibited under CEQA. (Lotus v. Dept. of Transp. (2014) 223
Cal.App.4th 645, 656 [when the impact and mitigation analyses are combined, it
creates a “structural deficiency in the EIR”, which prevents proper MMs and
findings.])

In addition, the City needed to make express findings regarding MMs to
mitigate or avoid significant environmental impacts and adopt a Mitigation
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Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). (Pub. Res. Code §§ 21081(a)(1),
21081.6(a)(1).) But, the City did not meet these requirements. The EIR states the
Project will have no impact or less than significant direct or cumulative impacts and
requires no mitigation. (AR 151-152.) And, the City’s MMRP does not mention any
MMs to mitigate the climate change impacts. (AR 174-177.) The AG joins in this
argument.

The City argues that Sierra Club’s challenge to incorporation of the CAP’s
GHG reduction strategies is misplaced because the CAP is a part of the Project, and
is self-mitigating. (AR 4096; see Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(2).) The City argues that it
18 not improper for an EIR to evaluate self-mitigating measures as part of the project
to conclude that impacts will be less than significant.

However, there is not dispute that the Project will substantially increase GHG
emissions by more than 50%; this is stated in the EIR. (AR 1074.) But Sierra Club
argues that the CAP is mitigation under CEQA. (Guidelines § 15183.5(b).) While
specific design features that further project objectives and that are useful beyond
reducing impacts may be considered part of the project, measures that are intended
to avoid or minimize impacts are MMs. (Lotus, supra. at 223 Cal.App.4th 645, 655-
656, fn. 8.) The City concedes that the reduction strategies are “designed to mitigate
the adverse impacts of growth”, but then also claims they are part of the Project. (RB,
p. 37:17-18.) The problem is that the City has not elaborated as to how the reduction
strategies further project objectives or are useful beyond reducing impacts. (see Save
the Plastic Bag Coalition v. City and County of San Francisco (2013) 222 Cal.App.4th
863 [the 10-cent bag fee furthered the purpose of limiting single-use bags].) To the
extent that the CAP’s reduction strategies were intended as mitigation (AR 1074,
4263-4264, 4312, 4333, 4334-4350.), they must be analyzed as MMs, not part of the
Project. This is true for program-level and project-level EIRs. Lotus, supra. at 656;
see also, SANDAG, 17 Cal. App.5th at 426.)

In addition, Sierra Club asserts that MMs are only incorporated into a plan at
the end of the CEQA process. (see PRC § 21108.6(b).) The EIR is required to: 1) adopt
findings of significance (Jd. § 21100(b)(1)); 2) determine whether feasible mitigation
will minimize or avoid those impacts (Zd. § 21100(b)(8); 3) before project approval,
make express findings adopting specific feasible MMs (/d. § 21081(a)(1)); and, 4)
adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) to ensure compliance
with the MMs (Zd. § 21081.6(a)(1).)

The Court finds that this failure is prejudicial because the EIR fails to properly
define the Project to include mitigation.

EIR’s Conclusion that Climate Change Impacts are Less Than
Significant is Not Supported by Substantial Evidence

Sierra Club argues that the EIR fails to adequately support the threshold of
significance that the City chose, and there is a lack of evidence that the City can
reduce the projected GHG emissions below that threshold. The City chose the State’s
2017 Scoping Plan to select per capita emissions threshold of 4 MT CO-E per year.
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(AR 1073.) However, Sierra Club argues that there is no explanation that this
threshold is appropriate. Even if it was a proper threshold, substantial evidence does
not support the conclusion that the Project’s climate change impacts are less than
significant. (CBE, supra. at 62 Cal.4t%h at 225.) Sierra Club asserts that the City’s
claim that the CAP’s reduction strategies will reduce GHG emissions is unsupported
because: 1) the EIR assumes that the voluntary, aspirational, and discretionary CAP
strategies will actually reduce GHG emissions; 2) the EIR incorrectly assumes that
strategies affecting a small subset of GHG sources applies to entire industry sectors,
which grossly overestimates the reductions; 3) the EIR’s claimed emissions
reductions are inconsistent with CAP itself; and, 4) the record does not support the
CAP’s emission reduction calculations because the supporting studies are not in the
record.

In response, rather than demonstrate compliance, the City repeated its
argument that this program-level EIR does not require the detailed MMs that Sierra
Club wants. (Guidelines § 15146.) The City asserts that a GP may identify specific
MMs that may be implemented in subsequent specific project level EIRs provided,
based on substantial evidence, that the City commits to the mitigation; adopts specific
performance standards to be achieved; and, identifies the types of potential actions
that can achieve each performance standard. (7d. § 15126.4(a)(1)(B).) The City claims
the EIR and the CAP does this. (see AR 4315, 4333-4350 [CAP Appendix B].)

Moreover, the EIR’s conclusion that the CAP strategies will reduce impacts
below the significance threshold is not supported by substantial evidence, which is
the City’s burden. (CBD, supra. at 62 Cal.4th at 225.) In the context of this program
EIR, the City does not demonstrate how any particular reduction strategy will be
applied to any particular project.

The CAP is Ineligible for Tiering and Streamlining Environmental
Review of the Development Proposed in the Project

The AG asserts that CAPs are a mechanism for lead agencies “to analyze and
mitigate significant effects of greenhouse gas emissions at a programmatic level, such
as in a general plan.” (CEQA Guidelines § 15183.5(a).) CAPs can be used to fast track
the GHG emissions analyses in future projects by tiering or streamlining to a properly
compliant CAP. (Zd. at subd. (b).) However, the AG disputes that the CAP in this
matter can be used for environmental review of future projects because the CAP does
not comply with tiering and streamlining requirements.

CAP Does Not Satisfy CEQA’s Tiering and Streamlining
Requirements

CAPs used for tiering and streamlining are required to “[slpecify measures or
a group of measures, including performance standards, that substantial evidence
demonstrates, if implemented on a project-by-project basis, would collectively achieve
the specified emissions level.” (CEQA Guidelines § 15183.5(b)(1)(D).) GHG reduction
measures included in the CAP must be feasible, fully enforceable, and additional.
(CEQA Guidelines § 15041, § 15126.4(a).) But, the AG argues the strategies in the
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subject CAP are insufficiently defined, and lack clearly defined performance
standards to be enforceable. (AR 1073-1074, 5998.) The AG also argues that a CAP is
also required to establish a mechanism to monitor the plan’s progress, but this CAP
does not do so. (AR 4317-4324; CEQA Guidelines § 15183.5(b)(1)(E).) The AG asserts
that while the City claims the CAP is compliant and can be used for tiering and
streamlining (AR 399-400, 828, 1073-1074), there is a genuine controversy about this.
(see Zeitlin v. Arnebergh (1963) 59 Cal.2d 901, 908.)

The City acknowledges that some of the proposed GHG reduction strategies
are voluntary, but claims the AG ignores those that are mandatory. (AR 4340 [smart
meters in new construction]; AR 4347 [limits idling of heavy construction
equipment].) The City argues that a measure’s effectiveness is based on industry
standard methodologies (e.g, CAPCOA Quantifying GHG MMs), which
methodologies were not challenged administratively. The City adds that just because
the measures are voluntary does not mean they should be discounted.

The City then argues that since the Project is a GP, it is appropriate to
incorporate MMs into the plan. (Guidelines § 15126.4(c)(5) [“...mitigation may
include identification of specific measures that may be implemented on a project-by-
project basis.”]) The City concludes that the CAP provides standards to support
tiering depending on what requirements are appropriate for specific project-level
analysis. (AR 4281.)

However, while the City offers an explanation for its approach, it does not
dispute that it failed to comply with the statutory requirements. Similar to Sierra
Club, the AG argues that there is no substantial evidence that the CAP strategies
can achieve the GHG reductions needed, and there is no schedule to monitor and
update the CAP. (Guidelines § 15183.5(b)(1)(D), (E).) At a minimum, the Court finds
that the City should be required to comply with the applicable statutes.

IV. ENERGY USE

Energy Use Impacts Analysis is Legally Inadequate

Sierra Club argues that the EIR is required to state “measures to reduce the
wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy.” (§ 21100(b)(3);
Guidelines, Appx. “F”.) While not all impacts and MMs apply in all cases, the EIR
here should consider a project’s “energy requirements and ... energy use efficiencies
by amount and fuel type for each stage of the project,” its “effects ... on ...demands
for electricity,” and its “projected transportation energy use requirements.”
(Guidelines, Appx. “F” § I1.C.) MMs may include “siting, orientation, and design to
minimize energy consumption,” “reducing peak energy demand,” and use of
renewable fuels and energy systems. (Id. at § I1.D, and § 15126.2(b).)

However, the EIR omits analysis of energy impacts from construction claiming
it is too speculative at the program-level. (AR 1038.) Similarly, it fails to analyze
transportation-related energy use. (AR 1049.) But, more is required. The EIR is to
provide whatever information it reasonably can now. (Guidelines § 15144.) Sierra
Club notes that in the air quality section, the City analyzed a typical construction
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project. (AR 930, 935-936.) But, as to energy use/transportation-related energy use,
no similar analysis was performed. More importantly, without the initial analysis,
mitigation of any impacts cannot be rendered less than significant. (see AR 1038.)

While the analysis of building-related energy use is addressed in the EIR by
stating it would more than double, it never discusses the applicable MMs stated in
the Guidelines. Instead, the EIR merely concludes that compliance with the state
Green Building Code and promoting voluntary energy-efficiency programs will
reduce impacts to less than significant levels. (AR 1040.) More is required. (Calif
Clean Energy Comm. v. City of Woodland (Clean Energy) (2014) 225 Cal.App.4th 173,
211 [re CEQA Guidelines, Appx. Fl; Ukiah Citizens for Safety First v. City of Ukiah
(2016) 248 Cal.App.4t 256, 265; Guidelines § 15126.2(b).)

The City argues that the energy use impacts analysis is sufficient for a
program-level EIR, and includes Appendix F topics. (AR 1032-1033, 1036-1038,
1040.) Based on this, the City asserts that the projected energy use is not wasteful or
in conflict with applicable regulations. (AR 1041-1042.) The City mischaracterizes
Sierra Club’s argument by stating that Sierra Club wrongfully expects energy use
projections in detail “for every future project possible under a general plan.” (RB, p.
43:21.) The City argues that what the EIR presents is the City’s determination that
the analysis is entirely speculative so, CEQA requires the conclusion be noted, and
terminate the analysis. (Guidelines § 15145; see also Atherton, supra. at 146
Cal.App.3d at 351.) The City also notes that Ukiah Citizens involves a project-level
EIR, with no discussion of energy impacts. (/d. at 260, 263.)

However, the City did not address Sierra Club’s arguments as to
transportation-related and/or building-related energy use impacts, and therefore,
cannot conclude that they are less than significant. As to transportation-related
energy impacts, the EIR provides VMT under the Project (AR 1039) but, it does not
describe the energy impacts of those trips. (see Ukiah Citizens, supra. at 264-265.)
Without the analysis, the conclusion that the impacts are less than significant is
unreasonable. (Clean Energy, supra. at 210.)

Sierra Club adds that it did not argue that the EIR is required to show energy
impacts “for every future project.” (RB, p. 43:21.) But, it must provide the information
that it reasonably can now. Moreover, as to building-related energy use, the EIR does
not explain how the Project could more than double the electricity use (AR 1040), but
also does not use unnecessary energy resources. This issue was not properly or
adequately analyzed nor were MMs considered.

The Petition is granted on this issue.
V. LAND USE

Land Use Changes

Sierra Club argues that the Project’s land use changes will allow substantial
new development, including new warehouses right next to homes in the Edgemont
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community, and land use changes in northeast Moreno Valley, but none of the
foreseeable environmental impacts have been analyzed in the EIR.

Sierra Club asserted both in its written papers and at oral argument that the
Project changes land use designations from purely residential uses to “Business Flex”,
which will allow light manufacturing, warehouses, distribution centers, among
others. (AR 116, 14, 940.) The EIR then defers analysis to later project-level review.
(AR 776-778.) Sierra Club takes issue with this deferral arguing that the designations
will place large warehouses next to homes causing health risks due to increased DPM
from trucks; that the character of the neighborhoods will be disrupted due to “massive
walls” next to homes; and that setbacks should be larger next to non-residential uses.
(AR 9263-9464). In this instance, the argument is limited to the Edgemont
neighborhood. However, without a clear concept of any proposed development, the
Court finds that deferral is appropriate.

Indeed, the City argued that to meet its Housing Element update obligation, it
had to find suitable locations for higher density housing. (AR 875, 883.) The City
asserts that this was fully analyzed in the EIR including access to services and
infrastructure, energy conservation, affordability, state mandates, interest of current
residents, and other factors. (AR 884-885.) Also, population growth and housing
changes were analyzed. (AR 1208-1210.) The City essentially argues that these were
analyzed from a program-level point of view. (AR 890.)

While there are consequences of placing warehouses and industrial
development close to residential areas, this is acknowledged by the EIR. (AR 940.)
The Court finds this program-level analysis was adequate.

Sierra Club also argues that the EIR fails to analyze the “reasonably
foreseeable growth-inducing impacts of the land use changes in northeast Moreno
Valley.” (SC’s OB, p. 31:13-15.) The Project’s land use designations are to change from
lower-density residential and hillside residential to highway office/commercial and
higher density residential. (AR 103-105, 872, 877.) Sierra Club argues that the EIR
fails to analyze the impacts (e.g., infrastructure extensions.) (AR 1284; Guidelines §
15126.2(e), Appx. G, § XIV(a).)

However, similar to the argument above as to the Edgemont neighbor, the
impacts are too speculative to evaluate without a specific project. The Petition is
denied on this issue.

VI. PRESERVING DOCUMENTS
City Violated CEQA By Failing to Preserve Records

Sierra Club argues that the City violated CEQA by failing to retain all
documents, including public correspondence, that is required for the AR. The City
admitted that it could not produce internal emails because its servers only retained
them for 90 days, after which they are automatically deleted and unrecoverable.
(Dec.McKerley Y9 19-21.) This failure by the City violates CEQA. (§ 21167.6(e);
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Golden Door Properties, LLC'v. Sup. Ct. of San Diego County (2020) 53 Cal. App.5th
733, 764.)

The question thus begs what the remedy should be for the destruction of these
materials? In Golden Door, the Court concluded that the appropriate remedy for the
destruction of hundreds or thousands of emails from the record was somewhat
nuanced. In that case, the Court ordered the parties to meet and confer, and if they
could not agree, then the “superior court shall afford Plaintiffs a reasonable
opportunity to bring motions to compel” in light of the other findings by the appellate
court. (Golden Door, supra, at p. 794.)

The Court gleans from Golden Door that courts should have flexibility to
fashion an appropriate remedy when needed. In this case, the Court has already
made some findings that Sierra Club did not fail to exhaust all administrative
remedies, and indeed, has found that the AG is not subject to that requirement.
However, the Court also acknowledges, as pointed out by Sierra Club, the City is
attempting to benefit from the loss of these materials by arguing that many issues
were not exhausted administratively.

The Court recognizes that the destruction of these materials was inadvertent,
but there still should be a remedy. Thus, recognizing that the Court has already
determined that the City’s exhaustion defenses were not valid in other respects, the
Court finds that the City should not benefit from any fact or argument not specifically
addressed, especially given that it was the City that destroyed these administrative
records. Thus, the City’s objections to Sierra Club on exhaustion remedies is
overruled.
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111
111
11
1
111
111
111
111
111
111
/11
111
111

28

Page 35 of 36 in Comment Letter 12



VII. CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, the Petition is granted on the issues of baseline
(existing conditions analysis), air quality, climate changes (GHG emissions), and
energy use. It is denied as to land use.

This shall constitute the court’s Statement of Decision pursuant to Code of
Civil Procedure section 632 and Rule 3.1590 of the California Rules of Court. Within
15 days after the proposed Statement of Decision has been served, any party affected
by the Statement of Decision may make, serve and file objections to the proposed
Statement of Decision. After expiration of the time for filing objections to the
proposed Statement of Decision, the Statement of Decision will be considered final.

At the end of the expiration period that time, Counsel for Petitioner Sierra
Club is ordered to prepare and submit the judgment in accordance with the above
Statement of Decision within 10 days.

The Court shall set an OSC re submission of Judgment on May 10, 2024 at
8:30am. If the Court has signed the Judgment, the Court shall take the OSC off
calendar.

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, IT IS SO ORDERED:

Dated: March 5, 2024 /A/ﬁ

CHADMW. PIRETAG
Jud e Superior Court
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

12-1.

Response to Comment Letter 12
George Hague 1

The comment includes a link to Senate Bill 330 (SB 330), Housing Crisis Act of 2019 dated October
10, 2019. The comment states that SB 330 is “good until Jan. 2025” and that is why the City is
“pushing” the Project through to the Planning Commission without more time for review.

In response, as background, on October 9, 2019, Governor Gavin Newsom signed the Housing Crisis
Act of 2019 (SB 330) into law to combat California’s housing supply and availability crisis. SB 330
recognizes that even where needed housing has been planned by local communities, housing demand
has been far outstripping supply. With SB 330, the Legislature recognized that lengthy permitting
processes, approval times, and other regulatory requirements exacerbate the cost and delays of
residential construction. According to a 2019 report prepared by UCLA Lewis Center for Regional Policy
Studies, cities and counties in the State have collectively approved zoning for 2.8 million new housing
units; however, the housing is not being built, and the lack of housing production is in part attributable
to additional regulatory and permitting requirements and permit processing delays. The Legislature
also recognized that the housing crisis is severely impacting the state’s economy, workforce, education
system, greenhouse gas emissions, and resident wellbeing.

To combat the housing crisis, SB 330 aims to:
1. Increase residential development;
2. Protect the existing housing inventory; and
3. Expedite permit processing.

This law adopted new legislation and made a number of modifications to existing legislation, such as
the Permit Streamlining Act and the Housing Accountability Act. SB 330 became effective on January
1, 2020, and included a sunset clause where the law would no longer be in effect as of January 1,
2025, unless extended.

Importantly, on September 16, 2021, Governor Newsom signed Senate Bill 8 (SB 8),
which extended the Housing Crisis Act to January 1, 2030. Accordingly, the Housing Crisis Act remains
“good law” through January 1, 2030, and will not expire in January 2025. For further information about
the extension of this law, please refer to the following link:
https://sd09.senate.ca.gov/news/20210901-california-legislature-agrees-extend-housing-crisis-act

Finally, the Project has undergone a thorough and transparent public review process, ensuring full
compliance with procedural standards. The City appropriately circulated the Project’s Draft SEIR for a
45-day review under CEQA, and public hearings have been properly noticed under the Brown Act. The
process reflects a deliberate and transparent approach, rather than an unduly accelerated review as
suggested by the comment, ensuring the public has been afforded adequate opportunity for
engagement and feedback.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

12-2.

12-3.

12-4.

The comment states the Aquabella Project includes “non-housing” uses and that SB 330, the Housing
Crisis Act, is for “housing.” This is incorrect.

Projects that are considered a “housing development project” are eligible for the vesting benefits
afforded under SB 330 and the Housing Accountability Act. A “housing development project” is defined
at Government Code section 65589.5(h)(2) to mean “a use consisting of any of the following:”

(a) residential units only,

(b) mixed-use developments consisting of residential and nonresidential uses with at least two-
thirds of the square footage of the project designated for residential use,” and

(c) transitional or supportive housing. (See Gov. Code, § 65589.5(h)(2).)

The Aquabella Project qualifies as a “housing development project” because its uses include mixed-use
development consisting of residential and nonresidential uses with at least two-thirds of the square
footage designated for residential uses. Indeed, Aquabella’ s residential component includes 15,000
homes totaling more than an estimated 15 million square feet, compared to its 49,900 square feet of
commercial/ retail uses, which easily qualifies the Project as a “housing development project,” as
defined under SB 330.

The comment states that the commenter would like to see non-housing uses “removed” and replaced
with more parks. Further, the comment states that more parks onsite are needed.

In response, the Project applicant has proposed a mix of residential and non-residential uses to better
serve the City and its residents, and reduce VMT. City staff and the Planning Commission have
recommended approval of the Project as proposed. The Final Subsequent EIR (SEIR) fully evaluated
the Project and its provision for parks. The comment does not question the adequacy of that SEIR
analysis. As stated in the SEIR and record, the Project applicant must provide 80 acres of land onsite
for public park purposes and dedicate that parkland and improvements to the City, subject to the City
providing the applicant with the appropriate park Development Impact Fee (DIF) credits. The applicant
further acknowledges that a total of 129 acres of parkland is required as a condition of approval of the
Project; and as such, the applicant, after dedicating 80 acres of onsite park land, must pay the Quimby
park fees and park Development Impact fees for the remaining 49 acres that are not dedicated or
developed by the applicant. With the provision of parkland onsite and payment of fees, public service
and recreational impacts related to parks would be less than significant.

The comment refers to the Judgment entered by the Riverside County Superior Court regarding the
City’'s General Plan 2040 EIR and related actions. This Judgment is already part of the record of
proceedings for the Aquabella Project. The comment suggests that the Judgment precludes the City
from moving forward with the Aquabella Project, which is incorrect for two reasons.

First, by Minute Order dated April 12, 2024, the Court (Hon. Chad Firetag, presiding) clarified that the
City was not enjoined “from acting with respect to land use issues.” See Appendix C Minute Order,
dated April 12, 2024.
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Second, the City is actively taking steps to correct the General Plan EIR deficiencies identified by the
Court. Specifically, on July 30, 2024, the City issued a new Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a revised
EIR for the General Plan and related actions; and held an EIR scoping meeting on August 14, 2024. In
summary, the City’s NOP explains that:

“In order to respond to the inadequacies identified in the Ruling, the Revised EIR will use a new
baseline year, 2024, and analyze the potential effects of the 2040 General Plan, Municipal Code
updates, the associated rezoning, and the revised CAP. The areas of analysis in the Revised EIR,
identified in the Ruling, are the effects of the Project on air quality, energy and greenhouse gas
emissions. Further, if necessary, the effects of the Project on noise and transportation will also be
analyzed. Mitigation measures for any identified significant impacts will also be included. The
Revised EIR will contain only those portions of the EIR that were found to be inadequate in the
Ruling along with any necessary revisions.” (See NOP, July 30, 2024, at p. 2; see also the City’'s
website link for “Moreno Valley 2040” at https://moval.gov/cdd/documents/about-projects.html
and associated documents.

The City’s General Plan Revised Draft EIR is in the preparation stages, with the draft expected to be
completed in the winter of 2025, and public hearings in the spring of 2025. Thus, the City is actively
engaged in the revision process as contemplated by the Court.

Third, Aquabella submitted a preliminary application under SB 330 to establish vested rights under the
2040 General Plan for the Project. The project is relying on (and consistent with) both the 2006 General
Plan and the 2040 General Plan, which was active and in effect at the time the SB 330 preliminary
application and the required fee were filed. By submitting the application and paying the fee, the
applicant effectively locked in the 2040 General Plan before it was set aside by the Court around May
2024. For further responsive information, please refer to Topical Response 1, SB 330 and General
Plan Consistency, of the Final SEIR for the Aquabella Project (“Responses to Comments and Errata,”
October 2024).

Fourth, the Aquabella Project, if approved by the City Council in November 2024, is not anticipated to
be in a position to “break ground” for another 18 months or more after Project approval. As shown
above, by that time, the City expects to have acted on its General Plan and Revised EIR well before any
physical change or alteration to the Aquabella Project site.

12-5. The Court’s Judgment is attached to the email and made part of the Aquabella record of proceedings.
Aside from the responses above and in the Final SEIR, no further responses to the Judgment are
required because it does not affect the adequacy of any information presented in the Aquabella
Final SEIR.
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Comment Letter I3

From: Danielle Harper-Scott

To: Andrew Daymude

Cc: Kirt Coury; Robert Flores; Carey Fernandes; Emily Seklecki

Subject: FW: Aquabella future approvals by Community Development Director
Date: Thursday, October 24, 2024 3:42:46 PM

Attachments: image875686.png

Hello Andrew —

Please see the comment letter below.

Danielle

Danielle Harper-Scott

Senior Planner

Community Development

City of Moreno Valley

p: 951.413.3224 | e: danielleh@moval.org w: www.moval.org
14177 Frederick St., Moreno Valley, CA, 92553

From: George Hague <gbhague@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2024 3:40 PM

To: kirkc@moval.org

Cc: Planning Notices_DG <planningnotices@moval.org>; City Clerk <cityclerk@moval.org>; Robert
Flores <robertfl@moval.org>

Subject: Aquabella future approvals by Community Development Director

These should take you right to it.
filestream.ashx

Good afternoon Planning Commissioners,
13-1
This section found below gives all future approvals of Aquabella to the Community Planning
Director. Thisis so wrong. The Planning Commission needs to be involved in how this project
moves forward and is developed.

7.2 Administration v



The Community Development Director is authorized to provide administrative
determinations

and interpretations regarding land uses, development standards, and design
guidelines in the

Specific Plan. For any other topical issue not addressed or otherwise specified in
this Specific

Plan Amendment, the Community Development Director shall make an
interpretation based

solely on the intent and objectives set forth in this Specific Plan Amendment. The
most

appropriate or closely matching code section and land use type or procedure may be used for
the interpretation provided it is based on one or more objective standards. As used in this
Specific Plan Amendment, an “objective standard” or standards involve no personal or
subjective

judgment by the Community Development Director and is/are uniformly verifiable by reference
to an external and uniform benchmark or criterion/criteria available and knowable by both the
project applicant and the Community Development Director. (page 7.1 of 7.2 Administration)

Take care,

George Hague

13-1
Cont.

Page 2 of 2 in Comment Letter I3



RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

13-1.

Response to Comment Letter I3
George Hague 2

Mr. George Hague submitted an email to City staff on October 24, 2024, regarding the amended
Aquabella Specific Plan and specifically, Specific Plan Section 7.2, Administration. Mr. Hague states
that this section of the Specific Plan “gives all future approvals of Aquabella” to the Community
Development Director, which in his opinion is “wrong.” The City responds with its reasoning, as
presented below.

First, the City has the discretion and authority to craft a long-term regulatory plan that allows flexibility
to respond to ever changing market and economic conditions, while ensuring the Project remains
consistent and compliant with the adopted, governing Specific Plan and applicable City Codes. These
regulatory documents ensure continued City and public review and oversight as the Specific Plan is
implemented over time.

Second, the new Aquabella Specific Plan does not “give all future approvals of Aquabella” to the City’s
Community Development Director. Instead, the principal purpose of Specific Plan Section 7.0,
Administration and Implementation, is to describe the implementation procedures of the Aquabella
Specific Plan Amendment. In terms of Administration, the Community Development Director is only
authorized to provide administrative determinations and interpretations regarding land uses,
development standards, and design guidelines in the Specific Plan. See Specific Plan, p. 7-1.

Third, the Specific Plan only grants authority to the Community Development Director for certain,
specified ministerial reviews and approvals, including plot plans, minor deviations from development
standards, and substantial compliance determinations, and such determinations are to be based on
defined measures and/or objective criteria. Notably, “all other permits, subdivision maps, or other
matters” per the Specific Plan and the City’s Municipal, Zoning, and Subdivision Codes must be acted
upon in accordance with established processes in the Specific Plan and City Codes. See Specific Plan,
Section 7.3.2. These “other” matters include, for example, Specific Plan Amendments. See Specific
Plan, Section 7.3.6.

Fourth, as to plot plans, the new Specific Plan includes a robust “review and process,” notice and
appeal procedures, and exemption notice provisions, including a time by which “any action or
proceeding” may be brought challenging such approvals. See Specific Plan, Section 7.3.2, subsection
(1). Indeed, the Specific Plan describes the detailed review and process for all the Director’s minor or
ministerial actions. See Specific Plan, Section 7.3.2, subsections (2) through (8).

Fifth, the City recognizes the existing housing shortage and the pressing need for housing within the
City and region. The Project has undergone extensive public and environmental review over the years
and each layer of approval increases complexity and costs, and slows the implementation process. For
example, please see the link for the study of Bay area jurisdictions showing that each additional layer
of independent review was associated with a 4 percent increase in a jurisdiction’s home prices (
https://lao.ca.gov/reports/2015/finance/housing-costs/housing-costs.aspx).
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Comment Letter 14

From: Eunice Kang

To: Planning Notices DG

Subject: Proposed town Center

Date: Saturday, October 19, 2024 1:11:09 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from eunice4kang@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

[Warning: External Email — Watch for Email Red Flags!]

Dear planning commission,

I am in favor of the proposed town center by Highland Fairview. I saw their presentation today
and believe it would be a great addition to our city, adding value to our homes and
employment opportunities, as well as making our city a more attractive place to live.

4-1

Eunice Kang
28550 Grandview Dr
Moreno Valley, CA 92555






RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Response to Comment Letter 14

Eunice Kang
14-1. This comment is a statement in favor of the proposed Project. The City thanks the commenter for
their comment.
SEIR FOR THE AQUABELLA SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT PROJECT 15010
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DUDEK

MAIN OFFICE

605 THIRD STREET

ENCINITAS, CALIFORNIA 92024
T 800.450.1818 F 760.632.0164

MEMORANDUM
To: Robert Flores, Planning Division Manager, City of Moreno Valley
From: Carey Fernandes, Project Manager, Dudek
Subject: Aquabella - Supplemental Analysis for On-Site Senior Center
Date: October 24, 2024
cc: Andrew Daymude
Attachment(s): Attachment A: Transportation Analysis of Agreement to Construct a Senior Center within the

Aquabella Project

1 Introduction

The following memorandum addresses the potential environmental effects associated with the development of a
senior community center (senior center) on-site within the Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment project (project).
The following analysis of each environmental topic in the SEIR considers whether the project with construction of
the senior center would result in any new or substantially more severe significant environmental impacts compared
to the project as it was analyzed in the draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines, § 15088.5.

The project evaluated in the SEIR includes the development of 15,000 multifamily and workforce housing options
for all ages and income levels, a 49,900-square-foot mixed-use commercial and retail Town Center with a 300-
room hotel; approximately 80 acres of parks; approximately 40 acres of schools; public services and facilities;
infrastructure improvements; and other amenities. As identified in Section 5.5 of the Aquabella Specific Plan
Amendment (SPA; Appendix A to the SEIR), recreational uses, including community buildings, are a permitted use
within the Specific Plan area. The senior center is, accordingly, a permitted use under the Aquabella Specific Plan
Amendment generally considered by the SEIR.

The senior center would comprise 24,000 square feet and, for purposes of this analysis, is assumed to generally
consist of multipurpose rooms that would be available for scheduled activities and gathering spaces for the
community, and to employ up to 20 staff. The senior center would serve the existing residents within the City of
Moreno Valley and the future residents of the project site. The senior center would be developed onsite within the
development footprint and envelope analyzed in the SEIR for the project.

The following analysis finds the project with the senior center would not result in any new or substantially more
severe significant environmental impacts compared to the project as evaluated in the draft and Final SEIR.
Therefore, the addition of the senior center is considered an insignificant modification to the project and CEQA does
not require recirculation of the draft SEIR prior to certification. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15088.5.)

DUDEK.COM
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SUBJECT: SENIOR COMMUNITY CENTER CONSISTENCY MEMORANDUM

2 Regulatory Criteria

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 provides the criteria that a lead agency is to consider when deciding whether it
is required to recirculate an EIR. Recirculation is required when “significant new information” is added to the EIR
after public notice of the availability of the Draft EIR is given, but before certification. (CEQA Guidelines,
§15088.5(a).) “Significant new information” means information added to an EIR that changes the EIR so as to
deprive the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment on a “substantial adverse environmental effect” or a
“feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project’s
proponents have declined to implement.”

Example of significant new information includes a disclosure showing that a “new significant environmental impact
would result from the project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented;” that a “substantial
increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation measures are adopted to reduce
the impact to a level of insignificance;” or that a “feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably
different from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the project,
but the project’s proponents decline to adopt it.” (CEQA Guidelines, §15088.5(a)(1)-(3).)

Recirculation is not required where “the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or amplifies or makes
insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.” (CEQA Guidelines, §15088.5(b).)

Recirculation is not required simply because new information is added to the EIR — indeed, new information is
oftentimes added given CEQA’s public/agency comment and response process and CEQA’s post-Draft EIR
circulation requirement of proposed responses to comments submitted by public agencies. Recirculation is
“intended to be an exception rather than the general rule.” (Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of
University of California (1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112, 1132.)

Here, after circulation of the draft SEIR, the project applicant agreed to construct the senior center on the project
site as part of the proposed Development Agreement with the City staff. As shown below, because the senior center
does not result in a new significant impacts or substantially more severe significant impacts, or otherwise meet the
criteria for recirculation, recirculation is not required by CEQA.

3 Environmental Analysis

Aesthetics

The SEIR determined that impacts related to aesthetics would be less than significant. The senior center would be
located within the same overall project development footprint in this urbanized area, which was analyzed for
potential aesthetic and visual impacts in the draft SEIR. The senior center would be approximately 24,000 square
feet and would be developed consistent with the design guidelines of the Aquabella SPA, as well as with City’s
Zoning Code, and 2040 General Plan goals and policies governing scenic quality, lighting, and glare. Thus, the
development of a senior center onsite would not result in new or more severe significant impacts related to
aesthetics beyond those analyzed in the draft SEIR.

15010.02 2
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Agriculture

The SEIR determined that impacts related to agricultural resources would be less than significant. The project site
does not contain any agricultural resources and is not zoned for agricultural use or under a Williamson Act contract.
There are no properties zoned for agriculture in the City. Further, no forest resources exist in the City. The senior
center would be located within the previously analyzed project development footprint. Thus, it would not result in
new or more severe significant impacts related to agricultural resources.

Air Quality

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with cumulatively considerable net increase in non-attainment
criteria pollutants and air quality plan consistency would be significant and avoidable. Impacts associated with
exposure of sensitive receptors to pollutant emissions would be less than significant with mitigation. The
development of the senior center would be consistent with the previously evaluated uses of the project and the
estimated ground disturbance and construction impact analysis for the project. As described in Attachment A,
Transportation Analysis of Agreement to Construct a Senior Center within the Aquabella Project, the senior center
would contribute an additional 0.7 percent to the total daily trips resulting from the project. The senior center would
be screened out under the City Guidelines vehicle miles traveled (VMT) screening criteria due to its local-serving
nature, meaning it is assumed not to increase VMT. Therefore, pollutants generated from the additional trips
associated with the senior center would be nominal. Furthermore, the senior center would be locally serving to the
project and City of Moreno Valley. The senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts
related to air quality.

Biological Resources

The SEIR determined that impacts related to biological resources would be less than significant with the
incorporation of mitigation. The development of a senior center on the site would occur within the previously
analyzed project development footprint and would not result in any additional impacts to sensitive or special status
species or habitat, nor conflict with established habitat protection plans or policies. Thus, the development of a
senior center onsite would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts related to biological resources.

Cultural Resources

The SEIR determined that impacts related to cultural resources would be less than significant with the incorporation
of mitigation. The development of a senior center on the site would occur within the same previously evaluated
project development footprint and would not disturb additional areas that have the potential to contain historic,
archaeological, Tribal, or paleontological resources. The senior center would not result in any new or more severe
significant impacts to cultural resources.

Energy

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with energy would be less than significant. The SEIR evaluated the
effects of implementing the Aquabella SPA, and the senior center is a permitted use in the Aquabella SPA. Therefore,
no new impacts beyond those analyzed in the EIR would occur. The senior center would not generate a significant
demand on energy resources and would not be a wasteful use of energy. It would be subject to compliance with
project design features (PDFs), SPA design guidelines and development regulations, and other regulations and state
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laws, including Title 24 and the California Building Code. The senior center would not result in any new or more
severe significant impacts related to energy.

Geology and Soils

The SEIR determined that impacts related to geology and soils would be less than significant with the incorporation
of mitigation. The development of a senior center on the site would occur within the same project development
footprint evaluated in the draft SEIR and would not disturb any additional ground surface during construction or
operation. Thus, the senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts to geology and
soils.

Greenhouse Gas

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with greenhouse gas emissions would be less than significant with
mitigation. The SEIR evaluated the effects of implementing the Aquabella SPA, and the senior center is a permitted
use in the Aquabella SPA. As described in Attachment A, the development of a senior center would not generate a
significant number of trips. Emissions generated from operation, construction and additional trips associated with
the senior center would be nominal. The senior center would therefore not result in any new or more severe
significant impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The SEIR determined that impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials would be less than significant with
mitigation. The development of a senior center on the site would occur onsite within the same project development
footprint evaluated in the SEIR. As explained in the SEIR, construction and operation would be subject to compliance
with proper best management practices (BMPs), stormwater pollution prevention plans (SWPPPs), hazardous
materials-handling protocols, and relevant federal, state, and local health and safety laws during construction and
operation. The senior center does not propose a use that would result in the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials or that would emit hazardous emissions or materials into the environment. The senior center
would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials.

Hydrology and Water Quality

The SEIR determined that impacts related to hydrology and water quality would be less than significant with
mitigation. The development of a senior center on the site would occur onsite within the same project development
footprint evaluated in the SEIR. The senior center would not result in a substantial increase in impervious surfaces
onsite. Further, the senior center use is a permitted use within the Aquabella SPA, and the SPA was evaluated in
the SEIR. Thus, the senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts related to hydrology
and water quality.

Land Use

The SEIR determined that impacts related to land use would be less than significant. As identified in Section 5.5 of
the Aquabella SPA, community buildings including the senior center are a permitted use within the Aquabella SPA.
The senior center would be located within the previously analyzed project development footprint. The senior center
would be developed consistent with the Aquabella SPA and would be consistent with the City’s Zoning Code and
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2040 General Plan goals and policies. The senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant
impacts related to land use.

Mineral

The SEIR determined that no impact related to mineral resources would occur. The senior center would be located
within the previously analyzed project development footprint. The development of a senior center does not propose
the extraction of mineral resources and would not develop over a mineral resource. The senior center would not
result in any new or more severe significant impacts related to mineral resources.

Noise

The SEIR determined that impacts related to noise would be potentially significant related to construction noise
and traffic noise. Impacts related to operational noise would be less than significant. Construction noise barriers
(Mitigation Measure (MM)-NOI-1) and construction noise equipment controls (MM-NOI-2) would be implemented to
reduce construction noise impacts to a level below significant. Traffic calming measures (MM-NOI-3) would be
implemented to reduce potential impacts related to traffic noise to less-than-significant levels. The development of
a senior center on the project site would be constructed within the same development footprint as was analyzed
for the project in the draft SEIR, and if it would be constructed within the areas identified in project Phases 4 and 5
adjacent to residential uses most sensitive to construction noise impacts MM-NOI-1 and MM-NOI-2 would continue
to be applicable. As described in Attachment A, Transportation Analysis of Agreement to Construct a Senior Center
within the Agquabella Project, the development of a senior center would contribute an additional 0.7 percent to the
total daily trips resulting from the project, which is not considered significant. Traffic noise related to the addition
of a senior center would be considered nominal. However, MM-NOI-3 would continue to apply to the implementation
of the project, including the senior center. Therefore, the senior center would not generate a significant amount of
noise inconsistent with the land uses proposed onsite, and the senior center would not result in any new or more
severe significant impacts related to noise.

Population

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with population and housing would be less than significant. The
development of the senior center would be consistent with the uses permitted by the project. Further, it does not
include a residential component that would result in more onsite residences, and it would not destroy any existing
residences as it would be developed within the same project footprint. As such, the senior center would not result
in unplanned population growth or displace people or housing. Therefore, it would not result in any new or more
severe significant impacts related to population and housing.

Public Services

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with public services would be less than significant. The senior center
would be developed within the project development footprint and the envelope of potential environmental impacts
evaluated in the draft SEIR. The senior center would be served by the same public service providers as the rest of
the project (Moreno Valley Police Department, Moreno Valley Fire Department, and Moreno Valley Unified School
District). Because the senior center would not include residential units, and would have a nominal number of onsite
employees, the development of the senior center would not result in an increase of the population on the project
site that would be served by public service providers. Further, the senior center would be locally-serving for the
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existing residents of Moreno Valley and the future residents of the project site. The users of the senior center would
be users already served by the public services providers, not additional users. Therefore, the senior center would
not result in an increased demand on public services and would not result in any new or more severe significant
impacts related to public services.

Recreation

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with recreation would be less than significant due to the provision of
recreational facilities as part of project development, as well as the payment of the City’s development impact fee.
The development of the senior center would be within the project’s development footprint and does not include a
residential component. The senior center would not generate a significant demand on recreational resources and
would provide a community recreational facility to serve the future residents of the project and the residents of the
City of Moreno Valley. Thus, the senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts related
to recreation.

Transportation

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with transportation would be less than significant. The development
of the senior center would be consistent with the uses permitted by the project and Aquabella SPA. As described in
Attachment A to this memorandum, the addition of the senior center adds 0.7 percent to the total of daily trips to
the updated net external trip generation for the project. The Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment Transportation
Impact Assessment (Fehr & Peers, December 13, 2023) provided a Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) analysis
consistent with Senate Bill 743 (SB 743) and the City’s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines. As
recommended in the City’s Guidelines, VMT screening criteria was applied to applicable components of the Project
(local serving retail, schools, parks and hotel). VMT forecasts for the residential component of the Project were
prepared using Riverside County’s travel demand forecasting model (RIVCOM). The results of the analysis
concluded that the Project’s Existing (2023) and Future Year (2045) Home-Based (HB) VMT per resident were both
less than the Citywide average and therefore would result in a less-than-significant impact.

Consistent with the approach prepared in Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment Transportation Impact Assessment
(Fehr & Peers, December 13, 2023), the senior center is also eligible for Project Type Screening due to its locally-
serving nature. The senior center is designed to provide services, classes and activities to the local community and
is not anticipated to generate regional travel. The senior center screens out from further VMT analysis under the
presumption it would result in a less-than-significant transportation impact related to VMT.

Further, the Senior Center would not create any new impacts related to hazards, emergency access, or conflicts
with plans or policies because, as part of the project, the senior center would also be developed consistent with the
infrastructure and design guidelines set forth in the Aquabella SPA and applicable City and state standards for fire
access, roadway widths, and design. Therefore, the senior center would not result in any new or more severe
significant impacts related to transportation.

Tribal Cultural Resources

The SEIR determined that impacts related to tribal cultural resources would be less than significant with the
incorporation of mitigation. The development of a senior center on the site would occur within the same project
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development footprint and would not disturb any additional land. Thus, the senior center would not result in any
new or more severe significant impacts to tribal cultural resources.

Utilities and Service Systems

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with utilities and service systems would be less than significant. The
development of the senior center would occur within the development footprint of the project and is a permitted
use in the Aquabella SPA, the impacts of which were evaluated in the SEIR. The senior center would not generate
a significant demand on water, electricity, stormwater drainage, natural gas, or telecommunication series compared
to the project uses evaluated in the SEIR. The senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant
impacts related to utilities and service systems.

Wildfire

The SEIR determined that impacts associated with wildfire would be less than significant. The development of the
senior center would occur within the development footprint of the project evaluated in the SEIR and would be
subject to the same requirements and regulations as the project. The project site is not located in or adjacent to a
very high fire hazard severity zone or state responsibility area. Once developed the site would not represent a
substantial fire risk. The senior center would not result in any new or more severe significant impacts related to
wildfires.
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FEHR 4 PEERS

DRAFT
Memorandum

Date: October 11, 2024
To: Andrew Daymude, Highland Fairview
From: Paul Herrmann, P.E.

Logan Aspeitia
Uriah Campos

Subject: Transportation Analysis of Agreement to Construct a Senior Center within the
Aquabella Project

Fehr & Peers has prepared this memorandum to evaluate the transportation impact of the
commitment to construct a 24,000 square foot Senior Center as part of the Aquabella Specific
Plan Amendment (Project) in Moreno Valley, California.

This memorandum provides updated trip generation for the Project with the Senior Center. As
shown, the trip generation is nearly identical with and without the Senior Center, with the Senior
Center generating just 0.7% more daily trips.

With the Senior Center, no new transportation impacts would occur under the California
Environmental Quality Act compared to the draft SEIR. No new impacts would occur related to
VMT as the Senior Center screens out from further analysis and is presumed to result in a less-
than-significant VMT impact. Further, the Senior Center would not create any new impacts related
to hazards, emergency access, or conflicts with plans or policies because, as part of the Project,
the Senior Center would also be developed consistent with the infrastructure and design
guidelines set forth in the Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment (Appendix A to the SEIR) and
applicable City and state standards for fire access, roadway widths, and design.
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Senior Center Description

The proposed Development Agreement provides that the Project applicant agrees to construct a
turn-key 24,000 square foot Senior Center. The Senior Center is proposed within the same
footprint of the Aquabella Project Site. Its primary purpose is to provide activities and amenities
to active seniors within the neighborhood and local Moreno Valley community. For purposes of
this transportation analysis, it is assumed that this site is anticipated to host scheduled classes and
activities on a daily basis and will employ up to 20 staff.

Trip Generation

The trip generation estimate developed in Aquabella Master Plan Development Project Trip
Generation Assessment (Fehr & Peers, May 16, 2023) has been updated to include the Senior
Center. The same approach to developing trip generation rates, estimates, trip internalization, and
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) reductions has been applied to the Senior Center
use.

Weekday morning and evening peak hour trips were estimated for the Senior Center using
methods published in Trip Generation, 11th Edition (Institute of Transportation Engineers [ITE],
2021). The following ITE trip generation rates was used to estimate Project trips:

e |TE Code 495- Recreational Community Center

Fehr & Peers applied a combination of the following to develop trip generation estimates for the
project:

e Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation 11" edition rates to estimate
total vehicle trips

e The Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA's) MXD (mixed-used development)
methodology to determine the projected trip internalization for the Project

e (California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) methodology to quantify
vehicle trip reductions associated with Project Transportation Demand Management
(TDM) strategies

Table 1 summarizes the Project trip generation estimates, internalization reductions, and
reductions applied for proposed TDM measures with the inclusion of the Senior Center. Overall,
the Senior Center adds 0.7 percent to the total of daily trips in the Updated Net External Trip
Generation.
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Table 1: Updated Project Trip Generation Estimate

AM AM AM PM PM PM

TDM Measure Daily In Out Total In Out Total
Total Project Trips 105,692 3,871 6,535 10,406 4969 3,401 8,370
Total Internalization Trips (22,724) (1,785) (1,785)  (3,570) (862) (862) (1,724)
Residential Trip TDM Reductions (4,848) (62) (202) (264) (242) (148) (390)
Employee Commute Trip TDM
Reductions “y O @ an om0 4)

Project-Generated Trip TDM

Reductions (1124 (29)  (66) (95  (56)  (34) (90)

Final Net External Trip Generation

. . 76,952 1,988 4,478 6,466 3,808 2,354 6,162
with Senior Center

Final Net External Trip Generation

without Senior Center 76,414 1,966 4,470 6,436 3,787 2,328 6,115

538 22 8 30 21 26 47

Difference with Senior Center (0.7%) (1%) (0.2%) (0.5%) (0.6%) (1%)  (0.8%)

Source(s):
1. Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 11" Edition, 2021.
2. MXD+, Fehr & Peers, 2023.
3. California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA), 2021.
4. TDM+, Fehr & Peers, 2023.

Potential for Transportation Impacts

The Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment Transportation Impact Assessment (Fehr & Peers,
December 13, 2023) provided a Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) analysis consistent with Senate Bill
743 (SB 743) and the City’'s Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines. As recommended in the
City's Guidelines, VMT screening criteria was applied to applicable components of the Project
(local serving retail, schools, parks and hotel). VMT forecasts for the residential component of the
Project were prepared using Riverside County’s travel demand forecasting model (RIVCOM). The
results of the analysis concluded that the Project’s Existing (2023) and Future Year (2045) Home-
Based (HB) VMT per resident were both less than the Citywide average and therefore would result
in a less-than-significant impact.

Consistent with the approach prepared in Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment Transportation
Impact Assessment (Fehr & Peers, December 13, 2023), the Senior Center is also eligible for Project
Type Screening due to its local-serving nature. The Senior Center is designed to provide services,
classes and activities to the local community and is not anticipated to generate regional travel.



Andrew Daymude
October 11, 2024
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The Senior Center screens out from further VMT analysis under the presumption it would result in
a less-than-significant transportation impact related to VMT.
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Highland Fairview

Re: Aquabel/a Specific Plan Amendment Proiect; Notice of Preparation; City of Moreno Valley,
County of Riverside

To SCAG:

On behalf of the Project applicant, T/Cal Realty Il (managed by Highland Fairview) we enclose the
completed Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft Subsequent EIR (DSEIR) for the Aquabella
Specific Plan Amendment project in the City of Moreno Valley, County of Riverside. The NOP,
dated October 25, 2023 was previously sent to SCAG through the State Clearinghouse, but we
wanted to be sure SCAG received the NOP and incorporated it into its four-year update to the
draft Connect SoCal 2024 RTP/SCS. The City of Moreno Valley is currently processing the DSEIR.
The City expects to consider the final SEIR and project approvals in the summer/fall 2024.

Please see the enclosure. The project proposes an increase in residential density through a City
General Plan Amendment, and we would like the Project and updated residential density to be
reflected in the final Connect SoCal 2024 plan expected to be issued by SCAG in April 2024 or

thereafter.

[excerpts from attached NOP]
PROJECT TITLE: Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment

LOCATION: The Project site is comprised of approximately 770.5 acres of land located in the
southeastern portion of the City of Moreno Valley, California, bordered by Cactus Avenue,
Brodiaea Avenue, Iris Avenue, Laselle Street, and Oliver Street. (See Figure 1, Regional Location
Map.)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Project entitlements will include a General Plan Amendment, Specific Plan
Amendment, Tentative Tract Map, and Development Agreement. The Project would continue to
implement a mixed-use residential community on the Project site with commercial uses, a lake
complex and lake promenade, and other amenities, while modifying residential uses to better
help the City meet local and regional housing goals. The Aquabella Specific Plan Amendment
would provide a comprehensive update to land use and other plans, site development standards,
design guidelines, and implementation measures necessary to implement the new vision for the
Aquabella mixed-use planned community.

The proposed Project would amend SP 218 to guide the development of the remaining
undeveloped portions of the Specific Plan area with multi-family and workforce housing options,
while providing a town center for recreation, shopping, and entertainment. The proposed Project
also includes the potential development of a school site on a parcel designated Residential 5 (R5)
on the Project site's eastern boundary.

The 770.5-acre Project would include phased development of 15,000 residential units and
workforce housing options for all ages and income levels; a 49,900 square foot (sf) mixed-use
commercial and retail town center; 80 acres of parks (comprised of a 40-acre lake, a 15-acre lake
promenade, and an additional 25 acres of parks); and 40 acres of schools, with up to three
elementary school sites and one middle school site. Updated public services and facilities;
infrastructure improvements; and other amenities would also be included. (See Figure 5, Proposed
Project Land Use Plan.)

[See attached letter for the full NOP]

Submittal 0001821

The updated specific plan has been added to SCAG's specific plan database for future plan
development. The deadline for local jurisdictions to provide input to land use data and the
preliminary growth forecast was in December 2022 at the conclusion of the Local Data Exchange
(LDX) process. The City of Moreno Valley provided input on land use and the Transportation
Analysis Zone (TAZ)-level growth forecast through the LDX editor on January 9, 2023. All edits
were considered timely and integrated directly into Connect SoCal.

While land use data (including specific plans) are used as an input to develop Connect SoCal's
growth projections, this data is only one input into the Plan’s Forecasted Regional Development
Pattern, which represents a snapshot in time based on data available during LDX and does not
reflect subsequently available information. It is not solely based on TAZ-level household and
employment projections; rather, it is used to estimate the overall effect of the many policies,
goals, and strategies of Connect SoCal.

Growth projections at the jurisdiction level or smaller geographies, including TAZ, are utilized to
conduct required modeling and generally illustrate how regional policies and strategies may be
reflected at the neighborhood level. No jurisdiction has an obligation to change or conform its
land use policies, general plan, housing element, zoning, regulations, or approvals of projects or
plans, or consider or require mitigation measures or alternatives based on any numbers within or
aggregates of Connect SoCal 2024 projections at any geographic level.
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

Historic Court House
Court on its Own Motion

04/12/2024
3:35 PM
Department 3

CVRI2103300
SIERRA CLUB vs THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY

Honorable Chad Firetag, Judge
K. Rahlwes, Courtroom Assistant
Court Reporter: None

APPEARANCES:
No Appearances

Court has read and considered of Petitioners’ Proposed Judgment and Writ of Mandate, filed on
03/29/24, and Respondents’ Objections to Petitioners’ Judgment and Request for Hearing filed on
04/03/24. .

On Court's own motion:

Request to set for hearing is denied.

After review, the Court denies the City’s request to set a hearing date, but the Court shall return the
Proposed Judgment and Writ to Petitioners.

The Court orders Petitioners to re-draft the Proposed Judgment, and orders that paragraphs 3 and 6
be stricken as inconsistent with the Court’s Statement of Decision. While paragraph 1 of the
Proposed Judgment does properly reflect the Court’s findings with respect to the issues of inadequate
baseline, air quality/climate changes (GHG emissions)/energy use analyses, it does not reflect the
Court’s findings as issues identified in the Court’s land use analysis, which the Court found did not
violate CEQA. Similarly, paragraph 5 of the Judgment enjoins the City from acting on the EIR, but as
phrased would also prohibit the City from acting with respect to land use issues. As such, the Court
orders Petitioners to re-draft paragraphs 1 and 5 of the Judgment in accordance with the Statement
of Decision.

Further, the Court orders the Proposed Writ to be amended to command the City as follows: “Within
forty-five (45) days of service of this Writ, set aside all Project approvals (including, in part, Resolution
No. 2021-46 [certifying the EIR and adopting the findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations,
and a Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program], and the non-residential portions of Ordinance
No. 981 [approving zoning ordinance amendment PEN21-0030 and adopting related findings]); and
partially set aside the certification of the EIR for the Project.”
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

Historic Court House
Court on its Own Motion

04/12/2024
3:35 PM
Department 3

CVRI2103300
SIERRA CLUB vs THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY

Honorable Chad Firetag, Judge
K. Rahlwes, Courtroom Assistant
Court Reporter: None

Petitioners are ordered to prepare a new Judgment and Writ in accordance with the above and
submit it to the Court in 10 days.

Notice to be given by Clerk to Edward Terry Schexnayder , Michael Ryan Cobden , ARTHUR F.
COON , Abigail Adams Smith , OMONIGHO OIYEMHONLAN , SCOTT LICHTIG.
Minute entry completed.
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