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SECTION 1.0
PURPOSE OF ADDENDUM

1.1 APPROVED PROJECT

The Preliminary Master Plan for Former Los Angeles Times (LA Times) Site (Planning
Application-17-30) project was evaluated in Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site
(Planning Application-17-30) Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (hereinafter referred to
as the “Former LA Times Site IS/MND”). The project was certified by the Costa Mesa Planning
Commission on August 14, 2017. The project analyzed the reuse of the project site with office
and parking uses (hereinafter referred to as the “Approved Project”). The Approved Project
consists of the reuse of most of the existing 339,063-square-foot (SF) LA Times building and
associated surface parking lot. Specifically, the Approved Project includes demolition of 88,904
square feet of the existing building, the development of two new office buildings totaling 315,000
SF of building area, construction of three parking structures with a total of 2,397 spaces, and
construction of surface parking totaling 391 spaces. The Approved Project would be
renovated/constructed in three phases and all buildings would have been Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design (LEED) certified.

1.2 BASIS FOR ADDENDUM

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) allows for the preparation of an Addendum to
a certified Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) to document minor technical changes in the
project characteristics or environmental conditions under which the project would be developed.
This Addendum to the project has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of CEQA
(California Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq.); the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14,
California Code of Regulations, Sections 15000 et seq.); and the rules, regulations, and
procedures for implementing CEQA as adopted by the City of Costa Mesa (City).
Section 15164(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines states that “the lead agency or a responsible
agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously adopted Negative Declaration if some changes
or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for
preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred”. Section 21166 (Subsequent or Supplemental
Impact Report; Conditions) of CEQA, and Section 15162(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines
address when a subsequent EIR is required. As stated in Section 15162(a), a subsequent EIR is
required when:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major
revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity
of previously identified significant effects;

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or
Negative Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not
have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the
previous EIR was certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was
adopted, shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR or negative declaration;
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(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe
than shown in the previous EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible
would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline
to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.

The purpose of this Addendum is to analyze the impacts resulting from implementation of the
proposed project (including impacts resulting from changes in circumstances) and to identify the
difference, if any, between the impacts evaluated with the Approved Project and those that would
be associated with the proposed project. It also reviews whether any new information of
substantial importance has been identified that shows that the proposed project would have one
or more significant effects not discussed in the previous environmental documents. An Addendum
is currently proposed to allow proposed changes to the Approved Project.

1.3 MODIFIED PROJECT

The Modified Project would be developed in three phases, like the Approved Project.

In November 2017, the property, along with the entitiements, was acquired by Press LLC. Press
LLC obtained demolition and building permits for a revised Phase 1 in August of 2018, which is
currently under construction. The revised Phase 1 development consists of the following “packages”
that were submitted to the Building Safety Division for building permits and approvals:

Phase 1 — Package 1 is the renovation of the existing Sunflower and connector office buildings,
which are comprised of 83,345 square feet of office space. This area will be renovated with a new
cut-through in the southernmost section of the connector office building, creating a walking path
between the connector office building and the northerly portion of Building A. Package 1 includes
demolition of 5,368 square feet of building area and construction of 20,309 square feet of building
area; building area would be 98,286 square feet at completion.

Phase 1 — Package 1.5 is the construction of a two-story, 35,150-square-foot concrete tilt-up
building that will be an addition to the Sunflower building.

Phase 1 — Package 2 is the adaptive reuse of the existing 198,365 square foot industrial
warehouse space which formerly contained the LA Times printing press facility. This area will be
renovated, and additional square feet will be added as mezzanine and a second and third story
in the northeastern portion of the Building A. Package 2 includes demolition of 23,224 square feet
of building area and construction of 32,182 square feet; building area would be 207,323 square
feet at completion.

Phases 1 and 2 would also include construction of 1,414 surface parking spaces, mostly west of
the buildings.
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Approved Project

Preliminary Master Plan 17-03 was for the renovation of the former LA Times facility located on a
23.4-acre site into a 1-to-5 story office complex not to exceed 655,000 square feet of floor area.
The project was approved to be constructed in the following Phases:

Phase 1: Repurposing the existing building (former LA Times) for a 339,063-square-foot,
two-story open office space with two levels of tiered mezzanine space; a three-level
parking structure with 1,277 parking spaces; and 87 surface parking spaces.

Phase 2: A new five-story building with 190,000 square feet of office space; a four-level
parking structure with 697 parking spaces and 220 surface parking spaces.

Phase 3: A new five-story building with 125,000 square feet of office space; a four-level
parking structure with 423 parking spaces and 84 surface parking spaces.

Proposed Amendments

Planning Application 17-03 A1 is an amendment to the above Preliminary Master Plan to
replace the five-story, 190,000 square feet of office space previously approved for Phase 2
with renovation of 44,555 square feet, and new construction of 6,354 square feet (totaling
50,909 square feet), in the southerly portion of the existing building (facing South Coast
Drive) into a two-story, indoor retail market hall. The retail market hall will consist of
approximately 40 tenant spaces, the majority of which will be occupied by food-related
uses including, but not limited to, sit-down and take-out restaurants, microbreweries,
covered and open dining patios, food stalls, cafes, bars and lounges, an event space, and
live entertainment. Retail shops and kiosks are also proposed. Additionally, the applicant
is proposing approximately 29 State Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) License
establishments for the sale of alcoholic beverages (beer, wine, and hard liquor) for on-site
consumption after 11 PM (closing times no later than 1 AM, 7 days a week proposed),
with live entertainment and dancing, not within 200 feet of residentially-zoned properties.
A finding of Public Convenience or Necessity (PCN) is also being requested for certain
ABC licenses.

Adjacent to the proposed retail market hall will be a 1.5-acre private park that will have areas
for outdoor dining, recreation, and art installation exhibits, as well as two one-story
freestanding buildings to be used for café/dining with outdoor seating, each approximately
2,100 square feet in size. Weekend farmer's markets, art and craft fairs, and weekend
community and/or special events will also be provided within the 1.5-acre private park area,
as well as live entertainment between the hours of 8 AM to 10 PM, seven days a week.

The applicant is also requesting that Condition of Approval (COA) Number 42 of Preliminary
Master Plan 17-03, which requires the removal of the railroad tracks and related equipment
within Sunflower Avenue, be deferred until such time as the bikeway improvements are
installed at a future date to be determined. Also proposed is an amendment to COA Number
43 with regard to the design of the trail.

Planning Application 19-30 is a conditional use permit to allow an 1,808 square foot multi-
purpose event space within the proposed indoor retail space/market hall for private events
(parties, weddings, banquets, etc.) to operate under a State Alcoholic Beverage Control
(ABC) License Type 48 (On-Sale General - Public Premise) with live entertainment and
dancing after 11 PM (1 AM closing time, 7 days a week proposed) not within 200 feet of
residentially-zoned properties. A finding of Public Convenience or Necessity (PCN) is also
being requested for the ABC license.
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Zoning Application 18-72 is a minor conditional use permit to allow up to 10 percent of the
1,414 provided on-site parking spaces to be for small car (compact) parking spaces
(140 spaces maximum).

Phase 3, proposes construction of an office building totaling 107,650 SF and up to five stories tall
in the west part of the Project site; and a parking structure, three levels high and with 423 parking
spaces, also in the west part of the site.

Pursuant to Section 15367 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City is the lead agency for the
proposed project. The lead agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for
carrying out or approving a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. The
City, as the lead agency, has the authority for project approval and certification of the
accompanying environmental documentation.

In accordance with Section 21166 of CEQA and Sections 15162 and 15164 of the State CEQA
Guidelines, based on the analysis presented in this document, the City has determined there are
no new significant impacts result from the proposed project, nor is there any substantial increase
in the severity of any previously identified environmental impacts. In addition, the changes with
respect to the circumstances under which the proposed project would be undertaken would not
result in new or more severe significant environmental impacts. The potential impacts associated
with the proposed project would either be the same or less than the anticipated levels described
in Former LA Times Site IS/MND. An Addendum is the appropriate environmental documentation
for the proposed project and requested approvals.

Section 2.0 of this Addendum provides background information on the previously approved
project, including actions taken by the City Council. Section 3.0 provides a description of the
proposed project. Section 4.0 presents an environmental analysis of the proposed project.
Section 5.0 presents the findings related to the environmental analysis of the proposed project.
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SECTION 2.0
PROJECT BACKGROUND

The Modified Project would be implemented on the site of the Approved Project site located at
1375 Sunflower Avenue, 1376 South Coast Drive, and 3370 Harbor Boulevard, in the City of
Costa Mesa as shown on Exhibit 1, Regional Location/Local Vicinity Map, in the City of Costa
Mesa (City). The site has been subject to previous planning efforts. The following section provides
a summary of the planning efforts that are integral to the Modified Project.

GENERAL PLAN FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (FEIR) AND THE 2015-2035
GENERAL PLAN

In July 2016, the City’s General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (GP FEIR) was certified,
and the 2015-2035 General Plan was approved. These documents addressed the development
of the Former LA Times Site IS/IMND with up to 655,000 SF of office development or 553,000 SF
of commercial/retail development.

PRELIMINARY MASTER PLAN FOR FORMER LA TIMES SITE (PLANNING APPLICATION-
17-30) INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The City of Costa Mesa adopted an IS/MND for the Former LA Times Site project (Planning
Application -17-30) in August 2017. The project approved by the City with adoption of the 2017
IS/IMND is henceforth referred to as the Approved Project. The Approved Project permitted reuse
of 250,159 SF of the existing building plus development of two new office buildings totaling
315,000 SF; the Approved Project is summarized by phase in Section 1.1, Approved Project,
above.

The IS/IMND determined that impacts to all environmental topics were less than significant except
for impacts to cultural resources. Two mitigation measures were required for impacts to cultural
resources: Mitigation Measure CULT-1 requiring archaeological monitoring during demolition,
excavation, and grading; and Mitigation Measure CULT-2 requiring paleontological monitoring
during excavation and grading. Impacts to cultural resources were determined to be less than
significant after implementation of mitigation.
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SECTION 3.0
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND SETTING

3.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The Modified Project site is located at 1375 Sunflower Avenue, 1376 South Coast Drive, and 3370
Harbor Boulevard, in the City of Costa Mesa as shown on Exhibit 1, Regional Location/Local
Vicinity Map. The LA Times building and associated surface parking areas encompass
approximately 19.5 acres on two adjacent parcels (Assessor Parcel Numbers [APNs] 140-041-24
and 140-041-40). The adjacent parcel of bare land, approximately 4 acres (APN 140-041-62),
was a baseball field that was demolished in late 2018 or early 2019. The Interstate 405 Freeway
(I-405) is about 0.2 mile to the south. Regional access to the site is from the 1-405 via Harbor
Boulevard or Fairview Road.

3.2 PROJECT SETTING

The 23.4-acre project site is bound to the west by the National University campus, office buildings,
and Harbor Boulevard; to the north by Sunflower Avenue and commercial and industrial
development; to the east by commercial development, a Los Angeles Chargers practice field, and
Susan Street; to the south by an IKEA retail store; and to the southeast by an active agricultural
area. The project site is in a developed and urbanized area of the City of Costa Mesa, north of I-
405 as shown on Exhibit 2, Aerial Photograph. The 23.4-acre project site, consisting of three
parcels, is currently occupied by the 339,063-square-foot former LA Times building and ancillary
structures, surface parking areas, and graded bare land. The site is relatively flat; elevations on
site range from about 30 to 32 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). Minimal landscaping is present,
as the portion of the site containing the former LA Times building is an active construction site;
and the portion of the site that contained the former baseball field has been cleared and graded
(see Exhibits 3a and 3b, Site Photographs).

The original LA Times building opened in 1968, with its first expansion occurring in 1980 and its
final expansion in 1989. In 2010, the LA Times ceased printing operations at their Costa Mesa
facility in line with efforts to consolidate their printing facilities into their Los Angeles and Irwindale
facilities. This LA Times site was closed in October 2014 (Los Angeles Times 2016).

As of a site visit on September 18, 2019, part of one of the buildings in the north part of the site
had been demolished; and the rest of the two buildings in the north part of the site (the Connection
and Sunflower buildings) had been gutted and were undergoing renovations.

The General Plan land use designation for the project site is Commercial Center and the zoning
designation for the site is Planned Development Commercial (PDC).

3.3 MODIFIED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.3.1 PHASE1

In November 2017, the property, along with the entitiements, was acquired by Press LLC. Press
LLC obtained demolition and building permits for a revised Phase 1 in August of 2018, which is
currently under construction. The revised Phase 1 development consists of the following “packages”
that were submitted to the Building Safety Division for building permits and approvals:

Phase 1 — Package 1 is the renovation of the existing Sunflower and connector office buildings,
which are comprised of 83,345 square feet of office space. This area will be renovated with a new
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Photo 1: View from the north end of the project site looking south of renovation of part of the
Sunflower Building.

Photo 2: View from the northeast site boundary looking west at renovation of the Connector
Building (on left) and Sunflower Building (center and right).

Photo 3: View from the east site boundary looking southeast of the former LA Times building.

Photo 4: View from the southeast corner of the site looking northwest at the south end of the
former LA Times building.

Site Photographs

Exhibit 3a
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Photo 5: View from the west site boundary looking southeast. The former LA Times building is
on the left; the IKEA retail building, offsite to the south, is in the right background.

Photo 6: View from the west site boundary looking east at the former LA Times building.

Photo 7: View from the northeast corner of the former baseball field in the west part of the site
looking southwest across the west part of the site.

Photo 8: View from the southwest corner of the former baseball field in the west part of the site
looking northwest across the west part of the site.

Site Photographs

Exhibit 3b
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cut-through in the southernmost section of the connector office building, creating a walking path
between the connector office building and the northerly portion of Building A. Package 1 includes
demolition of 5,368 square feet of building area and construction of 20,309 square feet of building
area; building area would be 98,286 square feet at completion.

Phase 1 — Package 1.5 is the construction of a two-story, 35,150-square-foot concrete tilt-up
building that will be an addition to the Sunflower building.

Phase 1 — Package 2 is the adaptive reuse of the existing 198,365 square foot industrial
warehouse space which formerly contained the LA Times printing press facility. This area will be
renovated, and additional square feet will be added as mezzanine and a second and third story
in the northeastern portion of the Building A. Package 2 includes demolition of 23,224 square feet
of building area and construction of 32,182 square feet; building area would be 207,323 square
feet at completion.

Parking

Surface parking (1,132 spaces) would be built mostly west of the buildings.
3.3.2 PHASE 2

Planning Application 17-03 A1 is an amendment to the above Preliminary Master Plan to replace
the five-story, 190,000 square feet of office space previously approved for Phase 2 with an
approximately 50,909 square foot, two-story, indoor retail market hall within the southerly portion
of the existing building (facing South Coast Drive). The retail market hall will consist of
approximately 40 tenant spaces, the majority of which will be occupied by food-related uses
including, but not limited to, sit-down and take-out restaurants, microbreweries, covered and open
dining patios, food stalls, cafes, bars and lounges, an event space, and live entertainment. Retail
shops and kiosks are also proposed. Additionally, the applicant is proposing approximately
29 State Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) License establishments for the sale of alcoholic
beverages (beer, wine, and hard liquor) for on-site consumption after 11 PM (closing times no
later than 1 AM, 7 days a week proposed), with live entertainment and dancing, not within 200 feet
of residentially-zoned properties. A finding of Public Convenience or Necessity (PCN) is also
being requested for certain ABC licenses. A site plan for the Proposed Project is shown in Exhibit
4, Site Plan, Phases 1 and 2.

Adjacent to the proposed retail market hall will be a 1.5-acre private park that will have areas for
outdoor dining, recreation, and art installation exhibits, as well as two one-story freestanding
buildings to be used for café/dining with outdoor seating, each approximately 2,100 square feet
in size. Weekend farmer’s markets, art and craft fairs, and weekend community and/or special
events will also be provided within the 1.5-acre private park area, as well as live entertainment
between the hours of 8 AM to 10 PM, seven days a week.

Parking

Surface parking (282 spaces) would be built west of the southern part of the former warehouse
building. Zoning Application 18-72 is a minor conditional use permit to allow up to 10 percent of
the 1,414 provided on-site parking spaces to be for small car (compact) parking spaces
(140 spaces maximum).
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Addendum to the Preliminary Master Plan for
Former LA Times Project

3.3.3 PHASE 3

Phase 3 of the Modified Project proposes a future office building of up to five stories and
107,650 SF in the west part of the site. A parking structure, three levels high and with 423 parking
spaces, would also be built in the west part of the site.

3.3.4 ACCESS AND CIRCULATION

Consistent with the Approved Project, site access would be via two driveways from Sunflower
Avenue: a main driveway west of the former LA Times building and a secondary driveway east of
it; two driveways from South Coast Drive: a main driveway west of the building and a secondary
driveway east of it; and one driveway from Harbor Boulevard. The driveway from Harbor
Boulevard and one of the driveways from South Coast Drive would be signalized; and the
remaining three driveways would be controlled by one-way stop signs.

TABLE 1
MODIFIED PROJECT BUILDING AREA

Building Area (SF)
Existing
After New Net At Project
Existing Demolition Demolition | Construction Change Completion

Phase 1

Package 1: 83,345 5,368 77,977 20,309 14,941 98,286
renovation,
Sunflower and
Connector buildings

Package 1.5: 5,559 0 5,559 35,150 35,150 40,709
Demolish
conference center;
build new 2-story
building

Package 2: 198,365 23,224 175,141 32,182 8,958 207,323
Adaptive reuse,
northern and
central portions of
industrial building,
as creative office
space

Subtotal 287,269 28,592 258,677 87,641 59,049 346,318

Phase 2

Former Industrial 44,555 0 44,555 6,354 6,354 50,909
Building (southern
portion) reuse:
retail/restaurant/
entertainment

Phase 3

Proposed office 0 0 0 107,650 107,650 107,650
building plus three-
level, 423-space
parking structure’

Total 331,824 28,592 303,232 201,645 173,053 504,877

! The parking structure would total 139,872 square feet and 423 parking spaces on three levels; the square footage in the table

above is buildings only and omits the parking structure.
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3.3.5 CONSTRUCTION

Construction of Phase 1 began in June 2019 with demolition of the existing conference center
and part of the Connector Building already completed. Phase 2 of the Modified Project is
anticipated to start in within 3 months of receiving City approval (that is, the second quarter of
2020). Demolition is expected to last two months. Demolition would be followed by grading, which
is anticipated to last about one month. Any new construction and all renovations within the existing
buildings is expected to be completed by late 2021.

The conceptual construction schedule for Phase 3 would extend approximately 15 months and is
expected to occur at the earliest in 2022 or 2023.

3.4 APPROVED PROJECT COMPARED TO MODIFIED PROJECT

The Approved Project permitted 565,159 SF of building area: 250,159 SF of reuse plus 315,000
SF of new construction. The Modified Project permits up to 504,877 SF of building area consisting
of 303,232 SF of reuse plus 201,645 SF of net new construction. Thus, the Approved Project
permitted 60,300 more SF of building area than the Modified Project. The Approved Project and
the Modified Project are compared in Table 2 below.

The demoilition of part of the industrial building in Phase 1 of the Approved Project would be
reduced in the Modified Project by over 76,000 SF. Construction of the 190,000-square-foot office
building in Phase 2 of the Approved Project has been eliminated from the Modified Project.
Construction in Phase 2 of the Modified Project would be reduced to 6,354 SF. Phase 2 of the
Modified Project consists of retail, restaurant, and entertainment uses and an event space
compared to the office uses in Phase 2 of the Approved Project. The two parking structures
proposed for Phases 1 and 2 of the Approved Project have been deleted from the Modified Project
and replaced by surface parking.

TABLE 2
APPROVED PROJECT COMPARED TO MODIFIED PROJECT
Building Area (SF)
Existing
After New Net At Project
Existing Demolition | Demolition | Construction Change Completion

Approved Project
Phase 1 339,063 88,904 250,159 0 -88,904 250,159
Phase 2 0 0 0 190,000 190,000 190,000
Phase 3 0 0 0 125,000 125,000 125,000
Total 339,063 88,904 250,159 315,000 226,096 565,159
Modified Project
Phase 1 287,269 28,592 258,677 87,641 59,049 346,318
Phase 2 44,555 0 44,555 6,354 6,354 50,909
Phase 3 0 0 0 107,650 107,650 107,650
Total 331,824 28,592 303,232 201,645 173,053 504,877
Difference, Approved Project less Modified Project
Phase1 51,794 60,312 -8,518 -87,641 -147,953 -96,159
Phase 2 -44,555 0 -44,555 183,646 183,646 139,091
Phase 3 0 0 0 17,350 17,350 17,350

Total 7,239 60,312 -53,073 113,355 53,043 60,282
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3.5

REQUESTED PROJECT ENTITLEMENTS

As part of the Modified Project, the Project Applicant is requesting approval of the following
entitlements:

Approved Project

Preliminary Master Plan 17-03 was for the renovation of the former LA Times facility located on a
23.4-acre site into a 1-to-5 story office complex not to exceed 655,000 square feet of floor area.
The project was approved to be constructed in the following Phases:

Phase 1: Repurposing the existing building (former LA Times) for a 339,063-square-foot,
two-story open office space with two levels of tiered mezzanine space; a three-level
parking structure with 1,277 parking spaces; and 87 surface parking spaces.

Phase 2: A new five-story building with 190,000 square feet of office space; a four-level
parking structure with 697 parking spaces and 220 surface parking spaces.

Phase 3: A new five-story building with 125,000 square feet of office space; a four-level
parking structure with 423 parking spaces and 84 surface parking spaces.

Proposed Amendments

Planning Application 17-03 A1 is an amendment to the above Preliminary Master Plan to
replace the five-story, 190,000 square feet of office space previously approved for Phase
2 with an approximately 50,909 square foot, two-story, indoor retail market hall within the
southerly portion of the existing building (facing South Coast Drive). The retail market hall
will consist of approximately 40 tenant spaces, the majority of which will be occupied by
food-related uses including, but not limited to, sit-down and take-out restaurants,
microbreweries, covered and open dining patios, food stalls, cafes, bars and lounges, an
event space, and live entertainment. Retail shops and kiosks are also proposed.
Additionally, the applicant is proposing approximately 29 State Alcoholic Beverage Control
(ABC) License establishments for the sale of alcoholic beverages (beer, wine, and hard
liquor) for on-site consumption after 11 PM (closing times no later than 1 AM, 7 days a
week proposed), with live entertainment and dancing, not within 200 feet of residentially-
zoned properties. A finding of Public Convenience or Necessity (PCN) is also being
requested for certain ABC licenses.

Adjacent to the proposed retail market hall will be a 1.5-acre private park that will have
areas for outdoor dining, recreation, and art installation exhibits, as well as two one-story
freestanding buildings to be used for café/dining with outdoor seating, each approximately
2,100 square feet in size. Weekend farmer’'s markets, art and craft fairs, and weekend
community and/or special events will also be provided within the 1.5-acre private park
area, as well as live entertainment between the hours of 8 AM to 10 PM, seven days a
week.

The applicant is also requesting that COA Number 42 of Preliminary Master Plan 17-03,
which requires the removal of the railroad tracks and related equipment within Sunflower
Avenue, be deferred until such time as the bikeway improvements are installed at a future
date to be determined. Also proposed is an amendment to COA Number 43 with regard to
the design of the trail.

Planning Application 19-30 is a conditional use permit to allow an 1,808 square foot multi-
purpose event space within the proposed indoor retail space/market hall for private events
(parties, weddings, banquets, etc.) to operate under a State Alcoholic Beverage Control

R:\Pr
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(ABC) License Type 48 (On-Sale General - Public Premise) with live entertainment and
dancing after 11 PM (1 AM closing time, 7 days a week proposed) not within 200 feet of
residentially-zoned properties. A finding of Public Convenience or Necessity (PCN) is also
being requested for the ABC license.

Zoning Application 18-72 is a minor conditional use permit to allow up to 10 percent of the
1,414 provided on-site parking spaces to be for small car (compact) parking spaces
(140 spaces maximum).
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SECTION 4.0
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This section of the Addendum examines each environmental topical issue analyzed in Former LA
Times Site IS/MND specific to the Modified Project. The Addendum includes additional areas of
analysis, including analysis of impacts to energy, tribal cultural resources, and wildfire hazards,
pursuant to the 2018 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines. The focus of this Addendum to
the Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) IS/MND is to
evaluate the potential for changes in the impacts as a result of modifications to the proposed site
plan. The Modified Project consists of the following:

Phase 1: 346,318 SF Office Development

Phase 2: 50,909 SF Commercial/Retail Development

Phase 3: 107,650 SF Office Development

Total: 504,877 SF (Combined Office and Commercial/Retail Development)

This evaluation includes a determination as to whether the changes proposed for the Former LA
Times site would result in any new significant impacts or a substantial increase in a previously
identified significant impact.

The topical areas identified in the CEQA Environmental Checklist (Checklist) were used as
guidance for this Addendum. For each section, brief summaries of the findings of Former LA
Times Site IS/IMND are provided. This comparative analysis provides the City with the factual
basis for determining if any changes in the project, any changes in circumstances, or any new
information since the Former LA Times Site IS/MND was adopted require additional
environmental review or preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR.

41 AESTHETICS
411 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Neqgative Declaration

As set forth in the Initial Study prepared for the Former LA Times Site project, the Approved
Project would not have an adverse effect on a scenic vista nor would it damage scenic resources.
It was determined that the site is not designated as a scenic vista and is not located in a scenic
preservation zone. No State scenic highways have been identified adjacent to or in the vicinity of
the project site. Therefore, development of the Approved Project would not substantially damage
scenic resources within a State scenic highway. The development of the adjacent bare land may
impact the visual character or quality of the site through the introduction of additional
development; however, the Approved Project would be consistent with the Land Use Element of
the GP FEIR and all related policies that promote quality commercial and industrial/business park
development. Therefore, it was determined that, although the project would alter the existing
visual character, the Approved Project would not degrade the character or quality of the site; and
impacts would be less than significant. implementation of the Approved Project would add
additional sources of light; however, all new exterior lighting sources and building finishes would
be in accordance with the GP FEIR. Therefore, impacts associated with the Approved Project
pertaining to light or glare would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
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4.1.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would not
impact a scenic vista. Vistas of the San Gabriel Mountains to the north are visible from west of
the existing building and from portions of the west part of the site and vistas of the Santa Ana
Mountains to the east are visible from the north end of the site along Sunflower Avenue and the
south end of the site along South Coast Drive. However, the Modified Project would not obstruct
public views of scenic vistas due to intervening development. An existing green fence separates
the west part of the site (the former baseball field) from the Automobile Club property to the south
that blocks scenic vistas of the San Gabriel Mountains from the Automobile Club property; thus,
construction of the proposed office building, up to five stories high, on the site of the existing bare
land would not block vistas from the Automobile Club property. No new significant impact would
occur.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway or local scenic
expressway, scenic highway, or eligible scenic highway?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the previous analysis for the
Approved Project, no scenic resources are present on site. Ornamental trees are located in the
parking lot and next to the northernmost part of the building; however, the trees are ornamental
landscape trees in an urban setting and are not considered scenic resources. Additionally, the
nearest designated State scenic highway to the project site is State Route 91 (SR-91) about
12 miles to the north and is not visible from the site. Modified Project development would not
impact scenic resources in SR-91. No new impact would occur.

c¢) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that
are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site is designated
Commercial Center under the City of Costa Mesa General Plan and zoned PDC — (Planned
Development Commercial). The intent of the PDC zoning district is for the creation of a spacious
environment in a park-like setting. The Modified Project would involve a net increase of about
34,198 SF in building footprint for development of the office building northwest of the existing
building, plus some additional square footage for development of the office building on the existing
bare land.” The increase in building footprint would not be substantially greater than the increase
in footprint in the Approved Project and would not considerably detract from the project site setting
compared to development of the Approved Project. No new significant impact would occur.

' The office building would be up to five stories and up to 107,650 square feet; the building footprint has not yet been
determined.
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d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would involve
installation of parking lot lighting and exterior building lighting, similar to the Approved Project.
The new lighting would be generally similar to existing lighting on site and would not generate a
new source of substantial glare adversely affecting nighttime views. The Modified Project
proposes a new private park in Phase 2 of the project next to the renovated building area
proposed in Phase 2. The private park would close at 10 PM; and no light-sensitive uses are near
the private park; thus, outdoor lighting in the private park would not adversely affect nighttime
views in the area.

As with the Approved Project, the exteriors of new and reused buildings would consist of low-
glare materials and would not substantially impact daytime views. No new significant impact would
occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not
propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is
undertaken; and (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would
(a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or
(c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the aesthetics
analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

No mitigation for aesthetics impacts was required in the 2017 IS/MND.

42 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

421 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

As discussed in the IS/MND for the Approved Project, no areas within the City contain land
designated as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Local Importance. It was determined that the project site is not used for agricultural
purposes and is not under Williamson Act contract. Further, the IS/MND stated that areas existed
in the vicinity of the project site that were used for agricultural purposes at the time the analysis
was prepared; however, it was determined that the Approved Project actions would not convert
these areas to non-agricultural use. Therefore, no impacts would occur and no mitigation is
required. According to the GP FEIR, no forest lands or timberlands are within the City or in the
vicinity of the project site. Therefore, the Approved Project would have no impact to forest lands
or timberlands, and no mitigation was identified.
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4.2.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the Approved Project, the
Modified Project site is mapped as Urban and Built-Up Land, not as farmland, on the California
Important Farmland Finder maintained by the Division of Land Resource Protection (DLRP 2019).
The site is mostly developed with vacant industrial use, the balance of the site is bare land, and
the site is not in agricultural use. Therefore, as with the Approved Project, the Modified Project
would not convert farmland to non-agricultural use. No new impact would occur.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site is zoned Planned
Development Commercial (PDC)and is not zoned for agricultural use. The Modified Project site
is not subject to a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, consistent with the Approved Project, the
Modified Project would not conflict with existing agricultural zoning or a Williamson Act. No new
impact would occur.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site is not zoned for
forest land, timberland, or timberland production. Therefore, consistent with the Approved Project,
the Modified Project would not conflict with such zoning, and no new impact would occur.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site is not cultivated for
forest resources. The trees on site are ornamental landscape trees and are not grown for forest
resources. Consistent with the Approved Project, a significant impact would not occur and no new
impact would occur.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The nearest mapped farmland to the site is
about 460 feet east of the south end of the project site (DLRP 2019), which exists as one of a few
small islands of farmland in a large urbanized region. The Modified Project site is currently
developed with vacant industrial buildings. Reuse of most of the existing buildings and
construction of some office space on site would not indirectly cause conversion of farmland to
non-agricultural use, and no new impact would occur.

Ri\Pr 0S01\3C0S0103( i D i A Times Press 020720.docx 16 Environmental Analysis




Addendum to the Preliminary Master Plan for
Former LA Times Project

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the agriculture and forestry
resources analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

No mitigation for agricultural and forestry resources impacts was required in the 2017 IS/MND.
43 AIR QUALITY
4.3.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND for the Approved Project determined that construction and operation of the Approved
Project would not have generated emissions exceeding South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) project significance thresholds. Although there would be an increase in trips
with the Approved Project compared to the previous Industrial Park designation of which the
SCAQMD’s 2016 AQMP was based, the Approved Project emissions would be less than half of
the SCAQMD’s thresholds. Thus, the IS/MND concluded that the Approved Project would not
have conflicted with SCAQMD’s 2016 Air Quality Management Plan.

The IS/MND concluded that emissions from Approved Project construction would not have
exceeded SCAQMD regional construction emission significance thresholds or localized
construction emission significance thresholds, and thus Approved Project construction emissions
impacts would have been less than significant.

The IS/MND identified that total operational emissions from area, energy, and mobile sources
would not have exceeded SCAQMD significance thresholds and that Approved Project
operational emissions impacts would have been less than significant.

The IS/IMND determined that Approved Project construction and operation would not expose
persons to substantial concentrations of criteria pollutants, toxic air contaminants, or carbon
monoxide hotspots, and that Approved Project impacts regarding exposure of persons to
substantial pollutant concentrations would have been less than significant.
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4.3.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the
following determinations.

Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The SCAQMD develops rules and
regulations, establishes permitting requirements for stationary sources, inspects emissions
sources, and enforces such measures through educational programs or fines, when necessary.
It is directly responsible for reducing emissions from stationary (area and point), and indirect
sources and has prepared an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that establishes a program
of rules and regulations directed at attaining the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS).

The SCAQMD adopted the 2016 AQMP on March 3, 2017 (SCAQMD 2017). The 2016 AQMP
incorporates the latest scientific and technical information and planning assumptions, including
the 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS),
updated emission inventory methodologies for various source categories, and SCAG’s latest
growth forecasts. The main purpose of an AQMP is to bring an area into compliance with the
requirements of federal and State air quality standards. For a project to be consistent with the
AQMP, the pollutants emitted from the project should not (1) exceed the SCAQMD CEQA air
quality significance thresholds or (2) conflict with or exceed the assumptions in the AQMP.

In order to be consistent with the AQMP, the following analysis compares the Modified Project’s
construction and operational emissions with the SCAQMD CEQA air quality significance
thresholds. A project may have a significantimpact where project-related emissions would exceed
federal, State, or regional standards or thresholds, or where project-related emissions would
substantially contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation. The SCAQMD has
developed construction and operations thresholds to determine whether projects would potentially
result in contributing toward a violation of ambient air quality standards. The SCAQMD
recommends that projects be evaluated in terms of the quantitative thresholds established to
assess both the regional and localized impacts of project-related air pollutant emissions. The City
uses the current SCAQMD thresholds to determine whether a Modified Project would have a
significant impact. These SCAQMD thresholds are identified in Table 3, South Coast Air Quality
Management District Air Quality Significance Thresholds.
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TABLE 3
SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
AIR QUALITY SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS

Mass Daily Thresholds (Ibs/day)

Pollutant Construction Operation
VOC 75 55
NOx 100 55

CO 550 550
PM10 150 150
PM2.5 55 55

SOx 150 150

Lead 3 3

Ibs/day: pounds per day; VOC: volatile organic compound; NOx: nitrogen oxides;
CO: carbon monoxide; PM10: respirable particulate matter 10 microns or less in
diameter; PM2.5: fine particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SOx: sulfur
oxides.

Source: SCAQMD 2019.

Air pollutant emissions for the Modified Project were estimated using the California Emissions
Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.2 computer program (CAPCOA 2017). CalEEMod
is designed to model construction and operational emissions for land development projects and
allows for the input of project- and county-specific information. For air quality modeling purposes,
construction of the Project was based on the Modified Project’s construction assumptions and
default assumptions derived from CalEEMod.

Construction Emissions

Air pollutant emissions would occur from: construction equipment exhaust; fugitive dust from
demolition, site preparation, and grading; exhaust and particulate emissions from trucks hauling
demolition and construction debris, soil, and building materials to and from the Project site; from
automobiles and light trucks driven to and from the Project site by construction workers; and
VOCs from painting and asphalt paving operations. The model also includes dust-control
measures in accordance with the requirements of SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. As shown
in Table 4, Estimated Maximum Daily Construction Emissions, all Modified Project construction
emissions would be less than SCAQMD thresholds. It is also noted that the analysis includes
Phases 1,2, and 3 of the Modified Project. Model details are included in Appendix A. Estimated
construction emissions are shown in Table 4.

Ri\Pr 0S01\3C0S0103( i D i A Times Press 020720.docx 19 Environmental Analysis



Addendum to the Preliminary Master Plan for
Former LA Times Project

TABLE 4
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM DAILY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS
(LBS/DAY)
Year of Construction voC NOx co PM10 PM2.5
2019 4 36 25 4 2
2020 24 63 47 5 3
2021 21 12 11 1 1
2022 2 18 14 1 1
2023 25 6 7 1 <1
Maximum 25 63 47 5 3
SCAQMD Thresholds 75 100 550 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No
ROG: reactive organic gases; NOXx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; PM10: respirable particulate matter
with a diameter of 10 microns or less; PM2.5: fine particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 microns or less;
SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District.
Source: CalEEMod and architectural coating data in Appendix A.

As shown in Table 4, construction emissions would be less than the applicable significance
thresholds.

Construction Emissions — Local/Ambient Air Quality

The localized effects from the on-site portion of daily emissions were evaluated at receptor
locations potentially impacted by the project according to the SCAQMD'’s localized significance
threshold (LST) method, which utilizes on-site emissions rate look up tables and project-specific
modeling, where appropriate. LSTs are applicable to the following criteria pollutants: NO,, CO,
PM10, and PM2.5. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected
to cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or State ambient
air quality standard, and are developed based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for
each source receptor area and distance to the nearest receptor; all receptors are considered, not
just the sensitive receptors described above. For the LST of CO and NO; exposure analysis,
receptors who could be exposed for one hour or more are considered. For initial demolition and
construction, the commercial building south of the western portion of the site is considered. For
later construction phases, the existing uses on the project site have been considered for CO and
NO analyses. For PM10 and PM2.5 exposure analysis, receptors who could be exposed for
24-hours are considered. Residences 200 meters east of the Project site were considered for
PM10 and PM 2.5 analyses. The mass rate look-up tables were developed for each source
receptor area and can be used to determine whether or not a project may generate significant
adverse localized air quality impacts. The SCAQMD provides LST mass rate look-up tables for
projects that are less than or equal to five acres, which means this is the appropriate method for
the project. LST analyses for the Project site are shown in Table 5. For a conservative air quality
analysis, total maximum peak daily on-site and off-site emissions are provided, even though the
SCAQMD only calls for on-site emissions to the closest sensitive land uses. This conservative
approach was taken to account for overlapping construction phases. As shown in Table 5,
localized emissions for all criteria pollutants would be less than their respective SCAQMD LST
significance thresholds for all pollutants.
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TABLE 5
MAXIMUM LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION POLLUTANT EMISSIONS
(LBS/DAY)
Maximum Daily Emissions NOx co PM10 PM2.5
2019 36 25 4 2
2020 63 47 5 3
2021 12 11 1 1
2022 18 14 1 1
2023 6 7 1 <1
Maximum Peak Day Emissions 63 47 5 3
SCAQMD LSTs’ 112 805 58 24
Exceeds SCAQMD Thresholds? No No No No
Ibs/day: pounds per day; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; PM10: respirable particulate matter with a diameter of
10 microns or less; PM2.5: fine particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 microns or less; SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality
Management District; LST: Local Significance Threshold.
Thresholds for Source Receptor Area 18, North Coastal Orange County, 1.5-acre site, 25-meter receptor distance for NOx
and CO, 200-meter receptor distance for PM10 and PM2.5
Source: SCAQMD 2009.

Operational Emissions

Operational emissions are composed of area, energy, and mobile (i.e., vehicle) source emissions.
Emissions were calculated with CalEEMod for the assumed Project buildout of the totality of uses
for Phases 1, 2, and 3. The primary source of operational criteria pollutant emissions from the
Modified Project would be vehicles used by Project employees, customers, and vendors. The
Modified Project’s mobile source emissions are based on the Project-related trip generation rate,
as contained in the Project’s traffic analysis for full development in 2023 (LLG 2020). Estimated
peak daily operational emissions are shown in Table 6.

As presented in Table 6, operational emissions generated by the Modified Project would be below

the SCAQMD regional thresholds of significance.

TABLE 6

PEAK DAILY OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Emissions (Ibs/day)
Emissions Source VOC NOx (o]0) PM10 PM2.5
Area sources 12 <1 <1 <1 <1
Energy sources <1 4 4 <1 <1
Mobile sources 11 16 130 48 13
Total Operational Emissions 23 20 134 48 13
SCAQMD Significance Thresholds 55 55 550 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No

Totals may not add due to rounding.
Notes:

Emissions are the higher of summer or winter seasons.
SOx and lead emissions are not shown; these emissions would be negligible for the Project.
CalEEMod model data sheets are included in Appendix A.

Ibs/day: pounds per day; VOC: volatile organic compounds; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; PM10:
respirable particulate matter with a diameter of 10 microns or less; PM2.5: fine particulate matter with a diameter of
2.5 microns or less; SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District.
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Combined Construction and Operational Emissions during Development

During Project development, Phase 1 of the Project could potentially be occupied while
construction continues Phase 2, for a possible overlap of three months of concurrent construction
and operations. Additionally, Phase 1 and 2 could potentially be occupied during construction of
Phase 3. In accordance with recent SCAQMD recommendations, a calculation of combined
construction and operational emissions is provided for informational purposes. For the purposes
of providing a conservative air quality analysis, the peak daily emissions from Phase 2
construction are combined with the operational emissions calculated for Phase 1. Additionally,
Peak daily emissions of Phase 3 construction emissions are combined with operational emissions
of Phases 1 and 2. These emissions for the interim conditions prior to full project build-out are
compared to the SCAQMD’s operational thresholds in Table 7.

TABLE 7
ESTIMATED MID-PROJECT COMBINED EMISSIONS
Emissions (Ibs/day)
Source vVOoC NOx co PM10 PM2.5
Phase 1 Operational Emissions 13 10 68 23 6
Phase 2 Peak Day Construction Emissions 5 25 15 2 1
Combined Operations and Const'ruc'tion 17 34 83 25 7
Emissions
SCAQMD Operations Significance 55 55 550 150 55
Thresholds
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No
Phases 1 and 2 Operational Emissions 21 21 131 41 11
Phase 3 Peak Day Construction Emissions 25 18 14 1 1
Combined Operations and Const_ruc_tion 46 39 145 42 12
Emissions
SCAQMD Operations Significance 55 55 550 150 55
Thresholds
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No

Ibs/day: pounds per day; VOC: volatile organic compounds; NOx: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; SOx: sulfur oxides; PM10:
respirable particulate matter with a diameter of 10 microns or less; PM2.5: fine particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 microns or less.

Note: Totals may not add due to rounding.
Sources: SCAQMD 2019 (thresholds). Emissions calculations can be found in Appendix A.

As shown in Table 7, combined construction and operations emissions would not exceed the
operational emissions thresholds established by the SCAQMD. The finding of less than significant
impacts for the combined construction and operations phases are consistent with the finding of
significant impacts for emissions occurring for solely for the operations phase of the Modified
Project.

With respect to criterion 1, the analysis above and the response to threshold “b” of this Section,
construction and operational direct and cumulative emissions would not exceed applicable
SCAQMD air quality thresholds. Therefore, the Modified Project would not increase the frequency
or severity of an air quality standards violation or cause a new violation, and the impact would be
less than significant, which is consistent with the findings of the Approved Project.

With respect to criterion 2, the Project site’s General Plan designation was Industrial Park prior to
adoption of the 2015-2035 General Plan, which changed the designation to Commercial Center.
The assumptions for the 2016 AQMP are based on the prior Industrial Park designation.
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Commercial land uses generate more vehicle trips than industrial land uses of the same size.
Therefore, the Modified Project is not consistent with the growth assumptions for the 2016 AQMP.
However, as shown above, the net increase in long-term emissions would be less than half of the
SCAQMD’s project significance thresholds. Therefore, the increase is not considered
considerable, nor does it constitute a conflict with the 2016 AQMP. There would be no substantial
change from the previous analysis. No new impact would occur.

b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The region is a nonattainment area for PM10,
PM2.5, and Os. SCAQMD'’s policy with respect to cumulative impacts associated with the above
referenced pollutants and their precursors is that impacts that would be directly less than
significant would also be cumulatively less than significant (SCAQMD 2003). Therefore, the
Modified Project’s long-term operational emissions of the nonattainment pollutants would be
cumulatively less than significant.

As discussed in response to threshold “a”, short-term construction emissions would be less than
the SCAQMD’s thresholds of significance. Therefore, consistent with SCAQMD policy, the
cumulative construction impact of nonattainment pollutants would be less than significant. As
shown in Table 6, Project long-term operational emissions of PM10, PM2.5, and the O precursors
(VOC and NOy) would be less than the SCAQMD’s operational thresholds. Therefore, the
Modified Project’s long-term operational emissions of the nonattainment pollutants would be
cumulatively less than significant, consistent with the findings of the Approved Project. No new
impact would occur.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis.
Concentrations of Criteria Pollutants

Exposure of persons to construction period NO,, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions is discussed
in response to Threshold “a” above for the construction phases of the Project. There would be no
significant impacts, and no mitigation is required. There would be no notable operational criteria
pollutant sources that could expose sensitive receptors to substantial criteria pollutant
concentrations. No new impact would occur.

Toxic Air Contaminants

The majority of health risk from toxic emission sources within the SoCAB is from diesel particulate
matter and pollutants associated with industrial uses. The proposed office and commercial uses
would not involve emission sources that would generate substantial levels of toxic emissions due
to a lack of emission sources that emit toxic air contaminants. The Modified Project would likewise
not develop industrial uses nor would it place sensitive receptors near industrial uses. The impact
would be less than significant, consistent with the Approved Project. No new impact would occur.

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots
A carbon monoxide (CO) hotspot is an area of localized CO pollution that is caused by severe

vehicle congestion on major roadways, typically near intersections. CO hotspots have the
potential to violate state and federal CO standards at intersections, even if the broader Basin is
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in attainment for federal and state levels. The City of Costa Mesa Year 2015 - 2035 General Plan
EIR states, “Pursuant to existing regulations, future development projects associated with buildout
of the proposed General Plan will be screened and analyzed pursuant to the CO Protocol to
determine if a CO hotspot may occur at congested intersections.” The California Department of
Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol (CO Protocol) indicates that there is a
potential impact if a project worsens traffic at intersections operating at level of service (LOS) E
or F (UCD ITS 1997). The Project traffic analysis forecasts that no intersections would operate at
LOS E or F in the existing plus Project full-buildout scenario (including Phases 1, 2, and 3) (LLG
2020). As such, there would be no potential for a CO hotspot and the impact would be less than
significant. No new impact would occur.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis.

During construction, the Modified Project would require the use of equipment that may generate
odors. Potential construction odors would result from on-site construction equipment’s diesel
exhaust emissions, roofing, or paving operations. However, these odors would be temporary and
would dissipate rapidly from the source with an increase in distance. The generation of these
emissions would not rise to the order of a public nuisance. Construction odors would be
considered less than significant. Furthermore, according to the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality
Handbook, land uses associated with odor complaints typically include agricultural uses,
wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries,
landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding (SCAQMD 1993). The Modified Project does not include
any uses identified by the SCAQMD as being associated with odors and, therefore, would not
produce objectionable odors. The Project uses are also regulated from nuisance odors or other
objectionable emissions by SCAQMD Rule 402. Rule 402 prohibits any the discharge from any
source of air contaminants or other material which would cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or
annoyance to people or the public. As such, the Modified Project would have a less than
significant impact with regard to other emissions which may adversely affect a substantial number
of people. No mitigation is required. No new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
Approved Project. The Modified Project would not create a new significant impact or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State
CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not
have circumstantial changes when the Project is undertaken; and (3) would bring about no new
information of substantial importance that would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase
the severity of previously examined effects, or (c) determine that mitigation measures or
alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce
mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous
documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the air quality analysis provided in the
IS/IMND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for air quality impacts.
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44 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

441 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND for the Approved Project identified that the project site is located within an urban
area and is fully developed. The IS/MND concluded, based on a review of the site’s existing
conditions and according to the GP FEIR, that the site did not contain habitat which would support
candidate, sensitive, or special status (i.e., threatened or endangered) species. Additionally, it
was determined that the site does not support any riparian habitat, wetlands, or other sensitive
natural community. The project site is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat
conservation plan. Additionally, the site does not support native wildlife and does not serve as a
native wildlife nursery site. Therefore, the IS/IMND concluded that the Approved Project would not
result in a significant impact related to biological resources. No impacts would occur, and no
mitigation was identified.

44.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Since 2017, nearly the entire site other than
the former LA Times building, including the baseball field, has been cleared and graded and is
bare land. No native habitat or other habitat suitable for sensitive species is present on site;
therefore, consistent with the Approved Project, development of the Modified Project would not
have a substantial effect on a candidate, sensitive, or special status species and no new impact
would occur.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Based on a site visit, the Modified Project site
contains vacant buildings and cleared land. no riparian habitat (that is, habitat occurring along the
banks of rivers and streams) or sensitive natural community are present on site. The nearest
riparian habitat to the Modified Project Site mapped on the National Wetlands Mapper maintained
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the Greenville-Banning Channel about 630 feet south of
the site (USFWS 2019). Consistent with the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not
resultin an adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community. No new impact
would occur.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
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No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site contains vacant
buildings and cleared land. As with the findings of the 2017 IS/MND, no State- or federally
protected wetlands are present on site, and no new impact to wetlands would occur.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site consists of a
construction site encompassing the former LA Times building property and bare land. The project
site is fenced and located in a built-out urban region and thus is unsuitable for overland wildlife
movement. As identified in the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the site does not contain suitable
habitat for burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), and Modified Project development would not
trigger the requirement for a focused survey for burrowing owl set forth in City of Costa Mesa GP
FEIR Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-1. No new impact would occur.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such
as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. City of Costa Mesa Municipal Code Section
15-132 protects trees on City property during construction, and Section 15-138 protects landmark
trees designated by the City Parks, Recreation Facilities and Parkways Commission pursuant to
voluntary applications by property owners. Consistent with the Approved Project, Modified Project
construction would protect City parkway trees on Sunflower Avenue, South Coast Drive, and
Harbor Boulevard in accordance with Section 15-132. No landmark trees are present on site. No
new impact would occur.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The project site is outside the Plan area of
the Orange County Central-Coastal Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP). Consistent
with the Approved Project, Modified Project development would not conflict with the NCCP, and
no new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the biological resources analysis
provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

No mitigation for biological resources impacts was required in the 2017 IS/MND.
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45 CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.5.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

According to the IS/MND prepared for the Approved Project, the project site does not contain any
known historically significant resources (Costa Mesa 2016a, 2016b), and no other historic
resources were identified that would be impacted by the development of the Modified Project.
Therefore, no impacts to historic resources were identified, and no mitigation was required.

The IS/IMND determined that Due to the location of the project site in a developed, urban area
that has been subjected to previous disturbance, the potential for discovery of archaeological
resources or disturbances of human resources is low. However, grading and excavation activities
related to the development of the Modified Project have the potential to result in the disturbance
of undiscovered archaeological resources, thereby resulting in a potentially significant impact.
Potential effects to unknown resources would be reduced to less than significant levels through
the implementation of MM CULT-1.

The IS/MND concluded that no known formal cemeteries are present on the project site; but
identified some potential for encountering undiscovered human remains during development
activities. The IS/IMND concluded that compliance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health
and Safety Code and Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code, which require the
County Coroner to be notified immediately if any human remains are encountered, would reduce
potential impacts to less than significant levels. No mitigation is required.

Pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 52, during preparation of the IS/MND, the City contacted 14 Native
American Tribes regarding the Approved Project. One tribe, the Gabrielino Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation, responded and requested consultation. In their response letter, the Tribe
requested that a Certified Native American Monitor be present during any and all ground
disturbance in an effort to protect any cultural resources that may be affected. The IS/MND
concluded that project grading and excavation activities could result in the disturbance of
undiscovered Tribal Cultural Resources; and that potential effects to unknown resources would
be reduced to less than significant levels through the implementation of MM CULT-1.

4.5.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to in § 15064.5?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. No historic resources on or next to the project
site were identified in the City of Costa Mesa General Plan and GP FEIR, as stated in the IS/MND
for the Approved Project. Additionally, the IS/MND identified the nearest resources eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and/or the City’s Local Register of
Historic Places as the Segerstrom House and Segerstrom Barn, both about 0.5 mile southeast of
the project site and which are both eligible for listing on the NRHP. Modified Project development
would not diminish the historical significance of those resources. Consistent with the previous
ISIMND for the Approved Project, the project site is shown as farmland in historical aerial
photographs dated 1953 and 1963 (NETR.com 2019); therefore, Modified Project development
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would not degrade the significance of a historical resource, and no new significant impact would
occur.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to § 15064.5?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Approved Project included a planned
five-story office building on the sites of the existing Sunflower and Connector buildings in the north
part of the project site; that planned building is omitted from the Modified Project. Thus, the
Modified Project would involve less grading than previous evaluated for the Approved Project.
Potential impacts of the Modified Project to buried archaeological resources would be reduced
due to the smaller grading footprint compared to impacts of the Approved Project. However,
potential impacts of the Modified Project to archaeological resources would remain potentially
significant. Mitigation Measure CULT-1 from the IS/MND is incorporated into this Addendum;
impacts of the Modified Project would be less than significant after implementation of Mitigation
Measure CULT-1. No new impact would occur.

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. As explained in response to threshold “b”, the
Modified Project would involve somewhat less disturbance of previously undisturbed soil than the
Approved Project would have. Thus, the potential for disturbance of human remains by Modified
Project development is somewhat reduced compared to the Approved Project. The Modified
Project would comply with the same State laws governing accidental discoveries of human
remains identified in the IS/MND, and no new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact and it would not create a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project
(1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the
project is undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that
would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects,
or (c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the cultural
resources analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The mitigation program for the IS/MND for the former LA Times Site includes measures to reduce
potential impacts associated with the Preliminary Master Plan for the former LA Times Site project
to less than significant levels. The following measure from the IS/MND would also be applicable
to the Modified Project.
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MM CULT-1 Prior to approval of each grading plan, the Property Owner/Developer shall submit
a letter to the Development Services Department, Planning Division, which
identifies the Archaeologist who has been hired to ensure that the following actions
are implemented:

a. All on-site demolition, excavation, and grading activities shall be monitored by
a qualified Archaeologist and Certified Native American Monitor. The
Archaeologist must be present at the pre-grading conference in order to
establish procedures for temporarily halting or redirecting work to permit the
sampling, identification, and evaluation of artifacts if potentially significant
artifacts are uncovered. If artifacts are uncovered and determined to be
significant, the archaeological monitor shall determine appropriate actions in
cooperation with the Property Owner/Developer and Certified Native American
Monitor for exploration and/or salvage.

b. Specimens that are collected prior to or during the grading process will be
donated to an appropriate educational or research institution.

c. Any archaeological work at the site shall be conducted under the direction of
the certified Archaeologist. If any artifacts are discovered during grading
operations when the archaeological monitor is not present, grading shall be
diverted around the area until the monitor can survey the area.

d. A final report detailing the findings and disposition of the specimens shall be
submitted to the City Engineer. Upon completion of the grading, the
Archaeologist shall notify the City as to when the final report will be submitted.

4.6 ENERGY
4.6.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND noted that the proposed new and renovated buildings under the Approved Project
would be designed to achieve a minimum of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) Silver certification.? Project construction and operation would also comply with the 2016
California Green Building Code (CALGreen; California Code of Regulations Title 24 Part 11). The
Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG) section of the IS/MND concluded that the GHG efficiency of
project operations, measured in metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO;) equivalent per service
population per year (MTCO.e/SP/year), would be 3.69 MTCO.e/SP/year, less than the South
Coast Air Quality Management District's (SCAQMD’s) recommended project-level significance
threshold of 4.56. Approved Project development would not have involved wasteful or inefficient
energy consumption and would not have conflicted with State or local plans for renewable energy
or energy efficiency.

2 LEED certifications for Building Design & Construction apply to new construction and major renovations.
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4.6.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Would the project:
a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation? and

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

Building Energy Use

Consistent with the analysis in the IS/MND, the proposed new and renovated buildings would be
designed to achieve a minimum LEED Silver certification. The buildings would also comply with
the 2019 CALGreen, which took effect on January 1, 2020. With achievement of LEED Silver or
higher rating and compliance with the 2019 CALGreen, the Modified Project would not involve
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary energy consumption.

The Modified Project is reduced by 60,282 SF, or approximately 11 percent, compared to the total
565,159 SF for the Approved Project. Operational energy use by the Modified Project is expected
to be reduced compared to that for the Approved Project due to the reduced project size as well
as the improvements in energy efficiency associated with the 2019 CALGreen code.

Appliance Energy Use

Appliances installed in the Modified Project would be required to meet California appliance energy
efficiency standards set forth in California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 20 Parts 1600-1608;
and in the 2019 CALGreen (which took effect on January 1, 2020). Appliances in the Approved
Project would have been required to meet efficiency standards in CCR Title 20 and in the 2016
CALGreen. Modified Project development would not reduce appliance energy efficiency
compared to Approved Project development.

Transportation Energy Use

Operational trip generation for the Modified Project is increased by 2,068 daily trips compared to
the Approved Project (see Table 8 below).® The increase is due to the substitution of retail,
restaurant, entertainment, and event uses in Phase 2 of the Modified Project for office uses in
Phase 2 of the Approved Project; the land uses in Phase 2 of the Modified Project generate far
greater numbers of trips per thousand SF than do the office uses that were proposed in the
Approved Project. Vehicles used during operation of the Modified Project would still meet the
same federal Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) standards that vehicles used during
operation of the Approved Project would have. Thus, Modified Project development would not
adversely affect transportation energy efficiency per vehicle trip compared to the Approved
Project. To the contrary, the Modified Project is estimated to result in internal capture of 587 trips
per day; that is, trips avoided due to people using multiple land uses onsite (for instance, workers
at onsite offices using a restaurant or drinking place onsite) rather than making vehicle trips offsite.
Internal capture for the Modified Project is reflected in the trip generation estimates for the
Modified Project below in Table 8.

3 A more detailed estimate of Modified Project trip generation is provided in Section 4.17, Transportation, of this
Addendum.
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Changes to a project could reduce transportation energy efficiency by inducing a greater
proportion of project-generated trips to be made by automobile rather than by public
transportation, bicycling, and walking. For example, changes to a project in a remote area where
that blocked or impeded the use of public transit, bicycle facilities, and sidewalks were not
available would be expected to generate a greater number of automobile trips as a proportion of
total trips than would a project in an area with plentiful public transit, bicycle facilities, and
sidewalks. The Modified Project does not propose changes to the project that would induce a shift
from public transit, bicycling, and walking to automobile travel. The same public transit services,
bicycle facilities, and sidewalks that were in place when the IS/MND was adopted in 2017 are still
in place with such effects; see Section 4.17, Transportation, of this Addendum for further analysis
of project impacts to alternative transportation. Modified Project plans include electric vehicle
charging stations which would contribute to efficient use of energy for project-generated trips. The
Modified Project is comparable to the majority of development in southern California in that most
workers and customers would travel to and from the development by car. Thus, while the Modified
Project would increase Project trip generation, the increased transportation energy use would not
be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary.

TABLE 8
ESTIMATED TRIP GENERATION SUMMARY, MODIFIED
PROJECT COMPARED TO APPROVED PROJECT

Difference, Modified Project
Phase Modified Project Approved Project less Approved Project
Phase 1 3,376 3,750 -374
Phase 2 4,869 2,096 2,773
Phase 3 1,048 1,379 -331
Total 9,293 7,225 2,068
Sources: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020; Stantec 2017.

Construction Energy Use

The construction effort for the Modified Project is also reduced compared to the corresponding
phases of the Approved Project because, 1, the proposed new building construction is reduced
from 315,000 SF to 201,645 SF, a reduction of approximately 36 percent; and, 2, all proposed
parking for Phases 1 and 2 of the Modified Project would be surface parking compared to two
proposed parking structures for the Approved Project. Phases 1 and 2 of the Modified Project
would include construction of 1,414 surface parking spaces. Phases 1 and 2 of the Approved
Project would have included construction of 1,974 parking spaces in parking structures plus 307
surface parking spaces, for a total of 2,281 spaces which are 867 spaces more than Phases 1
and 2 of the Modified Project. Construction of parking structures uses more construction materials
and construction equipment hours per parking space than construction of a surface parking lot
does. Thus, the Modified Project would result in less construction related energy than the
Approved Project.

No new or increased impact would occur; no mitigation is required; and no subsequent analysis
is needed.

Ri\Pr 0S01\3C0S0103( i D i A Times Press 020720.docx 31 Environmental Analysis




Addendum to the Preliminary Master Plan for
Former LA Times Project

Conclusion

In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not
propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is
undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would
(a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or
(c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. Because the Project would not result in significant impacts
related to energy use, no new information of substantial importance is provided related to new
significant impacts.

Mitigation Program

Potential impacts related to energy use was not evaluated previously in the IS/MND. Less than
significant energy related impacts were found for the Modified Project. As such, no mitigation
measures are required or recommended.

4.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

4.71 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/IMND determined that the Approved Project would not subject people or structures to risks
from surface rupture of a known active fault. The IS/MND concluded that several active faults are
present in the project region, and thus strong ground shaking is likely in the design lifetime of the
proposed buildings and that hazards from ground shaking would be less than significant after
compliance with the adopted California Building Code (CBC) seismic safety requirements. The
ISIMND determined that Approved Project development would not cause substantial hazards
arising from liquefaction after compliance with CBC requirements and City of Costa Mesa General
Plan policies.

The IS/IMND concluded that soil erosion impacts of Approved Project development would be less
than significant because the Approved Project would not leave areas of bare land vulnerable to
erosion and because the Approved Project would comply with regulatory requirements minimizing
soil erosion during project construction and operation.

The IS/MND determined that Approved Project development would not cause hazards arising
from unstable soils or expansive soils after compliance with CBC requirements and City of Costa
Mesa Genera Plan policies and that impacts would be less than significant.

The IS/MND concluded that, while the majority of the project site has previously been disturbed,
paleontological resources may possibly be buried in site soils; and that impacts to paleontological
resources would be reduced to less than significant levels through the implementation of
MM CULT-2.
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4.7.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Directly or indirectly expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? and

iv) Landslides?

The geotechnical investigation report for the Approved Project comprehensively analyzed seismic
risks and nothing has changed related to local geologic conditions or impacts related seismic
hazards, including rupture of a known earthquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking,
liquefaction, and landslides. The Modified Project site is still in an area that may be subject to
strong ground shaking due to seismic activity anticipated in the region; however, the Modified
Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and no active fault is
mapped in or next to the site. Construction on the site has historically been conducted consistent
with City and State codes. The geotechnical investigation for the Approved Project calculated
seismic design parameters pursuant to the 2016 CBC.

Consistent with the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the project applicant would comply with all
recommendations identified in any future geotechnical investigation report, potentially prepared
to support the Modified Project building plans.

All future development associated with the Modified Project would comply with applicable City
and State codes; therefore, impacts related to exposure of people or structures to seismic-related
hazards would be the same for the Modified Project. The Modified Project would not create a new
significant impact, nor would it create a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
effects.

The project site is in a liquefaction hazard zone mapped by the California Geological Survey (CGS
2019). The geotechnical investigation report for the Approved Project included a liquefaction
analysis and provided recommendations for foundation design to minimize hazards from
liquefaction, pursuant to the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act, California Public Resources Code
Sections 2690 et seq. The designs of the proposed new buildings under the Modified Project
would comply with recommendations for foundation design in the geotechnical investigation report
prepared for the Approved Project. Liquefaction hazards would be less than significant after
compliance with such recommendations, and no new significant impact would occur.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would involve
less ground disturbance than Approved Project due to the reduced development footprint.

The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the Approved Project would be revised
for the Modified Project reflecting the revised ground disturbance area. Construction of the
Modified Project would involve implementation of erosion control and sediment control Best
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Management Practices (BMPs), consistent with the Approved Project. Erosion-control BMPs are
designed to prevent erosion, whereas sediment controls are designed to trap sediment once it
has been mobilized. Modified Project erosion impacts would be less than significant after
implementation of BMPs, and no new significant impact would occur.

Consistent with the Approved Project, the Modified Project would develop the entire site with
buildings, pavement, and landscaping. No substantial area of exposed soil vulnerable to erosion
would remain, and no substantial erosion impact would occur.

c) Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. No new liquefaction or landslide impacts
would occur, as substantiated above in Sections 4.7.2.a.iii and 4.7.2.a.iv. Lateral spreading is the
downslope movement of surface sediment due to liquefaction in a subsurface layer. Compliance
with recommendations in the Approved Project geotechnical investigation report for foundation
design would minimize hazards arising from lateral spreading.

Subsidence

The major cause of ground subsidence is the excessive withdrawal of groundwater. The project
site is in an area of ground subsidence mapped by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS 2019). The
project site is over the Main Orange County Groundwater Basin (Basin). Groundwater levels in
the Basin are managed by the Orange County Water District (OCWD) within a safe operating
range to prevent permanent and significant adverse impacts of groundwater withdrawal, pursuant
to State law. Thus, there is little potential for widespread permanent, irreversible subsidence
within OCWD'’s jurisdictional area (OCWD 2015). Modified Project development would not cause
soil instability due to ground subsidence, and no new impact would occur.

Collapsible Soils

The proposed building and parking structure in Phase 3 of the Modified Project would be built in
the project site parcel consisting of bare land, which is the same parcel where the proposed
building and parking structure in Phase 3 of the Approved Project would have been constructed.
As with the Approved Project, the Project Applicant would obtain any needed updates to the
geotechnical investigation report, such as recommendations to minimize hazards from collapsible
soils consistent with CBC standards and other regulations (such as for remedial grading and
foundation design), before the City of Costa Mesa would issue a building permit for the proposed
buildings and parking structure in the Modified Project. Modified Project development would not
cause substantial hazards arising from collapsible soils, and no new impact would occur.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Expansive soils contain substantial amounts
of clay that swells when wetted and shrinks when dried; the swelling or shrinking can shift, crack,
or break structures built on such soils. The geotechnical investigation report for the Approved
Project assessed expansion potential of site soils and provided recommendations as needed for
remedial grading, soil moistening before and after construction, and foundation design. Consistent
with the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the project applicant would comply with all
recommendations identified in any future geotechnical investigation report, potentially prepared
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to support the Modified Project building plans. Modified Project development would not cause
substantial hazards arising from expansive soils, and no new impact would occur.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project would include
installation of sewer laterals connecting to existing sewer mains next to the project site and would
not use septic tanks. Consistent with the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the Modified Project
would not result in impacts related to soils incapable of supporting septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems. No new impact would occur.

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. As discussed previously, the Modified Project
involves less ground disturbance than the Approved Project. Thus, the Modified Project would
have a reduced potential to damage fossils than the Approved Project. Modified Project impacts
to fossils would remain potentially significant, consistent with the finding of the IS/MND.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-2 from the Mitigation Monitoring, and Reporting
Program (MMRP) for the IS/MND would reduce impacts to paleontological resources to less than
significant. Therefore, no new significant impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact, nor would it create a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project
(1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the
project is undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that
would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects,
or (c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the geology and
soils analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The mitigation program for the IS/MND for the former LA Times Site includes measures to reduce
potential impacts associated with the Preliminary Master Plan for the former LA Times Site project
to less than significant levels. The following measure from the IS/MND would also apply to the
Modified Project.

MM CULT-2 Prior to approval of each grading plan, the Property Owner/Developer shall submit
a letter to the Development Services Department, Planning Division, identifying the
Paleontologist that has been hired to ensure that the following actions are
implemented:

a. Site excavation and grading that would disturb soils at a depth of 5 feet or
more and in areas deemed sensitive by the Paleontologist shall be
monitored by a qualified Paleontologist. The Paleontologist must be
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present at the pre-grading conference in order to establish procedures to
temporarily halt or redirect work to permit the sampling, identification, and
evaluation of fossils if potentially significant paleontological resources are
uncovered. If artifacts are uncovered and found to be significant, the
paleontological monitor shall determine appropriate actions in cooperation
with the Property Owner/Developer for exploration and/or salvage.

b. Specimens that are collected prior to or during the grading process will be
donated to an appropriate educational or research institution.

c. Any paleontological work at the site shall be conducted under the direction
of the certified Paleontologist. If any fossils are discovered during grading
operations when the paleontological monitor is not present, grading shall
be diverted around the area until the monitor can survey the area.

d. A final report detailing the findings and disposition of the specimens shall
be submitted. Upon completion of the grading, the Paleontologist shall
notify the City as to when the final report will be submitted.

4.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

4.8.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17--30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Neqgative Declaration

The IS/IMND concluded that Approved Project greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions would be below
the SCAQMD'’s project-level significance threshold of 4.56 metric tons of CO. equivalent per
service population per year and would thus be less than significant. The IS/MND also determined
that the Approved Project would comply with plans, policies, and regulations intended to reduce
GHG emissions.

4.8.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Beginning in April 2008, the SCAQMD
convened a Working Group to provide guidance to local lead agencies on determining
significance for GHG emissions in their CEQA documents. The Working Group was scheduled to
meet once per month. On December 5, 2008, the SCAQMD Governing Board adopted its staff
proposal for an interim CEQA GHG significance threshold of 10,000 metric tons of CO2 equivalent
per year (MTCOselyear) for industrial projects where the SCAQMD is the lead agency. The policy
objective for establishing this significance threshold is to capture projects that represent
approximately 90 percent of GHG emissions from new sources and to avoid Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)-level analysis for relatively small impacts (SCAQMD 2008).

In September 2010, the Working Group proposed extending the 10,000 MTCO.e/year screening
threshold currently applicable to industrial projects where the SCAQMD is the lead agency,
described above, to other lead agency industrial projects. For all other projects, SCAQMD staff
proposed a multiple tier analysis to determine the appropriate threshold to be used. The draft
proposal suggests the following tiers: Tier 1 is any applicable CEQA exemptions, Tier 2 is
consistency with a GHG reduction plan, Tier 3 is a screening value or bright-line, Tier 4 is a
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performance-based standard, and Tier 5 is GHG mitigation offsets.* According to the presentation
given at the September 28, 2010, Working Group meeting, SCAQMD staff proposed a Tier 3 draft
threshold of 1,400 to 3,500 MTCO.e/year depending on whether the project was commercial,
mixed use, or residential. For the Tier 4 draft threshold, SCAQMD staff presented a percent
emission reduction target option but did not provide any specific recommendation for a numerical
target; instead, it referenced the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD)
approach. The percent reduction target is based on consistency with AB 32 as it was based on
the same numeric reductions calculated in the Scoping Plan to reach 1990 levels by 2020. The
second Tier 4 option is to utilize efficiency targets: 2020 targets are 4.8 MTCO.e/year per service
population (SP) for project-level thresholds where SP is project residents plus employees and
6.6 MTCO.e/year per SP for a plan-level threshold (SCAQMD 2010). Targets for 2035 are
3.0 MTCO.e/year per SP for project-level thresholds and 4.1 MTCO.e/year per SP for plan-level
thresholds. The Working Group has not convened since the fall of 2010. As of the publication of
this EIR, the proposal to establish a GHG threshold for developments like the Project has not
been considered or approved for use by the SCAQMD Board, but the methodology has been
used by lead agencies to evaluate GHG impacts under CEQA.

Buildout of the Modified Project is anticipated in late 2023. Therefore, a project-level threshold of
4.44 MTCO.elyear per SP, interpolated from the 2020 and 2035 values noted above, is used for
this impact analysis. This methodology is consistent with the approach for GHG emissions used
for the Approved Project.

Short-Term Emissions

Construction GHG emissions for the uses of Phases 1, 2, and 3 were calculated using the
CalEEMod program described in Section 4.3, Air Quality, and are shown in Table 9.

TABLE 9
ESTIMATED GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
FROM CONSTRUCTION

Emissions
Year (MTCO2¢)
2019 294
2020 601
2021 64
2022 189
2023 112
Total 1,261
Amortized over 30 years 42
MTCO.e: metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
Notes: Totals may not add due to rounding variances.
Detailed calculations in Appendix A.

Because construction activity impacts are relatively short-term, they contribute a relatively small
portion of the total lifetime GHG emissions of a project. In addition, GHG emission-reduction
measures for construction equipment are relatively limited. Therefore, as originally proposed by
the SCAQMD, it has become current practice that construction emissions are amortized over a

4 Abright-line is a single value, applicable to all projects of one type, regardless of size. Thus, a bright-line is different
from performance standards or efficiency standards that are generally based on a per-unit basis.
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project lifetime, typically 30 years (SCAQMD 2008). Thus, the amortized construction GHG
emissions would be 42 MTCO.e/year.

Long-Term Emissions

The Modified Project would generate GHGs, primarily from mobile sources (i.e., the vehicles used
by Project employees, customers, and vendors) and energy sources (i.e., purchased electricity
and the combustion of natural gas). Operational GHG emissions were calculated with CalEEMod
for the assumed 2023 Project buildout of Phases 1-3, as described in Section 4.3, Air Quality.
Estimated GHG operational emissions are shown in Table 10.

TABLE 10
ESTIMATED PROJECT
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Emissions
Source (MTCOzelyr)
Area <1
Energy 3,569
Mobile 5,623
Waste 222
Water 35
Modified Project Total Operations 9,449
Construction Amortized 42
Modified Project Gross Emissions 9,491
MTCO.elyr: Metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per year; GHG: greenhouse gas
@ Totalderived by dividing construction emissions (see Table 9) by 30.
Note: Detailed calculations in Appendix A

As shown in Table 10, the Modified Project would generate GHG emissions of 9,491 MTCOze per
year, which is less than the emissions calculated for the Approved Project (9,672 MTCOze/yr). As
described above, impact is based on the efficiency of the Project, which is shown in Table 11. It
is assumed that the Modified Project would have 2,800 employees at buildout, which would be
the service population. As shown in Table 11, both the gross and net GHG efficiencies would be
less than the GHG efficiency threshold. The impact would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required. There would be no substantial change from the previous analysis and no
new impacts would occur.

TABLE 11
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS EFFICIENCY
Emissions
Source MTCOzelyear
Modified Project Gross Emissions (Table 10) 9,491
Service Population 2,800
GHG efficiency (MTCO2e/SP/year) 3.39
SCAQMD-Recommended Project-level Significance Threshold 4.44
Exceed threshold? No
MTCO.elyear: metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per year; GHG: greenhouse gas; SP: service
population; SCAQMD: South Coast Air Quality Management District.
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b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. State policies and standards adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions include Executive Order (EO) S-3-05, AB 32, SB 375, and
EO B-30-15. The quantitative goal of these regulations is to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels
by 2020, to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030, and to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050.
Statewide plans and regulations (such as GHG emissions standards for vehicles, the Low Carbon
Fuel Standard, Cap-and-Trade, and renewable energy) are being implemented at the statewide
level, and compliance at a project level is not addressed. Therefore, consistent with the Approved
Project, the Modified Project also does not conflict with these plans and regulations.

Additional State regulations, plans, and polices adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG
emissions that are directly applicable to the Modified Project include California Title 24 Energy
Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings and the Title 24 California
Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen Code). New construction and improvements to
existing facilities for the Project would be executed in compliance with the requirements of these
regulations, thereby supporting and not conflicting with these regulations. Further, the buildings
are being designed to achieve a minimum of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) Silver certification, which would likely result in additional GHG emissions reductions. The
Modified Project would not conflict with applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. No new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously Approved Project analyzed in the 2017 IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create
a new significant impact, nor would it create a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project
(1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the
project is undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that
would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects,
or (c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the GHG analysis
provided in the IS/IMND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for greenhouse gas emission impacts.

4.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

4.9.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND concluded that construction under the Approved Project would involve transport,
use, and storage of hazardous materials. The IS/MND found that after compliance with existing
regulations, hazards from routine use of hazardous materials would be less than significant. The
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IS/IMND concluded that Approved Project development would not increase the likelihood of
accidental release of hazardous materials.

The IS/MND identified three leaking underground storage tank (LUST) incidents on site: one in
1988 and one in 1990, cases for both of which have been closed. The third incident occurred in
the early 1990s; groundwater monitoring for that incident was ongoing.

The IS/MND found that the Approved Project site was outside the Safety Compatibility Zones
surrounding John Wayne Airport, where land uses are regulated to minimize aviation-related
hazards to people on the ground, and that Approved Project development would not cause
significant aviation-related hazards.

The IS/MND concluded that Approved Project development would not involve changes to the local
circulation system or traffic impacts that would interfere with implementation of the City’s
Emergency Operations Plan.

The IS/MND determined that the Approved Project site was not in a fire hazard severity zone, and
Approved Project development would not impact wildfire hazards.

49.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The information in this section is based partly on a regulatory agency environmental database
search conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. on August 22, 2019, and included as
Appendix B to this Addendum.

Would the Project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project involves some changes
to proposed land use compared to the Approved Project, including the replacement of a portion
of approved office space with a commercial retail center/market hall with retail stores, restaurants
with outdoor dining, an event space, and indoor and outdoor entertainment. The changes in
proposed uses are not expected to involve use of substantially larger amounts of hazardous
materials than the uses of the same portion of the site under the Approved Project. Consistent
with the finding of the IS/MND, compliance with existing local, State, and federal regulations would
reduce project hazardous materials impacts to less than significant. No new impacts would occur.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the IS/MND, hazardous
materials would be transported and stored during project construction activities in accordance
with federal, State, and local regulations, thus reducing hazards; and project operation is not
expected to involve use of substantial amounts of hazardous materials; thus, Modified Project
development would not cause substantial hazards from accidental release of hazardous
materials. No new significant impact would occur.
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c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the IS/MND for the
Approved Project, no schools are within 0.25 mile of the project site; therefore, the Modified
Project would not result in impacts related to emitting or handling hazardous materials near a
school. No new impact would occur.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. A regulatory agency environmental database
search was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. on August 22, 2019, to update the
database search conducted for the IS/MND. The updated search identified the project site listed
on the following databases:

e Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST)

Consistent with the determination in the IS/MND, one LUST case was discovered in 1990 and
closed in 2013; and a second LUST case was discovered in 1988 and closed in 1990. The third
LUST case on site, discovered in 1992, involves release of diesel fuel and gasoline into
groundwater other than drinking water; that case is undergoing verification monitoring.

The updated search also identified the project site as listed on the following databases:

e Haznet (hazardous waste shipment manifests)

e Registered Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Historic UST
* Emissions Inventory Data (EMI)

e Aboveground Storage Tank

¢ Enforcement and Compliance History Information (ECHO), US Environmental Protection
Agency

e Small Quantity Generator of hazardous wastes (SQG)

e Cleanup Program Site (CPS-SLIC): release of diesel, other petroleum, tetrachloroethylene
(PCE), and trichloroethylene (TCE) affected drinking water aquifer and soil vapor. Site
assessment was conducted in 2018; the case is open.

e California Environmental Reporting System (CERS), California Environmental Protection
Agency

e EnviroStor

Four of the listings document hazardous materials releases. Two of the listings (LUST cases) are
closed cases. Of the two other listings, one (LUST) is undergoing verification monitoring, and the
other (CPS) was assessed in 2018, and a Soil Management Plan is in place for the CPS case to
minimize exposure of people to hazardous materials. Thus, none of the four listings are
considered to be environmental concerns for the Modified Project.

The database search for the Modified Project also identified the following hazardous materials
sites on nearby properties:
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e Mesa Water Well #7, 3325 Harbor Boulevard, about 104 feet to the west-southwest of the
project site, is listed on CERS as a chemical storage facility.

e |IKEAUS West#167, 1475 South Coast Drive, about 97 feet south-southeast of the project
site, is listed on CERS as a hazardous waste generator.

No hazardous materials releases are documented for either of those sites, and those sites are
not considered environmental concerns for the Modified Project site. No new impact would occur.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working
in the Project area?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. As identified in the IS/MND, the Modified
Project site is outside the Safety Compatibility Zones for John Wayne Airport, in which land uses
are regulated to minimize aviation-related hazards to people on the ground. Therefore, Modified
Project development would not cause substantial aviation-related hazards to people on the project
site, and no new impact would occur.

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the finding in the IS/MND, the
Modified Project would not block roadways providing access to surrounding properties and would
not impede emergency access to the project site. No new impact would occur.

dg) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project site is not in or near a
fire hazard severity zone mapped by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
(CAL FIRE 2019). The Modified Project site is in a built-out urban area lacking wildland vegetation.
Modified Project development would not expose people or structures to wildfire risks, consistent
with the finding of the IS/MND, and no new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact and it would not create a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project
(1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the
project is undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that
would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects,
or (c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the hazards and
hazardous materials analysis provided in the IS/IMND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for hazards and hazardous materials impacts.
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410 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

4.10.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/IMND determined that Approved Project construction could pollute storm water with
sediment, waste construction materials and chemicals, liquid products, and petroleum products.
The IS/MND noted that Approved Project construction would comply with the Statewide General
Construction Permit through preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which would specify BMPs to be used during project construction to
minimize storm water pollution. Construction water quality impacts were identified as less than
significant after regulatory compliance.

The Approved Project site was mostly impervious; pervious areas were the baseball field and
landscaped areas. The IS/MND concluded that Approved Project development would include
construction of bio-retention planters that would treat site runoff before runoff was discharged to
local storm drains. Approved Project operation would not substantially increase generation of
storm water pollutants entering local storm drains, and operational water quality impacts were
identified as less than significant.

The IS/MND concluded that the Approved Project site was outside 100-year flood zones or a
tsunami inundation zone. The IS/MND determined that the Approved Project site was in the dam
inundation area of two dams but that the potential for flooding due to dam failure was low due to
regular inspections of the dams.

4.10.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Construction

As previously discussed, the Modified Project involves a reduced amount of construction and
ground disturbance than the Approved Project. Thus, while the Modified Project development
would generate the same types of pollutants as the Approved Project, the Modified Project
development would generate less pollutants that could contaminate storm water, including
sediment, than development of the Approved Project.

The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) prepared for the Approved Project would be
updated to reflect the revised ground disturbance area. However, as with the Approved Project,
implementation of BMPs specified in the SWPPP would reduce construction storm water pollution
impacts to less than significant, and no new impact would occur.

Operation

Due to the similarities in proposed uses, operation of the Modified Project would generate the
same types of pollutants as the Approved Project. The Conceptual Water Quality Management
Plan (WQMP) would be updated to reflect the changes in site plan in the northern part of the
project site (Phase 1 of the Modified Project and Phase 2 of the Approved Project) and the western
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part of the site (Phase 3 of both scenarios). Consistent with the Approved Project, the Modified
Project would include bioretention planters in several areas of the project site that would treat site
runoff before runoff is discharged to local storm drains. Therefore, operational water quality
impacts of the Modified Project would be less than significant after implementation of BMPs
specified in the project WQMP, which is consistent with the IS/MND for the Approved Project, and
no new significant impact would occur.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

The Modified Project site is not used for intentional groundwater recharge. Modified Project
development would not increase impervious areas on site and thus would not decrease
groundwater recharge, compared to Approved Project development. The Project site is located
above the Main Orange County Groundwater Basin (Basin). The Mesa Water District (MWD)
provides water to the project site and MWD forecasted water supplies over the 2020-2040 period
consist of about 70 percent groundwater from the Basin; 25 percent imported water from northern
California and the Colorado River purchased via the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California and the Municipal Water District of Orange County; and about 5 percent recycled water
(Psomas 2017). The Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared for the Approved Project in 2017
concluded that MWD had sufficient water supplies for the Approved Project as well as other
District water demands (Psomas 2017). Due to the substantially similar nature of the Modified
Project and the Approved Project, Modified Project water demands would not substantially
decrease groundwater supplies, and no new impact would occur.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would not
change the drainage pattern on site compared to the Approved Project. Similar to the Approved
Project, the Modified Project would include construction of bioretention planters in several areas,
and runoff would be directed toward the planters for treatment. Thus, Modified Project
development would not increase erosion or siltation compared to Approved Project development,
and no new impact would occur.

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or offsite;

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would not
increase impervious surface area to the project site compared to Approved Project. Both
scenarios involve development of the west part of the site with mostly impervious surfaces and
reuse of the two parcels containing the LA Times buildings, including construction of bioretention
planters. Thus, Modified Project development would not increase the rate or volume of runoff and
would not cause flooding on or off site, compared to Approved Project development. The ISIMND
determined that Approved Project development would not generate runoff exceeding existing
conditions. No new impact would occur.
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(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff; or

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified
Project would limit discharges of runoff off site to no more than the existing runoff rate, pursuant
to OC Public Works requirements. Thus, Modified Project development would not generate runoff
exceeding the capacities of stormwater drainage systems, and no new significant impact would
occur.

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. As with the Approved Project, the Modified
Project site is outside 100-year flood zones, and Modified Project development would not impede
or redirect flood flows. No new impact would occur.

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the Approved Project, the
Modified Project site is outside 100-year flood zones. Modified Project development would not
risk release of pollutants due to site flooding in a 100-year flood zone. Additionally, the Modified
Project site is outside tsunami hazard zones (CGS 2019), and Modified Project development
would not risk release of pollutants due to site flooding in a tsunami hazard zone.

A seiche is a surface wave created when an inland water body is shaken, usually by an
earthquake. Consistent with the IS/MND for the Approved Project, no water bodies are close
enough to the Modified Project site to pose a flood hazard to the site due to a seiche. No new
impact would occur.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

The Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana Basin was updated by the Santa Ana Regional
Water Quality Control Board in 2016. Consistent with the Approve Project, Modified Project
development would comply with the Water Quality Control Plan through implementation of the
project WQMP. The Groundwater Management Plan (GWMP) for the Main Orange County
Groundwater Basin was updated by the Orange County Water District in 2015. Modified Project
development would not impact groundwater recharge or groundwater supply and would not
substantially impact groundwater quality and thus would not conflict with the GWMP. No new
impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
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previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the hydrology and water quality
analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for hydrology and water quality impacts.

411 LAND USE AND PLANNING

4.11.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

As discussed in the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the previously approved project would
neither physically divide an established community nor would it conflict with a habitat conservation
plan or natural community conservation plan. No impact would occur, and no mitigation is
required.

The project site is in the City of Costa Mesa, and the 2015-2035 General Plan designates the
project site as Commercial Center. The Approved Project would be consistent with the General
Plan land use designation for the project site. Additionally, and as discussed throughout the IS,
the project would incorporate, or be consistent with, all applicable 2015-2035 General Plan goals,
policies, and objectives. The current zoning for the project site is Planned Development
Commercial (PDC). Implementation of the Modified Project would be consistent with existing
zoning and would not conflict with applicable plans, policies, and regulations. Land use and
planning impacts were determined to be less than significant.

The City does not participate in the County of Orange Natural Community Conservation Plan
(NCCP)/habitat conservation plan (HCP), and no other HCPs or NCCPs apply to the project site.
Therefore, the Modified Project would not conflict with any applicable HCP or NCCP, and no
impact was identified.

4.11.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

Consistent with the analysis presented in the IS/MND for the Approved Project, development of
the Modified Project would occur on a vacant site that is not in a residential area and would,
therefore, not divide an established community. Further, the project site is private property and is
not used for access between surrounding areas. No new impact would occur.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

The existing General Plan land use designation for the project site is Commercial Center and the
zoning designation is Planned Development Commercial (PDC). The Planned Development
Commercial (PDC) zoning district is intended for large, concentrated commercial areas where the
aim of development is to create a spacious environment in a park-like setting. The intent of the
General Plan designation for the Modified Project site set forth in the City of Costa Mesa General
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Plan is to create opportunities for either office or commercial retail development at a strategic
location (City of Costa Mesa 2016). The project site is in the North Costa Mesa Specific Plan
(NCMSP) area. The project site is designated Planned Development Commercial (PDC) in the
NCMSP. Typical uses in the Planned Development Commercial (PDC)designation are a wide
variety of compatible office and support commercial uses (City of Costa Mesa 2016b). The
Modified Project would not conflict with a land use policy adopted to avoid or mitigate an
environmental impact, and no new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact, nor would it create a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project
(1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the
project is undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that
would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects,
or (c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the land use and
planning analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for land use and planning impacts.
412 MINERAL RESOURCES
4.12.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

According to the IS/MND prepared for the Approved Project, no mineral resources were identified
on site. The IS/MND noted that most of the City of Costa Mesa, including the Approved Project
site, is mapped Mineral Resource Zone 3 (MRZ-3), indicating that the areas contain mineral
deposits, the significance of which cannot be determined from available data. The IS/MND noted
that the Approved Project site is developed and thus unavailable for mining.

Project Environmental Review

Would the Project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value
to the region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Consistent with the Approved Project, the Modified Project site is mapped MRZ-3 by the California
Geological Survey, indicating that the site is in an area containing mineral deposits, the
significance of which cannot be determined from available data (CGS 1995). The project site is
mostly developed and is surrounded by land uses (including educational and office uses)
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incompatible with mining. No mineral resources are identified on or near the project site in the
City of Costa Mesa General Plan (Costa Mesa 2016). Therefore, development of the Modified
Project would not cause a loss of availability of mineral resources, and no new impact would
occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the mineral resources analysis
provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for mineral resources impacts.
413 NOISE

4.13.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND concluded that Approved Project construction would not generate noise exceeding
construction noise thresholds at the nearest noise-sensitive land uses and that Approved Project
operation would not generate noise exceeding City of Costa Mesa standards at the nearest
residences. The IS/MND determined that groundborne vibration and groundborne noise impacts
would be less than significant. Operational traffic noise impacts at the nearest noise-sensitive land
uses were identified as less than significant. No airport-related noise impact was identified.

4.13.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Noise Metrics

Noise consists of pitch, loudness, and duration; therefore, a variety of methods for measuring
noise have been developed. According to the California General Plan Guidelines for Noise
Elements, lists the following are common metrics for measuring noise:

e A-weighted Level: A-weighting de-emphasizes the very low and very high frequency
components of sound in a manner similar to the response of the human ear and gives
good correlation with subjective reactions to noise.

* Leq (Equivalent Energy Noise Level): The sound level corresponding to a steady-state
sound level containing the same total energy as a time-varying signal over given sample
periods. Leq is typically computed over 1-, 8-, and 24-hour sample periods.
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e CNEL (Community Noise Equivalent Level): The average equivalent A-weighted sound
level during a 24-hour day, obtained after addition of five decibels to sound levels in the
evening from 7:00 PM to 10:00 PM and of ten decibels to sound levels occurring at night
from 10:00 PM to 7:00 AM.

Sensitive Receptors

The State of California defines sensitive receptors as those land uses that require serenity or are
otherwise adversely affected by noise events or conditions. Schools, libraries, churches,
hospitals, and residential uses make up the majority of these areas. The nearest sensitive
receptors to the project site are:

e National University — the building at the southeast corner of Harbor Boulevard and
Sunflower Avenue is approximately 200 feet west of the project site,

¢ Multi-family residences east of Susan Street are approximately 630 feet east of the project
site, and

e California Southern University — the building at the northeast corner of Harbor Boulevard
and South Coast Drive is approximately 210 feet west of the project site.

City of Costa Mesa Noise Ordinances

The City of Costa Mesa Municipal Code, 13-280, Exterior Noise Standards, requires that noise
generated from a property not to exceed, for more than 30 minutes in an hour, 55 decibels (dba)
between 7:00 am and 11:00 pm and 50 dba between 11:00 pm and 7:00 am at a residential
property.

Municipal Code Section 13-279 exempts construction work conducted under all required City
permits from the requirements of Municipal Code Title 13 Chapter 13, Noise Control, between the
hours of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM Monday through Friday except certain federal holidays; and 9:00
AM to 6:00 PM on Saturdays.

The EIR for the City of Costa Mesa General Plan Amendment states that noise levels at sensitive
receptors should be analyzed on a case-by-case basis and appropriate mitigation should be
applied to bring noise levels down to acceptable levels.

Impact Analysis
Would the Project:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis.

Construction

As with the Approved Project, noise from construction activity would be generated during the
demolition and development of the Modified Project. Noise from the construction phase of the

Modified Project would be primarily generated by construction vehicle engines, treads, exhaust,
worker and truck commutes, back-up bells and demolition activities. Noise levels produced from
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construction activities are affected by the type of activity performed, the number of construction
equipment, the magnitude of noise sources and the proximity of the nearest noise sensitive uses.

Residential uses are considered to be noise sensitive uses, whereas commercial and industrial
uses are generally not considered to be noise sensitive uses. Two higher education facilities
within approximately 250 feet of the project site are considered sensitive receptors and are listed
above. Higher education facilities are considered here in the same category as schools respecting
land use compatibility.

Noise levels associated with Project-related construction activities have been quantified at the
nearest noise sensitive uses for each construction phase. Noise calculations are included as
Appendix C to this Addendum. Noise levels were evaluated against the construction noise criteria
developed by the Federal Transit Administration for construction noise exposure at residential
uses. These noise levels are shown under worst-case conditions with construction activities
occurring closest to each noise sensitive use as well as under typical conditions with noise
sources at the approximated center of the project site. Calculated noise levels are shown in
Table 12. As shown in Table 12, construction noise associated with the Modified Project would
not exceed the construction noise criteria at the nearest noise sensitive uses, which are the two
higher education facilities near the west Project site boundary: National University approximately
200 feet west of the Project site and California Southern University approximately 210 feet west
of the Project site.> Because noise levels would not exceed the construction noise criteria, the
Modified Project would not result in significant impacts related to construction noise exposure at
the nearest noise sensitive use, which is consistent with the findings for the Approved Project.

TABLE 12
CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS

Noise Levels at the Residential Uses Located Along Susan Street
Worst-Case Noise Levels at 630 Feet Away

All Applicable Equipment in Use Noise Threshold

Construction Phase (dBA Leq) (dBA Leq) Exceeds?
Ground Clearing/Demolition 62 80 No
Excavation 67 80 No
Foundation Construction 56 80 No
Building Construction 65 80 No
Finishing and Site Cleanup 67 80 No

Typical Noise Levels at 1,250 Feet Away

Construction Phase All Applicable Equipment in Use Noise Threshold Exceeds?
Ground Clearing/Demolition 56 80 No
Excavation 61 80 No
Foundation Construction 50 80 No
Building Construction 59 80 No
Finishing and Site Cleanup 61 80 No

dBA: A-weighted decibels; L.,: Equivalent Energy Noise Level

Source: Bolt, Beranek and Newman, "Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment, and Home
Appliances," prepared for the USEPA, December 31, 1971. Based on analysis for Office Building, Hotel, Hospital, School, and
Public Works.

5  The distances from the site to National University and California Southern University reported here are to the site
of Phases 1 and 2 of the Modified Project. The distances from the two university buildings to the site of Phase 3
are greater (304 feet to California Southern University and 340 feet to National University), and thus are not
analyzed above.
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Operation

Stationary Sources

The City of Costa Mesa Municipal Code, Title XIllI, Planning, Zoning, and Development, Chapter
XIII, Noise Control, Section 13-280, Exterior Noise Standards, requires that noise generated from
a property not to exceed, for more than 30 minutes in an hour, 55 decibels (dBA) between 7:00
AM and 11:00 PM and 50 dBA between 11:00 PM and 7:00 AM at a residential property. As with
the analysis in the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s primary operational
noise sources would be heating, ventilating, and air conditioning (HVAC) units. The nearest
residential property is properties are approximately 630 feet from the project site. Large HVAC
equipment typically have sound power ratings of 85 to 90 decibels, which is equivalent to sound
pressure levels of 53 to 58 dBA at a distance of 50 feet.? At a distance of at least 630 feet without
assuming any reduction for the buildings between the project site and the off-site residences, the
noise level from one large HVAC unit would be 35 dBA Leq, and from four units would be 41 dBA,
which is less than the 50 dBA L¢q nighttime exterior noise standard. Because there are buildings
between the project site and the residences, HVAC noise levels would be less than the values
quoted above.

The Modified Project would also involve the development of outdoor patio uses associated with
restaurant uses. Potential noise associated with these uses includes ambient music and people
speaking. Noise levels from these uses are anticipated to be less than that analyzed for HVACs
and would likewise be attenuated by the large distance between these activities and the nearest
noise-sensitive residential uses. With a separation distance of at least 630 feet from the Project
site and the nearest residential uses, noise associated with use of the outdoor patios would
likewise result in noise levels that are below the City’s noise limits as identified within the Municipal
Code.

Future Noise Levels along Existing Roadway Segments

At full development, the Modified Project would generate 9,293 average daily trips (ADT) (LLG
2020). These vehicle trips would contribute to the overall increase in vehicle traffic along local
roadways proximate to the Project site. Table 13, Modified Project Trip Generation on Selected
Roadway Segments, shows the projected increases in traffic volumes related to the Project, which
range between 1.9% - 19.0%. The maximum increase in traffic volumes of 19.0% would result in
a traffic noise level increase of 1 decibel above conditions without the Project. The other analyzed
roadways shown in Table 13 have less projected traffic volume increases and would consequently
result in traffic noise increases of less than 1 decibel. A change of 3 decibels is the minimum
change in noise levels in outdoor environments that is audible with human hearing. A 5-decibel
change is clearly noticeable in outdoor environments. A 1-decibel change in noise levels in
outdoor environments is not perceptible with human hearing. Because the Modified Project would
not result in an audible change in traffic noise levels, similar to the Approved Project, traffic noise
increases attributable to the Modified Project would result in less than significant noise impacts.

6 The noise levels described above and in most of this section are sound pressure levels. However, sound power is
often used to describe stationary noise sources. Sound power describes the total sound energy emitted by a
source, also in decibels; sound power does not change with distance.
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TABLE 13
MODIFIED PROJECT TRIP GENERATION
ON SELECTED ROADWAY SEGMENTS

PM Peak Hour
Year 2021 Percent of
Cumulative Project Trips to
PM Peak Hour | without Project Non-Project
Roadway Segment Project Trips Trips Trips Project ADT
Harbor Boulevard
Harbor Boulevard north of 95 3,728 2.5% 929
MacArthur Boulevard
Harbor Boulevard between
MacArthur Boulevard and 108 4,099 2.6% 1,075
Scenic Avenue
Harbor Boulevard between
Scenic Avenue and Sunflower 108 4,224 2.6% 1,075
Avenue
Harbor Boulevard between
Sunflower Avenue and South 197 4,950 4.0% 1,868
Coast Drive
Harbor Boulevard between
South Coast Drive and Gisler 295 5,757 5.9% 3,472
Avenue
Harbor Boulevard between 177 6,173 2.9% 1,779
Gisler Avenue and Baker
Street
Harbor Boulevard south of 169 5827 2.9% 1,682
Baker Street
Sunflower Avenue
Sunflower Avenue west of 33 1,407 2.3% 328
Harbor Boulevard
Sunflower Avenue between
Harbor Boulevard and Susan 127 1,661 7.6% 1,040
Street
Sunflower Avenue between
Susan Street and Fairview 89 1,935 4.6% 752
Road
Sunflower Avenue east of 95 1,957 4.9% 929
Fairview Road
South Coast Drive
South Coast Drive west of 20 2208 4.1% 619
Harbor Boulevard
South Coast Drive between
Harbor Boulevard and Susan 448 2,355 19.0% 4,012
Street
South Coast Drive between 181 2,135 8.5% 1,899
Susan Street and Fairview
Road
South Coast Drive east of o
Fairview Road 39 2,044 1.9% 367
ADT: Average Daily Trips
Source: LLG 2020
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b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis
Construction

The Modified Project would not generate or expose persons or structures to excessive
groundborne vibration from the construction. There are no applicable City standards for vibration-
induced annoyance or building damage from vibration. The California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) vibration damage potential guideline thresholds are shown in Table 14.

TABLE 14
VIBRATION DAMAGE THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Continuous Single-Event
Source PPV Source PPV
Building Class (in/sec) (in/sec)

Class I: buildings in steel or reinforced concrete, such as factories, retaining 0.5 1.2
walls, bridges, steel towers, open channels, underground chambers and tunnels
with and without concrete alignment

Class Il: buildings with foundation walls and floors in concrete, walls in concrete 0.3 0.7
or masonry, stone masonry retaining walls, underground chambers and tunnels
with masonry alignments, conduits in loose material

Class lllI: buildings as mentioned above but with wooden ceilings and walls in 0.2 0.5
masonry
Class IV: construction very sensitive to vibrations; objects of historic interest 0.12 0.3

ppv: peak particle velocity; in/sec: inches per second
Source: Caltrans 2013.

The building damage threshold for “Class Il Buildings” of 0.3 peak particle velocity (ppv) inch per
second (in/sec) is selected for retail/office buildings and Class Il buildings are selected residential
buildings for this analysis. These thresholds represent the vibration limits for damage to adjacent
buildings to the Project site from continuous sources of vibration.

The Caltrans vibration annoyance potential guideline thresholds are shown in Table 15. Based
on the guidance in Table 14, the “strongly perceptible” vibration level of 0.9 ppv in/sec is
considered as a threshold for a potentially significant vibration impact for human annoyance.

TABLE 15
VIBRATION ANNOYANCE CRITERIA
Average Human Response ppV (in/sec)
Severe 2.0
Strongly perceptible 0.9
Distinctly perceptible 0.24
Barely perceptible 0.035
ppv: peak particle velocity; in/sec: inch(es) per second
Source: Caltrans 2013.

Pile driving and blasting are generally the sources of the most severe vibration during
construction. Neither pile driving nor blasting would be used during Project construction.
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Conventional construction equipment would be used for demolition and grading activities. Table
16 summarizes typical vibration levels measured during construction activities for various
vibration-inducing pieces of equipment.

TABLE 16
VIBRATION LEVELS FOR CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
Equipment ppvV at 25 ft (in/sec)
Pile driver (impact) up;?er range 1518
typical 0.644
Pile driver (sonic) upr.Jer range 0.734
typical 0.170
Vibratory roller 0.210
Large bulldozer 0.089
Caisson drilling 0.089
Loaded trucks 0.076
Jackhammer 0.035
Small bulldozer 0.003
ppv: peak particle velocity; ft: feet; in/sec: inches per second.
Source: Caltrans 2013; FTA 2006.

Demolition, grading, and construction would occur up to the property lines. Table 17, Vibration
Annoyance Criteria at Sensitive Uses, shows the vibration annoyance criteria from construction-
generated vibration activities proposed at the Project site. Table 17 shows the ppv relative to uses
proximate to the Project site.

TABLE 17
VIBRATION ANNOYANCE CRITERIA AT SENSITIVE USES
Vibration Levels (ppv)
3501 Sunflower
Avenue Office Use to
the Northwest of the | National University California Southern The Hive Office
Project Site Building University Building Building
Equipment (ppv @ 250 ft)" (ppv @ 200 ft)" (ppv @ 210 ft)" (ppv @ 185 ft)"
Vibratory roller 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
Large bulldozer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Small bulldozer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Jackhammer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Loaded trucks 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Criteria 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9
Exceeds Criteria? No No No No

The distances reported here are to the site of Phase | of the Modified Project; each of the four buildings listed above is farther from the
site of Phase 3 of the Modified Project than to the site of Phase I.

ppv: peak particle velocity; Max: maximum; avg: average; ft: feet
Source: USEPA 1971 (Calculations can be found in Attachment B).

As shown in Table 17, ppv would not exceed the criteria threshold when construction activities
occur under maximum (i.e., closest to the receptor) exposure conditions. These vibration levels
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represent conditions when construction activities occur closest to receptor locations.
Construction-related vibration would be substantially less under average conditions when
construction activities are located further away. Because vibration levels would be below the
significance thresholds, vibration generated by the Modified Project’s construction equipment
would not be expected to generate strongly perceptible levels of vibration at the nearest uses and
would result in less than significant vibration impacts related to vibration annoyance.

Table 18, Building Damage Criteria at Nearby Uses, shows the peak particle velocity levels (ppv)
relative to building damage to sensitive uses from vibration activities.

TABLE 18
BUILDING DAMAGE CRITERA AT NEARBY USES
Vibration Levels (ppv)'?
3501 Sunflower
Avenue Office California
Use to the National Southern Automobile Club
Northwest of the University University The Hive Office of Southern
Project Site Building Building Building California Building
Equipment (Ppv @ 250 ft) (ppv @ 200 ft) (ppv @ 210 ft) (ppv @ 185 ft) (ppv @ 35 ft)
Vibratory roller 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.13
Large bulldozer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05
Small bulldozer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Jackhammer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02
Loaded trucks 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05
Criteria 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
Exceeds Criteria? No No No No No

' peak particle velocity (ppv) is often used in monitoring construction vibration; it is related to stresses on buildings and is not used to evaluate

human response.

2 The distances listed are from the Modified Project site boundary to the buildings on the identified land uses.
ppv: peak particle velocity; Max: maximum; avg: average; ft: feet
Source: USEPA 1971 (Calculations can be found in Attachment B).

As shown in Table 18, all ppv levels associated with the Modified Project would be below the
building damage threshold at adjacent off-site structures. Because vibration levels would be below
the significance thresholds, vibration generated by the Modified Project’s construction equipment
would not be expected to generate building damage at the nearest uses and would result in less
than significant vibration impacts related to vibration induced building damage.

Operation

The Modified Project would not include any operations that would generate notable vibration.
Consistent with the findings of the IS/MND for the Approved Project, the proposed office and other
commercial uses would not generate substantial groundborne vibration or groundborne noise. No
new or increased impact would occur; no mitigation is required; and no subsequent analysis is
needed.

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?
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No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the finding of the IS/MND for
the Approved Project, the project site is more than two miles from John Wayne Airport and is
outside of the 60 dBA CNEL noise contour for John Wayne Airport. There are no private airstrips
in the vicinity of the project site. No new or increased impact would occur; no mitigation is required;
and no subsequent analysis is needed.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢c) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no maijor revisions to the noise analysis provided in the
IS/IMND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for noise and vibration impacts.

414 POPULATION AND HOUSING

4.14.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/IMND for the Approved Project estimated that Approved Project operation would generate
about 2,600 jobs and that forecasted employment generation would be consistent with
employment projections for the City. The IS/MND did not address direct Approved Project impact
on population; however, Approved Project development, which would consist of commercial uses,
would not directly increase population or housing in the region. The IS/MND noted that the
Approved Project site did not contain housing, and thus Approved Project development would not
displace housing or residents.

4.14.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project would reduce total
building area at project buildout from about 565,159 SF to 504,877 SF; that is, a decrease of
about 11 percent from the Approved Project. Pro-rating from the operational employment
projection of 2,600 for the Approved Project, the Modified Project is estimated to generate about
2,323 jobs at completion. As the operational employment estimate for the Modified Project is lower
than that for the Approved Project; and the IS/MND determined that forecasted Approved Project
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employment is within projections for the City; forecasted Modified Project employment would also
be consistent with projections for the City. Modified Project development would not directly add
population or housing to the Project region. No new impact would occur.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. No housing or residents are present on site,
and, consistent with the findings for the Approved Project, Modified Project development would
not displace housing or residents. No new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (c) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the population and housing
analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for population and housing impacts.
415 PUBLIC SERVICES
4.15.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND concluded that Approved Project development would generate increased demands
for fire protection and police protection due to increased employment on site and increased traffic
generation by on-site land uses. Project employment generation would be consistent with General
Plan projections used for planning future fire and police facilities. The IS/MND determined that
Approved Project development would not add population or housing and thus would not generate
demands for schools, parks, or libraries. Impacts to public services were identified as less than
significant.

4.15.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

a) Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: fire
protection, police protection, schools, parks, and other public facilities?
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Fire Protection and Police Protection

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Demands for fire protection and police
protection depend on both the population and the total building area in the agencies’ service
areas. Modified Project development would reduce building area at project completion by about
4 percent compared to Approved Project development. Thus, Modified Project buildout would
generate slightly lower demands for fire protection and police protection than would Approved
Project development While the Modified Project would create a large number of establishments
serving alcohol, and live entertainment, the Costa Mesa Police Department concluded that no
adverse impacts to Costa Mesa Police Department police services or facilities are anticipated
providing the applicant provides adequate on-site security services.” No new impact would occur.

Schools, Parks, and Libraries

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Demands for schools are estimated based on
the numbers of households in the schools’ service areas and demands for parks and libraries are
generated by the populations in the facilities’ service areas. Modified Project development would
not add population or households and thus would not generate demands for schools, parks, or
libraries. No new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact and it would not create a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects. In regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project
(1) would not propose substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the
project is undertaken; (3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that
would (a) create new significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects,
or (c) determine that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would,
in fact, be feasible; or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the public services
analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for public services impacts.

416 RECREATION

4.16.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application -17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Neqgative Declaration

As set forth in the IS/MND for the Approved Project, it was determined that the Approved Project
would not directly induce population growth; therefore, it would not increase use of any local
recreational facilities. Impacts related to demand or use of recreational facilities were identified
as less than significant.

7 The information from the Costa Mesa Police Department was conveyed in a written comment by Mel Lee, Senior
Planner, City of Costa Mesa, in an email dated February 3, 2020.
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4.16.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the Approved Project,
Modified Project development would not add population in the City of Costa Mesa and thus would
not generate demands for new or expanded parks or increase the use of existing parks. No new
impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the recreation analysis provided in
the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for recreation impacts.

4.17 TRANSPORTATION

4.17.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The IS/MND for the Approved Project analyzed traffic conditions in three with-project scenarios:
Opening Year 2018; Interim Year 2022; and long-range (2035). The Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA)
for the IS/MND analyzed 18 intersections: 16 in Costa Mesa including 5 intersections with ramps
to or from the 1-405; and 2 in Santa Ana. Intersection operations were characterized in terms of
Level of Service (LOS), a qualitative rating of intersection operation ranging from LOS A,
indicating free flow conditions, to LOS F, indicating severe congestion. All traffic impacts of the
Approved Project were determined to be less than significant for each of the three with-project
scenarios analyzed.

Note that the TIA for the IS/MND estimated project trip generation for 655,000 SF of land uses.
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The IS/IMND determined that the Approved Project would not involve modifications to the local
circulation system and thus would not cause hazards due to a design feature. The IS/MND
determined that Approved Project construction and operation would not cause inadequate
emergency access to the project site or surrounding areas. Transportation and traffic impacts
were identified as less than significant.

4.17.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The information in this section is based on the Revised Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) Report for
The Press Site Phase | completed by Linscott Law & Greenspan on January 7, 2020; a complete
copy of this report is included as Appendix D to this Addendum.

Would the Project:

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis.

Modified Project Phase 1

Existing Conditions

Existing study area roadways are described below in Table 19.

TABLE 19
EXISTING ROADWAYS
Roadway Direction Lanes' Speed Limit, mph
Harbor Boulevard NS 7D 40
Susan Street NS 4D 35
Fairview Road NS 6D 45
MacArthur Boulevard EW 6D 40
Sunflower Avenue EW 4D 40
South Coast Drive EW 4D 45

N: north; S: south; E; east; W:west

! D = divided roadway. For north-south roadways, the number of lanes applies to the segments of each roadway nearest to the

Project site; that is, Sunflower Avenue to South Coast Drive. See the TIA for the numbers of lanes in other parts of the traffic
study area. For east-west roadways the number of lanes applies to the whole traffic study area.

Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020

The TIA evaluated 18 intersections listed below with their respective jurisdictions; all the
intersections are signalized.

Harbor Boulevard at MacArthur Boulevard (Costa Mesa/Santa Ana)

Harbor Boulevard at Scenic Avenue/Lake Center Drive (Costa Mesa)

Harbor Avenue at Sunflower Avenue (Costa Mesa/Santa Ana)

Harbor Avenue at South Coast Drive (Costa Mesa)

Hyland Avenue at South Coast Drive/lI-405 NB On-Ramp (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
Harbor Avenue at [-405 NB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)

2 i
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7. Harbor Avenue at I-405 SB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
8. Harbor Avenue at Gisler Avenue (Costa Mesa)

9. Harbor Avenue at Baker Street (Costa Mesa)

10. Susan Street at Sunflower Avenue (Costa Mesa)

11. Susan Street at South Coast Drive (Costa Mesa)

12. Fairview Road at MacArthur Boulevard (Santa Ana)

13. Fairview Road at Sunflower Avenue (Costa Mesa/Santa Ana)
14. Fairview Road at South Coast Drive (Costa Mesa)

15. Fairview Road at I1-405 NB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
16. Fairview Road at I-405 SB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
17. Fairview Road at Paularino Avenue (Costa Mesa)

18. Fairview Road at Baker Street (Costa Mesa)

Sidewalks are located on both sides of Harbor Boulevard, Sunflower Avenue, and South Coast
Drive along the site frontage. Striped (Class Il) bicycle lanes are on both sides of Sunflower
Avenue and South Coast Drive near the project site as well as on Susan Street, which extends
north-south about 500 feet east of the project site.

The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) provides public transit bus service in the
project region; bus routes near the project site are described below in Table 20.

TABLE 20
ORANGE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY BUS ROUTES
NEAR PROJECT SITE

Operation
Frequency,
General Direction of Roadways Near Weekday Peak
Route Travel Project Site Days Per Week Hours
43 North-south, Fullerton to | Harbor Boulevard | 7 days 15 minutes
Costa Mesa
211 East-west, Huntington Harbor Monday-Friday 40 minutes
Beach to Irvine Boulevard,
Sunflower
Avenue
794 East-west, Riverside to | Sunflower Monday-Friday 35 minutes average
Costa Mesa Avenue,
Source: OCTA 2019

Intersection Operations

Operation of signalized intersections was evaluated using the Intersection Capacity Utilization
(ICM) method; see the TIA for further description.

Intersection operation is described using Levels of Service (LOS), a six-point qualitative scale
where LOS A indicates free flow conditions and LOS F indicates severe congestion. The cities of
Costa Mesa and Santa Ana consider LOS D to be the minimum acceptable condition. LOS are
defined in detail in the TIA.
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All 18 intersections operate at acceptable LOS of D or better in existing conditions (see Table 21

below).

TABLE 21

EXISTING INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE

Peak
Intersection Jurisdiction Hour ICU LOS

AM 0.748 C
Harbor Boulevard at MacArthur Boulevard (Costa Mesa/Santa Ana) PM 0814 D
Harbor Boulevard at Scenic Avenue/Lake (Costa Mesa) AM 0.561 A
Center Drive PM 0.707 C

AM 0.601 B
Harbor Avenue at Sunflower Avenue (Costa Mesa/Santa Ana) PM 0798 c
Harbor Avenue at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.546 A
South Coast Drive PM 0.690 B
Hyland Avenue at AM 0.271 A
South Coast Drive/-405 NB On-Ramp (Costa Mesa/Caltrans) PM 0.558 A
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.509 A
1-405 NB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans) PM 0.632 B
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.446 A
1-405 SB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans) PM 0.579 A
Harbor Avenue at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.616 B
Gisler Avenue PM 0.773 C
Harbor Avenue at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.516 A
Baker Street PM 0.601 B
Susan Street at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.487 A
Sunflower Avenue PM 0.776 C
Susan Street at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.321 A
South Coast Drive PM 0.513 A
Fairview Road at (Santa Ana) AM 0.673 B
MacArthur Boulevard PM 0.827 D
Fairview Road at AM 0.661 B
Sunflower Avenue (Costa Mesa/Santa Ana) PM 0.678 B
Fairview Road at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.681 B
South Coast Drive PM 0.704 C
Fairview Road at AM 0,.668 B
1-405 NB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans) PM 0.690 B
Fairview Road at AM 0.614 B
1-405 SB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans) PM 0.587 A
Fairview Road at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.620 B
Paularino Avenue PM 0.497 A
Fairview Road at (Costa Mesa) AM 0.647 B
Baker Street PM 0.632 B
Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020
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The TIA analyzed traffic conditions in six scenarios:

Existing (2018) conditions

Existing plus project conditions

Near-term (2021) without-project conditions
Near-term (2021) with-project conditions

Long-term (2035) buildout without-project conditions
Long-term (2035) buildout with-project conditions

I o

Long-term (2035) without-project traffic forecasts were based on Year 2035 volumes from the
Tribune Property Traffic Analysis prepared by Stantec in 2016.

Modified Project Trip Generation

The Modified Project is estimated to generate 9,293 trips per day including 877 in the AM peak
hour and 951 in the PM peak hour; forecast Modified Project trip generation by phase and land
use is shown below in Table 22. Estimated Modified Project trip generation is greater than the
7,225 trips per day generation estimated for the Approved Project in the IS/MND by 2,068 trips
per day or approximately 29 percent.

Estimated Project-generated trips were distributed onto study area roadways and assigned to
intersection turning movements (refer to the TIA for the criteria for trip distribution).

TABLE 22
MODIFIED PROJECT FORECAST TRIP GENERATION
Daily AM Peak Hour, PM Peak Hour,
Land Use 2-Way Total Total
Phase |
Office (346,594 SF)' 3,376 402 399
Phase Il
Fast Food Restaurant without Drive-Through 1,221 89 100
Window (3,528 SF)
Internal capture (10%) -122 -9 -10
Subtotal 1,099 80 90
Pass-by (25% Daily, 10% AM, 43% PM) -275 -8 -39
Total Fast Food Without Drive-Through Window 824 72 51
Trips
High Turnover Sit Down Restaurant (34,149 SF) 3,831 339 334
Internal capture (10%) -383 -34 -33
Subtotal 3,448 305 301
Pass-by (10% Daily, 10% AM, 10% PM) -345 -31 -30
Total High Turnover Sit Down Restaurant 3,103 274 271
Specialty Retail (3,966 SF) 176 4 11
Pass-by (10% Daily, 10% AM, 10% PM) -18 0 -1
Total, Specialty Retail 158 4 10
Meeting Space (1,808 SF) 46 0 23
Drinking Place (7,182 SF) 820 0 82
Internal capture (10%) -82 0 -8
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TABLE 22
MODIFIED PROJECT FORECAST TRIP GENERATION
Daily AM Peak Hour, PM Peak Hour,
Land Use 2-Way Total Total
Total, Drinking Place 738 0 74
Phase 2, subtotal 4,869 350 429
Phase lll
Office (107,650 SF) | 1,048 | 125 | 123
Total
Total | 9,293 | 877 | 951
SF: square feet
! The square footage for Phase | includes 276 SF of office space in Phase II.
Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020

Project Traffic Impacts

Significance Criteria

The City of Costa Mesa considers a project to have a significant impact at a signalized intersection
if the ICU value in with project conditions is 0.91 or greater and the ICU increase due to the project
is 0.01 or greater. For unsignalized intersections an impact is considered significant if the project
causes an intersection at LOS D or better to degrade to LOS E or F, and the traffic signal warrant
analysis determines that a signal is justified.

The City of Santa Ana considers impacts to intersections to be significant if the ICU value is 0.901
or greater (or 1.001 or greater in major development areas), and the ICU increase due to the
project is 0.01 or greater. For unsignalized intersections an impact is considered significant if the
project causes an intersection at LOS D or better to degrade to LOS E or F, and the traffic signal
warrant analysis determines that a signal is justified.

Existing Plus Project Conditions

The TIA for the Modified Project analyzed Existing Plus Project conditions, that is, project-
generated traffic volumes added to existing 2018 traffic volumes. That analysis is not discussed
in this Addendum because the Approved Project TIA did not analyze that scenario and it is a
fictitious scenario (the Modified Project was not built in 2018).

Near Term (2021) Without Project Conditions

Near-term (2021) without-project conditions were analyzed using a combination of two methods:

1. Ambient regional traffic growth was modeled using an ambient traffic growth factor of
1 percent per year for three years (2018 to 2019)

2. Traffic generated by 16 related projects identified by the cities of Costa Mesa, Santa Ana,
and Fountain Valley. The locations and land uses for the projects are described below in
Table 23. The 16 projects combined are estimated to generate 24,694 trips per day.
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Near-term (2021) without-project traffic conditions are shown below in Table 23.

TABLE 23
RELATED PROJECTS

Estimated Trip
Project Intensity and Land Use Location Generation, Daily
City of Costa Mesa
Aura 33 DU SFR 2626 Harbor Boulevard 312
Lucene 56 DU SFR 929 Baker Street 533
Mirival Phase I 11 DU SFR 2850 Mesa Verde Drive 104
East
1585 MacArthur Boulevard | 100,000 SF industrial 1585 MacArthur 496
Boulevard
Symphony Apartments 393 DU apartments and 585-595 Anton Boulevard 2,770
4,104 SF retail
Orange County Museum of | 66,750 SF art museum 3333 Avenue of the Arts 3,754
Art
Avenue of the Arts Hotel 150 room hotel 3350 Avenue of the Arts 1,254
Costa Mesa Motor Inn 224 DU apartments 2277 Harbor Boulevard 1,490
City of Santa Ana
Shea Homes 42 DU SFR 2001 W. MacArthur 396
Boulevard
Shell Service Station Retail | 1,600 SF gas 3820 S. Fairview St 1,152
Building station/convenience store
Christ Our Savior Church Demolition of 7,190 SF 2000 W. Alton Avenue 272
existing church and
construction of 46,307 SF
church/community
center/office
Legacy Sunflower | 226 DU apartments 651 W. Sunflower 1,229
Apartments Avenue
Metro Town Square | 6,000 SF retail/restaurant 3719 S. Plaza Drive 606
Expansion
Legado at the MET 278 DU apartments 200 E. First American 2,015
Way
City of Fountain Valley
Fountain Valley Crossings | Rezoning into a mixed-use | Bound by Ellis Avenue to 7,890
activity center to allow uses | the south, Talbert Avenue
including Automotive parts | to the north, Ward Street
sales, warehousing, office, to the west, and the
industrial park, electronics Santa Ana River Trail to
superstore, shopping the east
center, and residential.
Welbrook Assisted Living | assisted living, 110,000 11360 Warner Avenue 421
Facility SF/162 bed
Total Not applicable Not applicable 24,694

Source: LLG 2020

DU: dwelling unit; SFR: single family residential; SF: square feet
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Near Term (2021) Plus Project Conditions

All 18 study area intersections would operate at acceptable LOS in near-term (2019) plus project
conditions; that is, project traffic impacts in that scenario would be less than significant. ICU and
LOS for each intersection in the AM and PM peak hours are listed below in Table 24. This is the
same finding reached by the IS/MND for the Approved Project.

TABLE 24
YEAR 2021 PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATION

2021 2021
Without Project Plus Project
Peak Conditions Conditions Significant Impact
Intersection Hour ICU LOS ICU LOS Increase Yes/No

Harbor Boulevard at MacArthur AM 0.796 C 0.810 D 0.014 No
Boulevard PM 0.870 D 0.879 D 0.009 No
Harbor Boulevard at Scenic AM 0.579 A 0.592 A 0.013 No
Avenue/Lake Center Drive PM 0.732 C 0744 C 0.012 No
Harbor Avenue at Sunflower AM 0.629 B 0.646 B 0.017 No
Avenue PM 0.845 D 0.863 D 0.018 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.564 A 0.589 A 0.025 No
South Coast Drive PM 0.719 C 0.735 C 0.016 No
Hyland Avenue at

. AM 0.279 A 0.298 A 0.019 No
South Coast Drive/l-405 NB On- PM 0575 A 0625 B 0.050 No
Ramp
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.531 A 0.570 A 0.039 No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 0.657 B 0.676 D 0.019 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.462 A 0.487 A 0.025 No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 0.611 B 0.626 B 0.015 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.638 B 0.645 B 0.007 No
Gisler Avenue PM 0.808 D 0.823 D 0.015 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.545 A 0561 A 0.016 No
Baker Street PM 0.633 B 0.648 B 0.015 No
Susan Street at AM 0.509 A 0.542 A 0.033 No
Sunflower Avenue PM 0.808 D 0.830 D 0.022 No
Susan Street at AM 0.331 A 0.349 A 0.018 No
South Coast Drive PM 0.530 A 0.564 A 0.034 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.713 C 0.722 C 0.009 No
MacArthur Boulevard PM 0.875 D 0.883 D 0.008 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.687 B 0.705 C 0.018 No
Sunflower Avenue PM 0.715 C 0.728 C 0.013 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.704 C 0.729 C 0.025 No
South Coast Drive PM 0.728 C 0.738 C 0.010 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.689 B 0.691 B 0.002 No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 0.712 C 0.715 C 0.003 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.633 B 0.639 B 0.006 No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 0.606 B 0.609 B 0.003 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.640 B 0.648 B 0.008 No
Paularino Avenue PM 0.512 A 0.517 A 0.005 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.668 B 0.677 B 0.009 No
Baker Street PM 0.653 B 0.658 B 0.005 No
ICU: intersection capacity utilization; LOS: level of service
Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020
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Buildout (Year 2035) Without Project Conditions

Long-term (2035) without-project traffic forecasts were based on Year 2035 volumes from the
Tribune Property Traffic Analysis prepared by Stantec in 2016.

Improvements to two Study Area intersections are identified in the City of Costa Mesa General
Plan, independent of the Modified Project; implementation of these two improvements is assumed
in the analysis of 2035 without-project traffic conditions.

e Harbor Boulevard at Sunflower Avenue: Construct an exclusive eastbound and
westbound right-turn lane. Modify the existing traffic signal as necessary.

e Harbor Boulevard at Gisler Avenue: Construct an exclusive southbound right-turn lane.
Modify the existing traffic signal as necessary.

Two intersections would operate at unacceptable LOS E in Project Buildout (2035) without-project
conditions: Harbor Boulevard at MacArthur Boulevard, and Fairview Road at MacArthur
Boulevard. The remaining 16 intersections would operate at acceptable LOS, as shown below in
Table 25.

TABLE 25
YEAR 2035 PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATION
2035 2035
Without Project Plus Project
Peak Conditions Conditions Significant Impact
Intersection Hour ICU LOS ICU LOS Increase Yes/No

Harbor Boulevard at MacArthur AM 0.865 D 0.881 D 0.016 No
Boulevard PM 0.949 E 0.958 E 0.009 No
Harbor Boulevard at Scenic AM 0.609 B 0.624 B 0.015 No
Avenue/Lake Center Drive PM 0.777 C 0.791 C 0.014 No
Harbor Avenue at Sunflower AM 0.648 B 0.662 B 0.014 No
Avenue PM 0.842 D 0.864 D 0.022 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.580 A 0.606 B 0.026 No
South Coast Drive PM 0.850 D 0.869 C 0.019 No
Hyland Avenue at

. AM 0.314 A 0.333 A 0.019 No
South Coast Drive/l-405 NB On- PM 0798 c 0.854 c 0.056 No
Ramp
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.616 B 0.662 B 0.046 No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 0.733 C 0.751 D 0.018 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.613 B 0.657 B 0.044 No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 0.742 C 0.759 C 0.017 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.686 B 0.693 B 0.007 No
Gisler Avenue PM 0.808 D 0.892 D 0.016 No
Harbor Avenue at AM 0.542 A 0.559 A 0.017 No
Baker Street PM 0.775 C 0.792 C 0.017 No
Susan Street at AM 0.479 A 0.513 A 0.034 No
Sunflower Avenue PM 0.775 C 0.800 C 0.025 No
Susan Street at AM 0.477 A 0.492 A 0.015 No
South Coast Drive PM 0.628 B 0.684 B 0.056 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.796 C 0.800 C 0.004 No
MacArthur Boulevard PM 0.915 E 0.924 E 0.009 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.725 C 0.744 C 0.019 No
Sunflower Avenue PM 0.761 C 0.776 C 0.015 No
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TABLE 25
YEAR 2035 PEAK HOUR INTERSECTION OPERATION

2035 2035
Without Project Plus Project
Peak Conditions Conditions Significant Impact

Intersection Hour ICU LOS ICU LOS Increase | Yes/No
Fairview Road at AM 0.762 C 0.788 C 0.026 No
South Coast Drive PM 0.792 C 0.822 D 0.030 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.767 C 0.769 Cc 0.002 No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 0.801 D 0.805 D 0.004 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.637 B 0.644 B 0.007 No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 0.709 C 0.712 C 0.003 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.641 B 0.649 B 0.008 No
Paularino Avenue PM 0.605 B 0.612 B 0.007 No
Fairview Road at AM 0.744 C 0.745 C 0.001 No
Baker Street PM 0.816 D 0.821 D 0.005 No
ICU: intersection capacity utilization; LOS: level of service
Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020

Buildout (Year 2035) With-Project Conditions

Buildout (Year 2035) with-project conditions were analyzed by adding Modified Project traffic
generation to 2035 without-project conditions and are shown above in Table 25. Two intersections
are forecast to operate at unacceptable LOS E in 2035 with-project conditions: Harbor Boulevard
at MacArthur Boulevard, and Fairview Road at MacArthur Boulevard. However, the Modified
Project would not cause significant impacts at either intersection, as shown above; therefore, a
new impact would not occur. The remaining 16 intersections would operate at acceptable LOS.

Caltrans Intersections

Five of the Study Area intersections are under the jurisdiction of Caltrans and the City of Costa
Mesa:

Hyland Avenue at South Coast Drive/lI-405 NB On-Ramp (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
Harbor Avenue at [-405 NB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
Harbor Avenue at 1-405 SB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
Fairview Road at I-405 NB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)
5. Fairview Road at I-405 SB Ramps (Costa Mesa/Caltrans)

o=

Caltrans intersections are analyzed using the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) method defined
in terms of delay per vehicle caused by the traffic control (traffic signals for these five
intersections); LOS are defined in terms of control delay per vehicle below in Table 26, Levels of
Service for Signalized Intersections (HCM).
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TABLE 26
LEVELS OF SERVICE FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS (HCM)
LOS Control Delay per Vehicle, seconds
A <10.0
B >10.0 and <20.0
C >20.0and < 35.0
D >35.0 and < 55.0
E >55.0and <80.0
F >80.0
Source: LLG 2020

Year 2021 With Project Traffic Conditions

All five Caltrans intersections are forecast to operate at acceptable LOS in Year 2021 With Project
traffic conditions, as shown below in Table 27, Levels of Service for Caltrans in Intersections,
Year 2021 Conditions.

TABLE 27
LEVELS OF SERVICE FOR CALTRANS INTERSECTIONS,
YEAR 2021 CONDITIONS

Year 2021 Without Year 2021 With
Project Conditions Project Conditions Significant
Intersection Peak Hour HCM LOS HCM LOS Impact
Hyland Avenue at
. AM 32.9 C 31.1 Cc No

South Coast Drive/I-405 NB On- PM 216 c 20.9 C No
Ramp
Harbor Avenue at AM 17.4 B 17.6 B No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 21.6 C 21.9 C No
Harbor Avenue at AM 13.3 B 13.9 B No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 16.1 B 15.4 B No
Fairview Road at AM 26.4 C 26.4 C No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 28.8 C 28.9 C No
Fairview Road at AM 24.0 C 24.0 C No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 22.4 C 22.4 C No
Highway Capacity Manual: HCM; LOS: level of service
Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020

Year 2021 With Project Traffic Conditions

All five Caltrans intersections are forecast to operate at acceptable LOS in Year 2035 With Project
traffic conditions, as shown below in Table 28, Levels of Service for Caltrans Intersections, Year
2035 Conditions.
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TABLE 28
LEVELS OF SERVICE FOR CALTRANS INTERSECTIONS,
YEAR 2035 CONDITIONS

Year 2035 Without Year 2035 With
Project Conditions Project Conditions Significant
Intersection Peak Hour HCM LOS HCM LOS Impact
Hyland Avenue at
. AM 27.2 C 26.0 C No

South Coast Drive/l-405 NB On- PM 217 C 239 C No
Ramp
Harbor Avenue at AM 17.5 B 18.3 B No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 24.6 C 255 C No
Harbor Avenue at AM 18.9 B 19.8 B No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 19.7 B 20.2 C No
Fairview Road at AM 37.3 D 38.9 D No
1-405 NB Ramps PM 411 D 41.0 D No
Fairview Road at AM 29.9 C 29.8 C No
1-405 SB Ramps PM 25.2 C 25.4 C No

Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020

Highway Capacity Manual: HCM; LOS: level of service

Site Access Evaluation

Operation of intersections of proposed Modified Project driveways with roadways was analyzed
using the ICU method for signalized intersections (two proposed driveway intersections) and the
HCM method for unsignalized intersections for the remaining three driveways. All the driveway
intersections would operate at acceptable LOS, as shown below in Table 29.

Impacts to Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
The project applicant is required to construct a bike trail over the railroad easement on the project

site connecting South Coast Drive and Sunflower Avenue. Project development would not block
sidewalks or bicycle facilities on or near the project site, and no significant impact would occur.

TABLE 29
LEVELS OF SERVICE FOR PROPOSED MODIFIED PROJECT DRIVEWAYS
Year 2021 With Project Year 2035 With Project
Conditions Conditions
Intersection (Traffic Control) Peak Hour | ICU/Delay’ LOS ICU/Delay’ LOS
Project Driveway 1 at AM 11.3 B 11.5 Cc
Sunflower Avenue (CSS) PM 13.1 B 13.4 C
Project Driveway 2 at Sunflower Avenue AM 10.0 A 10.2 B
(CSS) PM 10.3 B 10.5 B
Project Driveway 3 at Harbor AM 0.502 A 0.481 A
Boulevard/Law Court (TS) PM 0.485 A 0.538 A
Project Driveway 4 at South Coast Drive AM 0.325 A 0.334 A
(TS) PM 0.702 C 0.846 D
Project Driveway 5 at South Coast Drive AM 9.9 C 9.9 C
(CSS) PM 16.9 C 22.4 C
CSS: cross-street stop; TS: traffic signal; ICU: intersection capacity utilization; LOS: level of service
! ICU is in units of seconds per vehicle (of control delay); delay is in units of seconds
Source: Linscott, Law, & Greenspan 2020
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Impacts Summary

Modified Project traffic impacts in 2021 with-project conditions and 2035 with-project conditions,
including to intersections under Caltrans jurisdiction, would be less than significant. Modified
Project traffic impacts at intersections of Project driveways with roadways would be less than
significant. No new significant impact would occur and no subsequent CEQA analysis is required.

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?

No substantial change from previous analysis. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) pertains
to the use of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as a method of determining the significance of
transportation impacts. Based on direction from the City of Costa Mesa, VMT was not analyzed
in the TIA for the 2017 IS/MND and is not analyzed in the TIA for the Modified Project.
Implementation of Section 15064.3 will be mandatory statewide effective July 1, 2020. The
ISIMND was circulated for public review in 2017 and is thus not subject to Section 15064.3, part
of the CEQA Guidelines Update effective December 28, 2018. No additional CEQA analysis is
required.

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project does not propose
changes to surrounding roadways. The Modified Project proposes site access via five driveways:
two from Sunflower Avenue, two from South Coast Drive, and one from Harbor Boulevard. The
Modified Project proposes one additional driveway compared to the Approved Project, which
proposed one driveway from Sunflower Avenue rather than two. All proposed intersections of
driveways with roadways would be perpendicular; the designs of the intersections would not
create hazards. Modified Project development would not add incompatible uses to area roadways.
No impacts respecting design features or incompatible uses were identified in the IS/MND. No
new impact would occur, and no subsequent CEQA analysis is required.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would not
cause inadequate emergency access. Modified Project construction would not block public
roadways and thus would not block emergency access to surrounding travel lanes. The Modified
Project site plan would provide emergency access to all reused and proposed new buildings
conforming with California Fire Code Section 503. No new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (c) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the transportation and traffic
resources analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.
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Mitigation Program

The IS/MND did not set forth mitigation measures for transportation impacts.

418 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.18.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Tribal cultural resources (TCRs) are defined by Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21074, as
sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe in California that is on the contact list maintained by the Native
American Heritage Commission. As part of the ISIMND prepared for the Approved Project, the
City notified 14 tribes of the Approved Project and received one response. The Gabrielino Band
of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation requested that a Certified Native American Monitor be present
during any and all ground disturbance in an effort to protect any cultural resources that may be
affected. The IS/MND concluded that grading and excavation activities could disturb
archaeological resources that may be buried in site soils. Impacts to TCRs were determined to
be less than significant after implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-1.

4.18.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or
in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code
section 5020.1(k), or

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

As discussed previously, no historic resources on or next to the Modified Project site were
identified in the City of Costa Mesa General Plan and General Plan FEIR. The project site is
shown as farmland in historical aerial photographs dated 1953 and 1963 (NETR.com 2019). The
original LA Times building opened in 1968 and was expanded in 1980 and 1989. The IS/MND
identified the nearest resources eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) and/or the City’s Local Register of Historic Places as the Segerstrom House and
Segerstrom Barn, both about 0.5 mile southeast of the project site and which are both eligible for
listing on the NRHP; Modified Project development would not diminish the historical significance
of those resources. Therefore, Modified Project development would not degrade the significance
of a historical resource, and no new significant impact would occur.

The Modified Project site is located within an urbanized area, is fully developed with a variety of
structures, and has historically been subject to high degree of disturbance associated with
development of the Los Angeles Times industrial building. According to Section 21074 of the
Public Resources Code, tribal cultural resources include (1) sites, features, places, cultural
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landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a tribe that are listed or determined
to be eligible for listing, in the national or state register of historical resources, or listed in a local
register of historic resources; or (2) a resource that the lead agency determines, in its discretion,
is a tribal cultural resource. Because the Project would involve redevelopment of the previously
fully developed site, the Project would not represent the loss of tribal cultural resources that were
not already impacted through the previous construction and development activities. As noted
above, no archaeological resources, including tribal cultural resources, have been identified on
the Project Site. Additionally, no cemeteries or identified human remains are known to be located
on the Modified Project site. However, the Modified Project would comply with Section 7050.5 of
the California Health and Safety Code and Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources
Code, which require the County Coroner to be notified immediately if any human remains are
encountered. Consistent with the analysis provided in the IS/IMND, adherence to Mitigation
Measure CULT-1 would ensure that any potential impacts related to archaeological resources,
including tribal cultural resources, would be less than significant. As a result, the Modified Project
would not create a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects related to tribal cultural resources.

419 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

4.19.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) Initial
Study/Mitigated

Water

The IS/MND for the Approved Project included a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) as an
appendix, and the WSA was summarized in the IS/MND text. MWD was identified as the water
supplier for the project. Project buildout water demand was estimated at about 126 acre-feet per
year (afy); existing water use onsite was approximately 15 afy; and the net increase in water
demand by project buildout would be about 111 afy or 99,090 gallons per day (gpd). The IS/MND
concluded that MWD would have sufficient water supplies to meet project water demands over
the 2020-2040 period in a normal, single-dry year, and multiple-dry year conditions. Impacts were
identified as less than significant.

Wastewater

The IS/MND identified the Costa Mesa Sanitary District (CMSD) as providing sewer service for
the project site; and that existing sewers serving the site have sufficient capacity for project-
generated wastewater. Impacts were determined to be less than significant.

Storm Drainage

The IS/MND concluded that existing storm drainage facilities serving the site would accommodate
site runoff in post-project conditions, and no new or expanded drainage facilities were required.
Impacts were determined to be less than significant.

Solid Waste

The IS/MND determined that the Frank Bowerman Landfill has sufficient capacity for project-
generated solid waste and that the project would comply with regulations governing solid waste
disposal. Impacts were identified as less than significant.
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4.19.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Would the Project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, or
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis.
Water

The Modified Project would consist of 504,877 SF of reuse and new construction, 60,282 SF less
than the 565,159 SF for the Approved Project (see Table 2 of Section 3.4) or a reduction of about
11 percent. The Water Supply Assessment (WSA) for the Approved Project estimated water
demand for the entire Approved Project (all three phases) as about 112,750 gallons per day (gpd).
The Modified Project differs from the Approved Project as analyzed in the WSA somewhat
regarding proposed land uses; for instance, the WSA accounts for a 400-room hotel in the
Approved Project, which is excluded from the Modified Project. Nearly half of the water demand
estimated for the Approved Project by the WSA would be for the hotel.® Thus, the WSA is
conservative regarding the Modified Project in terms of water demand factors by various land use
types. Considering the slight reduction in square footage for the Modified Project compared to the
Approved Project, water demand by the Modified Project is expected to be lower than that for the
Approved Project. The WSA determined that MWD has sufficient forecasted water supplies for
the Approved Project. The WSA finding is expected to apply to the Modified Project as well;
therefore, Modified Project development would not cause any new adverse impact on water
supplies. No new impact would occur.

Wastewater

Wastewater generation for the Approved Project and the Modified Project is estimated as
100 percent of indoor water demands. The WSA for the Approved Project estimated that nearly
97 percent of Approved Project water demand would be indoors. The Modified Project proposes
landscaping on about the same proportion of the project site as the Approved Project did. Thus,
indoor water use as a proportion of total water use for the Modified Project is expected to be
approximately the same as for the Approved Project. Modified Project water demand would be
lower than that of the Approved Project, as explained in the water analysis above. Thus,
wastewater generation by the Modified Project would also be lower than that for the Approved
Project. The Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) would provide wastewater treatment for
the Modified Project. The OCSD operates two wastewater treatment plants: Plant No. 1 in the
City of Fountain Valley, and Plant No. 2 in the City of Huntington Beach. Plant No. 1 has
secondary treatment capacity of 182 million gallons per day (mgd) and had average daily flows in
2017-18 of 120 mgd; Plant No. 2 has secondary treatment capacity of 150 mgd and had average
daily flows in 2017-18 of 65 mgd (OCSD 2018). Wastewater treatment capacity in the region is
sufficient for project-generated wastewater, and no new impact would occur.

8 Water demand by the hotel would be 50,000 gpd, or about 44 percent of the 112,750 gpd for the entire Approved
Project (Psomas 2017).
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Storm Water Drainage

Modified Project development would not add impervious surfaces to the project site compared to
Approved Project development. Thus, Modified Project development would not increase the rate
or volume of runoff. Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would limit discharges of
runoff off site to no more than the existing runoff rate, pursuant to OC Public Works requirements.
The Modified Project would include bioretention planters in several parts of the project site, as the
Approved Project did. Modified Project development would not require construction of additional
or expanded storm water drainage facilities compared to those planned for the Approved Project,
and no new impact would occur.

Electricity

The Modified Project comprises slightly less building area than the Approved Project. Although
electricity demand was not quantified in the IS/MND prepared for the Approved Project, the
Modified Project is expected to generate slightly reduced electricity demands when compared to
the Approved Project, and electricity would be provided pursuant to Public Utilities Commission
regulations and requirements. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no new impacts would
occur.

Natural Gas

The Modified Project comprises slightly less building area than the Approved Project. Although
natural gas demand was not quantified in the IS/MND prepared for the Approved Project, the
Modified Project is expected to generate slightly reduced natural gas demands when compared
to the Approved Project, and natural gas would be provided pursuant to Public Utilities
Commission regulations and requirements. Therefore, no new impacts would occur.

Telecommunications

Modified Project development is expected to generate slightly reduced telecommunications
demands for the same reason as the reductions for other utilities. Although telecommunications
was not expressly evaluated in the IS/MND prepared for the Approved Project,
telecommunications service would be provided pursuant to Public Utilities Commission
regulations and requirements. Therefore, no new impacts would occur.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The WSA for the Approved Project assessed
Approved Project water demands compared to MWD water supplies in normal, single-dry, and
multiple-dry years. The conclusion of the WSA regarding adequacy of MWD water supplies for
the Approved Project applies to the Modified Project as well (refer to Section 4.19.2.a, above). No
new impact would occur.
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¢) Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the Project that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project's projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. No new impact to wastewater treatment
capacity would occur, as explained above in Section 4.19.2.a.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. The Modified Project involves slightly less
building area than the Approved Project and therefore is expected to generate slightly less solid
waste than the Approved Project. The Modified Project involves 113,355 SF less of construction
and 60,312 SF less of demolition than the Approved Project would have. Thus, Modified Project
construction would generate less construction and demolition debris than Approved Project
construction would have. No new impact to solid waste disposal capacity or solid waste reduction
goals would occur.

e) Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the finding of the IS/MND for
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would comply with policies governing solid waste
disposal and diversion, including the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
(AB 939) and Section 5.408 of the CALGreen Code (California Code of Regulations Title 24 Part
11). No new impact would occur.

Conclusion

The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the
previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the utilities and services systems
analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for utilities and service systems impacts.
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420 WILDFIRE
4.20.1 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Wildfire impacts of the Approved Project were analyzed in the Hazards and Hazardous Materials
section of the IS/MND. The IS/MND concluded that the project site was not in or near a Fire
Hazard Severity Zone, that no wildland vegetation is near the project site, and that Approved
Project development would have no impact regarding wildfire risks.

4.20.2 PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Consistent with the finding in the IS/MND for
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not block roadways providing access to
surrounding properties and would not impede emergency access to the project site. No new
impact would occur.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would not add
slopes or wildland vegetation to the site and would not change prevailing winds on site. Thus,
Modified Project development would not expose project occupants to pollution concentrations
from a wildfire or uncontrolled spread of wildfire, and no impact would occur.

c¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development does not
involve installation or maintenance of infrastructure in areas where wildfire risk would be
exacerbated, and no new impact would occur.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability,
or drainage changes?

No Substantial Change from Previous Analysis. Modified Project development would not
exacerbate wildfire risks; and, thus, would not expose people or structures to secondary hazards
arising from wildfire, such as flooding or landslides. No new impact would occur.

Conclusion
The impacts of the Modified Project would be consistent with the impacts identified for the

previously approved projects analyzed in the IS/MND. The Modified Project would not create a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified effects. In
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regard to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Modified Project (1) would not propose
substantial changes; (2) would not have circumstantial changes when the project is undertaken;
(3) would bring about no new information of substantial importance that would (a) create new
significant impacts, (b) increase the severity of previously examined effects, or (¢) determine that
mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would, in fact, be feasible;
or (4) introduce mitigation measures that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous documents. For these reasons, no major revisions to the utilities and services systems
analysis provided in the IS/MND are required.

Mitigation Program

The 2017 IS/MND did not require mitigation for wildfire impacts.
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SECTION 5.0
CONCLUSIONS

Based on the analysis provided in this Addendum, the record demonstrates sufficient evidence to
determine that (1) the Modified Project does not represent a substantial change from the
previously approved project evaluated in Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site
(Planning Application-17-30) IS/MND; (2) no substantial changes have occurred with respect to
the circumstances under which the project is undertaken; and (3) the modifications to the Modified
Project have not introduced new information of substantial importance which was not known and
could not have been known at the time the project was certified as complete. The Modified Project
would not have any new or substantially more severe impacts than what was evaluated in
Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times Site (Planning Application-17-30) IS/MND. No new
Mitigation Measures are recommended in addition to those adopted at the time the project was
approved that would further reduce project impacts. Preliminary Master Plan for Former LA Times
Site (Planning Application-17-30) IS/MND, when considered in conjunction with this Addendum,
provides adequate documentation pursuant to the CEQA for the Preliminary Master Plan for the
Former LA Times project.
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AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS CALCULATIONS



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2

1.0 Project Characteristics

Page 1 of 1

LA Times Construction for Phases 1 and 2 - Orange County, Winter

LA Times Construction for Phases 1 and 2
Orange County, Winter

Date: 1/27/2020 9:57 AM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage loor Surface Area Population
e — . .
General Office Building 71.42 1000sqft 1.64 71,419.00 0
Parking Lot 470.00 1000sqft 10.79 470,000.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 6.35 1000sqft 0.15 6,354.00 0
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 22 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30
Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2021
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20O Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .
Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .




Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Trips and VMT - ..
Demolition - .

Grading - .

Architectural Coating - .

Vehicle Trips - Construction only

Area Coating - Construction only

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .

Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_NonresidentiaI_Exterior 38,887.00 19,444.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Nonresidential_Exterior 38,887.00 19,444.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Nonresidential_Interior 116,660.00 58,330.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Nonresidential_Interior 116,660.00 58,330.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Parking 28,200.00 14,100.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Parking 28,200.00 14,100.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00




tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 65.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 239.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 30.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 218.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 21.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 64.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 325.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 30.00 44.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 305.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 43.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 30.00 22.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 21.00
tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 6,000.00
tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 1,040.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 71,420.00 71,419.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 6,350.00 6,354.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 4.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 7.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 8.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 8.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 8.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 12.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 12.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 12.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 1.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 30.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 30.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 30.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 45.00 6.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 2.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 45.00 1.00




tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 2.46 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 1.05 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 11.03 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 0.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
_ __ __ __ I - -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 Ib/day Ib/day
2019 3.5690 35.6884 | 25.2562 0.05-79 3.2622 1.4042 4.5328 0.6804 1.2933 1.8507 0.0000 {5,894.9425,894.9423; 1.2970 0.0000 5,925.426
3 1
2020 24.1194 62.6017 § 46.9867 0.1105 4.5458 2.4473 6.9931 0.8419 2.2538 3.0956 0.0000 §11,066.21{11,066.215; 2.5924 0.0000 §11,131.02
56 6 53
2021 20.5009 12.0827 i 11.1223 0.0234 0.4408 0.4987 0.9395 0.1188 0.4589 0.5777 0.0000 $2,312.822}2,312.8226; 0.5703 0.0000 {2,327.079
6 6
Maximum 24.1194 62.6017 46.985 0.1105 4.5458 2.44% 6.9931 0.8419 2.2538 3.0956 0.0000 |11,066.21|11,066.215| 2.5924 0.0000 |11,131.02
56 6 53
Mitigated Construction
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 Ib/day Ib/day
2019 3.5690 35.6884 | 25.2562 0.05-79 2.2583 1.4042 3.5289 0.5284 1.2933 1.6987 0.0000 }5,894.94215,894.9423] 1.2970 0.0000 |5,925.426
3 1




2020 241194 | 62.6017 ; 46.9867 : 0.1105 2.9205 2.4473 5.3678 0.6379 2.2538 2.8917 0.0000 :11,066.21:11,066.215: 2.5924 0.0000 §11,131.02
56 6 53
2021 20.5009 12.0827 § 11.1223 i 0.0234 0.4408 0.4987 0.9395 0.1188 0.4589 0.5777 0.0000 §2,312.82212,312.8226! 0.5703 0.0000 £2,327.079
6 6
— - e -
Maximum 241194 | 62.6017 | 46.9867 | 0.1105 2.9205 2.4473 5.3678 0.6379 2.2538 2.8917 0.0000 | 11,066.21[11,066.215| 2.5924 0.0000 |11,131.02
56 6 53
__ __ __ __ . T —— v
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 31.87 0.00 21.09 21.69 0.00 6.44 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
[ L __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Area 1.9450 5.2000e- i 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- § 2.0000e- 2.0000e- i 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 { 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
Energy 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 { 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 ! 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
003
Mobile 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
I B A
Total 2.0129 0.6184 0.5752 | 3.7100e- | 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 741.6151 | 741.6151 | 0.0145 0.0136 | 746.0294
003
Mitigated Operational
[ L __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Area 1.9450 5.2000e- ; 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- § 2.0000e- 2.0000e- ; 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 § 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004




Energy 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 : 0.0142 0.0136 § 745.9016
003

Mobile 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

. I — I — —

Total 2.0129 0.6184 0.5752 3.7100e- 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 741.6151 | 741.6151 0.0145 0.0136 | 746.0294

003
__ __ __ __ e ——————
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM2.5 [ Bio-CO2 [ NBio-CO2 [Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
I PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total I
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
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
— . I T T T —— T —— T ———— |
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysjNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
——— . o~ o~

1 P1a Demolition Demolition 6/1/2019 8/1/2019 5 44
2 Site Preparation Site Preparation 6/1/2019 8/30/2019 5 65
3 P1a Renovation Building Construction 6/1/2019 4/30/2020 5 239
4 P1a Grading Grading 10/1/2019 10/30/2019 5 22
5 P1b Building Construction Building Construction 10/1/2019 7/30/2020 5 218
6 P1a Paving Paving 11/1/2019 11/29/2019 5 21
7 P1b Demolition Demolition 12/1/2019 2/27/2020 5 64
8 P1b Renovation Building Construction 12/1/2019 2/26/2021 5 325
9 P1 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 2/1/2020 2/28/2020 5 20
10 P2 Demolition Demolition 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 5 44
11 P1b Grading Grading 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 5 44
12 P2 Renovation Building Construction 3/1/2020 4/30/2021 5 305
13 P1b Paving Paving 4/1/2020 5/29/2020 5 43
14 P2 Grading Grading 6/1/2020 6/30/2020 5 22
15 P2 Paving Paving 7/1/2020 7/30/2020 5 22
16 P2 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 5/1/2021 5/31/2021 5 21

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0
Acres of Paving: 10.79
Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 58,330; Non-Residential Outdoor: 19,444; Striped Parking Area:

OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name m ype Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
P1a Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73
IP1a Demolition Excavators 2 8.00 158 0.38|
P1a Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40Q
JP1a Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.00 97 0.37]
Site Preparation Excavators 2 8.00 158 0.383
Site Preparation Graders 0 8.00 187 0.41
Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.408
Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37
P1a Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
P1a Renovation Air Compressors 0 6.00 78 0.48|
IP1a Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
IP1a Renovation Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.2o|
IP1 a Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP1a Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
P1a Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
P1a Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IP1a Grading Cranes 0 4.00 231 0.29|
IP1 a Grading Excavators 0 8.00 158 0.38|
IP1a Grading Forklifts 0 6.00 89 0.204
IP1a Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP1a Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IP1a Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.4o|
IP1a Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48]
IP1 a Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37




IP1 b Building Construction Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP1 b Building Construction Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
IP1 b Building Construction Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.2o|
IP1 b Building Construction Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP1 b Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Building Construction Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP1a Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56]
IP1a Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP1a Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP1a Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38]
IP1a Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37
P1b Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
P1b Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38|
IP1 b Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40Q
IP1 b Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP1 b Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
P1b Renovation Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.20|
P1b Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP1 b Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45)
IP1 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48|
IP2 Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
P2 Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38|
P2 Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40Q
IP2 Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Grading Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56|
IP1 b Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IP1 b Grading Excavators 0 8.00 158 0.38]
IP1 b Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41




IP1 b Grading Pavers 0 7.00 130 0.42
IP1 b Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IP1 b Grading Rollers 0 7.00 80 0.38|
IP1 b Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40|
IP1 b Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48]
IP1 b Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
P2 Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP2 Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29'
IP2 Renovation Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.2o|
IP2 Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP2 Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
P2 Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP1 b Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56§
IP1 b Paving Pavers 0 7.00 130 0.42
IP1 b Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP1 b Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38}
IP1 b Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37
IP2 Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IP2 Grading Excavators 0 8.00 158 0.38]
IP2 Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP2 Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IP2 Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40|
IP2 Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48]
IP2 Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56§
IP2 Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP2 Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP2 Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38}
IP2 Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37
IP2 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48|




Trips and VMT

E’hase Name O#road Equipment Worker ?rip Vendor 7rip Hauling ?rip Worker 7rip Vendor 7rip Hauling ?rip Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
Class Class
I - - T ————— T ———
P1a Demolition 3 8.00 0.00 243.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Site Preparation 3 8.00 0.00 130.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1a Renovation 5 30.00 12.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1a Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Building 5 30.00 12.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Constouction
P1a Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 487.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Renovation 5 30.00 12.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1 Architectural 1 6.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Cnatina.
P2 Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 215.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Grading 3 8.00 0.00 750.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Renovation 5 2.00 1.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Architectural 1 1.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
‘iﬂi“nn
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
3.2 P1a Demolition - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
L I —
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.1969 0.0000 1.1969 0.1812 0.0000 0.1812 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 0.3757 0.3757 0.3456 0.3456 1,252.907 {1,252.9076¢ 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7
— e — o
Total 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 1.1969 0.3757 1.5726 0.1812 0.3456 0.5269 1,252.907 [1,252.9076| 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0471 1.6585 0.4155 | 4.2200e- 0.0962 i 6.4300e- : 0.1026 0.0263 6.1500e- 0.0325 469.3161 | 469.3161 0.0510 470.5913
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- 0.0894 | 6.0000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.5000e- 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
| E—— e e~ —— T~~~ . T E———r—
Total 0.0843 1.6823 0.6797 | 5.0800e- 0.1856 | 7.0300e- | 0.1926 0.0500 6.7000e- 0.0567 554.5780 | 554.5780 | 0.0531 555.9058
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.4668 0.0000 0.4668 0.0707 0.0000 0.0707 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 0.3757 0.3757 0.3456 0.3456 0.0000 1,252.907 {1,252.9076; 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7
— —— —
Total 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 0.4668 0.3757 0.8425 0.0707 0.3456 0.4163 0.0000 | 1,252.907 [1,252.9076| 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0471 16585 | 0.4155 | 4.2200e- i 0.0962 | 6.4300e- ; 0.1026 | 0.0263 | 6.1500e- | 0.0325 469.3161 | 469.3161 | 0.0510 470.5913
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 | 0.2642 ; 8.6000e- ;| 0.0894 ; 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 ; 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 85.2619 ; 85.2619 ; 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
| —— I e —————~————s e ———————
Total 0.0843 1.6823 | 0.6797 | 5.0800e- | 0.1856 | 7.0300e- | 0.1926 | 0.0500 | 6.7000e- | 0.0567 554.5780 | 554.5780 | 0.0531 555.9058
003 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.8100e- { 0.0000 ; 1.8100e- | 2.7000e- | 0.0000 | 2.7000e- 0.0000 0.0000
003 003 004 004
Off-Road 0.7543 7.7011 | 8.8291 | 0.0134 0.4147 | 04147 0.3815 | 0.3815 1,329.79311,329.7930] 0.4207 1,340.311
0 3
I I e ——————
Total 0.7543 7.7011 | 8.8291 | 0.0134 | 1.8100e- | 0.4147 | 0.4165 | 2.7000e- | 0.3815 | 0.3818 1,329.793 [1,329.7930[ 0.4207 1,340.311
003 004 0 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0171 0.6006 0.1505 | 1.5300e- { 0.0348 | 2.3300e- i 0.0372 | 9.5300e- | 2.2300e- | 0.0118 169.9581  169.9581 i 0.0185 170.4199
003 003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
| E—— - e — I
Total 0.0543 0.6244 0.4147 | 2.3900e- | 0.1243 | 2.9300e- | 0.1272 0.0332 | 2.7800e- | 0.0360 255.2200 | 255.2200 | 0.0206 255.7343
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 7.1000e- { 0.0000 { 7.1000e- { 1.1000e- { 0.0000 1.1000e- 0.0000 0.0000
004 004 004 004
Off-Road 0.7543 7.7011 8.8291 0.0134 0.4147 0.4147 0.3815 0.3815 0.0000 11,329.79311,329.7930! 0.4207 1,340.311
0 3
I - e~ —————
Total 0.7543 7.7011 8.8291 0.0134 | 7.1000e- | 0.4147 0.4154 | 1.1000e- | 0.3815 0.3816 0.0000 |1,329.793|1,329.7930| 0.4207 1,340.311
004 004 0 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0171 0.6006 0.1505 | 1.5300e- { 0.0348 i 2.3300e- ! 0.0372 [ 9.5300e- { 2.2300e- ! 0.0118 169.9581 i 169.9581 i 0.0185 170.4199
003 003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- { 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.0543 0.6244 0.414-7 2.3900e- 0.1243 | 2.9300e- 0.1272 0.0332 2.7-800e- 0.0360 255.2200 | 255.2200 | 0.0206 255.7343
003 003 003
3.4 P1a Renovation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o e o .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0469 1.3632 0.3952 | 2.9400e- 0.0767 { 9.3700e- i 0.0861 0.0221 8.9600e- 0.0310 319.6262 § 319.6262 ;i 0.0291 320.3539
003 003 003
Worker 0.1395 0.0891 0.9908 3.2100e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 319.7321 § 319.7321 | 7.8800e- 319.9290
003 003 003 003
Total 0.1864 1.4523 1.3861 6.1500e- 0.4120 0.0116 0.4236 0.1110 0.0110 0.1220 639.3583 | 639.3583 | 0.0370 640.2830
003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— o e — .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 1§ 845.0531 i 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
- . o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0469 1.3632 0.3952 | 2.9400e- 0.0767 | 9.3700e- i 0.0861 0.0221 8.9600e- 0.0310 319.6262 { 319.6262 i 0.0291 320.3539
003 003 003
Worker 0.1395 0.0891 0.9908 3.2100e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- i 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 319.7321 § 319.7321 | 7.8800e- 319.9290
003 003 003 003
?otal 0.1864 1.4523 1.3861 6.1500e- 0.4120 0.0116 0.4236 0.1110 0.0110 0.1220 639.3583 | 639.3583 | 0.0370 640.2830
003
3.4 P1a Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 : 0.2674 833.3649
003
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0400 1.2497 0.3617 | 2.9200e- 0.0767 | 6.6300e- | 0.0833 0.0221 6.3500e- 0.0284 317.3593 { 317.3593 | 0.0276 318.0503
003 003 003
Worker 0.1303 0.0798 0.9076 3.1000e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 309.4863 { 309.4863 | 7.0600e- 309.6629
003 003 003 003
| E—— - e~
Total 0.1703 1.3295 1.2693 | 6.0200e- 0.4120 | 8.8500e- | 0.4209 0.1110 8.3900e- 0.1194 626.8456 | 626.8456 | 0.0347 627.7132
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 ; 826.6808 ; 826.6808 ; 0.2674 833.3649
003
| E—— —
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 0.0400 1.2497 0.3617 | 2.9200e- 0.0767 |} 6.6300e- ; 0.0833 0.0221 6.3500e- 0.0284 317.3593 § 317.3593 | 0.0276 318.0503
003 003 003
Worker 0.1303 0.0798 0.9076 3.1000e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 309.4863 ; 309.4863 ; 7.0600e- 309.6629
003 003 003 003
| E—— - e~
Total 0.1703 1.3295 1.2693 | 6.0200e- 0.4120 | 8.8500e- | 0.4209 0.1110 8.3900e- 0.1194 626.8456 | 626.8456 | 0.0347 627.7132
003 003 003
3.5 P1a Grading - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.5908 0.0000 1.5908 0.1718 0.0000 0.1718 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5921 19.7447 § 10.1099 0.0223 0.7269 0.7269 0.6696 0.6696 2,191.92112,191.9210i 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
- - e — I
Total 1.5921 19.7447 | 10.1099 0.0223 1.5908 0.7269 2.3177 0.1718 0.6696 0.8413 2,191.9212,191.9210| 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
Total 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- | 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
e o
Fugitive Dust 0.6204 0.0000 0.6204 0.0670 0.0000 0.0670 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5921 19.7447 1 10.1099 I 0.0223 0.7269 0.7269 0.6696 0.6696 0.0000 12,191.92112,191.9210! 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
- — e — I
Total 1.5921 19.7447 | 10.1099 | 0.0223 0.6204 0.7269 1.3473 0.0670 0.6696 0.7366 0.0000 |2,191.921]2,191.9210| 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- { 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.037-2 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.5000e- 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
3.6 P1b Building Construction - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o e o .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0469 1.3632 0.3952 | 2.9400e- 0.0767 { 9.3700e- i 0.0861 0.0221 8.9600e- 0.0310 319.6262 § 319.6262 ;i 0.0291 320.3539
003 003 003
Worker 0.1395 0.0891 0.9908 3.2100e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 319.7321 § 319.7321 | 7.8800e- 319.9290
003 003 003 003
Total 0.1864 1.4523 1.3861 6.1500e- 0.4120 0.0116 0.4236 0.1110 0.0110 0.1220 639.3583 | 639.3583 | 0.0370 640.2830
003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— o e — .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 1§ 845.0531 i 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
- . o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0469 1.3632 0.3952 | 2.9400e- 0.0767 | 9.3700e- i 0.0861 0.0221 8.9600e- 0.0310 319.6262 { 319.6262 i 0.0291 320.3539
003 003 003
Worker 0.1395 0.0891 0.9908 3.2100e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- i 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 319.7321 § 319.7321 | 7.8800e- 319.9290
003 003 003 003
?otal 0.1864 1.4523 1.3861 6.1500e- 0.4120 0.0116 0.4236 0.1110 0.0110 0.1220 639.3583 | 639.3583 | 0.0370 640.2830
003
3.6 P1b Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 : 0.2674 833.3649
003
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0400 1.2497 0.3617 | 2.9200e- 0.0767 | 6.6300e- | 0.0833 0.0221 6.3500e- 0.0284 317.3593 { 317.3593 | 0.0276 318.0503
003 003 003
Worker 0.1303 0.0798 0.9076 3.1000e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 309.4863 { 309.4863 | 7.0600e- 309.6629
003 003 003 003
| E—— - e~
Total 0.1703 1.3295 1.2693 | 6.0200e- 0.4120 | 8.8500e- | 0.4209 0.1110 8.3900e- 0.1194 626.8456 | 626.8456 | 0.0347 627.7132
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 ; 826.6808 ; 826.6808 ; 0.2674 833.3649
003
| E—— —
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 0.0400 1.2497 0.3617 | 2.9200e- 0.0767 |} 6.6300e- ; 0.0833 0.0221 6.3500e- 0.0284 317.3593 § 317.3593 | 0.0276 318.0503
003 003 003
Worker 0.1303 0.0798 0.9076 3.1000e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 309.4863 ; 309.4863 ; 7.0600e- 309.6629
003 003 003 003
| E—— - e~
Total 0.1703 1.3295 1.2693 | 6.0200e- 0.4120 | 8.8500e- | 0.4209 0.1110 8.3900e- 0.1194 626.8456 | 626.8456 | 0.0347 627.7132
003 003 003
3.7 P1a Paving - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Off-Road 0.6660 6.7383 6.3380 | 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 922.6868 | 922.6868 i 0.2919 929.9850
003
Paving 1.3462 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
I — —
Total 2.0122 6.7383 6.3380 | 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 922.6868 | 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
Total 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- | 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Off-Road 0.6660 6.7383 6.3380 [ 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 0.0000 | 922.6868 ! 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Paving 1.3462 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
I — —
Total 2.0122 6.7383 6.3380 | 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 0.0000 | 922.6868 | 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0372 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- { 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.037-2 0.0238 0.2642 | 8.6000e- 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.5000e- 0.0243 85.2619 | 85.2619 | 2.1000e- 85.3144
004 004 004 003
3.8 P1b Demolition - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I I
Fugitive Dust 1.6457 0.0000 1.6457 0.2492 0.0000 0.2492 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 7.4900e- 0.2464 0.2464 0.2267 0.2267 741.7820 § 741.7820 i 0.2347 747.6493
003
| E—— - — - e E— e~
Total 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 | 7.4900e- 1.6457 0.2464 1.8921 0.2492 0.2267 0.4758 741.7820 | 741.7820 | 0.2347 747.6493
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0649 2.2852 0.5?24 5.8200e- 0.3246 | 8.8500e- i 0.3334 0.0834 8.4%0e— 0.0919 646.6374 § 646.6374 i 0.0703 648.3945
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0233 0.0149 0.1651 5.3000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- ; 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 53.2887 | 53.2887 | 1.3100e- 53.3215
004 004 004 003
Total 0.0882 2.3000 0.%76 6.3500e- 0.3805 | 9.2200e- | 0.3897 0.0982 8.8100e- 0.1071 699.9261 | 699.9261 0.0716 701.7160
003 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—— ——
Fugitive Dust 0.6418 0.0000 0.6418 0.0972 0.0000 0.0972 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 7.4900e- 0.2464 0.2464 0.2267 0.2267 0.0000 § 741.7820 i 741.7820 0.2347 747.6493
003
- e — e E— I
Total 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 7.4900e- 0.6418 0.2464 0.8882 0.0972 0.2267 0.3238 0.0000 | 741.7820 | 741.7820 | 0.2347 747.6493
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0649 2.2852 0.5724 5.8200e- 0.3246 | 8.8500e- | 0.3334 0.0834 8.4700e- 0.0919 646.6374 | 646.6374 i 0.0703 648.3945
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0233 0.0149 0.1651 5.3000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 53.2887 53.2887 | 1.3100e- 53.3215
004 004 004 003
- — T~
Total 0.0882 2.3000 0.7376 6.3500e- 0.3805 | 9.2200e- | 0.3897 0.0982 8.8100e- 0.1071 699.9261 | 699.9261 0.0716 701.7160
003 003 003
3.8 P1b Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.6457 0.0000 1.6457 0.2492 0.0000 0.2492 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
— - o e~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 1.6457 0.2167 1.8624 0.2492 0.1994 0.4486 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0589 2.1 15 0.5566 | 5.7400e- 0.1852 i 6.9000e- : 0.1921 0.0492 6.6000e- 0.0558 639.3244 § 639.3244 | 0.0689 641.0466
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0217 0.0133 0.1513 | 5.2000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- { 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 51.5811 51.5811 | 1.1800e- 51.6105
004 004 004 003
| E—— e — I
Total 0.0806 2.1320 0.7079 | 6.2600e- 0.2411 7.2700e- | 0.2484 0.0640 6.9400e- 0.0710 690.9055 | 690.9055 | 0.0701 692.6570
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6418 0.0000 0.6418 0.0972 0.0000 0.0972 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 0.0000 ; 725.6948 ; 725.6948 ;| 0.2347 731.5624
003
— o e T " BT e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 0.6418 0.2167 0.8585 0.0972 0.1994 0.2966 0.0000 | 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0589 2.1 15 0.5566 5.7400e- 0.1852 | 6.9000e- i 0.1921 0.0492 6.6000e- 0.0558 639.3244 | 639.3244 ;i 0.0689 641.0466
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0217 0.0133 0.1513 5.2000e- 0.0559 ;i 3.7000e- ;i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 51.5811 51.5811 1.1800e- 51.6105
004 004 004 003
- e — I
Total 0.0806 2.1320 0.7079 6.2600e- 0.2411 7.2700e- | 0.2484 0.0640 6.9400e- 0.0710 690.9055 | 690.9055 | 0.0701 692.6570
003 003 003
3.9 P1b Renovation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o e o .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
- o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0469 1.3632 0.3952 | 2.9400e- { 0.0767 | 9.3700e- { 0.0861 0.0221 8.9600e- | 0.0310 319.6262 | 319.6262 | 0.0291 320.3539
003 003 003
Worker 0.1395 0.0891 0.9908 | 3.2100e- ; 0.3353 | 2.2400e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 | 2.0600e- ; 0.0910 319.7321 § 319.7321 | 7.8800e- 319.9290
003 003 003 003
| E——
Total 0.1864 1.4523 1.3861 | 6.1500e- | 0.4120 0.0116 0.4236 0.1110 0.0110 0.1220 639.3583 | 639.3583 | 0.0370 640.2830
003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o o o .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 i 845.0531 | 0.2674 851.7373
003
| E—— o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 | 845.0531 | 0.2674 851.7373
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0469 1.3632 0.3952 | 2.9400e- { 0.0767 | 9.3700e- | 0.0861 0.0221 8.9600e- | 0.0310 319.6262 | 319.6262 | 0.0291 320.3539
003 003 003
Worker 0.1395 0.0891 0.9908 | 3.2100e- { 0.3353 | 2.2400e- | 0.3376 0.0889 | 2.0600e- | 0.0910 319.7321 § 319.7321 | 7.8800e- 319.9290
003 003 003 003




?otal 0.1864 1.4523 1.3861 6.1500e- 0.4120 0.0116 0.4236 0.1110 0.0110 0.1220 639.3583 | 639.3583 | 0.0370 640.2830
003
3.9 P1b Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
o
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 { 826.6808 i 0.2674 833.3649
003
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0400 1.2497 0.3617 | 2.9200e- 0.0767 | 6.6300e- { 0.0833 0.0221 6.3500e- 0.0284 317.3593 § 317.3593 | 0.0276 318.0503
003 003 003
Worker 0.1303 0.0798 0.9076 3.1000e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 309.4863 | 309.4863 | 7.0600e- 309.6629
003 003 003 003
- e~
Total 0.1703 1.3295 1.2693 | 6.0200e- 0.4120 | 8.8500e- | 0.4209 0.1110 8.3900e- 0.1194 626.8456 | 626.8456 | 0.0347 627.7132
003 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 { 826.6808 i 826.6808 i 0.2674 833.3649
003
?otal 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0400 1.2497 0.3617 | 2.9200e- 0.0767 | 6.6300e- { 0.0833 0.0221 6.3500e- 0.0284 317.3593 { 317.3593 | 0.0276 318.0503
003 003 003
Worker 0.1303 0.0798 0.9076 3.1000e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 309.4863 | 309.4863 | 7.0600e- 309.6629
003 003 003 003
- - e~
Total 0.1703 1.3295 1.2693 | 6.0200e- 0.4120 | 8.8500e- | 0.4209 0.1110 8.3900e- 0.1194 626.8456 | 626.8456 | 0.0347 627.7132
003 003 003
3.9 P1b Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
—— —— ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0336 1.1231 0.3350 | 2.8900e- 0.0767 i 2.4300e- i 0.0791 0.0221 2.3200e- 0.0244 314.6268 | 314.6268 | 0.0265 315.2900
003 003 003
Worker 0.1226 0.0720 0.8408 3.0000e- 0.3353 | 2.1700e- { 0.3375 0.0889 2.0000e- 0.0909 298.7497 | 298.7497 | 6.4000e- 298.9096
003 003 003 003
| E—— I
Total 0.1562 1.1951 1.1758 | 5.8900e- 0.4120 | 4.6000e- | 0.4166 0.1110 4.3200e- 0.1153 613.3765 | 613.3765 | 0.0329 614.1996
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— e e —
Off-Road 0.4754 5.3946 49313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 ; 826.6553 ; 826.6553 { 0.2674 833.3393
003
| E—— —— —— —
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 | 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 | 0.0000 j 0.0000 0.0000 § 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0336 11231 | 0.3350 | 2.8900e- i 0.0767 ; 2.4300e- { 0.0791 | 0.0221 | 2.3200e- | 0.0244 314.6268 | 314.6268 | 0.0265 315.2900
003 003 003
Worker 0.1226 0.0720 | 0.8408 ; 3.0000e- ; 0.3353 ; 2.1700e- ; 0.3375 ; 0.0889 | 2.0000e- ; 0.0909 298.7497 i 298.7497 ; 6.4000e- 298.9096
003 003 003 003
| —— I
Total 0.1562 11951 | 1.1758 | 5.8900e- | 0.4120 | 4.6000e- | 0.4166 | 0.1110 | 4.3200e- | 0.1153 613.3765 | 613.3765 | 0.0329 614.1996
003 003 003
3.10 P1 Architectural Coating - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating i 21.2918 0.0000 i 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2422 16838 | 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 i 0.1109 0.1109 | 0.1109 281.4481 | 2814481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Total 21.5340 | 1.6838 | 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 | 0.1109 0.1109 | 0.1109 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0261 0.0160 0.1815 | 6.2000e- ;{ 0.0671 ; 4.4000e- ; 0.0675 0.0178 | 4.1000e- ; 0.0182 61.8973 | 61.8973 | 1.4100e- 61.9326
004 004 004 003
| E—— — —— — e T~~~y
Total 0.0261 0.0160 0.1815 | 6.2000e- | 0.0671 | 4.4000e- | 0.0675 0.0178 | 4.1000e- | 0.0182 61.8973 | 61.8973 | 1.4100e- 61.9326
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating 21.2918 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2422 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.0000 | 281.4481 ! 281.4481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Total 21.5340 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0261 0.0160 0.1815 | 6.2000e- { 0.0671 | 4.4000e- | 0.0675 0.0178 | 4.1000e- | 0.0182 61.8973 | 61.8973 | 1.4100e- 61.9326
004 004 004 003




- — —— — — —
Total 0.0261 0.0160 0.1815 | 6.2000e- 0.0671 4.4000e- | 0.0675 0.0178 4.1000e- 0.0182 61.8973 | 61.8973 | 1.4100e- 61.9326
004 004 004 003
3.11 P2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.0583 0.0000 1.0583 0.1602 0.0000 0.1602 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
| E—— — o — e~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 1.0583 0.2167 1.2750 0.1602 0.1994 0.3596 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— I e
Hauling 0.0378 1.3605 0.3574 | 3.6800e- 0.0851 4.4300e- i 0.0895 0.0233 4.2400e- 0.0275 410.5425 § 410.5425 i 0.0442 411.6483
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0217 0.0133 0.1513 | 5.2000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- ; 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 51.5811 51.5811 | 1.1800e- 51.6105
004 004 004 003
— — - —
Total 0.0595 1.3738 0.5087 | 4.2000e- 0.1410 | 4.8000e- | 0.1458 0.0381 4.5800e- 0.0427 462.1235 | 462.1235 | 0.0454 463.2588
003 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.4127 0.0000 0.4127 0.0625 0.0000 0.0625 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 0.0000 § 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
- — — o e~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 0.4127 0.2167 0.6294 0.0625 0.1994 0.2619 0.0000 | 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— I e
Hauling 0.0378 1.3605 0.3574 | 3.6800e- 0.0851 4.4300e- i 0.0895 0.0233 4.2400e- 0.0275 410.5425 | 410.5425 i 0.0442 411.6483
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0217 0.0133 0.1513 5.2000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 51.5811 51.5811 | 1.1800e- 51.6105
004 004 004 003
?otal 0.0595 1.3%8 0.508-7 4.2000e- 0.1410 | 4.8000e- | 0.1458 0.0381 4.5800e- 0.042-7 462.1235 | 462.1235 | 0.0454 463.2588
003 003 003
3.12 P1b Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.6062 0.0000 1.6062 0.1741 0.0000 0.1741 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 2,144.213 12,144.2132; 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e — - -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 1.6062 0.6704 2.2765 0.1741 0.6175 0.7916 2,144.213 |12,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.1319 4.7460 1.2469 0.0129 0.2968 0.0155 0.3122 0.0813 0.0148 0.0960 1,432.124 11,432.1249; 0.1543 1,435.982
9 6
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
| E—— o e
Total 0.1667 4.7673 1.4889 0.0137 0.3862 0.0160 0.4023 0.1050 0.0153 0.1203 1,514.654 [1,514.6546| 0.1562 1,518.559
6 4
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.6264 0.0000 0.6264 0.0679 0.0000 0.0679 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 0.0000 {2,144.213:2,144.2132; 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e e I
Total 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6264 0.6704 1.2968 0.0679 0.6175 0.6854 0.0000 |2,144.213 |2,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.1319 4.7460 1.2469 0.0129 0.2968 0.0155 0.3122 0.0813 0.0148 0.0960 1,432.124 :1,432.1249; 0.1543 1,435.982
9 6
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 8.3000e- 0.0894 : 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
?otal 0.166-7 4.7&’: 1.4889 0.0137 0.3862 0.0160 0.4023 0.1050 0.0153 0.1203 1,514.654 |1,514.6546| 0.1562 1,518.559
6 4
3.13 P2 Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
| I
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 i 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003
?otal 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.3400e- 0.1041 0.0301 | 2.4000e- | 6.3900e- | 5.5000e- { 6.9400e- | 1.8400e- | 5.3000e- | 2.3700e- 26.4466 | 26.4466 | 2.3000e- 26.5042
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.6900e- | 5.3200e- ; 0.0605 ; 2.1000e- ; 0.0224 : 1.5000e- ; 0.0225 | 5.9300e- ; 1.4000e- ; 6.0600e- 20.6324 i 20.6324 | 4.7000e- 20.6442
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
| E—— I e e I I
Total 0.0120 0.1095 0.0907 | 4.5000e- | 0.0288 | 7.0000e- | 0.0294 | 7.7700e- | 6.7000e- | 8.4300e- 47.0790 | 47.0790 | 2.7700e- 47.1484
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 { 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 ! 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003
| E—— ——
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.3400e- 0.1041 0.0301 | 2.4000e- | 6.3900e- i 5.5000e- | 6.9400e- | 1.8400e- ! 5.3000e- { 2.3700e- 26.4466 | 26.4466 | 2.3000e- 26.5042
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.6900e- | 5.3200e- i 0.0605 | 2.1000e- i 0.0224  1.5000e- i 0.0225 | 5.9300e- i 1.4000e- | 6.0600e- 20.6324 | 20.6324 | 4.7000e- 20.6442
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004




- I e e I
Total 0.0120 0.1095 0.0907 | 4.5000e- 0.0288 | 7.0000e- | 0.0294 7.7700e- | 6.7000e- | 8.4300e- 47.0790 | 47.0790 | 2.7700e- 47.1484
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.13 P2 Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— e e o
Off-Road 0.4754 5.3946 49313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
—— —— ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 2.8000e- 0.0936 0.0279 | 2.4000e- i 6.3900e- i 2.0000e- i 6.5900e- | 1.8400e- i 1.9000e- | 2.0300e- 26.2189 | 26.2189 | 2.2100e- 26.2742
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.1700e- | 4.8000e- ; 0.0561 2.0000e- 0.0224 1.4000e- ; 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.3000e- | 6.0600e- 19.9166 19.9166 | 4.3000e- 19.9273
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Total 0.0110 0.0984 0.0840 | 4.4000e- 0.0288 | 3.4000e- | 0.0291 7.#00e- 3.2000e- | 8.0900e- 46.1355 | 46.1355 | 2.6400e- 46.2015
004 004 003 004 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— e e —
Off-Road 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 § 826.6553 i 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
- —— —— ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 | 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 2.8000e- 0.0936 0.0279 | 2.4000e- i 6.3900e- { 2.0000e- { 6.5900e- | 1.8400e- { 1.9000e- { 2.0300e- 26.2189 | 26.2189 | 2.2100e- 26.2742
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.1700e- i 4.8000e- i 0.0561 2.0000e- 0.0224 1.4000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.3000e- | 6.0600e- 19.9166 19.9166 | 4.3000e- 19.9273
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
?otal 0.0110 0.0984 0.0840 | 4.4000e- 0.0288 | 3.4000e- | 0.0291 7.#00e- 3.2000e- | 8.0900e- 46.1355 | 46.1355 | 2.6400e- 46.2015
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.14 P1b Paving - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 { 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 0.6574 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
—— — — —
Total 1.2812 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
| E—— - e
Total 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 § 902.6611 ; 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 0.6574 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
—— — — —
Total 1.2812 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 | 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 ; 8.3000e- 0.0894 : 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 ; 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
| E—— - e
Total 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
3.15 P2 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.5908 0.0000 1.5908 0.1718 0.0000 0.1718 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 2,144.21312,144.2132; 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e —— — -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 1.5908 0.6704 2.2611 0.1718 0.6175 0.7893 2,144.213 |2,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- ;{ 0.0894 | 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.4000e- ; 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Total 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- | 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.4000e- | 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
e o
Fugitive Dust 0.6204 0.0000 0.6204 0.0670 0.0000 0.0670 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 | 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 0.0000 12,144.21312,144.2132} 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e e -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 | 9.4835 0.0223 0.6204 0.6704 1.2908 0.0670 0.6175 0.6845 0.0000 |2,144.213]2,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- { 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.4000e- | 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.034-7 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
3.16 P2 Paving - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 { 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 1.2850 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
| E—— — —— — — —
Total 1.9087 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Total 0.034-7 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — —
Off-Road 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 §902.6611 i 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 1.2850 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
- — —— — —
Total 1.9087 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 | 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- i 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 § 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
- - I
Total 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
3.17 P2 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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




Archit. Coating 20.2779 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Total 20.4968 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0900e- { 2.4000e- { 0.0280 1.0000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- { 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 9.9583 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Total 4.0900e- | 2.4000e- | 0.0280 1.0000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 9.9583 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Archit. Coating 20.2779 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 ; 281.4481 ; 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Total 20.4968 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 | 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 i 0.0000 | 0.0000 } 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 § 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 { 0.0000 ; 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 i 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 ; 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 4.0900e- | 2.4000e- | 0.0280 | 1.0000e- | 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 | 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 | 9.9583 | 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
| —— I
Total 4.0900e- | 2.4000e- | 0.0280 | 1.0000e- | 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 | 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 | 9.9583 | 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ _ __ _— . __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
|
Mitigated 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
Unmitigated 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

4.2 Trip Summary Information



e —————
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
—
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
e —
General Office Building 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00
4.3 Trip Type Information
_— - e
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or CW | H-S or C-C [H-O or C-NW | H-W or C- [ H-S or C-C ] H-O or C-NW | Primary Diverted Pass-by
General Office Building 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4
High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
4.4 Fleet Mix
. — — — I . . . __ . .
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
General Office Building 0.558076| 0.043534] 0.200821] 0.113949] 0.016111] 0.005791 0.025447] 0.016654] 0.001713] 0.001553| 0.004896| 0.000590] 0.000966
High Turnover (Sit Down 0.558976; 0.043534i 0.209821f 0.113949! 0.016111]{ 0.005791 0.025447; 0.016654] 0.001713{ 0.001553; 0.004896! 0.000590; 0.000966
Restaurant),
Parking Lot 0.558976i 0.043534i 0.209821f 0.113949i 0.016111{ 0.005791 0.025447; 0.016654] 0.001713; 0.001553; 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
__ __ I __ . . -
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2[ Total CO2 CH4 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas 0.0680 0.61% 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 § 741.4952 i 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
Mitigated 003




NaturalGas 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 { 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 : 7414952 i 0.0142 0.0136 : 745.9016
Unmitigated 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
__ I __ __ . _
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
L
General Office 176841 0.0193 0.1753 01473 | 1.05006- 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 210.4012 { 210.4012 ; 4.0300e- ; 3.8600e- ; 211.6515
Building 003 003 003
High Turnover (Sit; 4514.3 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 ; 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 : 531.0941 ;: 0.0102 ; 9.7400e- ; 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
- - - I I
Total 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 | 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
003
Mitigated
__ I __ __ . _
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
L
General Office T.78641 0.0193 0.1753 01473 | 1.05006- 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 210.4012 } 210.4012 | 4.0300e- | 3.8600e- } 211.6515
Building 003 003 003
High Turnover (Sit; 4.5143 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 { 531.0941 { 0.0102 | 9.7400e- ; 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
- - - I I
Total 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 | 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
003

6.0 Area Detail




6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Tol CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated 1.9450 5.2000e- { 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- i 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
Unmitigated 1.9450 5.2000e- { 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- { 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.2333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 1.7064 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 5.2400e- | 5.2000e- { 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- { 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
003 004 004 004 004 004 004
?otal 1.9450 5.2000e- | 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004

Mitigated



ROG NOX co 02 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.2333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 1.7064 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 5.2400e- | 5.2000e- 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- i 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
003 004 004 004 004 004 004
?otal 1.9450 5.2000e- 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
N _— - . A
I Equipment Type I Number Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number I Hours/-Day Hours/Year Horse F-’ower I Load Factor I Fuel Type I
Boilers
__ __ . .
Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating

-
I Heat Input/Day

I
Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment




__ __
Equipment Type

Number

11.0 Vegetation
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LA Times Construction for Phases 1 and 2 - Orange County, Summer

LA Times Construction for Phases 1 and 2
Orange County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/27/2020 10:01 AM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage loor Surface Area Population
e — . .
General Office Building 71.42 1000sqft 1.64 71,419.00 0
Parking Lot 470.00 1000sqft 10.79 470,000.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 6.35 1000sqft 0.15 6,354.00 0
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 22 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30
Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2021
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20O Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .
Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .




Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Trips and VMT - ..
Demolition - .

Grading - .

Architectural Coating - .

Vehicle Trips - Construction only

Area Coating - Construction only

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .

Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_NonresidentiaI_Exterior 38,887.00 19,444.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Nonresidential_Exterior 38,887.00 19,444.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Nonresidential_Interior 116,660.00 58,330.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Nonresidential_Interior 116,660.00 58,330.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Parking 28,200.00 14,100.00
tblArchitecturalCoating ConstArea_Parking 28,200.00 14,100.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00




tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 65.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 239.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 30.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 218.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 21.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 64.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 325.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 30.00 44.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 300.00 305.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 43.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 30.00 22.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 21.00
tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 6,000.00
tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 1,040.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 71,420.00 71,419.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 6,350.00 6,354.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 2.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 4.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 4.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 7.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 8.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 8.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 7.00 8.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 6.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 12.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 12.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 12.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 90.00 1.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 30.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 30.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 30.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 45.00 6.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 223.00 2.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 45.00 1.00




tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 2.46 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 1.05 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 11.03 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 0.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
__ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 Ib/day Ib/day
2019 3.5292 35.653 25.3701 0.0588 3.2622 1.4039 4.5321 0.6804 1.2930 1.8500 0.0000 {5,985.826{5,985.8265; 1.2950 0.0000 }6,016.190
5 7
2020 24.0624 62.4999 : 47.0885 0.1116 4.5458 2.4466 6.9924 0.8419 2.2531 3.0950 0.0000 §11,185.12{11,185.129; 2.5852 0.0000 §11,249.75
95 5 85
2021 20.5004 12.0786 i 11.1653 0.0237 0.4408 0.4986 0.9394 0.1188 0.4589 0.5776 0.0000 §2,339.4432,339.4430; 0.5693 0.0000 2,353.676
0 1
Maximum 24.0624 62.4999 4-7.0885 0.1116 4.5458 2.4466 6.9924 0.8419 2.2531 3.0950 0.0000 |11,185.1211,185.129| 2.5852 0.0000 11,249.%
95 5 85
Mitigated Construction
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 Ib/day Ib/day
2019 3.5292 35.653 25.3701 0.0588 2.2583 1.4039 3.5282 0.5284 1.2930 1.6980 0.0000 {5,985.826{5,985.8265 1.2950 0.0000 {6,016.190
5 7




2020 24,0624 ; 62.4999 : 47.0885 i 0.1116 2.9205 2.4466 5.3671 0.6379 2.2531 2.8910 0.0000 :11,185.12:11,185.129: 2.5852 0.0000 £ 11,249.75
95 5 85
2021 20.5004 12.0786 § 11.1653 i 0.0237 0.4408 0.4986 0.939%4 0.1188 0.4589 0.5776 0.0000 §2,339.44312,339.4430! 0.5693 0.0000 £2,353.676
0 1
- o I I
Maximum 24.0624 | 62.4999 | 47.0885 | 0.1116 2.9205 2.4466 5.3671 0.6379 2.2531 2.8910 0.0000 |11,185.12[11,185.129| 2.5852 0.0000 | 11,249.75
95 5 85
__ __ __ __ e T —— v
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 31.87 0.00 21.09 21.69 0.00 6.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
[ L __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Area 1.9450 5.2000e- i 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- § 2.0000e- 2.0000e- i 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 { 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
Energy 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 { 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 ! 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
003
Mobile 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
I B A
Total 2.0129 0.6184 0.5752 | 3.7100e- | 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 741.6151 | 741.6151 | 0.0145 0.0136 | 746.0294
003
Mitigated Operational
[ L __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Area 1.9450 5.2000e- ; 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- § 2.0000e- 2.0000e- ; 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 § 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004




Energy 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 : 0.0142 0.0136 § 745.9016
003

Mobile 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

. I — I — —

Total 2.0129 0.6184 0.5752 3.7100e- 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 0.0000 0.0472 0.0472 741.6151 | 741.6151 0.0145 0.0136 | 746.0294

003
__ __ __ __ T ———————
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM2.5 [ Bio- CO2 [ NBio-CO2 [Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
I PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total I
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
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
— . I T T —— T T ———— |
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysjNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
——— . o~ o~

1 P1a Demolition Demolition 6/1/2019 8/1/2019 5 44
2 Site Preparation Site Preparation 6/1/2019 8/30/2019 5 65
3 P1a Renovation Building Construction 6/1/2019 4/30/2020 5 239
4 P1a Grading Grading 10/1/2019 10/30/2019 5 22
5 P1b Building Construction Building Construction 10/1/2019 7/30/2020 5 218
6 P1a Paving Paving 11/1/2019 11/29/2019 5 21
7 P1b Demolition Demolition 12/1/2019 2/27/2020 5 64
8 P1b Renovation Building Construction 12/1/2019 2/26/2021 5 325
9 P1 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 2/1/2020 2/28/2020 5 20
10 P2 Demolition Demolition 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 5 44
11 P1b Grading Grading 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 5 44
12 P2 Renovation Building Construction 3/1/2020 4/30/2021 5 305
13 P1b Paving Paving 4/1/2020 5/29/2020 5 43
14 P2 Grading Grading 6/1/2020 6/30/2020 5 22
15 P2 Paving Paving 7/1/2020 7/30/2020 5 22
16 P2 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 5/1/2021 5/31/2021 5 21

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0



Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0
Acres of Paving: 10.79
Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 58,330; Non-Residential Outdoor: 19,444; Striped Parking Area:

OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name m ype Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
P1a Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73
IP1a Demolition Excavators 2 8.00 158 0.38|
P1a Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40Q
JP1a Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.00 97 0.37]
Site Preparation Excavators 2 8.00 158 0.383
Site Preparation Graders 0 8.00 187 0.41
Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.408
Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37
P1a Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
P1a Renovation Air Compressors 0 6.00 78 0.48|
IP1a Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
IP1a Renovation Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.2o|
IP1 a Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP1a Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
P1a Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
P1a Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IP1a Grading Cranes 0 4.00 231 0.29|
IP1 a Grading Excavators 0 8.00 158 0.38|
IP1a Grading Forklifts 0 6.00 89 0.204
IP1a Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP1a Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IP1a Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.4o|
IP1a Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48]
IP1 a Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37




IP1 b Building Construction Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP1 b Building Construction Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
IP1 b Building Construction Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.2o|
IP1 b Building Construction Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP1 b Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Building Construction Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP1a Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56]
IP1a Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP1a Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP1a Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38]
IP1a Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37
P1b Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
P1b Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38|
IP1 b Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40Q
IP1 b Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP1 b Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
P1b Renovation Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.20|
P1b Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP1 b Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45)
IP1 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48|
IP2 Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
P2 Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38|
P2 Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40Q
IP2 Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.00 97 0.37]
IP1 b Grading Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56|
IP1 b Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IP1 b Grading Excavators 0 8.00 158 0.38]
IP1 b Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41




IP1 b Grading Pavers 0 7.00 130 0.42
IP1 b Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IP1 b Grading Rollers 0 7.00 80 0.38|
IP1 b Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40|
IP1 b Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48]
IP1 b Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
P2 Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP2 Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29'
IP2 Renovation Forklifts 2 6.00 89 0.2o|
IP2 Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP2 Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
P2 Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP1 b Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56§
IP1 b Paving Pavers 0 7.00 130 0.42
IP1 b Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP1 b Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38}
IP1 b Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37
IP2 Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IP2 Grading Excavators 0 8.00 158 0.38]
IP2 Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP2 Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IP2 Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40|
IP2 Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48]
IP2 Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 6.00 9 0.56§
IP2 Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP2 Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP2 Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38}
IP2 Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37
IP2 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48|




Trips and VMT

E’hase Name O#road Equipment Worker ?rip Vendor 7rip Hauling ?rip Worker 7rip Vendor 7rip Hauling ?rip Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
Class Class
I - - T —— T T ———
P1a Demolition 3 8.00 0.00 243.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Site Preparation 3 8.00 0.00 130.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1a Renovation 5 30.00 12.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1a Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Building 5 30.00 12.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Constouction
P1a Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 487.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Renovation 5 30.00 12.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1 Architectural 1 6.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Cnatina.
P2 Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 215.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Grading 3 8.00 0.00 750.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Renovation 5 2.00 1.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P1b Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Architectural 1 1.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
‘iﬂi“nn
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
3.2 P1a Demolition - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
L I —
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.1969 0.0000 1.1969 0.1812 0.0000 0.1812 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 0.3757 0.3757 0.3456 0.3456 1,252.907 {1,252.9076¢ 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7
— e — o
Total 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 1.1969 0.3757 1.5726 0.1812 0.3456 0.5269 1,252.907 [1,252.9076| 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— — I
Hauling 0.0459 1.6370 0.3925 | 4.2900e- 0.0962 i 6.2900e- : 0.1025 0.0263 6.0100e- 0.0323 476.3753 § 476.3753 i 0.0497 477.6186
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- 0.0894 | 6.0000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.5000e- 0.0243 90.0912 § 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
e e e~
Total 0.0789 1.6586 0.6778 | 5.1900e- 0.1856 | 6.8900e- | 0.1925 0.0500 6.5600e- 0.0566 566.4666 | 566.4666 | 0.0519 567.7652
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
e o
Fugitive Dust 0.4668 0.0000 0.4668 0.0707 0.0000 0.0707 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 0.3757 0.3757 0.3456 0.3456 0.0000 {1,252.907 {1,252.9076; 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7
— —— —
Total 0.6961 7.1168 8.2534 0.0127 0.4668 0.3757 0.8425 0.0707 0.3456 0.4163 0.0000 | 1,252.907 [1,252.9076| 0.3964 1,262.817
6 7




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — I
Hauling 0.0459 16370 | 0.3925 | 4.2900e- i 0.0962 | 6.2900e- ; 0.1025 | 0.0263 | 6.0100e- | 0.0323 476.3753 | 476.3753 | 0.0497 477.6186
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 § 0.2854 ; 9.0000e- ;| 0.0894 ; 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 ; 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 90.0912 ; 90.0912 ; 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
| —— I e e
Total 0.0789 1.6586 | 0.6778 | 5.1900e- | 0.1856 | 6.8900e- | 0.1925 | 0.0500 | 6.5600e- | 0.0566 566.4666 | 566.4666 | 0.0519 567.7652
003 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.8100e- { 0.0000 ; 1.8100e- | 2.7000e- | 0.0000 | 2.7000e- 0.0000 0.0000
003 003 004 004
Off-Road 0.7543 7.7011 | 8.8291 | 0.0134 0.4147 | 0.4147 0.3815 | 0.3815 1,329.79311,329.7930] 0.4207 1,340.311
0 3
I I e ——————
Total 0.7543 7.7011 | 8.8291 | 0.0134 | 1.8100e- | 0.4147 | 0.4165 | 2.7000e- | 0.3815 | 0.3818 1,329.793 [1,329.7930[ 0.4207 1,340.311
003 004 0 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I I e
Hauling 0.0166 0.5928 0.1421 | 1.5500e- { 0.0348 | 2.2800e- i 0.0371 | 9.5300e- | 2.1800e- { 0.0117 1725145 1 172.5145 1 0.0180 172.9648
003 003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 90.0912 { 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
| E—— e — I e~~~
Total 0.0496 0.6145 0.4275 | 2.4500e- | 0.1243 | 2.8800e- | 0.1271 0.0332 | 2.7300e- | 0.0360 262.6057 | 262.6057 | 0.0202 263.1114
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 7.1000e- { 0.0000 { 7.1000e- { 1.1000e- { 0.0000 1.1000e- 0.0000 0.0000
004 004 004 004
Off-Road 0.7543 7.7011 8.8291 0.0134 0.4147 0.4147 0.3815 0.3815 0.0000 11,329.79311,329.7930! 0.4207 1,340.311
0 3
I - e~ —————
Total 0.7543 7.7011 8.8291 0.0134 | 7.1000e- | 0.4147 0.4154 | 1.1000e- | 0.3815 0.3816 0.0000 |1,329.793|1,329.7930| 0.4207 1,340.311
004 004 0 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I I ey
Hauling 0.0166 0.5928 0.1421 | 1.5500e- { 0.0348 | 2.2800e- ! 0.0371 | 9.5300e- { 2.1800e- ! 0.0117 17251451 172.5145 1 0.0180 172.9648
003 003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- { 0.0894 | 6.0000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 90.0912 { 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003




- e — I e~~~
Total 0.0496 0.6145 0.4275 | 2.4500e- 0.1243 | 2.8800e- | 0.1271 0.0332 2.7300e- 0.0360 262.6057 | 262.6057 | 0.0202 263.1114
003 003 003
3.4 P1a Renovation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o e e .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 { 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0450 1.3618 0.3600 | 3.0100e- 0.0767 | 9.2000e- i 0.0859 0.0221 8.8000e- 0.0309 327.5626 § 327.5626 ;i 0.0277 328.2540
003 003 003
Worker 0.1236 0.0811 1.0702 3.3900e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 337.8421 § 337.8421 | 8.3100e- 338.0497
003 003 003 003
S T~ —
Total 0.1686 1.4428 1.4302 | 6.4000e- 0.4120 0.0114 0.4234 0.1110 0.0109 0.1219 665.4047 | 665.4047 | 0.0360 666.3037
003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— o e o -
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 1§ 845.0531 i 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
- o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0450 1.3618 0.3600 | 3.0100e- 0.0767 | 9.2000e- { 0.0859 0.0221 8.8000e- 0.0309 327.5626 § 327.5626 i 0.0277 328.2540
003 003 003
Worker 0.1236 0.0811 1.0702 3.3900e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- i 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 337.8421 § 337.8421 | 8.3100e- 338.0497
003 003 003 003
- S T~ —
Total 0.1686 1.4428 1.4302 | 6.4000e- 0.4120 0.0114 0.4234 0.1110 0.0109 0.1219 665.4047 | 665.4047 | 0.0360 666.3037
003
3.4 P1a Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 : 0.2674 833.3649
003
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0383 1.2501 0.3300 | 2.9900e- 0.0767 i 6.5200e- ! 0.0832 0.0221 6.2400e- 0.0283 325.3547 §{ 325.3547 { 0.0263 326.0126
003 003 003
Worker 0.1153 0.0726 0.9820 3.2800e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 327.0131 { 327.0131 | 7.4500e- 327.1995
003 003 003 003
| E—— — . T~
Total 0.1536 1.3228 1.3119 | 6.2700e- 0.4120 | 8.7400e- | 0.4207 0.1110 8.2800e- 0.1193 652.3678 | 652.3678 | 0.0338 653.2120
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
o
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 ; 826.6808 ; 826.6808 ; 0.2674 833.3649
003
| E—— ——
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 0.0383 1.2501 0.3300 | 2.9900e- 0.0767 |} 6.5200e- ; 0.0832 0.0221 6.2400e- 0.0283 325.3547 § 325.3547 ;{ 0.0263 326.0126
003 003 003
Worker 0.1153 0.0726 0.9820 3.2800e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 327.0131 § 327.0131 | 7.4500e- 327.1995
003 003 003 003
| E—— — . B~~~
Total 0.1536 1.3228 1.3119 | 6.2700e- 0.4120 | 8.7400e- | 0.4207 0.1110 8.2800e- 0.1193 652.3678 | 652.3678 | 0.0338 653.2120
003 003 003
3.5 P1a Grading - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.5908 0.0000 1.5908 0.1718 0.0000 0.1718 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5921 19.7447 § 10.1099 0.0223 0.7269 0.7269 0.6696 0.6696 2,191.92112,191.9210i 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
- - e — ——
Total 1.5921 19.7447 | 10.1099 0.0223 1.5908 0.7269 2.3177 0.1718 0.6696 0.8413 2,191.9212,191.9210| 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 90.0912 { 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
Total 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- | 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 90.0912 | 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
o o
Fugitive Dust 0.6204 0.0000 0.6204 0.0670 0.0000 0.0670 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5921 19.7447 1 10.1099 I 0.0223 0.7269 0.7269 0.6696 0.6696 0.0000 [2,191.92112,191.9210{ 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
- — e — ——
Total 1.5921 19.7447 | 10.1099 | 0.0223 0.6204 0.7269 1.3473 0.0670 0.6696 0.7366 0.0000 |2,191.921]2,191.9210| 0.6862 2,209.075
0 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- { 0.0894 | 6.0000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 90.0912 { 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.5000e- 0.0243 90.0912 | 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
3.6 P1b Building Construction - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o e e .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 { 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0450 1.3618 0.3600 | 3.0100e- 0.0767 | 9.2000e- i 0.0859 0.0221 8.8000e- 0.0309 327.5626 § 327.5626 ;i 0.0277 328.2540
003 003 003
Worker 0.1236 0.0811 1.0702 3.3900e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 337.8421 § 337.8421 | 8.3100e- 338.0497
003 003 003 003
S T~ —
Total 0.1686 1.4428 1.4302 | 6.4000e- 0.4120 0.0114 0.4234 0.1110 0.0109 0.1219 665.4047 | 665.4047 | 0.0360 666.3037
003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— o e o -
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 1§ 845.0531 i 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
- o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0450 1.3618 0.3600 | 3.0100e- 0.0767 | 9.2000e- { 0.0859 0.0221 8.8000e- 0.0309 327.5626 § 327.5626 i 0.0277 328.2540
003 003 003
Worker 0.1236 0.0811 1.0702 3.3900e- 0.3353 | 2.2400e- i 0.3376 0.0889 2.0600e- 0.0910 337.8421 § 337.8421 | 8.3100e- 338.0497
003 003 003 003
- S T~ —
Total 0.1686 1.4428 1.4302 | 6.4000e- 0.4120 0.0114 0.4234 0.1110 0.0109 0.1219 665.4047 | 665.4047 | 0.0360 666.3037
003
3.6 P1b Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 : 0.2674 833.3649
003
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0383 1.2501 0.3300 | 2.9900e- 0.0767 i 6.5200e- ! 0.0832 0.0221 6.2400e- 0.0283 325.3547 §{ 325.3547 { 0.0263 326.0126
003 003 003
Worker 0.1153 0.0726 0.9820 3.2800e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 327.0131 { 327.0131 | 7.4500e- 327.1995
003 003 003 003
| E—— — . T~
Total 0.1536 1.3228 1.3119 | 6.2700e- 0.4120 | 8.7400e- | 0.4207 0.1110 8.2800e- 0.1193 652.3678 | 652.3678 | 0.0338 653.2120
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
o
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 ; 826.6808 ; 826.6808 ; 0.2674 833.3649
003
| E—— ——
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 0.0383 1.2501 0.3300 | 2.9900e- 0.0767 |} 6.5200e- ; 0.0832 0.0221 6.2400e- 0.0283 325.3547 § 325.3547 ;{ 0.0263 326.0126
003 003 003
Worker 0.1153 0.0726 0.9820 3.2800e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 327.0131 § 327.0131 | 7.4500e- 327.1995
003 003 003 003
| E—— — . B~~~
Total 0.1536 1.3228 1.3119 | 6.2700e- 0.4120 | 8.7400e- | 0.4207 0.1110 8.2800e- 0.1193 652.3678 | 652.3678 | 0.0338 653.2120
003 003 003
3.7 P1a Paving - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Off-Road 0.6660 6.7383 6.3380 | 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 922.6868 | 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Paving 1.3462 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
I — —
Total 2.0122 6.7383 6.3380 | 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 922.6868 | 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 6.0000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- ; 0.0243 90.0912 { 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
Total 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- | 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 90.0912 | 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Off-Road 0.6660 6.7383 6.3380 [ 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 0.0000 | 922.6868 ! 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Paving 1.3462 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
I — —
Total 2.0122 6.7383 6.3380 | 9.3200e- 0.4066 0.4066 0.3741 0.3741 0.0000 | 922.6868 | 922.6868 | 0.2919 929.9850
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- { 0.0894 | 6.0000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.5000e- | 0.0243 90.0912 { 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.0330 0.0216 0.2854 | 9.0000e- 0.0894 | 6.0000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.5000e- 0.0243 90.0912 | 90.0912 | 2.2100e- 90.1466
004 004 004 003
3.8 P1b Demolition - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I I
Fugitive Dust 1.6457 0.0000 1.6457 0.2492 0.0000 0.2492 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 7.4900e- 0.2464 0.2464 0.2267 0.2267 741.7820 § 741.7820 i 0.2347 747.6493
003
| E—— - — - e E— e~
Total 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 | 7.4900e- 1.6457 0.2464 1.8921 0.2492 0.2267 0.4758 741.7820 | 741.7820 | 0.2347 747.6493
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0633 2.2555 0.5407 | 5.9000e- 0.3246 | 8.6600e- i 0.3332 0.0834 8.2900e- 0.0917 656.3639 { 656.3639 i 0.0685 658.0769
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0206 0.0135 0.1784 | 5.6000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- ; 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 56.3070 ; 56.3070 | 1.3800e- 56.3416
004 004 004 003
e~ B~
Total 0.0839 2.2691 0.7191 6.4600e- 0.3805 | 9.0300e- | 0.3895 0.0982 8.6300e- 0.1069 712.6709 | 712.6709 | 0.0699 714.4185
003 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—— .
Fugitive Dust 0.6418 0.0000 0.6418 0.0972 0.0000 0.0972 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 7.4900e- 0.2464 0.2464 0.2267 0.2267 0.0000 § 741.7820 i 741.7820 0.2347 747.6493
003
- e — e E— I
Total 0.4353 4.4349 4.9902 7.4900e- 0.6418 0.2464 0.8882 0.0972 0.2267 0.3238 0.0000 | 741.7820 | 741.7820 | 0.2347 747.6493
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0633 2.2555 0.5407 5.9000e- 0.3246 | 8.6600e- | 0.3332 0.0834 8.2900e- 0.0917 656.3639 | 656.3639 i 0.0685 658.0769
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0206 0.0135 0.1784 5.6000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 56.3070 56.3070 | 1.3800e- 56.3416
004 004 004 003
- e~ B~
Total 0.0839 2.2691 0.7191 6.4600e- 0.3805 | 9.0300e- | 0.3895 0.0982 8.6300e- 0.1069 712.6709 | 712.6709 | 0.0699 714.4185
003 003 003
3.8 P1b Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.6457 0.0000 1.6457 0.2492 0.0000 0.2492 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
— - o e~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 1.6457 0.2167 1.8624 0.2492 0.1994 0.4486 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I — I I e
Hauling 0.0575 2.0923 0.5287 | 5.8200e- 0.1852 1§ 6.7700e- { 0.1920 0.0492 6.4800e- 0.0557 649.1237 | 649.1237 | 0.0673 650.8059
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0192 0.0121 0.1637 | 5.5000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- { 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 545022 | 54.5022 | 1.2400e- 54.5332
004 004 004 003
| E—— o — - e~
Total 0.0767 2.1045 0.6923 | 6.3700e- 0.2411 7.1400e- | 0.2482 0.0640 6.8200e- 0.0709 703.6259 | 703.6259 | 0.0685 705.3391
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
—— e
Fugitive Dust 0.6418 0.0000 0.6418 0.0972 0.0000 0.0972 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 0.0000 ; 725.6948 ; 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
— o e e~~~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 0.6418 0.2167 0.8585 0.0972 0.1994 0.2966 0.0000 | 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I — — I e
Hauling 0.0575 2.0923 0.5287 5.8200e- 0.1852 | 6.7700e- i 0.1920 0.0492 6.4800e- 0.0557 649.1237 § 649.1237 i 0.0673 650.8059
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0192 0.0121 0.1637 5.5000e- 0.0559 ;i 3.7000e- ;i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 54.5022 54.5022 | 1.2400e- 54.5332
004 004 004 003
- o — - e~
Total 0.0767 2.1045 0.6923 6.3700e- 0.2411 7.1400e- | 0.2482 0.0640 6.8200e- 0.0709 703.6259 | 703.6259 | 0.0685 705.3391
003 003 003
3.9 P1b Renovation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o e e .
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 { 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
- o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 845.0531 | 845.0531 0.2674 851.7373
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0450 1.3618 0.3600 | 3.0100e- { 0.0767 | 9.2000e- { 0.0859 0.0221 8.8000e- | 0.0309 327.5626 | 327.5626 | 0.0277 328.2540
003 003 003
Worker 0.1236 0.0811 1.0702 | 3.3900e- ; 0.3353 | 2.2400e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 | 2.0600e- ; 0.0910 337.8421 ; 337.8421 | 8.3100e- 338.0497
003 003 003 003
| E—— S T~ —
Total 0.1686 1.4428 1.4302 | 6.4000e- | 0.4120 0.0114 0.4234 0.1110 0.0109 0.1219 665.4047 | 665.4047 | 0.0360 666.3037
003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— o o o -
Off-Road 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 i 845.0531 | 0.2674 851.7373
003
| E—— o —— —— e ——
Total 0.5734 6.5076 5.1234 | 8.5400e- 0.3267 0.3267 0.3006 0.3006 0.0000 | 845.0531 | 845.0531 | 0.2674 851.7373
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0450 1.3618 0.3600 | 3.0100e- { 0.0767 | 9.2000e- ! 0.0859 0.0221 8.8000e- | 0.0309 327.5626 | 327.5626 | 0.0277 328.2540
003 003 003
Worker 0.1236 0.0811 1.0702 | 3.3900e- i 0.3353 { 2.2400e- i 0.3376 0.0889 | 2.0600e- | 0.0910 337.8421 } 337.8421 | 8.3100e- 338.0497
003 003 003 003




- S T
Total 0.1686 1.4428 1.4302 | 6.4000e- 0.4120 0.0114 0.4234 0.1110 0.0109 0.1219 665.4047 | 665.4047 | 0.0360 666.3037
003
3.9 P1b Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
e
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 { 826.6808 i 0.2674 833.3649
003
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0383 1.2501 0.3300 | 2.9900e- 0.0767 | 6.5200e- { 0.0832 0.0221 6.2400e- 0.0283 325.3547 § 325.3547 i 0.0263 326.0126
003 003 003
Worker 0.1153 0.0726 0.9820 3.2800e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- ; 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 327.0131 § 327.0131 | 7.4500e- 327.1995
003 003 003 003
— . T ~—r—y
Total 0.1536 1.3228 1.3119 | 6.2700e- 0.4120 | 8.7400e- | 0.4207 0.1110 8.2800e- 0.1193 652.3678 | 652.3678 | 0.0338 653.2120
003 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 § 826.6808 i 826.6808 i 0.2674 833.3649
003
?otal 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0383 1.2501 0.3300 | 2.9900e- 0.0767 | 6.5200e- { 0.0832 0.0221 6.2400e- 0.0283 325.3547 § 325.3547 i 0.0263 326.0126
003 003 003
Worker 0.1153 0.0726 0.9820 3.2800e- 0.3353 | 2.2200e- { 0.3376 0.0889 2.0400e- 0.0910 327.0131 § 327.0131 | 7.4500e- 327.1995
003 003 003 003
- — . B~~~
Total 0.1536 1.3228 1.3119 | 6.2700e- 0.4120 | 8.7400e- | 0.4207 0.1110 8.2800e- 0.1193 652.3678 | 652.3678 | 0.0338 653.2120
003 003 003
3.9 P1b Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
—— —— ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0320 1.1258 0.3053 | 2.9600e- 0.0767 i 2.3400e- | 0.0790 0.0221 2.2400e- 0.0243 322.5510 { 322.5510 | 0.0253 323.1833
003 003 003
Worker 0.1083 0.0655 0.9112 3.1700e- 0.3353 | 2.1700e- { 0.3375 0.0889 2.0000e- 0.0909 315.6582 { 315.6582 | 6.7600e- 315.8272
003 003 003 003
| E——
Total 0.1403 1.1913 1.2165 | 6.1300e- 0.4120 | 4.5100e- | 0.4165 0.1110 4.2400e- 0.1152 638.2092 | 638.2092 | 0.0321 639.0106
003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— e e o
Off-Road 0.4754 5.3946 49313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 ; 826.6553 ; 826.6553 { 0.2674 833.3393
003
| E—— —— —— - ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 | 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 | 0.0000 j 0.0000 0.0000 § 0.0000 j 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0320 11258 | 0.3053 | 2.9600e- ; 0.0767 ; 2.3400e- { 0.0790 | 0.0221 | 2.2400e- | 0.0243 3225510 | 322.5510 | 0.0253 323.1833
003 003 003
Worker 0.1083 0.0655 § 0.9112 ; 3.1700e- | 0.3353 ; 2.1700e- ; 0.3375 | 0.0889 | 2.0000e- ; 0.0909 315.6582 ; 315.6582 ; 6.7600e- 315.8272
003 003 003 003
| ——
Total 0.1403 11913 | 1.2165 | 6.1300e- | 0.4120 | 4.5100e- | 0.4165 | 0.1110 | 4.2400e- | 0.1152 638.2092 | 638.2092 | 0.0321 639.0106
003 003 003
3.10 P1 Architectural Coating - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating i 21.2918 0.0000 § 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2422 16838 | 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 i 0.1109 0.1109 | 0.1109 281.4481 | 2814481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Total 21.5340 | 1.6838 | 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 | 0.1109 0.1109 | 0.1109 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0231 0.0145 0.1964 | 6.6000e- ;{ 0.0671 ; 4.4000e- ; 0.0675 0.0178 | 4.1000e- ; 0.0182 65.4026 i 65.4026 | 1.4900e- 65.4399
004 004 004 003
| E—— — —— —
Total 0.0231 0.0145 0.1964 | 6.6000e- | 0.0671 | 4.4000e- | 0.0675 0.0178 | 4.1000e- | 0.0182 65.4026 | 65.4026 | 1.4900e- 65.4399
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating 21.2918 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2422 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.0000 | 281.4481 ! 281.4481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Total 21.5340 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0218 281.9928
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0231 0.0145 0.1964 | 6.6000e- | 0.0671 | 4.4000e- | 0.0675 0.0178 | 4.1000e- | 0.0182 65.4026 i 65.4026 | 1.4900e- 65.4399
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.0231 0.0145 0.1964 | 6.6000e- 0.06-71 4.4000e- 0.06-75 0.017-8 4.1000e- 0.0182 65.4026 | 65.4026 | 1.4900e- 65.4399
004 004 004 003
3.11 P2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.0583 0.0000 1.0583 0.1602 0.0000 0.1602 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 725.6948 | 725.6948 i 0.2347 731.5624
003
| E—— — o — e~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 1.0583 0.2167 1.2750 0.1602 0.1994 0.3596 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0369 1.3436 0.3395 | 3.7400e- 0.0851 4.3500e- i 0.0894 0.0233 4.1600e- 0.02?5 416.8351 | 416.8351 0.0432 417.9153
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0192 0.0121 0.1637 | 5.5000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- ; 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 545022 ; 54.5022 | 1.2400e- 54.5332
004 004 004 003
— e — T . T~~~ .
Total 0.0561 1.3557 0.5032 | 4.2900e- 0.1410 | 4.7200e- | 0.1457 0.0381 4.5000e- 0.0426 471.3373 | 471.3373 | 0.0445 472.4486
003 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.412-7 0.0000 0.4127 0.0625 0.0000 0.0625 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4021 3.9915 49776 7.4900e- 0.2167 0.2167 0.1994 0.1994 0.0000 § 725.6948 i 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
- — — o e~ _—— e~
Total 0.4021 3.9915 4.9776 | 7.4900e- 0.4127 0.2167 0.6294 0.0625 0.1994 0.2619 0.0000 | 725.6948 | 725.6948 | 0.2347 731.5624
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0369 1.3436 0.3395 | 3.7400e- 0.0851 4.3500e- | 0.0894 0.0233 4.1600e- 0.02?5 416.8351 | 416.8351 0.0432 417.9153
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0192 0.0121 0.1637 5.5000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 545022 ;i 54.5022 | 1.2400e- 54.5332
004 004 004 003
- — — - . T~~~ I
Total 0.0561 1.3557 0.5032 | 4.2900e- 0.1410 | 4.7200e- | 0.1457 0.0381 4.5000e- 0.0426 471.3373 | 471.3373 | 0.0445 472.4486
003 003 003
3.12 P1b Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.6062 0.0000 1.6062 0.1741 0.0000 0.1741 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 2,144.21312,144.2132; 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e — - -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 1.6062 0.6704 2.2765 0.1741 0.6175 0.7916 2,144.213 |12,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— — o e
Hauling 0.1287 4.6870 1.1843 0.0131 0.2968 0.0152 0.3120 0.0813 0.0145 0.0958 1,454.076 i1,454.0760; 0.1507 1,457.844
0 1
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
| E—— I . T~ Sy
Total 0.1595 4.7063 1.4461 0.0139 0.3862 0.0158 0.4020 0.1050 0.0151 0.1200 1,541.279 (1,541.2794| 0.1527 1,545.097
4 3
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.6264 0.0000 0.6264 0.0679 0.0000 0.0679 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 0.0000 {2,144.213:2,144.2132; 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e e -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6264 0.6704 1.2968 0.0679 0.6175 0.6854 0.0000 |2,144.213 |2,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I I I
Hauling 0.1287 4.6870 1.1843 0.0131 0.2968 0.0152 0.3120 0.0813 0.0145 0.0958 1,454.076 i1,454.0760; 0.1507 1,457.844
0 1
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 | 0.2619 ; 8.7000e- ; 0.0894 ; 5.9000e- i 0.0900 | 0.0237 | 5.4000e- ; 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
__ I e T
Total 0.1595 4.7063 1.4461 0.0139 0.3862 0.0158 0.4020 0.1050 0.0151 0.1200 1,541.279 |1,541.2794| 0.1527 1,545.097
4 3
3.13 P2 Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
| s
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 i 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003
?otal 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 826.6808 | 826.6808 0.26-74 833.3649
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.1900e- 0.1042 0.0275 | 2.5000e- | 6.3900e- | 5.4000e- { 6.9300e- | 1.8400e- | 5.2000e- | 2.3600e- 27.1129 | 27.1129 | 2.1900e- 27.1677
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.6900e- | 4.8400e- ; 0.0655 ; 2.2000e- ; 0.0224 : 1.5000e- ; 0.0225 | 5.9300e- ; 1.4000e- ; 6.0600e- 21.8009 { 21.8009 | 5.0000e- 21.8133
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
| E—— I
Total 0.0109 0.1090 0.0930 | 4.7000e- | 0.0288 | 6.9000e- | 0.0294 | 7.7700e- | 6.6000e- | 8.4200e- 48.9138 | 48.9138 | 2.6900e- 48.9810
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
o
Off-Road 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 { 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 ! 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003
| E—— ——
Total 0.5219 5.9293 5.0166 | 8.5400e- 0.2848 0.2848 0.2620 0.2620 0.0000 | 826.6808 | 826.6808 | 0.2674 833.3649
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.1900e- 0.1042 0.0275 | 2.5000e- | 6.3900e- | 5.4000e- | 6.9300e- | 1.8400e- ! 5.2000e- { 2.3600e- 271129 | 27.1129 | 2.1900e- 27.1677
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.6900e- | 4.8400e- i 0.0655 | 2.2000e- i 0.0224  1.5000e- i 0.0225 | 5.9300e- i 1.4000e- i 6.0600e- 21.8009 { 21.8009 | 5.0000e- 21.8133
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004




?otal 0.0109 0.1090 0.0930 4.7000e- 0.0288 | 6.9000e- | 0.0294 7.#00e- 6.6000e- | 8.4200e- 48.9138 48.9138 | 2.6900e- 48.9810
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.13 P2 Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— e e e
Off-Road 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
—— —— ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 49313 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 2.6700e- 0.0938 0.0254 2.5000e- §{ 6.3900e- i 1.9000e- i 6.5800e- | 1.8400e- i 1.9000e- | 2.0200e- 26.8793 26.8793 | 2.1100e- 26.9319
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.2200e- | 4.3700e- 0.0608 2.1000e- 0.0224 1.4000e- ; 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.3000e- | 6.0600e- 21.0439 21.0439 | 4.5000e- 21.0552
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
I e~ —T— .
Total 9.8900e- 0.0982 0.0862 4.6000e- 0.0288 | 3.3000e- | 0.0291 7.7700e- | 3.2000e- | 8.0800e- 47.9231 47.9231 | 2.5600e- 47.9871
003 004 004 003 004 003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




__
Exhaust

I
PM10

__
Exhaust

.
PM2.5

-
NBio- CO2

__
Total CO2

ROG NOx CO SO2 Eugitive Fugitive Bio- CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— e e o
Off-Road 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 | 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
- —— —— ——
Total 0.4754 5.3946 4.9313 | 8.5400e- 0.2469 0.2469 0.2272 0.2272 0.0000 | 826.6553 | 826.6553 | 0.2674 833.3393
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 2.6700e- 0.0938 0.0254 | 2.5000e- | 6.3900e- i 1.9000e- { 6.5800e- | 1.8400e- { 1.9000e- { 2.0200e- 26.8793 | 26.8793 | 2.1100e- 26.9319
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.2200e- | 4.3700e- ; 0.0608 ; 2.1000e- ; 0.0224 : 1.4000e- ; 0.0225 ; 5.9300e- ; 1.3000e- ; 6.0600e- 21.0439 { 21.0439 | 4.5000e- 21.0552
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
- I - - I
Total 9.8900e- 0.0982 0.0862 | 4.6000e- | 0.0288 | 3.3000e- | 0.0291 | 7.7700e- | 3.2000e- | 8.0800e- 47.9231 | 47.9231 | 2.5600e- 47.9871
003 004 004 003 004 003 003
3.14 P1b Paving - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 { 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 0.6574 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
—— — — —
Total 1.2812 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 { 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
| E—— S~~~ ——— e~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 § 902.6611 ; 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 0.6574 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
—— — — —
Total 1.2812 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 | 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 : 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 ; 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
| E—— e~~~ ——— e~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
3.15 P2 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.5908 0.0000 1.5908 0.1718 0.0000 0.1718 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 2,144.21312,144.2132; 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e —— — -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 9.4835 0.0223 1.5908 0.6704 2.2611 0.1718 0.6175 0.7893 2,144.213 |2,144.2132| 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- ;{ 0.0894 : 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.4000e- ; 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
e~~~ ——— I
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- | 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.4000e- | 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
o o
Fugitive Dust 0.6204 0.0000 0.6204 0.0670 0.0000 0.0670 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5088 18.3289 | 9.4835 0.0223 0.6704 0.6704 0.6175 0.6175 0.0000 12,144.21312,144.2132} 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
e e -
Total 1.5088 18.3289 | 9.4835 0.0223 0.6204 0.6704 1.2908 0.0670 0.6175 0.6845 0.0000 |2,144.213]2,144.2132] 0.6859 2,161.360
2 9
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- { 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 | 5.4000e- | 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003




?otal 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 8-7.2035 5.2035 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
3.16 P2 Paving - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 { 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 1.2850 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
| E—— — —— — — —
Total 1.9087 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- ; 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 ; 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
e~~~ ——— e~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — —
Off-Road 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 §902.6611 i 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 1.2850 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
- — —— — —
Total 1.9087 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 | 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- i 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 § 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
- — — e~~~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
3.17 P2 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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




Archit. Coating 20.2779 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Total 20.4968 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 3.6100e- i 2.1800e- i 0.0304 1.1000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- { 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
| E—— .
Total 3.6100e- | 2.1800e- | 0.0304 1.1000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I
Archit. Coating 20.2779 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 ; 281.4481 ; 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Total 20.4968 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003




Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX CO SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 | 0.0000 j 0.0000 j 0.0000 i 0.0000 { 0.0000 } 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 § 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 { 0.0000 ; 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 ; 0.0000 i 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0.0000 ; 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 3.6100e- | 2.1800e- | 0.0304 | 1.1000e- | 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 | 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 | 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
| —— -
Total 3.6100e- | 2.1800e- | 0.0304 | 1.1000e- | 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 | 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 | 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ _ __ _— ___ __
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
|
Mitigated 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
Unmitigated 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

4.2 Trip Summary Information



e —————
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
—
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
e —
General Office Building 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00
4.3 Trip Type Information
_— - e
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or CW | H-S or C-C [H-O or C-NW | H-W or C- [ H-S or C-C ] H-O or C-NW | Primary Diverted Pass-by
General Office Building 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4
High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
4.4 Fleet Mix
. — — — I . . . . I .
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
General Office Building 0.558076| 0.043534] 0.200821] 0.113949] 0.016111] 0.005791 0.025447] 0.016654] 0.001713] 0.001553| 0.004896| 0.000590] 0.000966
High Turnover (Sit Down 0.558976; 0.043534i 0.209821f 0.113949! 0.016111]{ 0.005791 0.025447; 0.016654] 0.001713] 0.001553; 0.004896! 0.000590; 0.000966
Restaurant),
Parking Lot 0.558976i 0.043534i 0.209821f 0.113949i 0.016111{ 0.005791 0.025447; 0.016654] 0.001713; 0.001553; 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
__ I __ . - .
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas 0.0680 0.61% 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 § 741.4952 i 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
Mitigated 003




NaturalGas 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 { 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 : 7414952 i 0.0142 0.0136 : 745.9016
Unmitigated 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
__ __ I __ __ . .
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
L
General Office 176841 0.0193 0.1753 01473 | 1.05006- 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 210.4012 § 210.4012 § 4.0300e- ;| 3.8600e- § 211.6515
Building 003 003 003
High Turnover (Sit; 4514.3 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 ; 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 : 531.0941 ;¢ 0.0102 ; 9.7400e- ; 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
- - - I I
Total 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 | 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
003
Mitigated
__ __ I __ __ . .
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
L
General Office T.78641 0.0193 0.1753 01473 | 1.05006- 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 0.0133 210.4012 § 210.4012 | 4.0300e- | 3.8600e- { 211.6515
Building 003 003 003
High Turnover (Sit; 4.5143 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941  531.0941 { 0.0102 | 9.7400e- ; 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
- - - I I
Total 0.0680 0.6179 0.5191 3.7100e- 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 0.0470 741.4952 | 741.4952 | 0.0142 0.0136 | 745.9016
003

6.0 Area Detail




6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

ROG NOX Co S0 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated 1.9450 5.2000e- { 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- i 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
Unmitigated 1.9450 5.2000e- { 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- { 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.2333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 1.7064 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 5.2400e- | 5.2000e- { 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- { 2.0000e- 2.0000e- { 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
003 004 004 004 004 004 004
?otal 1.9450 5.2000e- | 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004

Mitigated



ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.2333 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 1.7064 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 5.2400e- | 5.2000e- 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- i 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
003 004 004 004 004 004 004
?otal 1.9450 5.2000e- 0.0562 0.0000 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 2.0000e- | 2.0000e- 0.1199 0.1199 3.2000e- 0.1278
004 004 004 004 004 004
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
N _— . - A
I Equipment Type I Number Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number I Hours/-Day Hours/Year Horse F-’ower I Load Factor I Fuel Type I
Boilers
__ __ . -
Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating

-
I Heat Input/Day

I
Fuel Type I

User Defined Equipment




__ __
Equipment Type

Number

11.0 Vegetation
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LA Times Construction for Phase 2 - Orange County, Annual

LA Times Construction for Phase 2
Orange County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/23/2020 12:46 PM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Parking Lot 117.50 000Gt 2.70 117,500.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 6.35 1000sqft 0.15 6,354.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30

Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2021

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

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .
Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .




Trips and VMT - .

Demolition - .

Grading - .

Architectural Coating - .

Vehicle Trips - Construction only.

Area Coating - Construction only

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .

Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Off-road Equipment - .

Table Name Column Name Default value New Value
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 220.00 305.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 6.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 21.00

tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 6,350.00 6,354.00
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.38 0.38
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.31 0.31
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.48 0.48
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Aerial Lifts
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Scrapers
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Plate Compactors
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 4.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 20.00 1.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 52.00 2.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 10.00 1.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 0.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
L I
I 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
Year tons/yr MT/yr
— — I —
2020 0.1013 1.0987 0.9034 1.6700e- 0.0489 0.0510 0.0999 7.5900e- 0.0470 0.0545 0.0000 i 147.8508 | 147.8508 i 0.0439 0.0000 | 148.9473
003 003
2021 0.0704 0.2647 0.2471 4.3000e- | 1.3300e- i 0.0125 0.0138 3.6000e- 0.0116 0.0120 0.0000 38.2206 38.2206 0.0112 0.0000 38.4996
004 003 004
— — N I I
Maximum 0.1013 1.0987 0.9034 1.6700e- 0.0489 0.0510 0.0999 7.5900e- 0.0470 0.0545 0.0000 | 147.8508 | 147.8508 | 0.0439 0.0000 | 148.9473
003 003

Mitigated Construction




ROG NOX Co S0 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exnaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2020 0.1013 1.0987 0.0034 | 167006- 1 0.0240 0.0510 0.0750 | 4.2900e- | 0.0470 0.0512 0.0000 } 147.8506 | 147.8506 ! 0.0439 0.0000 1§ 148.9471
003 003
2021 0.0704 0.2647 0.2471 § 4.3000e- { 1.3300e- | 0.0125 0.0138 | 3.6000e- i 0.0116 0.0120 0.0000 38.2206 | 38.2206 0.0112 0.0000 38.4996
004 003 004
Maximum 0.1013 1.0987 0.0034 | 1.6700e- | 0.0240 0.0510 0.0750 | 4.2900e- | 0.0470 0.0512 0.0000 ] 147.8506 | 147.8506 | 0.0439 0.0000 | 148.9471
003 003
__ __ __ __ e T —— v
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 49.57 0.00 21.88 41.51 0.00 4.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
- - ——— I I I
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
o o
1 3-1-2020 5-31-2020 0.3671 0.3671
2 6-1-2020 8-31-2020 0.5195 0.5195
3 9-1-2020 11-30-2020 0.2250 0.2250
4 12-1-2020 2-28-2021 0.2094 0.2094
5 3-1-2021 5-31-2021 0.2049 0.2049
Highest 0.5195 0.5195
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
__ I __ __ I __
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
Area 0.0353 1.0000e- § 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- §{ 1.0000e- 1.0000e- i 1.0000e- | 0.0000  3.0700e- { 3.0700e- i 1.0000e- { 0.0000  3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Energy 8.8800e- 0.0808 0.0679 { 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- { 6.1400e- | 0.0000 i 174.8864 | 174.8864 i 5.2800e- | 2.3500e- { 175.7200
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003




Mobile 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
Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 15.3380 0.0000 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6115 8.4320 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003
?otal 0.0442 0.0808 0.0694 | 4.8000e- 0.0000 | 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- 0.0000 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- § 15.9495 | 183.3215 199.2-710 0.9749 | 3.9100e- | 224.8083
004 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Operational
__ I __ __ . -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0353 1.0000e- i 1.5900e- 0.0000 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 1.0000e- §{ 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e— 3.0700e- §{ 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Energy 8.8800e- 0.0808 0.0679 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- i 6.1400e- 0.0000 174.8864 | 174.8864 i 5.2800e- i 2.3500e- | 175.7200
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Mobile 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
Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 15.3380 0.0000 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6115 8.4320 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003
?otal 0.0442 0.0808 0.0694 | 4.8000e- 0.0000 | 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- 0.0000 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- § 15.9495 | 183.3215 199.2-710 0.9749 | 3.9100e- | 224.8083
004 003 003 003 003 003
__ __ __ e ——————
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
— . I I — |
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysfNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 Demolition Demolition 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 44




2 P2 Renovation Building Construction 3/1/2020 4/30/2021 5 305
3 P2 Grading Grading 6/1/2020 6/30/2020 5 22
4 P2 Paving Paving 7/1/2020 7/30/2020 5 22
5 P2 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 5/1/2021 5/31/2021 5 21

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 2.7

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 9,531; Non-Residential Outdoor: 3,177; Striped Parking Area:

OffRoad Equipment

E’hase Name Oﬁroad Equipment 7ype Amount Usage Hours Horse E’ower Load Factor
Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.3§I
IP2 Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP2 Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48|
IP2 Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IDemoIition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IDemoIition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40Q
IDemoIition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
P2 Renovation Forklifts 2 7.00 89 0.20|
IP2 Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP2 Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP2 Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP2 Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.404
IP2 Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 8.00 9 0.56]
IP2 Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP2 Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'




IP2 Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38]
IP2 Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 6.00 78 0.48'
Trips and VMT
__ - __ - __ __ - -
Phase Name Offroad Equipment] Worker Trip | Vendor Trip lHauIing Trip§ Worker Trip | Vendor Trip fHauling Tripj Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
Class Class
L - - T ——————— T —
Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 215.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Renovation 5 2.00 1.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Architectural 1 1.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
(oting
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ _ __ I - -
I ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 0.0233 0.0000 0.0233 { 3.5300e- 0.0000 3.5300e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003
Off-Road 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 1.8000e- 5.5100e- { 5.5100e- 5.0700e- { 5.0700e- 0.0000 16.0341 16.0341 | 5.1900e- { 0.0000 16.1637
004 003 003 003 003 003
?otal 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 | 1.8000e- 0.0233 | 5.5100e- | 0.0288 | 3.5300e- | 5.0700e- | 8.6000e- 0.0000 16.0341 16.0341 | 5.1900e- | 0.0000 16.161’7
004 003 003 003 003 003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 8.2000e- 0.0305 1§ 7.6400e- | 8.0000e- i 1.8400e- i 1.0000e- { 1.9400e- { 5.1000e- { 9.0000e- { 6.0000e- 0.0000 8.2665 8.2665 8.7000e- { 0.0000 8.2883
004 003 005 003 004 003 004 005 004 004
Vendor 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
Worker 4.3000e- | 3.0000e- § 3.4100e- i 1.0000e- i 1.2100e- i 1.0000e- { 1.2200e- | 3.2000e- { 1.0000e- | 3.3000e- 0.0000 1.0452 1.0452 2.0000e- { 0.0000 1.0458
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
?otal 1.2500e- 0.0308 0.0111 9.0000e- | 3.0500e- | 1.1000e- | 3.1600e- | 8.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.3000e- 0.0000 9.3117 9.3117 8.9000e- | 0.0000 9.3340
003 005 003 004 003 004 004 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 9.0800e- { 0.0000 { 9.0800e- i 1.3700e- 0.0000 1.3700e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003 003 003
Off-Road 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 1.8000e- 5.5100e- | 5.5100e- 5.0700e- | 5.0700e- 0.0000 16.0340 16.0340 { 5.1900e- { 0.0000 16.1637
004 003 003 003 003 003
?otal 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 1.8000e- | 9.0800e- | 5.5100e- | 0.0146 1.3%0e- 5.0700e- | 6.4400e- 0.0000 16.0340 16.0340 | 5.1900e- | 0.0000 16.161’7
004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 8.2000e- 0.0305 { 7.6400e- i 8.0000e- i 1.8400e- : 1.0000e- { 1.9400e- { 5.1000e- { 9.0000e- { 6.0000e- 0.0000 8.2665 8.2665 8.7000e- : 0.0000 8.2883
004 003 005 003 004 003 004 005 004 004
Vendor 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
Worker 4.3000e- { 3.0000e- i 3.4100e- i 1.0000e- i 1.2100e- i 1.0000e- { 1.2200e- { 3.2000e- { 1.0000e- { 3.3000e- 0.0000 1.0452 1.0452 2.0000e- { 0.0000 1.0458
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Total 1.2500e- 0.0308 0.0111 9.0000e- | 3.0500e- | 1.1000e- | 3.1600e- | 8.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.3000e- 0.0000 9.3117 9.3117 8.9000e- | 0.0000 9.3340
003 005 003 004 003 004 004 004 004
3.3 P2 Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
I
Off-Road 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6084 i 85.6084 0.0277 0.0000 86.3006
004
Total 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6084 | 85.6084 0.02% 0.0000 86.3006
004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 3.6000e- 0.0116 { 3.1600e- ; 3.0000e- i 6.9000e- ; 6.0000e- { 7.5000e- { 2.0000e- { 6.0000e- { 2.6000e- 0.0000 2.6655 2.6655 2.2000e- ; 0.0000 2.6711
004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 004
Worker 8.5000e- { 6.0000e- : 6.7900e- { 2.0000e- ; 2.4000e- i 2.0000e- i 2.4200e- | 6.4000e- { 1.0000e- | 6.5000e- 0.0000 2.0809 2.0809 5.0000e- { 0.0000 2.0820
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Total 1.2100e- 0.0122 | 9.9500e- | 5.0000e- | 3.0900e- | 8.0000e- | 3.1700e- | 8.4000e- | 7.0000e- | 9.1000e- 0.0000 4.7464 4.7464 2.%00e- 0.0000 4.7531
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
I
Off-Road 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6083 | 85.6083 0.0277 0.0000 86.3005
004
| E—— e
Total 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6083 | 85.6083 0.0277 0.0000 86.3005
004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 3.6000e- 0.0116 { 3.1600e- i 3.0000e- i 6.9000e- i 6.0000e- { 7.5000e- { 2.0000e- { 6.0000e- { 2.6000e- 0.0000 2.6655 2.6655 2.2000e- i 0.0000 2.6711
004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 004
Worker 8.5000e- { 6.0000e- i 6.7900e- { 2.0000e- i 2.4000e- { 2.0000e- i 2.4200e- | 6.4000e- i 1.0000e- | 6.5000e- 0.0000 2.0809 2.0809 5.0000e- { 0.0000 2.0820
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Total 1.2100e- 0.0122 | 9.9500e- | 5.0000e- | 3.0900e- | 8.0000e- | 3.1700e- | 8.4000e- | 7.0000e- | 9.1000e- 0.0000 4.7464 4.7464 2.%00e- 0.0000 4.W
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004

3.3 P2 Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site




004

ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2|  CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
—
Off-Road 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.8887
004
?otal 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.888?
004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Vendor 1.2000e- i 4.1000e- { 1.1500e- i 1.0000e- { 2.7000e- i 1.0000e- { 2.8000e- { 8.0000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.0000e- 0.0000 1.0377 1.0377 8.0000e- i 0.0000 1.0398
004 003 003 005 004 005 004 005 005 005 005
Worker 3.2000e- { 2.1000e- i 2.4700e- { 1.0000e- i 9.4000e- { 1.0000e- i 9.5000e- { 2.5000e- i 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.7888 0.7888 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.7892
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
?otal 4.4000e- | 4.3100e- | 3.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 3.3000e- | 2.0000e- | 3.5000e- 0.0000 1.8265 1.8265 1.0000e- | 0.0000 1.8290
004 003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.8887




?otal 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.8887
004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 1.2000e- ; 4.1000e- i 1.1500e- i 1.0000e- i 2.7000e- : 1.0000e- { 2.8000e- | 8.0000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.0000e- 0.0000 1.0377 1.0377 8.0000e- { 0.0000 1.0398
004 003 003 005 004 005 004 005 005 005 005
Worker 3.2000e- { 2.1000e- { 2.4700e- { 1.0000e- i 9.4000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.5000e- { 2.5000e- { 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.7888 0.7888 2.0000e- i 0.0000 0.7892
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 4.4000e- | 4.3100e- | 3.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 3.3000e- | 2.0000e- | 3.5000e- 0.0000 1.8265 1.8265 1.0000e- | 0.0000 1.8290
004 003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.4 P2 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 0.0175 0.0000 0.017-5 1.8900e- 0.0000 1.8900e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003
Off-Road 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- 7.4000e- ; 7.4000e- 6.8200e- | 6.8200e- 0.0000 214704 : 214704 ; 6.8700e- i 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 003 003 003
— — S Ty —
Total 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- 0.0175 | 7.4000e- | 0.0249 1.8900e- | 6.8200e- | 8.7100e- 0.0000 21.4704 | 21.4704 | 6.8700e- | 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 003 003 003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- | 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- i 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
?otal 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 6.8200e- { 0.0000 { 6.8200e- | 7.4000e- 0.0000 7.4000e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003 004 004
Off-Road 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- 7.4000e- | 7.4000e- 6.8200e- | 6.8200e- 0.0000 214703 i 21.4703 | 6.8700e- i 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 003 003 003
- — — - I —
Total 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- | 6.8200e- | 7.4000e- | 0.0142 | 7.4000e- | 6.8200e- | 7.5600e- 0.0000 21.4703 | 21.4703 | 6.8700e- | 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 004 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- { 2.4000e- | 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- { 1.0000e- { 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
3.5 P2 Paving - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 6.8600e- 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- ; 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- { 0.0000 9.0805
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
Paving 3.5400e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003
| E—— I I — —
Total 0.0104 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- | 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- | 0.0000 9.0805
004 003 003 003 003 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- : 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- ; 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- ;{ 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- ;{ 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
— — — ——

Off-Road 6.8600e- 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- { 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- { 0.0000 9.0805

003 004 003 003 003 003 003
Paving 3.5400e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

003
I I — —

Total 0.0104 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- | 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- | 0.0000 9.0805

004 003 003 003 003 003

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- { 2.4000e- i 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- i 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- i 0.0000 0.8366

004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366

004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005

3.6 P2 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2|  CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 0.0458 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 2.3000e- 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- { 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- i 0.0000 2.6855
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
?otal 0.0481 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- | 0.0000 2.6855
005 004 004 004 004 004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0000e- i 3.0000e- i 3.0000e-i 0.0000 1.2000e- i 0.0000 { 1.2000e- { 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
?otal 4.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 1.2000e- [ 0.0000 | 1.2000e- | 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0458 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000




Off-Road 2.3000e- 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- i 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- { 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- ; 0.0000 2.6855
003 005 004 004 004 004 i 004
Total 0.0481 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- | 0.0000 2.6855
005 004 004 004 004 004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0000e- { 3.0000e- { 3.0000e- i 0.0000 1.2000e- { 0.0000 £ 1.2000e- { 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
Total 4.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 1.2000e- [ 0.0000 | 1.2000e- | 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ I . -
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
 E—
Mitigated 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
Unmitigated 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




4.2 Trip Summary Information

I
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
— —
Land Use Weekday Saturday  Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00
4.3 Trip Type Information
_— - I
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- [ H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Igrimary Diverted Igass-by
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
4.4 Fleet Mix
e T Sy~ E T T — e
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
Parking Lot 0.558976] 0.043534] 0.209821] 0.113949] 0.016111] 0.005791 0.025447] 0.016654] 0.001713] 0.001553] 0.004896] 0.000590] 0.000966
I High Turnover (Sit Down 0.558976i 0.043534; 0.209821] 0.113949i 0.016111 0.005791 0.025447; 0.016654; 0.001713; 0.001553; 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
o rant)
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
__ __ _ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 ; 86.9578 : 86.9578 : 3.5900e- { 7.4000e- | 87.2689
Mitigated 003 004
Electricity 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 86.9578 ! 86.9578 | 3.5900e- ! 7.4000e- ! 87.2689
Unmitigated 003 004
NaturalGas 8.8800e- ! 0.0808 0.0679 [ 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- i 0.0000 ! 87.9286 i 87.9286 ! 1.6900e- i 1.6100e- ! 88.4511
Mitigated 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
NaturalGas 8.8800e- | 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- { 0.0000 | 87.9286 i 87.9286 [ 1.6900e- { 1.6100e- i 88.4511
Unmitigated 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
__ I __ __ . - _
NaturalGa ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr M?/yr
| E— I e —
High Turnover (Sit} 1.64772e+{ 8.8800e- { 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- § 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 0.0000 87.9286 | 87.9286 | 1.6900e- | 1.6100e- | 88.4511
Down Restaurant) 006 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
| E—— e —
Total 8.8800e- | 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- §| 0.0000 87.9286 | 87.9286 | 1.6900e- | 1.6100e- | 88.4511
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated
__ __ I __ __ . -
NaturalGa ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr M?/yr
| E— I e —
High Turnover (Sit} 1.64772e+{ 8.8800e- { 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- { 6.1400e- 6.1400e- ; 6.1400e- 0.0000 87.9286 | 87.9286 | 1.6900e- | 1.6100e- ;| 88.4511
Down Restaurant) 006 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
Total 8.8800e- | 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- | 0.0000 87,0286 | 87.0286 | 1.6000e- | 1.6100e- | 88.4511
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity




Unmitigated

Electricity | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Land Use MT/yr
O e
High Turnover (Sit 73.8545 { 3.0500e- i 6.3000e- | 74.1187
Down Restaurant) 003 004
Parking Lot 41125 13.1033 | 5.4000e- i 1.1000e- i 13.1502
004 004
P I
Total 86.9578 | 3.5900e- | 7.4000e- | 87.2689
003 004
Mitigated
Electricity | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Land Use MT/yr
O e
High Turnover (Siti 231794 73.8545 { 3.0500e- i 6.3000e- | 74.1187
Down Restaurant) 003 004
Parking Lot 41125 13.1033 | 5.4000e- i 1.1000e- i 13.1502
004 004
— I
Total 86.9578 | 3.5900e- | 7.4000e- | 87.2689
003 004
6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



ROG NOX Co S02 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PMIT0 ] Fugitive | Exnaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated 0.0353 1.0000e- § 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- i 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e— 3.0700e- { 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Unmitigated 0.0353 1.0000e- § 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0700e- { 3.0700e- { 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
__ I __ __ . -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 4.5800e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating 003
Consumer 0.0306 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 1.5000e- { 1.0000e- i 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0700e- { 3.0700e- { 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
004 005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
?otal 0.0353 1.0000e- 1.5-900e- 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e- 3.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Mitigated
__ I __ __ . -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 4.5800e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating 003
Consumer 0.0306 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products




Landscaping 1.5000e- { 1.0000e- : 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 1.0000e- i 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0700e- { 3.0700e- : 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
004 005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
?otal 0.0353 1.0000e- 1.5-900e- 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e- 3.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Category MT/yr
I
Mitigated 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- { 11.0857
003
Unmitigated 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- { 11.0857
003
7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated
Indoor/Outlf Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
-
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
— I
High Turnover (Sit; 1.92744 / 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- ; 11.0857
Down Restaurant) i 0.123028 003
Parking Lot 0/0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
. I
Total 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003




Mitigated

Indoor/Outlf Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
-
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
— I
High Turnover (Siti 1.92744/ i 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- i 11.0857
Down Restaurant): 0.123028 003
Parking Lot 0/0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
. I
Total 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
Category/Year
Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
MT/yr
I
Mitigated 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Unmitigated 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992

8.2 Waste by Land Use

Unmitigated



Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed

Land Use tons MT/yr
High ?urnover (Sit 75.56 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Down Restaurant)

Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

?otal 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
-

Land Use tons MT/yr
High ?urnover (Sit 75.56 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Down Restaurant)

Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

?otal 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
9.0 Operational Offroad
- — - . I
I Equipment Type I Number Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number Hours/Year

I
I Hours/Day

Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I




Boilers

__ - - __ . I

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

__ -

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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LA Times Construction for Phase 2 - Orange County, Winter

LA Times Construction for Phase 2
Orange County, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/23/2020 12:30 PM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage loor Surface Area Population
Parking Lot 117.50 7000sqt 2.70 117,500.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 6.35 1000sqft 0.15 6,354.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30

Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2021

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

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .
Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .




Trips and VMT - .

Demolition - .

Grading - .

Architectural Coating - .

Vehicle Trips - Construction only.

Area Coating - Construction only

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .

Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Off-road Equipment - .

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 220.00 305.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 6.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 22.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 21.00

tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 6,350.00 6,354.00
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.38 0.38
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.31 0.31
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.48 0.48
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Aerial Lifts
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Scrapers
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Plate Compactors
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 4.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 20.00 1.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 52.00 2.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 10.00 1.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 0.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
ROG | NOX SOz | Fugitve | Exnaust | PM10 ] Fugiive | Exhaust | PM2.5  J Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | Chi4 N2O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM25 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 21180 | 24.7646 | 15.1524 | 00325 | 1.7080 ] 00827 | 26016 | 02061 ] 00040 | 1.1081 | 00000 ]3.142.956]3,142.9560] 0.0717 | 0.0000 ]3.167.248]
9 5
2021 45839 | 5.7808 9.3400e- ;| 0.0288 | 0.2680 | 0.2968 | 7.7700e- | 0.2466 i 0.2544 | 0.0000 ; 907.9101 | 907.9101 | 0.2814 | 0.0000 | 914.9439
003 003
Maximum 4.5830 | 24.7646 | 15.1524 | 0.0325 | 1.7089 | 09827 | 2.6016 | 02061 | 009049 | 1.1081 ] 0.0000 |3,142.956]3,142.9569] 0.9717 | 0.0000 |3,167.248]
9 5

Mitigated Construction




ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
I e I I
2020 2.1180 24.7646 | 15.1524 0.0325 0.7386 0.9827 1.7213 0.1084 0.9049 1.0034 0.0000 |3,142.956{3,142.9569i 0.9717 0.0000 |3,167.248
9 5
2021 4.5839 5.7808 5.2945 9.3400e- 0.0288 0.2680 0.2968 7.7700e- 0.2466 0.2544 0.0000 {907.9101 | 907.9101 0.2814 0.0000 | 914.9439
003 003
e — T —~——— — v
Maximum 4.5839 24.7646 | 15.1524 0.0325 0.7386 0.9827 1.7213 0.1084 0.9049 1.0034 0.0000 |3,142.956 |3,142.9569| 0.9717 0.0000 |3,167.248
9 5
__ __ __ __ e T —— v
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 55.84 0.00 32.4-7 45.70 0.00 7.69 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
e __
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 Ib/day Ib/day
o A
Area 0.1937 1.2000e- { 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- { 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005
Energy 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 | 531.0941 0.0102 { 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
Mobile 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
e e B e
Total 0.2424 0.4427 0.3845 | 2.6600e- 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 531.1212 | 531.1212 | 0.0103 | 9.7400e- | 534.2790
003 003

Mitigated Operational




ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area 0.1937 1.2000e- 0.012-7 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.02-71 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005
Energy 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 { 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 | 531.0941 0.0102 § 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
Mobile 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
. — — I
Total 0.2424 0.4427 0.3845 | 2.6600e- 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 531.1212 | 531.1212 | 0.0103 | 9.7400e- | 534.2790
003 003
__ __ __ __ T ——————
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
— . I T T —— T —— T ——— —
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysjNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
- - - - - -
1 Demolition Demolition 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 5 44
2 P2 Renovation Building Construction 3/1/2020 4/30/2021 5 305
3 P2 Grading Grading 6/1/2020 6/30/2020 5 22
4 P2 Paving Paving 7/1/2020 7/30/2020 5 22
5 P2 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 5/1/2021 5/31/2021 5 21

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 2.7

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 9,531; Non-Residential Outdoor: 3,177; Striped Parking Area:



OffRoad Equipment

-
Horse Power

Phase Name mype Amount Usage Hours Load m
Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38
IP2 Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP2 Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48|
IP2 Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IDemoIition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IDemoIition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.404
IDemoIition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
P2 Renovation Forklifts 2 7.00 89 0.20|
P2 Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP2 Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP2 Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP2 Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.408
IP2 Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 8.00 9 0.56§
IP2 Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP2 Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP2 Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38]
IP2 Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37
IP2 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48|
Trips and VMT
Phase Name mquipment Worker W Wr'l’rip Wg'l’rip Wﬂ'rip Wr'l’rip an'l’rip Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
B - - _Class Class
Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 215.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Renovation 5 2.00 1.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT




P2 Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00:LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT I
P2 Architectural 1 1.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT I
(oting
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - .
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 1.0583 0.0000 1.0583 0.1602 0.0000 0.1602 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 0.2506 0.2506 0.2305 0.2305 803.3875 | 803.3875 ; 0.2598 809.8833
003
— e~ I
Total 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 1.0583 0.2506 1.3089 0.1602 0.2305 0.3908 803.3875 | 803.3875 | 0.2598 809.8833
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— I e
Hauling 0.0378 1.3605 0.3574 | 3.6800e- 0.0851 4.4300e- : 0.0895 0.0233 4.2400e- 0.0275 410.5425 ; 410.5425 ; 0.0442 411.6483
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0217 0.0133 0.1513 | 5.2000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 51.5811 51.5811 | 1.1800e- 51.6105
004 004 004 003
— — - —
Total 0.0595 1.3738 0.5087 | 4.2000e- 0.1410 | 4.8000e- | 0.1458 0.0381 4.5800e- 0.0427 462.1235 | 462.1235 | 0.0454 463.2588
003 003 003




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust O.412-7 0.0000 0.4127 0.0625 0.0000 0.0625 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 0.2506 0.2506 0.2305 0.2305 0.0000 § 803.3875 i 803.3875 i 0.2598 809.8833
003
— — e I
Total 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 0.4127 0.2506 0.6633 0.0625 0.2305 0.2930 0.0000 | 803.3875 | 803.3875 | 0.2598 809.8833
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— I e
Hauling 0.0378 1.3605 0.3574 | 3.6800e- 0.0851 4.4300e- | 0.0895 0.0233 4.2400e- 0.0275 410.5425 | 410.5425 i 0.0442 411.6483
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0217 0.0133 0.1513 | 5.2000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 51.5811 51.5811 | 1.1800e- 51.6105
004 004 004 003
— — - —
Total 0.0595 1.3738 0.5087 | 4.2000e- 0.1410 | 4.8000e- | 0.1458 0.0381 4.5800e- 0.0427 462.1235 | 462.1235 | 0.0454 463.2588
003 003 003

3.3 P2 Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site




003

ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I e
Off-Road 0.5574 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 861.8000 { 861.8000 ;{ 0.2787 868.7681
003
?otal 0.55-74 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 861.8000 | 861.8000 0.2-787 868.7681
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 | PM25 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 3.3400e- 0.1041 0.0301 2.4000e- { 6.3900e- i 5.5000e- i 6.9400e- { 1.8400e- i 5.3000e- | 2.3700e- 26.4466 ! 26.4466 | 2.3000e- 26.5042
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.6900e- i 5.3200e- i 0.0605 | 2.1000e- 0.0224 1.5000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.4000e- | 6.0600e- 20.6324 | 20.6324 | 4.7000e- 20.6442
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
- I e e I I
Total 0.0120 0.1095 0.0907 | 4.5000e- 0.0288 | 7.0000e- | 0.0294 7.7700e- | 6.7000e- | 8.4300e- 47.0790 | 47.0790 | 2.7700e- 47.1484
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I e
Off-Road 0.5574 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 0.0000 : 861.8000 ; 861.8000 { 0.2787 868.7681




?otal 0.55-74 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 0.0000 | 861.8000 | 861.8000 0.2-787 868.7681
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.3400e- 0.1041 0.0301 2.4000e- { 6.3900e- : 5.5000e- ; 6.9400e- | 1.8400e- ; 5.3000e- | 2.3700e- 26.4466 : 26.4466 | 2.3000e- 26.5042
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.6900e- { 5.3200e- { 0.0605 | 2.1000e- 0.0224 1.5000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.4000e- | 6.0600e- 20.6324 | 20.6324 | 4.7000e- 20.6442
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
I e e I I
Total 0.0120 0.1095 0.0907 | 4.5000e- 0.0288 | 7.0000e- | 0.0294 7.7700e- | 6.7000e- | 8.4300e- 47.0790 | 47.0790 | 2.7700e- 47.1484
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.3 P2 Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— I — — — e
Off-Road 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 861.7745 § 861.7745 ; 0.2787 868.7424
003
— s e e ——~——— —
Total 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 861.7745 | 861.7745 | 0.2787 868.7424
003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 2.8000e- 0.0936 0.0279 | 2.4000e- i 6.3900e- { 2.0000e- { 6.5900e- | 1.8400e- i 1.9000e- { 2.0300e- 26.2189 | 26.2189 | 2.2100e- 26.2742
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.1700e- | 4.8000e- | 0.0561 2.0000e- 0.0224 1.4000e- | 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.3000e- | 6.0600e- 19.9166 19.9166 | 4.3000e- 19.9273
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
?otal 0.0110 0.0984 0.0840 | 4.4000e- 0.0288 | 3.4000e- | 0.0291 7.#00e- 3.2000e- | 8.0900e- 46.1355 | 46.1355 | 2.6400e- 46.2015
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— s — — — e
Off-Road 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 0.0000 { 861.7745 861.7745 i 0.2787 868.7424
003
- — s e e~ ——— —
Total 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 0.0000 | 861.7745 | 861.7745 | 0.2787 868.7424
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 2.8000e- 0.0936 0.0279 | 2.4000e- i 6.3900e- i 2.0000e- { 6.5900e- { 1.8400e- { 1.9000e- { 2.0300e- 26.2189 | 26.2189 | 2.2100e- 26.2742
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 8.1700e- | 4.8000e- i 0.0561 2.0000e- 0.0224 1.4000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.3000e- | 6.0600e- 19.9166 19.9166 | 4.3000e- 19.9273
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Total 0.0110 0.0984 0.0840 | 4.4000e- 0.0288 | 3.4000e- | 0.0291 7.#00e- 3.2000e- | 8.0900e- 46.1355 | 46.1355 | 2.6400e- 46.2015
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.4 P2 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.5908 0.0000 1.5908 0.1718 0.0000 0.1718 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 0.6727 0.6727 0.6196 0.6196 2,151.548 12,151.5483; 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
| E—— —— e~ — T~~~ -
Total 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 1.5908 0.6727 2.2634 0.1718 0.6196 0.7914 2,151.548 |2,151.5483| 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 : 5.9000e- : 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 : 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Total 0.034-7 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o o
Fugitive Dust 0.6204 0.0000 0.6204 0.0670 0.0000 0.0670 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 0.6727 0.6727 0.6196 0.6196 0.0000 {2,151.54812,151.5483] 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
—— e~ e
Total 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 0.6204 0.6727 1.2930 0.0670 0.6196 0.6866 0.0000 |2,151.548 [2,151.5483| 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Total 0.034-7 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003

3.5 P2 Paving - 2020

Unmitigated Construction On-Site




003

ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — —
Off-Road 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 { 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 0.3216 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
- —— — —
Total 0.9453 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- i 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
- - I
Total 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 § 902.6611 ;i 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595




Paving 0.3216 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 I
e — — —
Total 0.9453 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 | 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0347 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- i 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
Total 0.034-7 0.0213 0.2420 | 8.3000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 82.5297 | 82.5297 | 1.8800e- 82.5768
004 004 004 003
3.6 P2 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating 4.3609 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 ;| 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Total 4.5798 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0900e- | 2.4000e- { 0.0280 1.0000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- i 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 9.9583 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
?otal 4.0900e- | 2.4000e- | 0.0280 1.0000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 9.9583 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating 4.3609 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 §281.4481 i 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
?otal 4.5798 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0900e- { 2.4000e- { 0.0280 1.0000e- 0.0112 1§ 7.0000e- { 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- { 3.0300e- 9.9583 9.9583 2.1000e- 9.9637
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Total 4.0900e- | 2.4000e- | 0.0280 | 1.0000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 9.9583 9.9583 2.1000e- 9.961’T
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
 E—
Mitigated 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
Unmitigated 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
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
— —
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
-
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00
4.3 Trip Type Information
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- | H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0
I High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
4.4 Fleet Mix
B T T —— T S—r— I
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
N
Parking Lot O.5589$6 0.043534; 0.209821; 0.113949! 0.016111; 0.005791 0.025447: 0.016654 0.001713 0.001553; 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
I High Turnover (Sit Down 0.558976: 0.043534: 0.209821; 0.113949: 0.016111; 0.005791 0.025447: 0.016654; 0.001713: 0.001553: 0.004896: 0.000590:; 0.000966
1)
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
__ __ I _ __ . - _
I ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.045 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 { 531.0941 0.0102 { 9.7400e- { 534.2501
Mitigated 003 003
NaturalGas 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 { 531.0941 0.0102 { 9.7400e- { 534.2501
Unmitigated 003 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
__ __ I __ __ . -
NaturalGa ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use |M PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total I I




Lana Use RBTUNT To/aay Ib/oay
High Turnover (Sit] 4514.3 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 §531.0941 1 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
Total 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0041 | 531.0041 | 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
Mitigated
__ __ I __ __ . .
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
High Turnover (Sit] 4.5143 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 § 531.0941 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
| E—— — .
Total 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 | 531.0941 | 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
6.0 Area Detail
6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
e __ -
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 Ib/day Ib/day
I o A
Mitigated 0.1937 1.2000e- ;i 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005




Unmitigated 0.1937 1.2000e- ;{ 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- ; 5.0000e- 5.0000e- ; 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005

6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated

ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.0251 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 0.1674 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 1.1900e- | 1.2000e- i 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
003 004 005 005 005 005 005
?otal 0.1937 1.2000e- 0.012-7 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 0.02-71 0.02-71 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005
Mitigated
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0251 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 0.1674 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 1.1900e- | 1.2000e- i 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
003 004 005 005 005 005 005
?otal 0.1937 1.2000e- 0.012-7 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 0.02-71 0.02-71 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005

7.0 Water Detail



7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

9.0 Operational Offroad

_— . - e
I Equipment Type I Number Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

L
Equipment Type Number I Hours/-Day Hours/Year Horse Igower I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

Boilers

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

User Defined Equipment

__ __
Equipment Type Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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LA Times Construction for Phase 2 - Orange County, Summer

LA Times Construction for Phase 2
Orange County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/23/2020 12:33 PM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage loor Surface Area Population
Parking Lot 117.50 7000sqt 2.70 117,500.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 6.35 1000sqft 0.15 6,354.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30

Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2021

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

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .
Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .




Trips and VMT - .

Demolition - .

Grading - .

Architectural Coating - .

Vehicle Trips - Construction only.

Area Coating - Construction only

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .

Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Off-road Equipment - .

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 220.00 305.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 6.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 22.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 21.00

tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 6,350.00 6,354.00
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.38 0.38
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.31 0.31
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.48 0.48
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Aerial Lifts
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Scrapers
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Plate Compactors
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 4.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 20.00 1.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 52.00 2.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 10.00 1.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 0.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
ROG | NOX SOz | Fugitve | Exnaust | PM10 ] Fugiive | Exhaust | PM2.5  J Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | Chi4 N2O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM25 | PM25 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 21120 | 24.7623 | 15.1746 | 00326 | 1.7080 ] 00827 | 26016 | 02061 ] 00040 | 1.1081 | 00000 ]3.140465]3 1494655 00717 | 0.0000 ]3.173.757]
5 6
2021 45834 | 5.7806 9.3600e- | 0.0288 | 0.2680 | 0.2968 | 7.7700e- | 0.2466 | 0.2544 | 0.0000 | 909.6977 | 909.6977 | 0.2813 | 0.0000 | 916.7295
003 003
Maximum 45834 | 24.7623 | 15.1746 | 0.0326 | 1.7089 | 09827 | 2.6016 | 02061 | 009049 | 1.1081 ] 0.0000 ]3,149.465]3,149.4655] 0.9717 | 0.0000 |3.173.757]
5 6

Mitigated Construction




ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
I e I —
2020 2.1129 24.7623 | 15.1746 0.0326 0.7386 0.9827 1.7213 0.1084 0.9049 1.0034 0.0000 |3,149.46513,149.4655] 0.9717 0.0000 §3,173.757
5 6
2021 4.5834 5.7806 5.2968 9.3600e- 0.0288 0.2680 0.2968 7.7700e- 0.2466 0.2544 0.0000 {909.6977 | 909.6977 i 0.2813 0.0000 | 916.7295
003 003
e — T —~——— — I
Maximum 4.5834 24.7623 | 15.1746 0.0326 0.7386 0.9827 1.7213 0.1084 0.9049 1.0034 0.0000 | 3,149.465|3,149.4655| 0.9717 0.0000 |3,173.757
5 6
__ __ __ __ e T —— v
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 55.84 0.00 32.4-7 45.70 0.00 7.69 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
e __
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 Ib/day Ib/day
o A
Area 0.1937 1.2000e- { 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- { 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005
Energy 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 | 531.0941 0.0102 { 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
Mobile 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
e e B e
Total 0.2424 0.4427 0.3845 | 2.6600e- 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 531.1212 | 531.1212 | 0.0103 | 9.7400e- | 534.2790
003 003

Mitigated Operational




ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area 0.1937 1.2000e- 0.012-7 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.02-71 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005
Energy 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 { 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 | 531.0941 0.0102 § 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
Mobile 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
. — — I
Total 0.2424 0.4427 0.3845 | 2.6600e- 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 0.0000 0.0337 0.0337 531.1212 | 531.1212 | 0.0103 | 9.7400e- | 534.2790
003 003
__ __ __ __ T ——————
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
— . I T T —— T —— T ——— —
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysjNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
- - - - - -
1 Demolition Demolition 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 5 44
2 P2 Renovation Building Construction 3/1/2020 4/30/2021 5 305
3 P2 Grading Grading 6/1/2020 6/30/2020 5 22
4 P2 Paving Paving 7/1/2020 7/30/2020 5 22
5 P2 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 5/1/2021 5/31/2021 5 21

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 2.7

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 9,531; Non-Residential Outdoor: 3,177; Striped Parking Area:



OffRoad Equipment

-
Horse Power

Phase Name mype Amount Usage Hours Load m
Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38
IP2 Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP2 Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48|
IP2 Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IDemoIition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IDemoIition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.404
IDemoIition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
P2 Renovation Forklifts 2 7.00 89 0.20|
P2 Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP2 Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP2 Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP2 Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.408
IP2 Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 8.00 9 0.56§
IP2 Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP2 Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'
IP2 Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38]
IP2 Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37
IP2 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48|
Trips and VMT
Phase Name mquipment Worker W Wr'l’rip Wg'l’rip Wﬂ'rip Wr'l’rip an'l’rip Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
B - - _Class Class
Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 215.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Renovation 5 2.00 1.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT




P2 Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00:LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT I
P2 Architectural 1 1.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT I
(oting
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - .
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 1.0583 0.0000 1.0583 0.1602 0.0000 0.1602 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 0.2506 0.2506 0.2305 0.2305 803.3875 | 803.3875 ; 0.2598 809.8833
003
— e~ I
Total 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 1.0583 0.2506 1.3089 0.1602 0.2305 0.3908 803.3875 | 803.3875 | 0.2598 809.8833
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0369 1.3436 0.3395 | 3.7400e- 0.0851 4.3500e- ¢ 0.0894 0.0233 4.1600e- 0.02?5 416.8351 § 416.8351 0.0432 417.9153
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0192 0.0121 0.1637 | 5.5000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 545022 | 54.5022 | 1.2400e- 54.5332
004 004 004 003
— e — T . T~ .
Total 0.0561 1.3557 0.5032 | 4.2900e- 0.1410 | 4.7200e- | 0.1457 0.0381 4.5000e- 0.0426 471.3373 | 471.3373 | 0.0445 472.4486
003 003 003




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust O.412-7 0.0000 0.4127 0.0625 0.0000 0.0625 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 0.2506 0.2506 0.2305 0.2305 0.0000 § 803.3875 i 803.3875 i 0.2598 809.8833
003
— — e I
Total 0.4557 4.5298 5.5638 | 8.3000e- 0.4127 0.2506 0.6633 0.0625 0.2305 0.2930 0.0000 | 803.3875 | 803.3875 | 0.2598 809.8833
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0369 1.3436 0.3395 | 3.7400e- 0.0851 4.3500e- | 0.0894 0.0233 4.1600e- 0.02?5 416.8351 | 416.8351 0.0432 417.9153
003 003 003
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0192 0.0121 0.1637 | 5.5000e- 0.0559 | 3.7000e- i 0.0563 0.0148 3.4000e- 0.0152 545022 | 54.5022 | 1.2400e- 54.5332
004 004 004 003
— e — T . T~ .
Total 0.0561 1.3557 0.5032 | 4.2900e- 0.1410 | 4.7200e- | 0.1457 0.0381 4.5000e- 0.0426 471.3373 | 471.3373 | 0.0445 472.4486
003 003 003

3.3 P2 Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site




003

ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I e
Off-Road 0.5574 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 861.8000 { 861.8000 ;{ 0.2787 868.7681
003
?otal 0.55-74 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 861.8000 | 861.8000 0.2-787 868.7681
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.1900e- 0.1042 0.0275 | 2.5000e- i 6.3900e- i 5.4000e- { 6.9300e- { 1.8400e- { 5.2000e- { 2.3600e- 271129 | 27.1129 | 2.1900e- 27.1677
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.6900e- i 4.8400e- i 0.0655 | 2.2000e- 0.0224 1.5000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.4000e- | 6.0600e- 21.8009 i 21.8009 | 5.0000e- 21.8133
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
?otal 0.0109 0.1090 0.0930 | 4.7000e- 0.0288 | 6.9000e- | 0.0294 7.#00e- 6.6000e- | 8.4200e- 48.9138 | 48.9138 | 2.6900e- 48.9810
004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I e
Off-Road 0.5574 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 0.0000 : 861.8000 ; 861.8000 { 0.2787 868.7681




?otal 0.55-74 6.2462 5.2989 | 8.9000e- 0.3088 0.3088 0.2841 0.2841 0.0000 | 861.8000 | 861.8000 0.2-787 868.7681
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 3.1900e- 0.1042 0.0275 : 2.5000e- i 6.3900e- : 5.4000e- i 6.9300e- | 1.8400e- { 5.2000e- { 2.3600e- 271129 § 27.1129 | 2.1900e- 27.1677
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.6900e- | 4.8400e- { 0.0655 | 2.2000e- 0.0224 1.5000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.4000e- | 6.0600e- 21.8009 { 21.8009 | 5.0000e- 21.8133
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Total 0.0109 0.1090 0.0930 | 4.7000e- 0.0288 | 6.9000e- | 0.0294 7.#00e- 6.6000e- | 8.4200e- 48.9138 | 48.9138 | 2.6900e- 48.9810
004 004 003 004 003 003
3.3 P2 Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— I — — — e
Off-Road 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 861.7745 § 861.7745 ; 0.2787 868.7424
003
— s e e ——~——— —
Total 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 861.7745 | 861.7745 | 0.2787 868.7424
003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




__
Exhaust

I
PM10

__
Exhaust

.
PM2.5

-
NBio- CO2

__
Total CO2

ROG NOx CO SO2 Eugitive Fugitive Bio- CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 2.6700e- 0.0938 0.0254 | 2.5000e- | 6.3900e- i 1.9000e- { 6.5800e- | 1.8400e- { 1.9000e- { 2.0200e- 26.8793 | 26.8793 | 2.1100e- 26.9319
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.2200e- | 4.3700e- { 0.0608 ; 2.1000e- ; 0.0224 ; 1.4000e- ; 0.0225 | 5.9300e- ; 1.3000e- ; 6.0600e- 21.0439 | 21.0439 | 4.5000e- 21.0552
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
- I - - I
Total 9.8900e- 0.0982 0.0862 | 4.6000e- | 0.0288 | 3.3000e- | 0.0291 | 7.7700e- | 3.2000e- | 8.0800e- 47.9231 | 47.9231 | 2.5600e- 47.9871
003 004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
— s — — — e
Off-Road 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 { 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 0.0000 | 861.7745 861.7745 { 0.2787 868.7424
003
- — s e e~ ——— —
Total 0.5073 5.6824 5.2106 | 8.9000e- 0.2677 0.2677 0.2463 0.2463 0.0000 | 861.7745 | 861.7745 | 0.2787 868.7424
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 2.6700e- 0.0938 0.0254 2.5000e- { 6.3900e- i 1.9000e- i 6.5800e- { 1.8400e- i 1.9000e- { 2.0200e- 26.8793 26.8793 | 2.1100e- 26.9319
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Worker 7.2200e- | 4.3700e- 0.0608 2.1000e- 0.0224 1.4000e- i 0.0225 5.9300e- | 1.3000e- | 6.0600e- 21.0439 21.0439 | 4.5000e- 21.0552
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
I e~ —T— .
Total 9.8900e- 0.0982 0.0862 4.6000e- 0.0288 | 3.3000e- | 0.0291 7.7700e- | 3.2000e- | 8.0800e- 47.9231 47.9231 | 2.5600e- 47.9871
003 004 004 003 004 003 003
3.4 P2 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 1.5908 0.0000 1.5908 0.1718 0.0000 0.1718 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 0.6727 0.6727 0.6196 0.6196 2,151.548 12,151.5483; 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
| E—— —— e~ — T~~~ -
Total 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 1.5908 0.6727 2.2634 0.1718 0.6196 0.7914 2,151.548 |2,151.5483| 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 8.7000e- 0.0894 : 5.9000e- : 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
e~~~ ——— e~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o o
Fugitive Dust 0.6204 0.0000 0.6204 0.0670 0.0000 0.0670 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 0.6727 0.6727 0.6196 0.6196 0.0000 {2,151.54812,151.5483] 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
—— e~ e
Total 1.5138 18.3877 9.5208 0.0223 0.6204 0.6727 1.2930 0.0670 0.6196 0.6866 0.0000 |2,151.548 [2,151.5483| 0.6883 2,168.755
3 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- { 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 { 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
S~ ——— e~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003

3.5 P2 Paving - 2020

Unmitigated Construction On-Site




003

ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — —
Off-Road 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 { 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Paving 0.3216 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
- —— — —
Total 0.9453 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- i 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 { 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
- — — e~~~
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.6238 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 § 902.6611 ;i 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595




Paving 0.3216 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 I
e — — —
Total 0.9453 6.3036 6.3212 | 9.3200e- 0.3725 0.3725 0.3427 0.3427 0.0000 | 902.6611 | 902.6611 0.2919 909.9595
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- i 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 { 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
e~~~ ——— I
Total 0.0307 0.0194 0.2619 | 8.7000e- 0.0894 | 5.9000e- | 0.0900 0.0237 5.4000e- 0.0243 87.2035 | 87.2035 | 1.9900e- 87.2532
004 004 004 003
3.6 P2 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating 4.3609 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 ;| 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Total 4.5798 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX Co SOz ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio. CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHa N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.6100e- | 2.1800e- | 0.0304 1.1000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- i 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
?otal 3.6100e- | 2.1800e- | 0.0304 1.1000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
Archit. Coating 4.3609 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.2189 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 §281.4481 i 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
?otal 4.5798 1.5268 1.8176 | 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 3.6100e- { 2.1800e- { 0.0304 1.1000e- 0.0112 1§ 7.0000e- { 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- { 3.0300e- 10.5219 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
Total 3.6100e- | 2.1800e- | 0.0304 | 1.1000e- 0.0112 | 7.0000e- | 0.0113 2.9600e- | 7.0000e- | 3.0300e- 10.5219 | 10.5219 | 2.3000e- 10.5276
003 003 004 005 003 005 003 004
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ I __ . - .
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
 E—
Mitigated 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
Unmitigated 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
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
— —
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
-
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00
4.3 Trip Type Information
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- | H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0
I High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
4.4 Fleet Mix
B T T —— T S—r— I
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
N
Parking Lot O.5589$6 0.043534; 0.209821; 0.113949! 0.016111; 0.005791 0.025447: 0.016654 0.001713 0.001553; 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
I High Turnover (Sit Down 0.558976: 0.043534: 0.209821; 0.113949: 0.016111; 0.005791 0.025447: 0.016654; 0.001713: 0.001553: 0.004896: 0.000590:; 0.000966
1)
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
__ __ I _ __ . - _
I ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.045 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 { 531.0941 0.0102 { 9.7400e- { 534.2501
Mitigated 003 003
NaturalGas 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 { 531.0941 0.0102 { 9.7400e- { 534.2501
Unmitigated 003 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
__ __ I __ __ . -
NaturalGa ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use |M PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total I I




Lana Use RBTUNT To/aay Ib/oay
High Turnover (Sit] 4514.3 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 §531.0941 1 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
Total 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0041 | 531.0041 | 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
Mitigated
__ __ I __ __ . .
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
High Turnover (Sit] 4.5143 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 § 531.0941 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
Down Restaurant) 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
| E—— — .
Total 0.0487 0.4426 0.3718 | 2.6600e- 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 0.0336 531.0941 | 531.0941 | 0.0102 | 9.7400e- | 534.2501
003 003
6.0 Area Detail
6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
e __ -
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 Ib/day Ib/day
I o A
Mitigated 0.1937 1.2000e- ;i 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005




Unmitigated 0.1937 1.2000e- ;{ 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- ; 5.0000e- 5.0000e- ; 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005

6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated

ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.0251 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 0.1674 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 1.1900e- | 1.2000e- i 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
003 004 005 005 005 005 005
?otal 0.1937 1.2000e- 0.012-7 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 0.02-71 0.02-71 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005
Mitigated
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0251 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 0.1674 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 1.1900e- | 1.2000e- i 0.0127 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- i 5.0000e- 0.0271 0.0271 7.0000e- 0.0289
003 004 005 005 005 005 005
?otal 0.1937 1.2000e- 0.012-7 0.0000 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 0.02-71 0.02-71 7.0000e- 0.0289
004 005 005 005 005 005

7.0 Water Detail



7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

9.0 Operational Offroad

_— . - e
I Equipment Type I Number Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

L
Equipment Type Number I Hours/-Day Hours/Year Horse Igower I Load Factor I Fuel Type I

Boilers

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

User Defined Equipment

__ __
Equipment Type Number I

11.0 Vegetation




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2

Page 1 of 1

LA Times Construction for Phase 2 - Orange County, Annual

LA Times Construction for Phase 2
Orange County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 1/23/2020 12:46 PM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Parking Lot 117.50 000Gt 2.70 117,500.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 6.35 1000sqft 0.15 6,354.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30

Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2021

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

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .
Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .
Off-road Equipment - .




Trips and VMT - .

Demolition - .

Grading - .

Architectural Coating - .

Vehicle Trips - Construction only.

Area Coating - Construction only

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .

Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Off-road Equipment - .

Table Name Column Name Default value New Value
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 20.00 44.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 220.00 305.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 6.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 22.00
tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 21.00

tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 6,350.00 6,354.00
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.38 0.38
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.31 0.31
tblOffRoadEquipment LoadFactor 0.48 0.48
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Aerial Lifts
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Scrapers
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Plate Compactors
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 1.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00




tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 4.00
tbITripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 20.00 1.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 52.00 2.00
tbITripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 10.00 1.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 0.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
L I
I 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
Year tons/yr MT/yr
— — I —
2020 0.1013 1.0987 0.9034 1.6700e- 0.0489 0.0510 0.0999 7.5900e- 0.0470 0.0545 0.0000 i 147.8508 | 147.8508 i 0.0439 0.0000 | 148.9473
003 003
2021 0.0704 0.2647 0.2471 4.3000e- | 1.3300e- i 0.0125 0.0138 3.6000e- 0.0116 0.0120 0.0000 38.2206 38.2206 0.0112 0.0000 38.4996
004 003 004
— — N I I
Maximum 0.1013 1.0987 0.9034 1.6700e- 0.0489 0.0510 0.0999 7.5900e- 0.0470 0.0545 0.0000 | 147.8508 | 147.8508 | 0.0439 0.0000 | 148.9473
003 003

Mitigated Construction




ROG NOX Co S0 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exnaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2020 0.1013 1.0987 0.0034 | 167006- 1 0.0240 0.0510 0.0750 | 4.2900e- | 0.0470 0.0512 0.0000 } 147.8506 | 147.8506 ! 0.0439 0.0000 1§ 148.9471
003 003
2021 0.0704 0.2647 0.2471 § 4.3000e- { 1.3300e- | 0.0125 0.0138 | 3.6000e- i 0.0116 0.0120 0.0000 38.2206 | 38.2206 0.0112 0.0000 38.4996
004 003 004
Maximum 0.1013 1.0987 0.0034 | 1.6700e- | 0.0240 0.0510 0.0750 | 4.2900e- | 0.0470 0.0512 0.0000 ] 147.8506 | 147.8506 | 0.0439 0.0000 | 148.9471
003 003
__ __ __ __ e T —— v
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 49.57 0.00 21.88 41.51 0.00 4.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
- - ——— I I I
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
o o
1 3-1-2020 5-31-2020 0.3671 0.3671
2 6-1-2020 8-31-2020 0.5195 0.5195
3 9-1-2020 11-30-2020 0.2250 0.2250
4 12-1-2020 2-28-2021 0.2094 0.2094
5 3-1-2021 5-31-2021 0.2049 0.2049
Highest 0.5195 0.5195
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
__ I __ __ I __
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
Area 0.0353 1.0000e- § 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- §{ 1.0000e- 1.0000e- i 1.0000e- | 0.0000  3.0700e- { 3.0700e- i 1.0000e- { 0.0000  3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Energy 8.8800e- 0.0808 0.0679 { 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- { 6.1400e- | 0.0000 i 174.8864 | 174.8864 i 5.2800e- | 2.3500e- { 175.7200
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003




Mobile 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
Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 15.3380 0.0000 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6115 8.4320 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003
?otal 0.0442 0.0808 0.0694 | 4.8000e- 0.0000 | 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- 0.0000 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- § 15.9495 | 183.3215 199.2-710 0.9749 | 3.9100e- | 224.8083
004 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Operational
__ I __ __ . -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0353 1.0000e- i 1.5900e- 0.0000 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 1.0000e- §{ 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e— 3.0700e- §{ 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Energy 8.8800e- 0.0808 0.0679 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- i 6.1400e- 0.0000 174.8864 | 174.8864 i 5.2800e- i 2.3500e- | 175.7200
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Mobile 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
Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 15.3380 0.0000 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6115 8.4320 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003
?otal 0.0442 0.0808 0.0694 | 4.8000e- 0.0000 | 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- 0.0000 6.1500e- | 6.1500e- § 15.9495 | 183.3215 199.2-710 0.9749 | 3.9100e- | 224.8083
004 003 003 003 003 003
__ __ __ e ——————
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
— . I I — |
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysfNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 Demolition Demolition 3/1/2020 4/30/2020 44




2 P2 Renovation Building Construction 3/1/2020 4/30/2021 5 305
3 P2 Grading Grading 6/1/2020 6/30/2020 5 22
4 P2 Paving Paving 7/1/2020 7/30/2020 5 22
5 P2 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 5/1/2021 5/31/2021 5 21

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 2.7

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 9,531; Non-Residential Outdoor: 3,177; Striped Parking Area:

OffRoad Equipment

E’hase Name Oﬁroad Equipment 7ype Amount Usage Hours Horse E’ower Load Factor
Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.3§I
IP2 Renovation Aerial Lifts 2 8.00 63 0.31
IP2 Grading Scrapers 1 8.00 367 0.48|
IP2 Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43|
IDemoIition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73|
IDemoIition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40Q
IDemoIition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Cranes 1 4.00 231 0.29|
P2 Renovation Forklifts 2 7.00 89 0.20|
IP2 Renovation Generator Sets 0 8.00 84 0.744
IP2 Renovation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Renovation Welders 0 8.00 46 0.45
IP2 Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41
IP2 Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.404
IP2 Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 7.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 0 8.00 9 0.56]
IP2 Paving Pavers 0 8.00 130 0.42
IP2 Paving Paving Equipment 1 8.00 132 0.36'




IP2 Paving Rollers 2 8.00 80 0.38]
IP2 Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37]
IP2 Architectural Coating Air Compressors 6.00 78 0.48'
Trips and VMT
__ - __ - __ __ - -
Phase Name Offroad Equipment] Worker Trip | Vendor Trip lHauIing Trip§ Worker Trip | Vendor Trip fHauling Tripj Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
Class Class
L - - T ——————— T —
Demolition 2 5.00 0.00 215.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Renovation 5 2.00 1.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Grading 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Paving 3 8.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
P2 Architectural 1 1.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
(oting
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
3.2 Demolition - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ _ __ I - -
I ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 0.0233 0.0000 0.0233 { 3.5300e- 0.0000 3.5300e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003
Off-Road 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 1.8000e- 5.5100e- { 5.5100e- 5.0700e- { 5.0700e- 0.0000 16.0341 16.0341 | 5.1900e- { 0.0000 16.1637
004 003 003 003 003 003
?otal 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 | 1.8000e- 0.0233 | 5.5100e- | 0.0288 | 3.5300e- | 5.0700e- | 8.6000e- 0.0000 16.0341 16.0341 | 5.1900e- | 0.0000 16.161’7
004 003 003 003 003 003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 8.2000e- 0.0305 1§ 7.6400e- | 8.0000e- i 1.8400e- i 1.0000e- { 1.9400e- { 5.1000e- { 9.0000e- { 6.0000e- 0.0000 8.2665 8.2665 8.7000e- { 0.0000 8.2883
004 003 005 003 004 003 004 005 004 004
Vendor 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
Worker 4.3000e- | 3.0000e- § 3.4100e- i 1.0000e- i 1.2100e- i 1.0000e- { 1.2200e- | 3.2000e- { 1.0000e- | 3.3000e- 0.0000 1.0452 1.0452 2.0000e- { 0.0000 1.0458
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
?otal 1.2500e- 0.0308 0.0111 9.0000e- | 3.0500e- | 1.1000e- | 3.1600e- | 8.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.3000e- 0.0000 9.3117 9.3117 8.9000e- | 0.0000 9.3340
003 005 003 004 003 004 004 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 9.0800e- { 0.0000 { 9.0800e- i 1.3700e- 0.0000 1.3700e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003 003 003
Off-Road 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 1.8000e- 5.5100e- | 5.5100e- 5.0700e- | 5.0700e- 0.0000 16.0340 16.0340 { 5.1900e- { 0.0000 16.1637
004 003 003 003 003 003
?otal 0.0100 0.0997 0.1224 1.8000e- | 9.0800e- | 5.5100e- | 0.0146 1.3%0e- 5.0700e- | 6.4400e- 0.0000 16.0340 16.0340 | 5.1900e- | 0.0000 16.161’7
004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 8.2000e- 0.0305 { 7.6400e- i 8.0000e- i 1.8400e- : 1.0000e- { 1.9400e- { 5.1000e- { 9.0000e- { 6.0000e- 0.0000 8.2665 8.2665 8.7000e- : 0.0000 8.2883
004 003 005 003 004 003 004 005 004 004
Vendor 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
Worker 4.3000e- { 3.0000e- i 3.4100e- i 1.0000e- i 1.2100e- i 1.0000e- { 1.2200e- { 3.2000e- { 1.0000e- { 3.3000e- 0.0000 1.0452 1.0452 2.0000e- { 0.0000 1.0458
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Total 1.2500e- 0.0308 0.0111 9.0000e- | 3.0500e- | 1.1000e- | 3.1600e- | 8.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.3000e- 0.0000 9.3117 9.3117 8.9000e- | 0.0000 9.3340
003 005 003 004 003 004 004 004 004
3.3 P2 Renovation - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
I
Off-Road 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6084 i 85.6084 0.0277 0.0000 86.3006
004
Total 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6084 | 85.6084 0.02% 0.0000 86.3006
004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 3.6000e- 0.0116 { 3.1600e- ; 3.0000e- i 6.9000e- ; 6.0000e- { 7.5000e- { 2.0000e- { 6.0000e- { 2.6000e- 0.0000 2.6655 2.6655 2.2000e- ; 0.0000 2.6711
004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 004
Worker 8.5000e- { 6.0000e- : 6.7900e- { 2.0000e- ; 2.4000e- i 2.0000e- i 2.4200e- | 6.4000e- { 1.0000e- | 6.5000e- 0.0000 2.0809 2.0809 5.0000e- { 0.0000 2.0820
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Total 1.2100e- 0.0122 | 9.9500e- | 5.0000e- | 3.0900e- | 8.0000e- | 3.1700e- | 8.4000e- | 7.0000e- | 9.1000e- 0.0000 4.7464 4.7464 2.%00e- 0.0000 4.7531
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
I
Off-Road 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6083 | 85.6083 0.0277 0.0000 86.3005
004
| E—— e
Total 0.0610 0.6840 0.5802 | 9.7000e- 0.0338 0.0338 0.0311 0.0311 0.0000 85.6083 | 85.6083 0.0277 0.0000 86.3005
004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 3.6000e- 0.0116 { 3.1600e- i 3.0000e- i 6.9000e- i 6.0000e- { 7.5000e- { 2.0000e- { 6.0000e- { 2.6000e- 0.0000 2.6655 2.6655 2.2000e- i 0.0000 2.6711
004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 004
Worker 8.5000e- { 6.0000e- i 6.7900e- { 2.0000e- i 2.4000e- { 2.0000e- i 2.4200e- | 6.4000e- i 1.0000e- | 6.5000e- 0.0000 2.0809 2.0809 5.0000e- { 0.0000 2.0820
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Total 1.2100e- 0.0122 | 9.9500e- | 5.0000e- | 3.0900e- | 8.0000e- | 3.1700e- | 8.4000e- | 7.0000e- | 9.1000e- 0.0000 4.7464 4.7464 2.%00e- 0.0000 4.W
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004

3.3 P2 Renovation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site




004

ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2|  CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
—
Off-Road 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.8887
004
?otal 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.888?
004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Vendor 1.2000e- i 4.1000e- { 1.1500e- i 1.0000e- { 2.7000e- i 1.0000e- { 2.8000e- { 8.0000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.0000e- 0.0000 1.0377 1.0377 8.0000e- i 0.0000 1.0398
004 003 003 005 004 005 004 005 005 005 005
Worker 3.2000e- { 2.1000e- i 2.4700e- { 1.0000e- i 9.4000e- { 1.0000e- i 9.5000e- { 2.5000e- i 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.7888 0.7888 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.7892
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
?otal 4.4000e- | 4.3100e- | 3.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 3.3000e- | 2.0000e- | 3.5000e- 0.0000 1.8265 1.8265 1.0000e- | 0.0000 1.8290
004 003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.8887




?otal 0.0218 0.2443 0.2241 3.8000e- 0.0115 0.0115 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.6169 | 33.6169 0.0109 0.0000 33.8887
004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 1.2000e- ; 4.1000e- i 1.1500e- i 1.0000e- i 2.7000e- : 1.0000e- { 2.8000e- | 8.0000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.0000e- 0.0000 1.0377 1.0377 8.0000e- { 0.0000 1.0398
004 003 003 005 004 005 004 005 005 005 005
Worker 3.2000e- { 2.1000e- { 2.4700e- { 1.0000e- i 9.4000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.5000e- { 2.5000e- { 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.7888 0.7888 2.0000e- i 0.0000 0.7892
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 4.4000e- | 4.3100e- | 3.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 3.3000e- | 2.0000e- | 3.5000e- 0.0000 1.8265 1.8265 1.0000e- | 0.0000 1.8290
004 003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.4 P2 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 0.0175 0.0000 0.017-5 1.8900e- 0.0000 1.8900e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003
Off-Road 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- 7.4000e- ; 7.4000e- 6.8200e- | 6.8200e- 0.0000 214704 : 214704 ; 6.8700e- i 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 003 003 003
— — S Ty —
Total 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- 0.0175 | 7.4000e- | 0.0249 1.8900e- | 6.8200e- | 8.7100e- 0.0000 21.4704 | 21.4704 | 6.8700e- | 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 003 003 003

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- | 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- i 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
?otal 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 6.8200e- { 0.0000 { 6.8200e- | 7.4000e- 0.0000 7.4000e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003 003 004 004
Off-Road 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- 7.4000e- | 7.4000e- 6.8200e- | 6.8200e- 0.0000 214703 i 21.4703 | 6.8700e- i 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 003 003 003
- — — - I —
Total 0.0167 0.2023 0.1047 | 2.5000e- | 6.8200e- | 7.4000e- | 0.0142 | 7.4000e- | 6.8200e- | 7.5600e- 0.0000 21.4703 | 21.4703 | 6.8700e- | 0.0000 21.6421
004 003 003 004 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- { 2.4000e- | 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- { 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- { 1.0000e- { 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
3.5 P2 Paving - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 6.8600e- 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- ; 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- { 0.0000 9.0805
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
Paving 3.5400e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
003
| E—— I I — —
Total 0.0104 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- | 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- | 0.0000 9.0805
004 003 003 003 003 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- : 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- ; 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- ;{ 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- ;{ 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- { 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005




Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX CO S0z ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2| . CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
— — — ——

Off-Road 6.8600e- 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- { 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- { 0.0000 9.0805

003 004 003 003 003 003 003
Paving 3.5400e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

003
I I — —

Total 0.0104 0.0693 0.0695 1.0000e- 4.1000e- | 4.1000e- 3.7700e- | 3.7700e- 0.0000 9.0077 9.0077 2.9100e- | 0.0000 9.0805

004 003 003 003 003 003

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 3.4000e- { 2.4000e- i 2.7300e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- { 1.0000e- i 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- i 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- i 0.0000 0.8366

004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Total 3.4000e- | 2.4000e- Z.ﬁOOe- 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 9.7000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- 0.0000 0.8361 0.8361 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.8366

004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005

3.6 P2 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site




ROG NOX CoO S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2|  CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 0.0458 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 2.3000e- 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- { 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- i 0.0000 2.6855
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
?otal 0.0481 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- | 0.0000 2.6855
005 004 004 004 004 004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0000e- i 3.0000e- i 3.0000e-i 0.0000 1.2000e- i 0.0000 { 1.2000e- { 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
?otal 4.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 1.2000e- [ 0.0000 | 1.2000e- | 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 0.0458 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000




Off-Road 2.3000e- 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- i 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- { 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- ; 0.0000 2.6855
003 005 004 004 004 004 i 004
Total 0.0481 0.0160 0.0191 3.0000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 9.9000e- | 9.9000e- 0.0000 2.6809 2.6809 1.8000e- | 0.0000 2.6855
005 004 004 004 004 004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
Vendor 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
Worker 4.0000e- { 3.0000e- { 3.0000e- i 0.0000 1.2000e- { 0.0000 £ 1.2000e- { 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
Total 4.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 1.2000e- [ 0.0000 | 1.2000e- | 3.0000e- 0.0000 3.0000e- 0.0000 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 0.0000 0.0964
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ I . -
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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
 E—
Mitigated 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
Unmitigated 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




4.2 Trip Summary Information

I
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
— —
Land Use Weekday Saturday  Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00
4.3 Trip Type Information
_— - I
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- [ H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Igrimary Diverted Igass-by
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
4.4 Fleet Mix
e T Sy~ E T T — e
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
Parking Lot 0.558976] 0.043534] 0.209821] 0.113949] 0.016111] 0.005791 0.025447] 0.016654] 0.001713] 0.001553] 0.004896] 0.000590] 0.000966
I High Turnover (Sit Down 0.558976i 0.043534; 0.209821] 0.113949i 0.016111 0.005791 0.025447; 0.016654; 0.001713; 0.001553; 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
o rant)
5.0 Energy Detail
Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
__ __ _ __ I - _
ROG NOx [e]6) SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 ; 86.9578 : 86.9578 : 3.5900e- { 7.4000e- | 87.2689
Mitigated 003 004
Electricity 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 86.9578 ! 86.9578 | 3.5900e- ! 7.4000e- ! 87.2689
Unmitigated 003 004
NaturalGas 8.8800e- ! 0.0808 0.0679 [ 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- i 0.0000 ! 87.9286 i 87.9286 ! 1.6900e- i 1.6100e- ! 88.4511
Mitigated 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
NaturalGas 8.8800e- | 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- { 0.0000 | 87.9286 i 87.9286 [ 1.6900e- { 1.6100e- i 88.4511
Unmitigated 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
__ I __ __ . - _
NaturalGa ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr M?/yr
| E— I e —
High Turnover (Sit} 1.64772e+{ 8.8800e- { 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- § 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 0.0000 87.9286 | 87.9286 | 1.6900e- | 1.6100e- | 88.4511
Down Restaurant) 006 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
| E—— e —
Total 8.8800e- | 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- §| 0.0000 87.9286 | 87.9286 | 1.6900e- | 1.6100e- | 88.4511
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated
__ __ I __ __ . -
NaturalGa ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr M?/yr
| E— I e —
High Turnover (Sit} 1.64772e+{ 8.8800e- { 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- { 6.1400e- 6.1400e- ; 6.1400e- 0.0000 87.9286 | 87.9286 | 1.6900e- | 1.6100e- ;| 88.4511
Down Restaurant) 006 003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003
Parking Lot 0 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
Total 8.8800e- | 0.0808 0.0679 | 4.8000e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- 6.1400e- | 6.1400e- | 0.0000 87,0286 | 87.0286 | 1.6000e- | 1.6100e- | 88.4511
003 004 003 003 003 003 003 003

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity




Unmitigated

Electricity | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Land Use MT/yr
O e
High Turnover (Sit 73.8545 { 3.0500e- i 6.3000e- | 74.1187
Down Restaurant) 003 004
Parking Lot 41125 13.1033 | 5.4000e- i 1.1000e- i 13.1502
004 004
P I
Total 86.9578 | 3.5900e- | 7.4000e- | 87.2689
003 004
Mitigated
Electricity | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Land Use MT/yr
O e
High Turnover (Siti 231794 73.8545 { 3.0500e- i 6.3000e- | 74.1187
Down Restaurant) 003 004
Parking Lot 41125 13.1033 | 5.4000e- i 1.1000e- i 13.1502
004 004
— I
Total 86.9578 | 3.5900e- | 7.4000e- | 87.2689
003 004
6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area



ROG NOX Co S02 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PMIT0 ] Fugitive | Exnaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated 0.0353 1.0000e- § 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- i 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e— 3.0700e- { 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Unmitigated 0.0353 1.0000e- § 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0700e- { 3.0700e- { 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
__ I __ __ . -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 4.5800e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating 003
Consumer 0.0306 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 1.5000e- { 1.0000e- i 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0700e- { 3.0700e- { 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
004 005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
?otal 0.0353 1.0000e- 1.5-900e- 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e- 3.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
Mitigated
__ I __ __ . -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 4.5800e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating 003
Consumer 0.0306 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products




Landscaping 1.5000e- { 1.0000e- : 1.5900e- { 0.0000 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- 1.0000e- i 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0700e- { 3.0700e- : 1.0000e- { 0.0000 3.2800e-
004 005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
?otal 0.0353 1.0000e- 1.5-900e- 0.0000 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- 0.0000 3.0%0e- 3.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 3.2800e-
005 003 005 005 005 005 003 003 005 003
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Category MT/yr
I
Mitigated 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- { 11.0857
003
Unmitigated 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- { 11.0857
003
7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated
Indoor/Outlf Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
-
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
— I
High Turnover (Sit; 1.92744 / 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- ; 11.0857
Down Restaurant) i 0.123028 003
Parking Lot 0/0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
. I
Total 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003




Mitigated

Indoor/Outlf Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
-
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
— I
High Turnover (Siti 1.92744/ i 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- i 11.0857
Down Restaurant): 0.123028 003
Parking Lot 0/0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
. I
Total 9.0435 0.0632 1.5600e- | 11.0857
003
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
Category/Year
Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
MT/yr
I
Mitigated 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Unmitigated 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992

8.2 Waste by Land Use

Unmitigated



Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed

Land Use tons MT/yr
High ?urnover (Sit 75.56 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Down Restaurant)

Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

?otal 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
-

Land Use tons MT/yr
High ?urnover (Sit 75.56 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
Down Restaurant)

Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

?otal 15.3380 0.9065 0.0000 37.9992
9.0 Operational Offroad
- — - . I
I Equipment Type I Number Hours/Day I Days/Year I Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number Hours/Year

I
I Hours/Day

Horse Power I Load Factor I Fuel Type I




Boilers

__ - - __ . I

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

__ -

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2
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LA Times Full Buildout (Phase 1-3) Operational - Orange County, Winter

LA Times Full Buildout (Phase 1-3) Operational
Orange County, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 2/5/2020 3:50 PM

1.1 Land Usage

B
Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building 454.23 1000sqft 10.43 454,230.00 0
General Office Building 1.81 1000sqft 0.04 1,808.00 0
Parking Lot 480.89 1000sqft 11.04 480,890.00 0
Fast Food Restaurant w/o Drive Thru 3.58 1000sqft 0.08 3,582.00 0
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 34.15 1000sqft 0.78 34,149.00 0
Quality Restaurant 7.18 1000sqft 0.16 7,182.00 0
Strip Mall 3.97 1000sqft 0.09 3,970.00 0
Enclosed Parking with Elevator 140.06 1000sqft 1.07 46,624.00 0
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 30
Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2023
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

Project Characteristics - .
Land Use - .




Construction Phase - .
Off-road Equipment -
Off-road Equipment - .
Trips and VMT - .
Demolition - .

Grading - .
Architectural Coating - .
Vehicle Trips - .

Area Coating -

Energy Use - .

Water And Wastewater - .
Solid Waste - .

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Waste Mitigation - Regulation
Fleet Mix - .

Table Name Column Name Default value New Value
thConstructionE’hase NumBays 10.00 1.00
tblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 6/14/2019 6/3/2019

tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 1.0210e-003
tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 0.00
tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 1.0210e-003
tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 0.02
tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 1.0210e-003
tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 1.0210e-003
tbIFleetMix HHD 0.02 0.00
tbIFleetMix LDA 0.56 0.66
tbIFleetMix LDA 0.56 0.66
tbIFleetMix LDA 0.56 0.66
tbIFleetMix LDA 0.56 0.56
tbIFleetMix LDA 0.56 0.66




tblFleetMix LDA 0.56 0.66
tbIFleetMix LDA 0.56 1.00
tblFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.05
tbIFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.05
tblFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.05
tbIFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.04
tblFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.05
tbIFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.05
tblFleetMix LDT1 0.04 0.00
tbIFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.15
tblFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.15
tbIFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.15
tblFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.21
tbIFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.15
tblFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.15
tbIFleetMix LDT2 0.21 0.00
tblFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.02
tbIFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.02
tblFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.02
tbIFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.02
tblFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.02
tbIFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.02
tblFleetMix LHD1 0.02 0.00
tbIFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 5.9200e-003
tblFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 6.1460e-003
tbIFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 5.9200e-003
tblFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 5.7910e-003
tbIFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 5.9200e-003
tblFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 5.9200e-003
tbIFleetMix LHD2 5.7840e-003 0.00




tblFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 4.9320e-003
tbIFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 5.0140e-003
tblFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 4.9320e-003
tbIFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 4.8960e-003
tblFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 4.9320e-003
tbIFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 4.9320e-003
tblFleetMix MCY 4.9410e-003 0.00
tbIFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.10
tblFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.10
tbIFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.10
tblFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.11
tbIFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.10
tblFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.10
tbIFleetMix MDV 0.11 0.00
tblFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 1.0630e-003
tbIFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 9.4400e-004
tblFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 1.0630e-003
tbIFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 9.6600e-004
tblFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 1.0630e-003
tbIFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 1.0630e-003
tblFleetMix MH 9.0400e-004 0.00
tbIFleetMix MHD 0.03 1.0210e-003
tblFleetMix MHD 0.03 0.00
tbIFleetMix MHD 0.03 1.0210e-003
tblFleetMix MHD 0.03 0.03
tbIFleetMix MHD 0.03 1.0210e-003
tblFleetMix MHD 0.03 1.0210e-003
tbIFleetMix MHD 0.03 0.00
tblFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 1.6720e-003
tbIFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 2.4390e-003




tbIFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 1.6720e-003
tbIFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 1.7130e-003
tbIFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 1.6720e-003
tbIFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 1.6720e-003
tbIFleetMix OBUS 1.7750e-003 0.00
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 5.9500e-004
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 6.8600e-004
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 5.9500e-004
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 5.9000e-004
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 5.9500e-004
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 5.9500e-004
tbIFleetMix SBUS 5.9800e-004 0.00
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 1.6680e-003
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 2.5190e-003
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 1.6680e-003
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 1.5530e-003
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 1.6680e-003
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 1.6680e-003
tbIFleetMix UBUS 1.5240e-003 0.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 1,810.00 1,808.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 140,060.00 46,624.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 3,580.00 3,582.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 34,150.00 34,149.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 7,180.00 7,182.00
tblLandUse LotAcreage 3.22 1.07
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 3.00 0.00
tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 4.00 0.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 696.00 227.04
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 2.46 2.19
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 158.37 113.18




tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 94.36 107.79
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 42.04 37.79
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 500.00 163.10
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 1.05 0.94
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 131.84 94.22
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 72.16 82.43
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 20.43 18.36
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 716.00 233.56
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 11.03 9.84
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 127.15 90.87
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 89.95 102.76
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 44.32 39.84
tbiIWater IndoorWaterUseRate 1,086,650.69 795,700.00
tbIWater IndoorWaterUseRate 81,053,698.43 795,700.00
tbIWater IndoorWaterUseRate 10,365,676.28 795,700.00
tbIWater IndoorWaterUseRate 2,179,372.06 795,700.00
tbiIWater IndoorWaterUseRate 294,067.91 795,700.00
tbIWater OutdoorWaterUseRate 69,360.68 742,264.00
tbiIWater OutdoorWaterUseRate 49,678,073.23 742,264.00
tbIWater OutdoorWaterUseRate 661,638.91 742,264.00
tbIWater OutdoorWaterUseRate 139,108.85 742,264.00
tbIWater OutdoorWaterUseRate 180,235.17 742,264.00

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOX co S0 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PMI0 | Fugive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Towl CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 | PM10 | Total | PM25 | PM25 | Total




Year I Ib/day Ib/day
2019 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
Maximum 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
Mitigated Construction
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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 Ib/day Ib/day
2019 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
Maximum 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
__ __ __ __ e T —— v
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
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
- __ N __ __ I __
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 Ib/day Ib/day
Area 11.5175 ; 1.0500e- ; 0.1149 : 1.0000e- 4.1000e- ; 4.1000e- 4.1000e- ; 4.1000e- 0.2464 0.2464 ; 6.5000e- 0.2626
003 005 004 004 004 004 004




Energy 0.4675 4.2501 3.5701 0.0255 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 5,100.069 ;5,100.0698; 0.0978 0.0935 {5,130.376
8 9
Mobile 11.2228 16.2057 {125.3986: 0.4168 47.6420 | 0.3468 [ 47.9888 i 12.6911 0.3210 13.0121 41,921.20141,921.209; 1.6540 41,962.56
97 7 08
. — - e I e~
Total 23.2077 | 20.4568 |129.0835| 0.4423 47.6420 | 0.6702 | 48.3122 | 12.6911 0.6444 13.3355 47,021.52 |47,021.525| 1.7524 0.0935 |47,093.20
59 9 03
Mitigated Operational
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Area 11.5175 | 1.0500e- i 0.1149 | 1.0000e- 4.1000e- § 4.1000e- 4.1000e- §{ 4.1000e- 0.2464 0.2464 § 6.5000e- 0.2626
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
Energy 0.4675 4.2501 3.5701 0.0255 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 5,100.069 ;5,100.0698; 0.0978 0.0935 5,130.376
8 9
Mobile 11.2228 16.2057 §125.3986; 0.4168 47.6420 ; 0.3468 ; 47.9888 : 12.6911 0.3210 13.0121 41,921.20:41,921.209; 1.6540 41,962.56
97 7 08
. — - — I
Total 23.2077 | 20.4568 |129.0835| 0.4423 47.6420 | 0.6702 | 48.3122 | 12.6911 0.6444 13.3355 47,021.52 |47,021.525| 1.7524 0.0935 |47,093.20
59 9 03
__ __ I T ——————
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 J 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

— . I I
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num DaysjNum Days Phase Description
Number Week
Site F’reparation 6/1/2019 6/3/2019 1

Site E’reparation

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0



Acres of Paving: 12.11

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0

OffRoad Equipment

T ——— T —————
Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Igower Load Factor |
| — e ——rE———
Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers 0 8.00 247 0.40
Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 8.00 97 0.37
Trips and VMT
__ _ __ - - - __ - -
Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Tripf] Worker Trip | Vendor Trip fHauling Tripf Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Vehicle
Class Class
I . . . — . E— B
Site Preparation 0 0.00; 0.00; 0.00 14.70; 6.90; 20.00;LD_Mix {HDT_Mix
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Site Preparation - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
__ __ I __ . - _
I ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
?otal 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

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX Co S0z ] Fugitve | Exhaust | PMT0 | Flgiive | Exhaust | PM25 ] Bio- CO2 [NBio- COZ| Total CO2 | CHA N2O CO%e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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
Vendor 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
Worker 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
?otal 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
Mitigated Construction On-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 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
?otal 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
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
__ I __ . - _
ROG NOx CO SO2 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 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 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
Worker 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
| E——
Total 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
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
__ __ I _ __ . - -
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
 E— I
Mitigated 11.2228 16.2057 {125.3986i 0.4168 47.6420 0.3468 47.9888 12.6911 0.3210 13.0121 41,921.20i41,921.209] 1.6540 41,962.56
97 7 08
Unmitigated 11.2228 16.2057 {125.3986 0.4168 47.6420 0.3468 47.9888 12.6911 0.3210 13.0121 41,921.20141,921.209] 1.6540 41,962.56
97 7 08
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
— —
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Enclosed Parking with Elevator 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fast Food Restaurant w/o Drive Thru 836.14 812.80 583.90 1,442,994 1,442,994
General Office Building 4,469.62 994.76 426.98 10,939,095 10,939,095
General Office Building 17.81 3.96 1.70 43,590 43,590
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) 3,103.21 3,865.10 3217.61 4,399,755 4,399,755
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
Quality Restaurant 737.82 773.93 591.85 1,028,037 1,028,037
Strip Mall 158.16 150.03 72.89 275,534 275,534




1 Total I os22.77 ] 660059 489493 | 18,129,005 | 18,129,005 |
4.3 Trip Type Information
__ __ I
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
B — B . ————— |
Land Use H-W or C-W | H-S or C-C |H-O or C-NW | H-W or C- | H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
[Enclosed Parking with Elevator 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
Fast Food Restaurant w/o Drive 16.60 8.40 6.90 1.50 79.50 19.00 51 37 12
Thru
General Office Building 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19
General Office Building 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19
High Turnover (Sit Down 16.60 8.40 6.90 8.50 72.50 19.00 37 20 43
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
Quality Restaurant 16.60 8.40 6.90 12.00 69.00 19.00 38 18 44
Strip Mall 16.60 8.40 6.90 16.60 64.40 19.00 45 40 15
4.4 Fleet Mix
e B
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
e ———
Fast Food Restaurant w/o Drive | 0.663771] 0.045166] 0.153178! 0.102119] 0.017874] 0.005920 0.001021, 0.001021! 0.001672] 0.001668! 0.004932] 0.000595! 0.001063
Thru
General Office Building 0.663075] 0.046671] 0.153017] 0.102012] 0.017478] 0.006146 0.000000! 0.000000] 0.002439! 0.002519] 0.005014] 0.000686] 0.000944
High Turnover (Sit Down 0.663771] 0.045166] 0.153178] 0.102119] 0.017874] 0.005920 0.001021; 0.001021] 0.001672] 0.001668] 0.004932] 0.000595 0.001063
RestaLcant)
Parking Lot 0.558976] 0.043534] 0.209821] 0.113949; 0.016111] 0.005791 0.025447] 0.016654] 0.001713] 0.001553] 0.004896; 0.000590; 0.000966
Quality Restaurant 0.663771] 0.045166; 0.153178] 0.102119; 0.017874] 0.005920 0.001021; 0.001021] 0.001672; 0.001668; 0.004932] 0.000595| 0.001063
Strip Mall 0.663771! 0.045166! 0.153178] 0.102119! 0.017874] 0.005920 0.001021! 0.001021! 0.001672! 0.001668! 0.004932] 0.000595! 0.001063
Enclosed Parking with Elevator | 1.000000] 0.000000/ 0.000000! 0.000000! 0.000000! 0.000000 0.000000! 0.000000! 0.000000/ 0.000000' 0.000000! 0.000000' 0.000000

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy



e I —
ROG NOx CO SO2 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
I I e I
NaturalGas 0.4675 4.2501 3.5701 0.0255 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 5,100.069 {5,100.0698] 0.0978 0.0935 {5,130.376
Mitigated 8 9
NaturalGas 0.4675 4.2501 3.5701 0.0255 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 5,100.069 {5,100.0698; 0.0978 0.0935 |5,130.376
Unmitigated 8 9
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
L __ -
NaturalGa ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2|Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
I
Enclosed Parking 0 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
with Elevator
Fast Food 2544.89 0.0274 0.2495 0.2096 1.5000e- 0.0190 0.0190 0.0190 0.0190 299.3986 | 299.3986 | 5.7400e- | 5.4900e- | 301.1778
Restaurant w/o 003 003 003
ek Tk
General Office 11374.4 0.1227 1.1151 0.9367 | 6.6900e- 0.0848 0.0848 0.0848 0.0848 1,338.1667; 1,338.166 0.0257 0.0245 (1,346.118.
Building 003 7
General Office 45.2743 4.9000e- i 4.4400e- i 3.7300e- | 3.0000e- 3.4000e-  3.4000e- 3.4000e- | 3.4000e- 5.3264 5.3264 | 1.0000e- { 1.0000e- ;{ 5.3580
Building 004 003 003 005 004 004 004 004 004 004
High Turnover (Siti 24261.7 0.2617 2.3786 1.9980 0.0143 0.1808 0.1808 0.1808 0.1808 2,854.317112,854.3171 0.0547 0.0523 12,871.2788}
Down Restaurant) 1
Parking Lot 0 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
Quality Restauranti 5102.57 0.0550 0.5003 0.4202 | 3.0000e- 0.0380 0.0380 0.0380 0.0380 600.3018 § 600.3018 i 0.0115 0.0110 { 603.8691
003
Strip Mall 21.7534 2.3000e- i 2.1300e- i 1.7900e- | 1.0000e- 1.6000e- i 1.6000e- 1.6000e- { 1.6000e- 2.5592 2.5592 | 5.0000e- { 5.0000e- i 2.5744
004 003 003 005 004 004 004 004 005 005
N B
Total 0.4675 4.2501 3.5701 0.0255 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 5,100.0698| 5,100.069 | 0.0978 0.0935 |5,130.376'
8




Mitigated

NaturaiGa | ROG NOX Co SO2 ]| Fugtive | Exhaust | PM10 ] Fugitive | Exnaust | PM25 | Bio. CO2 [NBio- CO2]Total CO2] . CHa N2O CO%e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
TEncIosed E‘arking 0 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
with Elevator
Fast Food 2.54489 0.0274 0.2495 0.2096 1.5000e- 0.0190 0.0190 0.0190 0.0190 299.3986 | 299.3986 | 5.7400e- | 5.4900e- | 301.1778
Restaurant w/o 003 003 003
ek b ol ™Y
General Office  ;0.0452743i; 4.9000e- ; 4.4400e- ; 3.7300e- ; 3.0000e- 3.4000e- ; 3.4000e- 3.4000e- | 3.4000e- 5.3264 5.3264 1.0000e- § 1.0000e- 5.3580
Building 004 003 003 005 004 004 004 004 004 004
General Office 11.3744 0.1227 1.1151 0.9367 6.6900e- 0.0848 0.0848 0.0848 0.0848 1,338.1667: 1,338.166; 0.0257 0.0245 i1,346.118
Building 003 7
High Turnover (Sit; 24.2617 0.2617 2.3786 1.9980 0.0143 0.1808 0.1808 0.1808 0.1808 2,854.3171:2,854.317: 0.0547 0.0523 12,871.2788}
Down Restaurant) 1
Parking Lot 0 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
Quality Restaurant! 5.10257 0.0550 0.5003 0.4202 3.0000e- 0.0380 0.0380 0.0380 0.0380 600.3018 { 600.3018 { 0.0115 0.0110 1§ 603.8691
003
Strip Mall 0.0217534 i 2.3000e- i 2.1300e- i 1.7900e- | 1.0000e- 1.6000e- { 1.6000e- 1.6000e- | 1.6000e- 2.5592 2.5592 1§ 5.0000e- { 5.0000e- 2.5744
004 003 003 005 004 004 004 004 005 005
Total 0.455 4.2501 3.5-701 0.0255 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 0.3230 5,100.0698| 5,100.069 | 0.0978 0.0935 |5,130.376
8
6.0 Area Detail
6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
[ L I -
ROG NOx CO S0O2 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 11.5175 | 1.0500e- ;i 0.1149 : 1.0000e- 4.1000e- § 4.1000e- 4.1000e- ;| 4.1000e- 0.2464 0.2464 § 6.5000e- 0.2626
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
Unmitigated 11.5175 | 1.0500e- i 0.1149 } 1.0000e- 4.1000e- { 4.1000e- 4.1000e- { 4.1000e- 0.2464 0.2464 { 6.5000e- 0.2626
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
_ __ __ __ I -
ROG NOx CcO SO2 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
Avrchitectural 1.3226 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer 10.1843 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Products
Landscaping 0.0107 1.0500e- | 0.1149 | 1.0000e- 4.1000e- { 4.1000e- 4.1000e- { 4.1000e- 0.2464 0.2464 { 6.5000e- 0.2626
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
Total 11.5175 | 1.0500e- | 0.1149 | 1.0000e- 4.1000e- | 4.1000e- 4.1000e- | 4.1000e- 0.2464 0.2464 | 6.5000e- 0.2626
003 005 004 004 004 004 004
Mitigated
_ __ __ __ I -