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SECTION 1 
INTRODUCTION 

A. PURPOSE 

This document is a D policy-level, ~ project level Initial Study for evaluation of potential environmental impacts 
resulting with the proposed General Plan Amendment #19-0002, Zone Change #19-0003 & Conditional Use Permit 
#19-0013, where the intent of the project is to expand the existing industrial use (trucking terminal). (Refer to 
Exhibit "A" & "B"). 

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) REQUIREMENTS ANO THE IMPERIAL COUNTY'S 
GUIDELINES FOR IMPLEMENTING CEQA 

As defined by Section 15063 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and Section 7 
of the County's "CEQA Regulations Guidelines for the Implementation of CEQA, as amended", an Initial Study is 
prepared primarily to provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for determining whether an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Negative Declaration, or Mitigated Negative Declaration would be appropriate 
for providing the necessary environmental documentation and clearance for any proposed project. 

D According to Section 15065, an EIR is deemed appropriate for a particular proposal if the following conditions 
occur: 

• The proposal has the potential to substantially degrade quality of the environment. 

• The proposal has the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term 
environmental goals. 

• The proposal has possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. 

• The proposal could cause direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings. 

D According to Section 15070(a), a Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if the proposal would not result 
in any significant effect on the environment. 

D According to Section 15070(b), a Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if it is determined 
that though a proposal could result in a significant effect, mitigation measures are available to reduce these 
significant effects to insignificant levels. 

This Initial Study has determined that the proposed applications will not result in any potentially significant 
environmental impacts and therefore, a Negative Declaration is deemed as the appropriate document to provide 
necessary environmental evaluations and clearance as identified hereinafter. 

This Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration are prepared in conformance with the California Environmen­
tal Quality Act of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq.); Section 15070 of the State 
& County of lmperial's Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as 
amended (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et. seq.); applicable requirements 
of the County of Imperial; and the regulations, requirements, and procedures of any other responsible public 
agency or an agency with jurisdiction by law. 

Pursuant to the County of Imperial Guidelines for Implementing CEQA, depending on the project scope, the County 
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of Imperial Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission and/or Planning Director is designated the Lead Agency, 
in accordance with Section 15050 of the CEQA Guidelines. The Lead Agency is the public agency which has the 
principal responsibility for approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the 
County. 

C. INTENDED USES OF INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

This Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration are informational documents which are intended to inform 
County of Imperial decision makers, other responsible or interested agencies, and the general public of potential 
environmental effects of the proposed applications. The environmental review process has been established to 
enable public agencies to evaluate environmental consequences and to examine and implement methods of 
eliminating or reducing any potentially adverse impacts. While CEQA requires that consideration be given to 
avoiding environmental damage, the Lead Agency and other responsible public agencies must balance adverse 
environmental effects against other public objectives, including economic and social goals. 

The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration, prepared for the project will be circulated for a period of 20 
days ( 30-days if submitted to the State Clearinghouse for a project of area-wide significance) for public and agency 
review and comments. At the conclusion, if comments are received, the County Planning & Development Services 
Department will prepare a document entitled "Responses to Comments" which will be forwarded to any 
commenting entity and be made part of the record within 10-days of any project consideration. 

D. CONTENTS OF INITIAL STUDY & NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

This Initial Study is organized to facilitate a basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental 
implications of the proposed applications. 

SECTION 1 

I. INTRODUCTION presents an introduction to the entire report. This section discusses the environmental 
process, scope of environmental review, and incorporation by reference documents. 

SECTION2 

II. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM contains the County's Environmental Checklist Form. The checklist 
form presents results of the environmental evaluation for the proposed applications and those issue areas that 
would have either a significant impact, potentially significant impact, or no impact. 

PROJECT SUMMARY, LOCATION AND EVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS describes the proposed project 
entitlements and required applications. A description of discretionary approvals and permits required for project 

. - fmpleinentation -,s-also -inciudec[lf afso-ideiffifies ffie-locatfon-·of Ttie ··project and a-g·eneraf description ·of lfie· 
surrounding environmental settings. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS evaluates each response provided in the environmental checklist form. Each 
response checked in the checklist form is discussed and supported with sufficient data and analysis as necessary. 
As appropriate, each response discussion describes and identifies specific impacts anticipated with project 
implementation. 

SECTION 3 

Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS presents Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of 
the CEQA Guidelines. 
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSUL TED identifies those persons consulted and involved in 
preparation of this Initial Study and Negative Declaration. 

V. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document. 

VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

VII. FINDINGS 

SECTION 4 

VIII. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (IF ANY) 

IX. MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) (IF ANY) 

E. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

For evaluation of environmental impacts, each question from the Environmental Checklist Form is summarized 
and responses are provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. Impacts and effects 
will be evaluated and quantified, when appropriate. To each question, there are four possible responses, including: 

1. No Impact: A "No Impact" response is adequately supported if the impact simply does not apply to the 
proposed applications. 

2. Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed applications will have the potential to impact the environment. 
These impacts, however, will be less than significant; no additional analysis is required. 

3. Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: This applies where incorporation of mitigation 
measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact". 

4. Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed applications could have impacts that are considered 
significant. Additional analyses and possibly an EIR could be required to identify mitigation measures that 
could reduce these impacts to less than significant levels. 

F. POLICY-LEVEL or PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

This Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration will be conducted under a D policy-level, ~ project level 
analysis. Regarding mitigation measures, it is not the intent of this document to "overlap" or restate conditions of 
approval that are commonly established for future known projects or the proposed applications. Additionally, those 
other standard requirements and regulations ttiat any aevelopment musfcomply with, tha are ou side tlie Counfy's 
jurisdiction, are also not considered mitigation measures and therefore, will not be identified in this document. 

G. TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 

Information, findings, and conclusions contained in this document are based on incorporation by reference of tiered 
documentation, which are discussed in the following section. 

1. Tiered Documents 

As permitted in Section 15152(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, information and discussions from other documents 
can be included into this document. Tiering is defined as follows: 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 
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"Tiering refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as the one prepared 
for a general plan or policy statement) with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects; 
incorporating by reference the general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or 
negative declaration solely on the issues specific to the later project." 

Tiering also allows this document to comply with Section 15152(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, which discourages 
redundant analyses, as follows: 

"Agencies are encouraged to tier the environmental analyses which they prepare for separate but related 
projects including the general plans, zoning changes, and development projects. This approach can eliminate 
repetitive discussion of the same issues and focus the later EIR or negative declaration on the actual issues 
ripe for decision at each level of environmental review. Tiering is appropriate when the sequence of analysis 
is from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy or program to an EIR or negative declaration for another 
plan, policy, or program of lesser scope, or to a site-specific EIR or negative declaration." 

Further, Section 15152(d) of the CEQA Guidelines states: 

"Where an EIR has been prepared and certified for a program, plan, policy, or ordinance consistent with the 
requirements of this section, any lead agency for a later project pursuant to or consistent with the program, 
plan, policy, or ordinance should limit the EIR or negative declaration on the later project to effects which: 

(1) Were not examined as significant effects on the environment in the prior EIR; or 

(2) Are susceptible to substantial reduction or avoidance by the choice of specific revisions in the project, by 
the imposition of conditions, or other means." 

2. Incorporation By Reference 

Incorporation by reference is a procedure for reducing the size of EIRs/MND and is most appropriate for 
including long, descriptive, or technical materials that provide general background infonnation, but do not 
contribute directly to the specific analysis of the project itself. This procedure is particularly useful when an 
EIR or Negative Declaration relies on a broadly-drafted EIR for its evaluation of cumulative impacts of related 
projects (Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation v. County of Los Angeles (1986, 177 Ca.3d 300)). If an EIR 
or Negative Declaration relies on infonnation from a supporting study that is available to the public, the EIR 
or Negative Declaration cannot be deemed unsupported by evidence or analysis (San Francisco Ecology 
Center v. City and County of San Francisco (1975, 48 Ca.3d 584, 5951). This document incorporates by 
reference appropriate information from the "Final Environmental Impact Report and Environmental 
Assessment for the "County of Imperial General Plan EIR" prepared by Brian F. Mooney Associates in 1993 
and updates. 

When an EIR or Negative Declaration incorporates a document by reference, the incorporation must comply 
with Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines as follows: 

• The incorporated document must be available to the public or be a matter of public record (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[a]). The General Plan EIR and updates are available, along with this 
document, at the County of Imperial Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El 
Centro, CA 92243 Ph. (760) 482-4236. 

• This document must be available for inspection by the public at an office of the lead agency (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[b]). These documents are available at the County of Imperial Planning & 
Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 Ph. (760) 482-4236. 
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• These documents must summarize the portion of the document being incorporated by reference or briefly 
describe information that cannot be summarized. Furthermore, these documents must describe the 
relationship between the incorporated information and the analysis in the tiered documents (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[c]). As discussed above, the tiered EIRs address the entire project site and 
provide background and inventory information and data which apply to the project site. Incorporated 
information and/or data will be cited in the appropriate sections. 

• These documents must include the State identification number of the incorporated documents (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[d]). The State Clearinghouse Number for the County of Imperial General Plan 
EIR is SCH #93011023. 

• The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background information (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[ij). This has been previously discussed in this document. 
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II. Environmental Checklist 
1. Project Title: General Plan Amendment #19-0002, Zone Change #19-0003 & Conditional Use Permit #19-0013 

for West Wind Parking Storage, Inc. (Initial Study #19-0012) 

2. Lead Agency: Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 

3. Contact person and phone number: Joe Hernandez, Planner IV, (442) 265-1736, ext. 1748 

4. Address: 801 Main Street, El Centro CA, 92243 

5. E-mail: joehemandez@co.imperial.ca.us 

6. Project location: The project site is located at the southeastern corner of East Heber Road and Hwy 111 in Heber. 
The following parcels are identified as (for GPA) APN: 054-240-022/023/024/025; (for ZC) APN: 054-240-
022/023/025 and (for CUP) APN: 054-240-023. 

7. Project sponsor's name and address: West Wind Parking Storage Inc., PO Box 1545, Heber, CA 92249 

8. General Plan designation: Agricultural 

9. Zoning: APN 054-240-022 and 025, C-2-N-G-SPA (Medium Commercial); APN 054-240-023, A-2 (General 
Agriculture); APN 054-240-024, M-1 -N-G-SPA (Light Industrial) 

10. Description of project: The applicant, West Wind Parking Storage, Inc., has applied for General Plan Amendment 
#19-0002 proposing to designate Assessor Parcel Numbers 054-240-022-000, 054-240-023-000, 054-240-024-
000 and 054-240-025-000 from an Agriculture designation to a Specific Plan Area designation under Land Use 
Map of the Land Use Element of the Imperial County General Plan. 

Currently, Zone Change #19-0003 proposes to convert an existing 20-acre parcel (054-24-023-000) from A-2 
(General Agriculture) to M-1 (Light Industrial) zone to allow for the expansion of an existing truck parking facility. 
The project also proposes to correct the existing two established industrial uses under Parcels 054-240-022-000 
and 054-240-025-000 from C-2 (General Commercial) to M-1 (Light Industrial) zone. The two parcels consist of 
existing truck storage facilities. Parcel 054-240-023-000 is currently vacant. No changes to the existing overlay 
designation for Parcel 054-240-022-000 and 054-240-025-000 are proposed, but would be included to Parcel 054-
240-023-000. 

Additionally, the Applicant proposes Conditional Use Permit #19-0013 for an expansion of a truck storage facility 
use to Parcel 054-240-023-000. 

11 . Surrounding land uses and setting: The project site is bounded by agricultural fields to the east and south, 
Highway 111 to the west, and the Imperial Center project is to the north of the project site and located 
approximately 1.8 miles to east of Heber. 

12. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g ., permits, financing approval, or participation 
agreement.): Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors. 

13. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested 
consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation 
that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, 
procedures regarding confidentially, etc.? Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), Quechan Indian 
Tribe and Torres-Martinez Indian Tribe were contacted and invited to participate in the Request for Review and 
Comments as part of the Initial Study review process. An AB52 letter was also sent out to the Quechan Indian 
Tribe for a 30 day consultation period for review and comment. No other comments were received. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact 
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

D Aesthetics D Agriculture and Forestry Resources D Air Quality 

□ Biological Resources □ Cultural Resources □ Energy 

□ Geology /Soils □ Greenhouse Gas Emissions □ Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

□ Hydrology/ Water Quality □ Land Use/ Planning □ Mineral Resources 

□ Noise □ Population / Housing □ Public Services 

□ Recreation □ Transportation □ Tribal Cultural Resources 

□ Utilities/Service Systems □ Wildfire □ Mandatory Findings of Significance 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC} DETERMINATION 

After Review of the Initial Study, the Environmental Evaluation Committee has: 

D Found that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

1.flFound that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a 
~ nt effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. 
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

D Found that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required. 

D Found that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless 
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze 
only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

D Found that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially 
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 
further is required. 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE DE MINIMIS IMPACT FINDIN~ s O No 

EEC VOTES YES NO ABSENT 
PUBLIC WORKS TI □ □ 
ENVIRONMENT AL HEAL TH SVCS □ □ □ 
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES □ □ □ 
APCD □ □ □ 
AG □ □ □ 
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT □ □ □ 
ICPDS □ □ □ 

oaf: 1-u / zc;, 
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PROJECT SUMMARY 

A. Project Location: The project site is located at the southeastern corner of East Heber Road and Hwy 111 in 
Heber. The parcels are identified as (for GPA) APN: 054-240-022/023/024/025; (for ZC) APN: 054-240-
022/023/025; and (for CUP) APN: 054-240-023 

B. Project Summary: The applicant, West Wind Parking Storage, Inc., has applied for a General Plan Amendment 
#19-0002 proposing a change to APN 054-240-022-000, 054-240-024-000 and 054-240-025 (existing industrial 
use facilities) from the existing Agriculture designation to Specific Plan Area designation and to include the 
proposed project site of APN 054-240-023-000 into (for the expansion of a freight storage yard) into the Specific 
Plan Area designation; a Zone Change to convert the existing A-2 (General Agriculture) zone to APN 054-240-
023-000 (for the proposed expanded area) to M-1 (Light Industrial), as well as a Zoning Map correction for APN 
054-240-022-000 and 054-240-25-000, these two existing C-2 (General Commercial) zone parcel to M-1 (Light 
Industrial), and a Conditional Use Permit #19-00013 (for APN 054-240-023-000) for the proposed expansion of 
the freight storage yard project. 

C. Environmental Setting: The project site is bounded by agricultural fields to the south and Highway 111 to the 
west. Imperial Center project is to the north of the project site and located approximately 1.8 miles to east of 
Heber. 

C. Analysis: As mentioned above, Assessor Parcel Number 054-240-022-000, 054-240-023-000 and 054-240-024-
000 and 054-240-025 are designated Agriculture. The General Plan Amendment would convert the designation 
from Agriculture to Specific Plan Area for Parcels 054-240-022-000, 054-240-024-000 and 054-240-025, which 
consist of existing Industrial uses facilities, and include the proposed expansion for Parcel 054-240-023-000, which 
is currently vacant land. 

Assessor Parcel Number 054-240-024-000 is zoned M-1-N-G-SPA, Assessor Parcel Numbers 054-240-022-000 
and 054-240-025-000 are zoned C-2-N-G-SPA and Assessor Parcel Number 054-240-023-000 is zoned A2. With 
the zone correction for parcels 054-240-022-000 and 054-240-025-000 from C-2 to the M-1 zone, the correction 
of these two parcel would make then consistent with the existing industrial uses, and to change the zone for parcel 
number 054-240-023 from A-2 to M-1 would allow for the expansion of a truck parking facility project. 

Conditional Use Permit for Assessor Parcel Number 054-240-023 is for the proposed trucking (parking) terminal. 
Pursuant to Section 90215.02(yy), trucking terminals are permitted uses with an approved Conditional Use Permit. 

E. General Plan Consistency: As previously mentioned, the project application with the approval of the project, it 
bring these Parcels into conformance with the industrial uses; thus, making them consistent with the Imperial 
County General Plan. 
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Exhibit "A" 
Vicinity Map 

WEST WIND PARKING STORAGE, INC 
GPA #19-0002 / ZC #19-0003 / 
CUP #19-0013 / IS #19-0012 

APN #054-240-022-000 ET AL. 

N 
C] Project Parcels 

A -- Centerline 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the 
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is 
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as 
well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 
must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than 
significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 
significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an 
EIR is required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant 
Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect 
to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be 
cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect 
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a 
brief discussion should identify the following: 

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," 
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the 
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 
impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document 
should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals 
contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies 
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects 
in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 
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(PSI) 
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Incorporated 

(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NI) 

AESTHETICS 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or scenic 
highway? □ □ □ 
a) According to the Imperial County General Plan, Circulation and Scenic Highways Element1, the project site is not located 
on or near the scenic vista or scenic highway or eligible for future Scenic Highway Designation in reference to Highway 111. 
Accordingly, implementation of the proposed project would not appear to have additional adverse effect on the scenic vista 
as there already is an existing non-conforming tucking terminal operating from the project site; less than significant impacts 
are expected. 

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within D D D ~ 
a state scenic highway? 
b) There are no scenic resources such as trees, rock outcroppings or historic buildings surrounding the project site; 
therefore, no impacts are expected. 

In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its 
surrounding? (Public views are those that are experienced D D ~ D 
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? 
c) The proposed project will not further degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its 
surrounding. Staff research shows that a non-conforming use (trucking terminal) has been operating from the project site for 
at least 23 years. The project will also not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality; 
therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? □ □ □ 
d) The proposed project would create an additional source of light or glare for security purposes, however, the additional 
lighting would not adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. Therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to 
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding 
the state's Inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest 
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. --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 D ~ D D 
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use? 

a) According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (2016)2, the project 
site's Farmland Type is designated as "Urban and Built-Up Land" (APNs- 054-240-022/024/025) and "Farmland of Statewide 
Importance Farmland" (APN- 054-240-023). According to Table 9 (Imperial "County 2014-2015 Land Use Conversion) of the 
California Department of Conservation, the County currently has 297,272 acres of Farmland of Statewide Importance land 
and the proposed General Plan Amendment and Zone Change would permanently convert 20 acres in the Farmland of 
Statewide Importance category. MM AFR-1 reduces the impacts to less than significant. 

MM AFR-1: The Applicant shall pay an "Agricultural In-Lieu Mitigation Fee" in the amount of 30% of the fair market value 
per acre for the 20-acres based on five (5) comparable sale of land used for agricultural purposes be collected prior to the 
commencement of work. The Agricultural In-Lieu Mitigation Fee shall be placed in a trust account administered by the 

1 hHp;//www.lcpds.com/CMS/Medla/Clrculation-Scenic-Highway-Element-(2008).pdf. Page 30 
2 Ftp:111tp.consrv.ca.govlpub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2016/imp16.pdf 
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Imperial County Agricultural Commissioner's Office and will be used for such purposes as the acquisition, stewardship, 
preservation and enhancement of agricultural lands within Imperial County. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a D D 
Williamson Act Contract? □ 

c) 

d) 

e) 

b) The project site is not under the Williamson Act contract; therefore no impacts are expected. 

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(9)), 
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section D D D [gJ 
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 
by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 
c) The proposed project is located within existing farmland and built-up area that will not conflict with existing zoning or 
cause rezoning of forest land, timberland or timberland zoned Timberland Production. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use? □ □ □ 
d) As previously stated, the proposed project is located within existing farmland and bulld-up area that will not result in the 
loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use; therefore, no impacts would occur. 

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? 

□ □ [gJ □ 
e) As mentioned under item a) above, one proposed parcel would involve the conversion of Farmland of Statewide 
Importance to non-agriculture use; however, this proposed 20-acre parcel abuts and existing developed land and would not 
appear to effect the surrounding farmland. Any impact to farmland would appear to be less than significant. 

111. AIR QUALITY 

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

a) 

b) 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air D D !XI D 
quality plan? 
a) The proposed project is to expand the footprint of an existing truck onto the adjacent 20-acre parcel and is not expected 
to conflict with or obstruct implementation of an applicable air quality plan. The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District 
(ACAPCD) has jurisdiction over air quality for the project area. The ICAPCD adopted rules and regulation directed at 
attainment of the state and national air quality standards. Conformance with rules and regulatlon for the proposed project Is 
determined by demonstrating compliance with local land use plans. All development projects within the IAPCD jurisdiction 
are required to comply with existing rules as they apply to each specific project. Compliance with ICAPCD requirements will 
reduce any impacts to a level less than significant. 

Result in 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? __ _ 
□ □ □ 

b) An air quality study was prepared by Birdseye Planning Group dated May 2019 to Identify the potential significant air 
quality effects on the environment that could result from short term (i.e. construction activities) and long term (i.e. 
implementation and operation) impacts on the project. With the following measures MM AQ-1a and MM AQ-1b, impacts 
would be reduced to a level less than significant: 

MM AQ-1a: Prior to commencing construction, the project applicant will be required to submit a Dust Control Plan to the 
ICAPCD for approval. The Dust Control Plan will identify all sources of PM10 emission and associated mitigation measures 
during the construction (see Rule801 F.2.). The applicant shall submit a "Construction Notification Form" to the ICAPCD 10 
days prior to the commencement of any earthmoving activity. The Dust Control Plan submitted to ICAPCD shall meet all 
applicable requirements for control of fugitive dust emissions, including the following measures designed to achieve the no 
greater than 20-percent opacity performance standards for dust control: 

• All disturbed areas, including bulk material storage that is not being actively used, shall be effectively stabilized; 
and visible emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20-percent opacity for dust emissions by using water, 
chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants, tarps, or other suitable material, such as vegetative groundcover. Bulk 
material Is defined as earth, rock, silt, sediment, and other organic andlor greater silt content. 
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• All on-site unpaved roads segments or areas use for hauling materials shall be effectively stabilized. Visible 
emission shall be limited to no grealer lhan 20 percent opacity for dust emissions by restricting vehicle access, 
paving, application of chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or watering. 

• The transport of bulk materials on public roads shall be completely covered, unless 6 inches of freeboard space 
from the top of the container is maintained with no spillage and loss of bulk material. In addition, the cargo 
compartment of all haul trucks shall be cleaned and/or washed at the delivery site after removal of bulk material, 
prior to using the trucks to haul material on public roadways. 

• All track-out or carry-out on paved public roads, which include bulk materials adhere to the exterior surfaces of 
motor vehicles and/or equipment (Including tires) that may then fall onto the pavement, shall be cleaned at the end 
of each workday or immediately when mud or dirt extends a cumulative distance of 50 linear feet or more onto a 
paved road within an urban area. 

• Movement of bulk material handling or transfer shall be stabilized prior to handling or at points of transfer with 
application of sufficient water, chemical stabilizers, or by sheltering or enclosing the operation and transfer line 
except where such material or activity is exempted from stabilization by the rules of ICAPCD. 

• No more than 6 acres of surface area should be disturbed during any one day period and the delivery of surface 
materials, Including asphalt grindings, should be limited to approximately 27 truck trips daily (assuming 20 yards 
per truck) over a 30 day period to overlap with site grading operations. 

AQ-1b: Each project proponent shall implement all applicable standard measures for construction combustion equipment 
for the reduction of excess NOx emissions contained in the imperial County DEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated 
regulations. These measures include: 

• Use alternative-fueled or catalyst-equipped diesel construction equipment, including all off-road and portable 
diesel-powered equipment shall meet U.S. tier standards. 

• Minimize idling time, by either shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the time or idling to five minutes 
at a maximum. 

• Limit the hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use. Replace fossil-fueled 
equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use. Replace fossil-fueled equipment with electrically driven 
equivalents (assuming powered by a portable generator set and are available, cost effective, and capable of 
performing the task in an effective, timely manner). 

• Curtail construction during periods of high ambient pollutant concentrations; this may include ceasing 
construction activity during the peak hour of vehicular traffic on adjacent roadways. 

• Implement activity management (e.g., rescheduling activities to avoid overlap of construction phases, which would 
reduce short-term impacts. 

With implementation of AQ-1a and AQ-1b, construction related Impacts would be less than significant. No additional 
mitigation would be required. 

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants D D D [gJ 
concentrations? 
c) The proposed project does not anticipate exposing receptors to substantial pollutants concentrations, as the nearest 
receptor is a single-famlly residence located on the south side of Correll Road approximately 2,535 feet north of the site. 
Therefore, no impact are anticipated. 

~~:~~~~ ~te~ti~;:s:~i;a~1~;1~i~~:~~f ;ii/~i 10 
odors · · ··□·- · · · · D ~ D 

d) The proposed project would generate odors from construction; however, this would be temporary and not exceed ICAPCD 
Impact thresholds; thus short-term odors are not expected to be significant. No odors would be associated with the project 
operation. Odor impact would be less than significant. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 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, D D [gJ D 
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
a) The proposed project site is not located within a designated sensitive habitat nor an agency-designated habitat area, but 
is within the "Burrowing Owl Species Distribution Model" according to the Imperial County General Plan's Conservation and 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Depamnent 
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is within the "Burrowing Owl Species Distribution Model" according to the Imperial County General Plan's Conservation and 
Open Space Element, Figure 23. The proposed project is not expected to have adverse impact on any species or their 
habitats; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

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? 

□ □ □ 
b) According to the Imperial County General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, the project site is not located 
within a sensitive or riparian habitat, nor within a sensitive natural community. Less than significant impacts are expected to 
occur regarding adverse effects on the above habitats. 

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? 

□ □ □ 
c) The proposed project will not have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands, as the project 
site is not located near a protected wetland. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

Interfere substantially with the movement of any 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? 

□ □ □ 
d) The project site is not located on or near a body of water and no fish or wildlife species would be affected by the proposed 
project. In addition, it would not impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites since there are none immediately surrounding 
the project site; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting 
biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or D O fZ.1 0 
ordinance? 
e) The proposed project does not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. Therefore, 
less than significant impacts are expected. 

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

□ □ □ 
f) Imperial County does not have a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Thus, with regards to the HCP, no impacts would occur. 
Some lands in the County under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) are covered by the California 
Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan which includes Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). The project site is 
not within or immediately adjacent to an ACEC of the CDCA. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource pursuant to § 15064.5? □ □ □ 
a) As depicted on Imperial County's General Plan Figure 6, Conversation and Open Space Element4, the project site was not 
identified as containing a historic resource. Accordingly, the project would not appear to impact a historical resource as 
defined by CEQA. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? □ □ □ 
b) The project site is not located within an archeological site of significance as shown in the Conservation and Open Space 
Element. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

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

3 http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/Conservation-&-Open-Space-Element-2016.pdf 
4 http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/Conservation-&-Open-Space-Element-2016.pdf 

□ □ fZ.1 □ 
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c) There are no known cemeteries on or surrounding the project site. The project site is not known to have been a formal or 
informal cemetery. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to disturb any human remains and less than significant 
impacts are anticipated. 

VI. ENERGY Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy D D D ~ 
resources, during project construction or operation? 
a) The proposed project is not expected to result in potential significant environment impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resource, either during construction or operation; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency? □ □ □ 
(b) The proposed project does not appear to conflict or obstruct a state or local plan for renewal energy or energy efficiency. 
Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 
effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: □ □ □ 
a) The proposed project does not appear to directly or indirectly cause potential adverse effects, including risk of loss, 

injury, or death; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

2) 

3) 

Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based D D ~ D 
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 
1) The proposed project is not located within a known fault zone. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

Strong Seismic ground shaking? D D ~ D 
2) Ground shaking is expected to occur being that the project site is located in the seismically active Imperial Valley, 
with numerous mapped faults of the San Andreas Fault System traversing the region. No new structures are proposed 
as part of the project; therefore less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 
and seiche/tsunami? □ □ □ 
3) The project site does not appear to be located on geological units or soil that is unstable or that would become 
unstable as a result of seismic activities, including liquefaction and seiche/ tsunami. No impacts are anticipated. 

4) Landslides? □ □ □ 
4) According to the Imperial County General Plan Landslide Activity Map, Figure 25, Seismic and Public Safety Element, 
the project site does not lie within a landslide activity area and therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? D D D ~ 
b) The proposed project site is not located within an erosion susceptible area according to the Imperial County, Seismic and 
Public Safety Element, Figure 3; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that 
would become unstable as a result of the project, and D D ~ D 
potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse'? 
c) The project site is not known to be located on unstable geological units and/or soil, and the conditions for lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction and collapse are not present; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform □ □ □ 
5 http://WWW.lcl)ds.com/CMS/Media/Selsmic-and-Publlc-Salely-ElemenLpdf 
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d) The project site is not characterized by an expansive soils that would be considered environmentally significant. Potential 
impact deriving from expansive soils are considered negligible. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

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

□ □ □ 
e) No additional septic tanks or other alternative waste water disposal systems are being proposed as part of the application. 
Less than significant impacts are expected. 

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 
or site or unique geologic feature? □ □ ~ □ 
f) The proposed project does not appear to directly or indirectly destroy any unique paleontological resources. Less than 
significant impacts are anticipated. 

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the D D ~ D 
environment? 
a) The project proposes an expansion of a new truck parking facility adjacent to an existing truck parking facility. Due to the 
small amount of traffic and equipment during construction and operation, the project would not create a substantial 
greenhouse gas emission. Pursuant to the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas E 1,217.7 metric tons of annual emission would 
be generated which is well below the 3,000 metric tons threshold; therefore, any impact would be less than significant. 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted 
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse D D D [8J 
gases? 
b) The proposed project does not anticipate to conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation for the purpose of 
reducing the emission of greenhouse gases. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous D D D [8J 
materials? 
a) The project proposes is not expected to create a significant hazard to the public or environment through the routine 
transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials. The CUP does not authorized the hauling and storage of hazardous 
material and/or on-site truck maintenance or repair operations. No impacts are anticipated. 

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

□ □ ~ □ 
b) The proposed project is not expected to create a significant hazard to the public or environment through reasonable 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous material into the environment. A less than 
significant impact would be expected. 

Emil hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter D D ~ D 
mile of an existing or proposed school? 
c) The proposed project does not include hazardous materials in its scope of work nor is located within one-quarter miles 
of an existing or proposed school; therefore, less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

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 

□ □ □ [8J 
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hazard to the public or the environment? 
d) The project site is not listed of hazardous material sites and would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

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 D D D ~ 
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 
project area? 
e) The project site is not located within a runway protected zone or approach/departure zone of a local airport. There are no 
nearby public airports as shown in the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Figure 1A)6. No Impacts are anticipated. 

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation D D ~ D 
plan? 
f) The proposed project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Less 
than significant impacts are expected. 

Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a D D D ~ 
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? 
g) The proposed project site is not located in an area susceptible to wildland fires, therefore, no impacts are expected. 

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or D D D ~ 
ground water quality? 
a) The proposed project is not expected to violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. No impact are anticipated. 

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project D D D ~ 
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the 
basin? 
b) The proposed project would not require the usage of groundwater or would interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge. There are no known water wells (permitted or not) within the project site; therefore, no impact are expected. 

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; 

(i) The proposed project is not expected to substantially alter the existing drainage patterns on site. A Grading/drainage 
Plan/Study will have to be approved by Imperial County Public Works prior to any works on site. Any alteration to 
drainage patterns will not alter any existing nearby streams or rivers that would result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on or off-site. According to the Imperial County General Plan Erosion Activity Map, Figure 27, Seismic and 
Public Safety Element, the area is designated low activity. Therefore, less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or D D D ~ 
offsite; 
(ii) The proposed project can contribute to ruffoff water, but is not expected to exceed the capacity of the existing 11D 
stormwater drainage system; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed □ □ □ 

6 http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Medla/Alrport-Locatlons.pdl 
7 htlp:l/www.lcpds.com/CMS/Medla/Selsmic-and-Pubflc-Safely-E lement.pdr 
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(iii) The proposed project is not expected to create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of 
existing stormwater drainage system or provide substantial additional source of polluted runoff. Imperial County Public 
Works will require a Drainage/Grading Plan/Study. Through the implementation of the plan, the impacts would be 
reduced to a level less than significant. 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? □ □ □ 
(iv) The project site is located on Zone X, which is "Area of Minimal Flood Hazard" under FEMA Flood Map 

06025C2100C; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 
pollutants due to project inundation? □ □ □ 
d) According to the California Emergency Management Agency and the Department of Conservation8, the project site is not 
located within a Tsunami Inundation Area for Emergency Planning; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? □ □ □ 
e) The proposed project does not appear to conflict or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or a sustainable 
groundwater management plan. No impact are expected. 

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? D D D [gl 
a) The project site would not isolate any established communities. The proposed project site is surrounded by built-up 
industrial land and agricultural land and therefore, no impacts can be expected. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 
any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the D D D [gl 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 
b) The proposed project would not conflict with the County's General Plan or Land Use Ordinance and meets the 
requirements for a General Plan, Zone Change and a Conditional Use Permit. Also, in accordance with the Imperial County 
General Plan- Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 1- Sensitive Habitats9, the proposed project site is not located 
within a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan area. Therefore, no impact are expected. 

XII . MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the D O [gl D 
state? 
a) In accordance with the California Department of Conservation- Mineral Land Classification 10, the project site in not located 
within an area known to be underlain by regionally important mineral resources or within an area that has the potential to be 
underlain by regionally mineral resources. Accordingly, implementation of the proposed project would not result in the loss 
of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region of the residents of the State of California. Less 
than significant impacts are anticipated. 

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, D O [gl D 
specific plan or other land use plan? 
b) In accordance with the Imperial County General Plan- Conservation and Open Space Element- Figure 8- Existing Mineral 

8 Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=tsunami 
9 htlp:/fwww.icpds.com/CMS/Media/Conservation-&-Open-Space-Element-2016.pdf 
1D https://maps.conservation.ca.govlcgs/lnfonnationwarehouse/lndex.html?map=mlc 
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Resources 11 , the project site in not located within an area known to be underlain by regionally important mineral resources 
or within an area that has the potential to he underlain hy regionally mineral resources. Accordingly, implementation of the 
proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated 
on the local general plan, specific plan or other land use plans. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

XIII. NOISE Would the project result in: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

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? 

□ □ ~ □ 
a) The proposed project is not expected to expose any people to substantial noise impacts as it is adjacent to an existing 
adjacent parking facility and if so, a less than significant impact is expected. 

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? □ □ □ 
b) The noise from construction is not expected to expose persons to excessive groundboume vibrantion or noise levels for 
an indefinite amount of time; therefore, less than significant impact would be expected. 

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 D D D ~ 
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise levels? 
c) The project site is not located within a runway protected zone or approach/departure zone of a local airport. There are no 
nearby public airports as shown in the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Figure 1A)12. No impacts are anticipated. 

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

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

□ □ □ 
a) The proposed project does not include any residential projects nor any physical changes to the agricultural land. 
Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing D D D ~ 
elsewhere? 
b) Implementation of the project would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing and would not necessitate the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impacts are anticipated. 

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

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 D D D ~ 
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 
a) The proposed project will not result in any adverse physical impacts associated with any new or altered governmental 
facilities or require the need for new or altered governmental facilities. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

1) Fire Protection'/ 

11 http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/ConseNation-&-Open-Space.Element-2016.pdf 
12 http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/Airpgrt-Loc-alio11s,pdl 

□ □ □ 
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1) The proposed project is not expected to create a substantial adverse impact to fire protection. Any impacts would appear 
to be less than significant. 

2) Police Protection? D D [g] D 
2) The proposed project is not expected to create a substantial adverse impact to police protection. Any impacts would 
appear to be less than significant. 

3) Schools? D D D [g] 
3) The proposed project is not expected to directly or indirectly draw a substantial number of new residents to the region 
that would generate school-aged students requiring public education. As the project would not cause or contribute a need 
to construct new or physically altered public school facilities, no impacts are anticipated. 

4) Parks? D D D [g] 
4) The proposed project would not create a demand for public park facilities and would not result in the need to modify 
existing or construct new park facilities. Accordingly, implementation of the proposed project would not adversely affect 
any park facility and no impacts would be anticipated. 

5) Other Public Facilities? D O D [g] 
5) The proposed project is not expected to result in a demand for other public facilities services. As such, implementation 
of the proposed project would not adversely affect other public facilities or require the construction of new or modified public 
facilities. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVI. RECREATION 

a) 

b) 

Would the project increase the use of the existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational D D D [g] 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 
a) The proposed project does not propose any type of residential use or other land use that may generate a population that 
would increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. Accordingly, 
implementation of the proposed project would not result in the increased use or substantial physical deterioration of an 
existing neighborhood or regional park. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might D O D [g] 
have an adverse effect on the environment? 
b) The proposed project does not propose to construct any new on or off-site recreational facilities. Additionally, the project 
would not expand any existing on or off-site recreational facilities. Thus, environmental effects related to the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities would not occur with implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no impacts are 
anticipated. 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION Would the project: 

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing 
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and D O [g] D 
pedestrian facilities? 
a) The proposed project is not expected to conflict with the Imperial County General Plan's Circulation and Scenic Highways 
Element and/or any applicable plan, ordinance or policy related to the transportation aspect. Less than significant impacts 
are anticipated. 

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA D D [g] D 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 
b) The proposed project does not appear to conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines, section 15064.3(b). There are 
no transit stops within a one-mile of the proposed project site; however, any road improvement shall be made to the Imperial 
County Public Works Department requirements. Less than significant impacts are anticipate. 

c) Substantially increases hazards due to a geometric design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or □ □ □ 
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incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
c) The proposed project does not have any design features that would increase hazards or incompatible uses. Less than 
significant impacts are anticipated. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? D D ~ D 
d) The proposed project will not result in inadequate emergency access; therefore less than significant impacts are expected. 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 2107 4 as either a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of D D ~ D 
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and 
that is: 
a) The project would not cause an adverse change in the significant of a tribal cultural resource. Assembly Bill 52 requires a 
lead agency to begin consultation with California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with 
geographic area of the proposed project. Imperial County has consulted with appropriate tribes with the potential for interest 
in the region. Based on this consultation, the project site is not located in an area identified as having the potential for a tribal 
cultural resource; therefore less than significant impacts are expected. 

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

□ □ □ 

(i) The proposed site was not listed under the California Historical Resources in County of lmperial13 nor does it 
appear to be eligible under Public Resources Code Section 21074 or 5020.1 (k); therefore, less than significant 
impacts are expected. 

(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 (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth is D D ~ D 
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. 
(ii) There appears to be no history or association in the past with any evidence of historical resources for the 
property to be either identified as of significance or as candidate for listing in the California Register; therefore, less 
than 1ignificant impact1 are expected. 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications D D D ~ 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 
a) The proposed project is not expected to require or result in the relocation or construction of new expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electrical power, natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. Therefore, no 
impacts are expected. 

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

13 Office of Historic Preservation http://ohp-garks.ca.gov/LlstedResourcesl?view=county&crileriaa: 13 

□ □ 
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b) The proposed project is not expected to exceed the capacity of the current service provider and no expanded entitlements 
are needed. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has D D ~ D 
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing commitments? 
c) The proposed project would not cause an impact to the wastewater treatment provider. Less than significant impacts are 
anticipated. 

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise D D ~ D 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 
d) The proposed project will not generate any additional solid waste that would be in excess of State or local standards or 
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure or impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. Less than significant 
impact is expected. 

Comply with federal, state, and local management and D D ~ D 
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 
e) The proposed project does not require a solid waste plan and appears to comply with all federal, state and local statues 
and regulations related to solid waste; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

XX. WILDFIRE 

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

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or D D D !'vi 

emergency evacuation plan? IC:J 

a) The proposed project will not substantially impair any adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. 
Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

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? 

□ □ □ 
b) The proposed project is in a flat topographical area and not within a wildfire area. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

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 D D D ~ 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 
c) The project site is not located within a very high fire hazard severity zone and will not require infrastructure that may 
exacerbate fire risk. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result D D D ~ 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 
d) The proposed project will not expose people or structures to significant risks by flooding or landslips as a result of runoff, 
post-fire slope instability or drainage changes as the proposed project is located on flat terrain; therefore, no impact is 
expected. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1 , 21080.3, 21083, 
21083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sunc1!mxn v. CoontyofMeroocro,(1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296; Lecoolfv. MontereyBoal1:Jof 
~ (1990) 222 Ca/.App.3d 1337; Eureka Cmzens t,r R~ Govt v. Cly of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; Proledthe HisloocArr«forWalefways v. AmooorWater 
Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 1109; Sw1 Frcn:iscaJs Upmkiir,,J the~ P/aJ v. Cfy ardCoontyofSwi Frcn:isco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656. 

Revised 2009- CEQA 
Revised 2011- ICPDS 
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SECTION 3 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
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The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

a) Does the project have the potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat 
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self­
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant 
or animal community, substantially reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal, eliminate tribal 
cultural resources or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects.) 

c) Does the project have environmental effects, 
which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ [;] □ 
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSUL TED 

This section identifies those persons who prepared or contributed to preparation of this document. This section is 
prepared in accordance with Section 15129 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

A. COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 
• Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services 
• Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services 
• Joe Hernandez, Project Planner Iv 
• Imperial County Air Pollution Control District 
• Ag Commissioner 
• lmperi91 County Public Works Department 

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS 

(Written or oral comments received on the checklist prior to circulation) 

• 
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VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION- County of Imperial 

The following Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the California Environmental 
Quality Act Section 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code. 

Project Name: General Plan Amendment #19-0002, Zone Change #19-0003 and Conditional Use Permit #19-
0013 / Initial Study #19-0012 

Project Applicant: West Wind Parking Storage, Inc. - P.O. BOX 1545, Heber CA 

Project Location: The project site is located at the southeastern comer of East Heber Road and Hwy 111 in Heber. 
The parcel are identified as (GPA) APN: 054-240-022/023/24/025; (ZC) APN: 054-240-
022/023/025 and (CUP) APN: 054-240-023. 

Description of Project: The applicant, West Wind Parking Storage, Inc., has applied for a General Plan Amendment 
#19-0002 to allow for the expansion of the Heber Specific Plan Area on the General Plan Land 
Use Map to incorporate the existing industrial uses east of Hwy 111 and south of Heber Road 
as well as the proposed parcel abutting the existing industrial use fronting Heber Road. 
Concurrently, the Applicant is proposing Zone Change #19-0003 and a zone map correction. 
The zone change is to convert the existing 20 acre A-2 parcel (APN 054-240-023) to an M-1 
zone to allow for the expansion of the existing truck parking facility and the zone correction 
would be to take the existing two established industrial areas (APN 054-240-022 (6.42 acres) 
& 054-240-025 (20.1 acres)) and convert to an M-1 (light industrial) zone. A Conditional Use 
Permit #19-0013 is proposed for the expansion of the existing industrial use onto APN 054-
240-023. 
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VII. FINDINGS 

This is to advise that the County of Imperial, acting as the lead agency, has conducted an Initial Study to 
determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environmental and is proposing this Negative 
Declaration based upon the following findings: 

D The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant effect on 
the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

D The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but: 

(1) Proposals made or agreed to by the applicant before this proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 
was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly 
no significant effects would occur. 

(2) There is no substantial evidence before the agency that the project may have a significant effect on 
the environment. 

(3) Mitigation measures are required to ensure all potentially significant impacts are reduced to levels of 
insignificance. 

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

If adopted, the Negative Declaration means that an Environmental Impact Report will not be required. Reasons 
to support this finding are included in the attached Initial Study. The project file and all related documents are 
available for review at the County of Imperial, Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, 
El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736. 

NOTICE 

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration during the review period. 

The Applicant hereby acknowledges and accepts the results of the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) and 
hereby agrees to implement all Mitigation Measures, if applicable, as outlined in the MMRP. 

SECTION 4 
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VIII. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE) 
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COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

August 2, 2019 

Isabel Patten, Planner II 
IC Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

ROBIN HODGKIN. M.P.A. 
/)irertor 

STEPHEN W. MUNDAY, M.D. , M.P.H. 
Health Offirer 

Subject: General Plan Amendment #19-0002; Zone Change #19-0003; 
Conditional Use Permit #19-0013 

Dear Ms. Patten: 

The Imperial County Public Health Department, Division of Environmental Health 
(DEH), is providing the comments below, in response to the July 17, 2019 request for 
review and comments. Based on the documentation provided, the parcel undergoing 
this process APN #054-240-022/ 023/ 024/ 025 proposes to undergo a General Plan 
Amendment (19-002) to allow for expansion to incorporate existing industrial use; 
Zone Change (19-0003) to an M-1 zone to allow for the expansion of business, and a 
Conditional Use Permit (19-0013) to allow for the expansion of the existing industrial 
use onto APN 054-240-023. Our agency is providing the following comments for 
consideration by the project applicant: 

Potable Water 

If the number of individuals on-site, including employees and vendors on the parcels 
exceed 25, a public water system permit will be required as triggered by the Safe 
Drinking Water Act. However, if each parcel/business has their own water supply 
line, each parcel/business is looked at individually when determining if they are 
subject to the SDWA. Based on the project description, the proposed project would 
not be subject to the SOWA if they do not share a water supply line. Therefore, 
clarification from the applicant showing existing and proposed water supply lines for 
both properties is required. 

If potable water lines are to be extended from the Heber Public Utility District (HPUD) 
to supply the proposed project site, a will-serve letter will be required from HPUD in 
lieu of private point of entry (POE) installations at each of the four parcels. If the 

Division of Environmental Health, 797 Main Street, Suite B, El Centro CA 92243 
Phone: 442-265-1888 I Fax: 442-265-1903 I icphd.org 
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parcels are unable to connect to HPUD and opts to receive water from the Imperial 
Irrigation District for on-site domestic use, POE water systems will need to be 
installed at each business. If POE water systems are installed, prior to occupying any 
plumbed structures, private water potability review applications (including sample 
results and treatment unit information) for each structure shall be submitted to DEH 
for review. Please note that the required lab testing, performed as a part of a water 
potability review, typically takes 2-3 weeks to collect and analyze through a California 
ELAP certified laboratory. 

Mosquito Abatement Plans 

In the project summary for the General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and 
Conditional Use Permit, the applicant has indicated grading plans and a retention 
basin for capturing stormwater run-off will be developed. Any storm water retention 
basins built in relation to this project will require a mosquito abatement plan. The 
applicant should contact the Division of Environmental Health for guidance on the 
development of a Mosquito Abatement Plan. 

Wastewater Disposal 

The applicant will be required to identify all on-site waste water treatment systems 
(septic systems) and replacement areas located on any of the project locations (APN 
#054-240-022/ 023/ 024/ 025. Identification of existing OWTS is to be performed 
by a qualified professional ( as defined in County Ordinance 8.80.030) and will require 
a site plans drawn to scale to include, septic tank, leach fields, and replacement areas. 

If in the future the applicant proposes to develop an occupied building or structure, 
on parcel 054-240-023 the installation of an OWTS will require a septic system 
permit from the DEH. It is suggested that applicant consult with an engineer, familiar 
with Imperial County's on-site OWTS standards, to discuss the feasibility, location, 
and size of the septic system that would serve this facility. D EH suggests this be done 
early in the site planning process, in order to allow applicant to dedicate ample space, 
on the parcel, to the OWTS' leach field and the required contingent leach field 
replacement area. 

Animal Keeping 

The proposed zone change does not allow any keeping of large, small, or wild animals 
of any kind. County Ordinance will not permit the applicant to keep any existing or 
future animals on site for domestic, farming, or illegal activity. This means that any 
existing animals must be immediately removed in a safe and dignified manner. 

This letter is being provided as a guide for project planning. DEH reserves the right 
to provide specific comments concerning your project at any time during the 
environmental review process. DEH encourages the applicant to visit our office to 
discuss the project in detail. 

Division of Environmental Health, 797 Main Street, Suite B, El Centro CA 92243 
Phone: 442-265-1888 I Fax: 442-265-1903 I icphd.org 
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If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 442-265-1888. 

~· 
Van~z,MPH 
Environmental Health Compliance Specialist II 

Division of Environmental Health, 797 Main Street, Suite B, El Centro CA 92243 
Phone: 442-265-1888 I Fax: 442-265-1903 I icphd.org 
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IID 
A century of service. 

July 19, 2019 

Ms. Isabel Patten 
Planner II 

RECEIVED 
JUL 19 2019 

www.iid.com 

Since 1911 

Planning & Development Services Department 
County of Imperial 
801 Main Street 

IMPERIAL COUNTY 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

El Centro, CA 92243 

SUBJECT: West Wind Parking Storage (Park-N-Store, LLC) Project; GPA #19-0002, ZC 
#19-0003 and CUP#19-0013 

Dear Ms. Patten: 

On July 3, 2019, the Imperial Irrigation District received from the Imperial County Planning & 
Development Services Department, a request for agency comments on the West Wind Parking 
Storage (Park-N-Store, LLC) project; General Plan Amendment #19-0002, Zone Change #19-
0003 and Conditional Use Permit #19-0013. The applicant Is requesting land use changes to 
allow for the expansion of an existing truck parking facility located at the southeastern comer of 
East Heber Road and Hwy. 111 in Heber, CA 

The Ito has reviewed the application and has the following comments: 

1. The 110 needs to maintain access to the existing 1-phase overhead line between the 
existing truck parking facility and the future expansion (see enclosed map). If the applicant 
requires that the distribution line be relocated or needs electrical service for the proposed 
expansion, the applicant should be advised to contact Joel Lopez, 11D Customer Project 
Development Planner, at (760) 482-3444 or e-mail Mr. Lopez at jflopez@iid.com to initiate 
the customer service application process. In addition to submitting a formal application 
(see http://www.ild.com/home/showdocument?id=12923), the applicant will be required to 
submit a complete set of approved plans, project schedule, estimated in-service date, one­
line diagram of facility, electrical loads, panel size, voltage, and the applicable fees, 
permits, easements and environmental compliance documentation pertaining to the 
provision of electrical service to the project. A circuit study may be required. The applicant 
shall be responsible for any and all costs related to relocating the line and/or to provide 
electrical service to the project, any mitigation measures required would be the financial 
responsibility of the developer. 

2. 11D water facilities that may be impacted include the Alder Canal and the Alder Drain. 

3. The applicant may not use 11D's canal or drain banks to access the project site. Any 
abandonment of easements or facilities will be approved by 110 based on systems 
(Irrigation, Drainage, Power, etc.) needs. 

4. To insure there are no impacts to 11D's Alder Canal or Alder Drain, the project's design 
plans should be submitted to 110 Water Department Engineering Services prior to 

IMPERIAL IRRIGArlON DISTRICT · P.O BOX 937 • IMPERIAL, CA 92251 
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Isabel Patten 
July 19, 2019 
Page2 

finalization. 110 Water Engineering can be contacted at (760) 339-9265 for further 
information. 

5. Any construction or operation on 11D property or within its existing and proposed right of 
way or easements including but not limited to: surface improvements such as proposed 
new streets, driveways, parking lots, landscape; and all water, sewer, storm water, or any 
other above ground or underground utilities; will require an encroachment permit, or 
encroachment agreement (depending on the circumstances). A copy of the 110 
encroachment permit application and instructions for its completion are available at 
http://www.iid.com/departments/real-estate. The 110 Real Estate Section should be 
contacted at (760) 339-9239 for additional information regarding encroachment permits or 
agreements. No foundations or buildings will be allowed within 11D's right of way. 

6. In addition to 11D's recorded easements, 110 claims, at a minimum, a prescriptive right of 
way to the toe of slope of all existing canals and drains. Where space is limited and 
depending upon the specifics of adjacent modifications, the 110 may claim additional 
secondary easements/prescriptive rights of ways to ensure operation and maintenance of 
11D's facilities can be maintained and are not impacted and if impacted mitigated. Thus, 
11D should be consulted prior to the installation of any facilities adjacent to IID's facilities. 
Certain conditions may be placed on adjacent facilities to mitigate or avoid impacts to 11D's 
facilities. 

7. Any new, relocated, modified or reconstructed 11D facilities required for and by the project 
(which can include but is not limited to electrical utility substations, electrical transmission 
and distribution lines, etc.) need to be included as part of the project's CEQA and/or NEPA 
documentation, environmental impact analysis and mitigation. Failure to do so will result 
in postponement of any construction and/or modification of 11D facilities until such time as 
the environmental documentation is amended and environmental impacts are fully 
analyzed. Any and all mitigation necessary as a result of the construction, relocation 
and/or upgrade of 110 facilltles Is the responsibility of the project proponent. 

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 760-482-3609 or at 
dvargas@iid.com. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter. 

Resp 

Do l 
Compliance Administrator II 

Enrique a. Martinez - General Manager 
Mike Pacheco - Manager. Water Dept. 
Marilyn Del Boaque GIibert- Manager, Ener9y Dept 
Jamie Asbury- 0epuly Manager, Energy Dept., OpcrolJonn 
Enrique De Leon-Asst Mgr., Energy Dept., Dialr., Planning, Eng. & CuatomarService 
Vance Taylor - Aa1t. General CouMel 
Robert Laurie -AHi. GBneral Counsel 
Mlch110I P. Kemp- Superlnlondenl. Regulatory & Envlronmenl81 Compliance 
Laura Cervantes. - Supnrvisor. Real Ealele 
JeBSica Lovecchio - Environmental Project Mgr. Sr., Water Dept. 
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Joe Hernandez 

From: 
Sent: 

Quechan Historic Preservation Officer < historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 
Monday, June 1, 2020 11 :28 AM 

To: Joe Hernandez 
Subject: West Wind Parking Storage Project 

This email originated outside our organization; please use caution. 
This email is to inform you that we do not wish to comment on this project. 

q/,,an/c ,!J,OU., 

rft. Jill dfce.~&, df .cfl. 

Quechan Indian Tribe 
Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 
Office: 760-572-2423 
Cell : 928-261-0254 
E-mail: historicpreservation@quechantribe.com 

• Virus-free. www.avast.com 

1 EEC ORIGINAL PKG 



ADMINISTRATION/ TRAINIIIG 
1078 Dogwood Road 

OPERATIONS/PREVENTION 
2514 La Brucherie Road 

Imperial, CA 92251 Heber, CA 92249 C 
R 
A 
s 
H 

R 
E 
s 
C u 
E 

Admfnfstratlon Operations 
Phone: (442) 265-6000 Phone: (442) 265-3000 
Fax: (760) 482-2427 Fax: (760) 355-1482 

Trafntng Prevention 
Phone: (442) 265-6011 "'-~ OE c EI v ED Phone: (442) 265-3020 

September 9, 2019 tEP 09 2019 
IMPEHIAL ~UUNTY 

RE: Park-N-Store, LLC . 'l/ llNhl jNr. a. m:11i:J.(\~IIC~IT ~~R\IJ~ljC 
General Plan Amendment # 19-0002; Cone Change "1f 1'9-'0b03 · and ConditionaTlJse Permit # 19-
0013 

Imperial County Fire Department would like to thank you for the chance to review and comment 
on the West Wind Parking Storage (Park-N-Store, LLC) Zone Change, General Plan 
Amendment and Conditional Use Permit. 

Imperial County Fire Department bas the following comments and/or requirements. 
• An approved water supply capable of supplying the required fire flow determined by 

appendix B in the California Fire Code shall be installed and maintained. Private fire 
service mains and appurtenance shall be installed in accordance with NFP A 24. 

• Fire department access roads shall be a width of a least 20 feet and all weather surface 
capable of supporting fire apparatus. Fire department access roads will be provided with 
approved tum around approved by Imperial County Fire Department. Oates will be in 
accordance with the current adapted fire code and the facility will maintain a Knox Box/lock 
for access on site. 

• A Hazardous Waste Material Plan shall be submitted to Certified Unified Program Agency 
(CUPA) for their review and approval. 

• All hazardous liquids and wastes shall be handled, store, and disposed as per the approved 
Hazardous Waste Materials Plan. All spills shall be documented and reported to Imperial 
County Fire Department and CUPA as required by the Hazardous Waste Material Plan. 

• All storage and handling of flammable and combustible liquids shall be in accordance with 
the California Fire Code and all federal, state, and local regulations, codes, and ordinances. 

• Compliance with all required sections of the fire code. 
• Fiscal Impacts will remain open until meeting with fire department head(s) and developer(s), 

which may include but not limjted to: 
• Capital purchases which may be required to assist in servicing this project 
• Costs for services during construction and life of the project 
• Training 

The zone change wilJ required an approved pressurized water supply capable of meeting required 
fire flows to be installed and maintained in accordance with the California Fire Code. M-1 Zone 
(Light Industrial) will require greater water demand due to the potential hazards and fire loads 
associated with industrial operations. 

An Equal Opportunity I Affirmative Action Employer 
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Imperial County Fire Department reserves the right to comment at a later time as we feel 
necessary. 

If you have any questions, please contact the Imperial C01mty Fire Prevention Bureau at 442-265-3020 
or 442-265-3021. 

Sincerely ~ () 
Andrew Loper ~ 
Lieutenant/Fire Prevention Specialist 
Imperial County Fire Department 
Fire PreventionBureau 

An Equal Opportunity I AjJirmatiue Action Empl.oyer 
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Imperial t;ounty Planning & Development Services 
Planning / Building 

Jim Minnick 
DIRECTOR RECEIVED 

SEP 09 2019 

iMPtl'ilAL ~UUNTY 

July 171 2019 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW 
AND COMMENTS 

The attached project and materials are t 6 or your revtew a as an early notification that the ronowing project is being requested 
and being processed by the County's Planning & Development Services Department. Please review the proposed project based on your 
aaencv/deoartrnent area of interest, exoertise, and/or iurisdlction. 

A , Commissioner - Cartos Ortiz/ Sandra Mendivil Nnand Filll Dlslrlct-Allredo Estrada Jr 

From: Case Planner: Isabel Patten, Planner II - (442) 265-1736 Ext. 1750 or E-mail at ICPDSCommenlLellers 1,-0.impenat. a us. 

Project ID: General Plan Amendment (GPA) #19-0002; Zone Change (ZC) #19-0003 and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) #1~013 

Project Location: (GPA) APN: 054-240-022/023/024/025; (ZC) .4.PN: 054-240-022/023/025 and (CUP) APN: 054-240-023. Project site located 
et the soulheaatem comer of East Heber Road and Hwy 111 In Heber. 

Project Description: The Applicant has applied for a General Plan Amendment#19-0002 to allow for the expansion of the Heber Specific Plan Area 
on the General Plan Land Use Map to Incorporate the existing Industrial uses east of Hwy 111 and south of Heber Road as 
well as the proposed parcel abutting the exlsUng Industrial use fronting Heber Road. ConcurrenUy, the Applicant Is proposing 
a Zone Change #19-0003 and a zone map correction. The zone change Is to convert Ille existing 20 acre A-2 parcel (APN 
054-240-023) to en M-1 zone to allow for the expansion of the exisUng truck parking facility and the zone correction would be 
to take the existing two established Industrial areas (APN 054-240-022 (6.42 acre) & 054-240-025 (20.1 acre)) and convert to 
an M-1 (light Industrial) zone. A Conditional Use Permit #19-0013 is proposed for the expansion of the existing industrial use 
onto APN 054-240-023. 

Appllcants: Dubose Design Group on behalf of the owner Park-N-Store, LLC. 1065 State Street, El Canto CA 92243 

Comments due by: August 2, 2019 at 05:00 p.m. Environmental Evaluation Comm. Meeting: TBD 

COMMENTS: (sttsch s sepBl'llf9 shBst if llBC6SS8fY) (If no comments, please state below ol man, fax, or e-mail this sheet to Case Planner} 

Name: ________ Signature: __________ ntle:. ____________ _ 



150 SOUTH NINTH STREET 
EL Cl!NTJtO, CA tllti-2:1511 

October 17, 2019 

Jim Minnick 

AIR POLLU 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

DISTRICT 

RECEIVED 
OCT 1? 2019 

TELEPHONE: (44Z) 265-lBOI 
F'U: (441} US-1'M 

1MPtt1IAL ~UUNTY 
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

SUBJECT: Comments on the September 2019 Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study for General 
Plan Amendment 19-0002, Zone Change 19-0003 and Conditional Use Permit 19-
0013-Park-N-Stor, LLC (West Wind Parking Storage Project) 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District ("Air District") would like to thank you for the 
opportunity to review and comment on the Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study for the General 
Plan Amendment {GPA) 19-0002, Zone Change (ZC) 19-0003, and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 
19-0013 for the West Wind Parking Storage Project. 

Upon review of the September 2019 Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study, the Air District finds that 
the applicant has addressed a number of concerns expressed by the Air District in earlier drafts of 
the project such as the use of the 2012 ICAPCD CEQA Handbook. Additionally, the default of 6 
(six) acres per day of grading is used in the CalEEMod analysis and is now part of AQ-1a mitigation 
measures. The Air District asks that the proposed mitigation measures contained in the September 
2019 Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study be placed as conditions within the CUP. Finally, the Air 
District politely requests a Draft copy of the CUP prior to recording. 

Air District rules and regulations _ can be found on our website at 
https://www.co.imperial.ca.us/AirPollution. Please feel free to contact the Air District at (442) 265-
1800 should you have any questions. 

Re~p~_lly, ,f '7} 2 j ,J 
/ ~ tt.-1.!:,/Jtt1vtdk. ( 

Curti~ -Blondell 

Environmental Coordinator 

Monica N. Soucier 
APC Division Manager 

West Wind Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study 
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/ AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 

Page 1 of 1 
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150 SOUTH NINTH STREET 
EL CENTRO, CA 92243-2850 

September 6, 2019 

Jim Minnick 
Imperial County Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

TELEPHONE: (442) 265-1800 
FAX: (442) 265-1799 

RECEIVED 
SEP 06 2019 
IMPERIAL COUNTY 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

SUBJECT: Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study: General Plan Amendment 19-0002, Zone 
Change 19-0003 and Conditional Use Permit 19-0013-Park-N-Stor, LLC. 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District ("Air District") would like to thank you for the 
opportunity to review and comment on the Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study for the General 
Plan Amendment {GPA) 19-0002, Zone Change {ZC) 19-0003, and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 
19-0013 for the West Wind Parking Storage Project Overall, the Air Study lacks sufficient 
information as to fall below the standard of adequacy as described within the CEQA Guideline 
policy § 15003(i), which states that "CEQA does not require technical perfection in an EIR, but 
rather adequacy, completeness, and a good-faith effort at full disclosure .... " 

The following only addresses those issues that are significant enough to cause the Air District not 
to concur with an adequacy or completeness standard as there may be other non-substantive 
issues or administrative issues. 

First, the consulting group used the 2007 version of the Imperial County CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook. All operational thresholds were amended during the 2012 revision. Second, the 
CalEEMod analysis and ultimate findings were based on modifications to the model that are 
inconsistent with general acceptable practices. For example, the following default values were 
changed that would trigger, by the very nature of the change would lower values or resulting 
emissions. The model original input assumptions and the description indicated that the analysis 
would be conducted on the whole of the additional 20 acres. As an example, using the grading 
phase of the project, we will illustrate the type of change that is concerning. 

• The default value for a 20 acre grading process includes 2 excavators, 1 dozer, 1 grader, 2 
tractors/loaders/backhoes and 2 scrapers 

West Wind Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study Page 1 of 2 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY I AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 
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The grading phase tends to be the phase where the greatest amount of fugitive dust is emitted 
into the air. Therefore, the length or width of the grading is not what is important but the total 
area the will be disturbed. Grading requires multiple passes by each piece of equipment therefore 
the model by default will adjust calculations on the number of pieces of equipment, the number 
of days and the maximum number of acres. Thus the model assumption for this project used 2 

disturbed acres per day effectively reducing the amount of emissions significantly. 

To further illustrate the impact of the change of the default value to 2 acres per day. Just looking 
at the grading phase, a 2 acre site can finish in 4 days however the model shows that the number 

of days was changes to 30 days which implies that up to 20 acres can be graded at a rate of 7.5 
acres per day not 2. In any event, the change in any default assumptions is not discouraged 

however there should be some reasonable attempt to remain realistic. Therefore, in this example 
a commitment in the document that the application would adhere, in a CUP condition let's say to 

only grading 2 acres per day would be permissible. The same would go with other mitigations 
selected in the model, which are, the use of soil stabilizers, replacing ground cover, watering 3 
times a day including exposed areas, watering unpaved roads and reducing vehicle speed on 
unpaved roads. Without those commitments in writing the Air District is unable to find the 

· analysis adequate. 

Air District rules and regulations 
(https://www.co.imperial.ea.us/AirPollution). 

265-1800 should you have any questions. 

Respectfully, 

'· --fl"/ m Le~ J ru (I,~ 

Monica N. Soucier 

APC Division Manager 

West Wind Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study 

can be found on our website at 
Please feel free to contact the Air District at (442) 

Page 2 of 2 
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150 SOUTH NINTH STREET 
EL CENTRO, CA 92243-2850 

August 2, 2019 

Jim Minnick 
Imperial County Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

TELEPHONE: (442) 265-1800 
FAX: (442) 265-1799 

RECEIVED 
AUS 02 2019 
IMPERIAL COUNTY 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENi SERVICES 

SUBJECT: Comments for Second Review: General Plan Amendment 19-0002, Zone Change 
19-0003 and Conditional Use Permit 19-0013-Park-N-Stor, LLC. 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District ("Air District") would like to thank you for the 

opportunity to review and comment on General Plan Amendment (GPA) 19-0002, Zone Change 

(ZC) 19-0003, and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 19-0013 which collectively will allow for a trucking 

storage facility near East Heber Road and Highway 111. GPA 19-0002 will allow for the expansion 

of the Heber Specific Plan Area on the General Plan Land Use Map to incorporate the existing 

industrial uses east of Highway 111 and south of Heber Road as well as the proposed parcel 

abutting the existing industrial use fronting Heber Road. ZC 19-0003 will convert the existing 20-

acre A-2 Parcel (APN 054-240-023) to an M-1 Zone to allow for the expansion of the existing truck 

parking facility and the zone correction would be to take the existing two established industrial 

areas (APN 054-240-022) (6.42 acre) and APN 054-240-025 (20.1 acre) and convert to an M-1 

Light Industrial Zone. CUP 19-0013 will allow the expansion of the existing industrial use onto 

APN 054-240-023. 

Upon review, it is unclear if the proposed project will fall under Tier 1 or Tier 2 Thresholds of 

Significance for Project Operations as outlined in Table 1 and discussed in Section 5.1-Motor 

Vehicle Emissions in the Air District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Due to the proposed expansion 

of the parking facility and the potential impact of additional emissions, the Air District asks that 

the applicant perform a preliminary calculation of vehicle emissions, including the number of 

trucks utilizing the proposed facility. Based on the outcome of the analysis, the applicant can then 

GP A 19-0002 ZC 19-0003 CUP 19-0013 
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/ AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER EEC ORfGINAL PKG 



apply those measures found in Section 7 of the Air District's CEQA Handbook to mitigate 

emissions. Additionally, if any generators greater than SO horsepower are to be used on the site 

during operations or construction, the applicant will need to contact the Engineering & Permitting 

Division of the Air District to obtain the necessary permits. 

Finally, the Air District requests a copy of the Draft CUP prior to recording. 

Air District rules and regulations can be found on our website at 

(https://www.co.imperial.ea.us/AirPollution). Please feel free to contact the Air District at (442) 

265-1800 should you have any questions. 

Respectfully, 

~~ 
Curtis Blondell 

GPA 19-0002 ZC 19-0003 CUP 19-0013 EEC O~i~1NAL PKG 



150 SOUTH NlNTH STREET 
EL CENTRO, CA 92243-2850 

July 19, 2019 

Jim Minnick 
Imperial County Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

TELEPHONE: (442) 2,s.JBOO 
FAX: (442) 265-1799 

RECEIVED 
JUL 19 2019 
IMPERIAL COUNTY 

Pt.ANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

SUBJECT: General Plan Amendment 19-0002, Zone Change 19-0003 and Conditional Use 
Permit 19-0013-Park-N-Stor, LLC. 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District ("Air District") would like to thank you for the 

opportunity to review and comment on General Plan Amendment (GPA) 19-0002, Zone Change 

(ZC) 19-0003, and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 19-0013 which collectively will allow for a trucking 

storage facility near East Heber Road and Highway 111. GPA 19-0002 will allow for the expansion 

of the Heber Specific Plan Area on the General Plan Land Use Map to incorporate the existing 

industrial uses east of Highway 111 and south of Heber Road as well as the proposed parcel 

abutting the existing industrial use fronting Heber Road. ZC 19-0003 will convert the existing 20-

acre A-2 Parcel (APN 054-240-023) to an M-1 Zone to allow for the expansion of the existing truck 

parking facility and the zone correction would be to take the existing two established industrial 

areas (APN 054-240-022) (6.42 acre) and APN 054-240-025 (20.1 acre) and convert to an M-1 

light Industrial Zone. CUP 19-0013 will allow the expansion of the existing industrial use onto 

APN 054-240-023. 

Upon review, it is unclear if the proposed project will fall under Tier 1 or Tier 2 Thresholds of 

Significance for Project Operations as outlined in Table 1 and discussed in Section 5.1-Motor 

Vehicle Emissions in the Air District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Due to the proposed expansion 

of the parking facility and the potential impact of additional emissions, the Air District asks that 

the applicant perform a preliminary calculation of vehicle emissions, including the number of 

trucks utilizing the proposed facility. Based on the outcome of the analysis, the applicant can then 

GPA 19-0002 ZC 19-0003 CUP 19-0013 Page 1 of2 
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/ AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER 
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IX. MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) 

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE) 

S:IAIIUsers\APN\0541240\022\GPA 19-0002\EECICUP19-0013 INITIAL STUDY .docx 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 
Paga 33of33 

Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Fonn & Negative Daclaration for (West Wind Parking Storage Inc CUP #19-0013 - IS #19-0012) 
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MITIGATION, MONTORING AND REPORTING 
PROGRAM 

DRAFT MITIGATION MEASURES 
PURSUANT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE 

August27,2020 
West Wind Parking Storage, Inc. 

[GPA #19-0002, ZC #19-0003 & CUP #19-0012] 

(APN 054-240-022-000) 

(CEQA - Mitigated Negative Declaration) 

Pursuant to the review and recommendations of the Imperial County Environmental 
Evaluation Committee (EEC) on August 27, 2020, the following Mitigation Measures are 
hereby proposed for the project: 

AGRICULTURE: 

Mitigation MM AFR-1. The Applicant shall pay an "Agriculture In-Lieu Mitigation Fee" in 
the amount of 30% of the fair market value per acre for the 20 acre based on five (5) 
comparable sales of land used for agriculture purposes be collected prior to the 
commencement of work. The Agriculture In-Lieu Mitigation Fee shall be placed in a trust 
account administered by the Imperial County Agriculture Commissioner's Office and will 
be used for such purposes as the acquisition, stewardship, preservation and 
enhancement of agricultural land within Imperial County. 

(Monitoring Agency: Imperial County Agriculture Commissioner's Office/Planning & 
D~ P. e Servic.es De.R=a~rtm~ e~nt _____________________ _ 

AIR QUALITY: 

MM-AQ1 a: Prior to commencing construction, the project applicant will be required to 
submit a Dust Control Plan to the ICAPCD for approval. The Dust Control Plan will identify 
all sources of PM 10 emission and associated mitigation measures during the construction 
(see Rule 801 F.2.). The applicant shall submit a "Construction Notification Form" to the 
ICAPCD 10 days prior to the commencement of any earthmoving activity. The Dust 
Control Plan submitted to ICAPCD shall meet all applicable requirements for control of 
fugitive dust emissions, including the following measures designed to achieve the no 
greater than 20-percent opacity performance standards for dust control: 
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Mitigation, Monitoring & Reporting Program 
West Wind Parking Storage, Inc. 

Page2 

• All disturbed areas, including bulk material storage that is not being actively used, 
shall be effectively stabilized; and visible emissions shall be limited to no greater 
than 20-percent opacity for dust emissions by using water, chemical stabilizers, 
dust suppressants, tarps, or other suitable material, such as vegetative 
groundcover. Bulk material is defined as earth, rock, silt, sediment, and other 
organic and/or greater silt content. 

• All on-site unpaved roads segments or areas use for hauling materials shall be 
effectively stabilized. Visible emission shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent 
opacity for dust emissions by restricting vehicle access, paving, application of 
chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or watering. 

• The transport of bulk materials on public roads shall be completely covered, unless 
6 inches of freeboard space from the top of the container is maintained with no 
spillage and loss of bulk material. In addition, the cargo compartment of all haul 
trucks shall be cleaned and/or washed at the delivery site after removal of bulk 
material, prior to using the trucks to haul material on public roadways. 

• All track-out or carry-out on paved public roads, which include bulk materials 
adhere to the exterior surfaces of motor vehicles and/or equipment (including tires) 
that may then fall onto the pavement, shall be cleaned at the end of each workday 
or immediately when mud or dirt extends a cumulative distance of 50 linear feet or 
more onto a paved road within an urban area. 

• Movement of bulk material handling or transfer shall be stabilized prior to handling 
or at points of transfer with application of sufficient water, chemical stabilizers, or 
by sheltering or enclosing the operation and transfer line except where such 
material or activity is exempted from stabilization by the rules of ICAPCD. 

• No more than 6 acres of surface area should be disturbed during any one day 
period and the delivery of surface materials, including asphalt grinding, should be 
limited to approximately 27 trucks trips daily (assuming 20 yards per truck) over a 
30 day period to overlap with site grading operations. 

MM-AQ-1 b: Each project proponent shall implement all applicable standard measures for 
construction combustion equipment for the reduction of excess NOx emissions contained 
in the imperial County DEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated regulations. These 
measures include: 

• Use alternative-fueled or catalyst-equipped diesel construction equipment, 
including all off-road and portable diesel-powered equipment shall meet U.S. tier 
standards. 

• Minimize idling time, by either shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing 
the time or idling to five minutes at a maximum. 

• Limit the hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of 
equipment in use. Replace fossil-fueled equipment and/or the amount of 
equipment in use. Replace fossil-fueled equipment with electrically driven 
equivalents (assuming powered by a portable generator set and are available, cost 
effective, and capable of performing the task in an effective, timely manner). 
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Page 3 

• Curtail construction during periods of high ambient pollutant concentrations; this 
may include ceasing construction activity during the peak hour of vehicular traffic 
on adjacent roadways. 

• Implement activity management (e.g., rescheduling activities to avoid overlap of 
construction phases, which would reduce short-term impacts. 

(Monitoring Agency: Imperial County Air Pollution Control DistricUPlanning & 
Development Services Department) 

S:\AIIUsers\APN\054\240\022\GPA 19-0002\EEC\MM&RP 08272020.docx 
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G R O U P 

6/4/2019 

WEST WIND PARKING STORGE 
(Zone Change/GP A/CUP): FREIGHT STORAGE 

Applicant: 

Property 
Owner: 

Planning: 

WEST WIND PARKING STORAGE, INC 

PARK-N-STOR, LLC 

DUBOSE DESIGN GROUP, INC. 

Location: The site is located just east of the Townsite of Heber, Imperial County, California, at the 
intersection of Heber Rd./HWY 111. Latitude and Longitude are 32°43'43.87" N and 115°29'5l.33" W, 
respectfully. 

Project Size: 57.43 +/- acres 

APNs: 054-240-022 
054-240-023 
054-240-024 
054-240-025 

REQUIRED ACTIONS FOR EACH PARCEL: 

Zone Change: APN: 054-240-022, -023, -025 
General Plan Amendment: 054-240-022, -023, -024, -025 
Conditional Use Permit: 054-240-023 

EXISTING ZONING & LAND USE: 

APN: ACRES Current Zoning 
0.54-240-022 2001 C2N-SPA: Medium Commercial Non-Residential/ Soecific Plan Area 
054-240-023 20 A-2: General Ae:riculture 
054-240-024 II M-1-N-SPA: Lie:ht Industrial Non-Residential / Specific Plan Area 
054-240-025 6 42 C2N-SPA: Medium Commercial Non-Residential / Soecific Plan Area 

PROPOSED ZONING & LAND USE: 

APN: ACRES Prooosed Zoning 
054-240-022 20.01 M-1. Lie:ht Industrial 
054-240-023 20 M-1: Light Industrial 
054-240-024 II M-1: Li~ht Industrial 
054-240-025 6 42 M-1: Light Industrial 

Current Land-Use1 

Ae:riculture 
Ae:riculture 
Agriculture 
Agriculture 

Prooosed Land-Use 
Industrial 
Industrial 
Industrial 
Industrial 

1 The current use of the land for APNs: 054-240-022, -024, -025 is for freight storage while APN: 054-240-023 is 
being used for agriculture. A Conditional Use Permit will be applied for APN: 054-240-023. 
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The Applicant is applying for multiple discretionary approvals with the County oflmperial including Zone 
Change, General Plan Amendment and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) in order to allow for an expansion 
of an additional 20 +/- acres (APN: 054-240-023 ). While all APNs will receive either a Zoning Change 
and/or Land Use alteration, APN 054-240-023 will be the only parcel receiving a CUP. Please refer to the 
tables above regarding the proposed zoning and land use alterations. Additionally, the proposed change of 
zoning will allow for a consistent land use policy within the overall facility area. 

West Wind Parking Storage, Inc (Applicant) currently operates a freight storage facility at the southeast 
intersection of HWY 111 & Heber Rd. The facility houses numerous trucking companies that deliver and 
store freight (Dry Boxes and Sea Freight Containers) on-site. Currently, the facility is running out of 
available space. The West Wind Parking Storage is proposing to expand their footprint to avoid potential 
accidents and to accommodate an increased need for storage of containers coming from Mexico. 

Proposed Development: 

The development of the expansion will be done in phases depending on the pace of increased business. 
Phase l will include laying down asphalt grindings to an area of approximately 5.9 acres. The proposed 
Zone Change will change the zoning of that portion of the existing operation under the C-2 zone 
to M-1 zone (Light Industrial) and will also change the 20 +/- acres currently zoned A-2 to M-1. 
A CUP will be applied to APN: 054-240-023. 

The Project Site: 

APNs: 054-240-022, -024, -023, -025 are currently situated on approximately 57.43 +/- acres of land located 
within the County oflmperial, approximately one ( t) mile east of the Townsite of Heber and approximately 
2 miles north of the City of Calexico. The majority of the land has been previously disturbed by current 
operations of the applicant's trucking firm. However, 20 acres located to the east, situated on APN: 054-
240-023, is vacant agricultural farm land which has been geographically separated from neighboring 
farmland by the Alder Drain to the East, a private canal to the south, East Heber Road to the North and the 
existing West Wind facility to the West. 

Project Circulation: 

Access to and from the existing facility is via two driveways. These driveways are located approximately 
800 feet east from the intersection of Heber Rd. and HWY 11 l. The western driveway is used as ingress 
where trucks enter off of Heber Rd. into the facility. The eastern driveway is used for egress, where truck 
depart from on their way to their final destination. Once trucks have entered the facility site, they drive 
approximately 400 feet inside where they are met by an office. When given approval by staff, they are then 
allowed to drive further into the site and unload their freight. 

A new entrance will be constructed and aligned with Younnan Road (East) to allow compatibility with 
imperial County's planned signalized intersection and access to the current facility and to the proposed 
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expansion area. The existing entrance/exit to the facility will be converted to emergency access only. This 
proposed intersection light will allow for a safe and efficient flow of increased traffic in the area. 

Construction Activities: 

The applicant will develop a grading plan and a retention basin for capturing stonnwater run-off. The 
applicant intends to utilize recycled asphalt for parking on the storage expansion area. This recycled asphalt, 
given to the applicant by Caltrans through their HWY 111 rehabilitation project will be 6-8 inches thick 
and would allow for an all-weather driving surface. In the future the applicant may want to install lighting 
for the expanded portion. 
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WEST WIND PARKING STORGE 
FREIGHT STORAGE: GPA 

Applicant: WEST WIND PARKING STORAGE, INC 

Property 
Owner: PARK-N-STOR, LLC 

Planning: DUBOSE DESIGN GROUP, INC. 

Location: The site is located just east of the Townsite of Heber, Imperial County, California, at the 
intersection of Heber Rd./HWY 111. Latitude and Longitude are 32°43'43.87" N and 115°29'51 .33" W, 
respectfully. 

Project Size: 57.43 +/- acres 

APNs: 054-240-022 
054-240-023 
054-240-024 
054-240-025 

This is a Letter of REQUEST for a General Plan Amendment to the County of Imperial Planning & 
Development Services (ICPDS). 

The General Plan Amendment will be applied to APNs: 054-240-022, -023, -024, -025 due to the fact that 
these APNs have a land use designation of Agriculture. The proposed Zone Change will change the zoning 
of APNs: 054-240-022, -023, -025 to Light Industrial, which is not consistent with the Land Use Element 
Compatibility Matrix, hence why the General Plan Amendment is needed. APN: 054-240-024 is already 
zoned Light Industrial, this General Plan Amendment will bring this parcel into confonnance. 

Annette Leon 
Vice-President, DuBose Design Group 
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CHANGE OF ZONE I.C. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. 
801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 (760) 482-4236 

-APPLICANT. MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERED (black & blue) SPACES - Please type or print -

1. PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME j~&~G/n§~rking.com/ tom@dubosedesigngroup.com 

2. M A (Street/ P O Box, City, State) OI\IENUMBER 

I treel El Centro. CA 92243 760-353-81 IO 
3. ENGINEER'S NAME 

LCEn . . Inc. 
CA. LICENSE NO. 

55432 
E~l}lb~e>?:HFl@dde-inc.net/ tom@dubosedesigngroup.com 

4. MAILING ADDRESS (Street IP o Box, City, Sta.ta) 

s 

5. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. I ZONING ( existing) ZONING (proposed) 
054-240-022, -023,-025 C-2-N-SPA, A-2, C-2-N-SPA M-1 

6. PROPERTY (site) ADDRESS SIZE OF PROPERTY (in acres or square fool) 

Please reference Assesso,'s Parcel No. 46.43 +/- acres 
7. GENERAL LOCATION (i.e. city, town, cross street) 

J>roject site is loca1C'd aooroK. I mile cast of lhe Townshio of Heber and oooroxim111elv 2 miles north of CilV of Cnlexico. Near the intesection of Heber Rd./HWY 111 
8. LEGAL DESCRIPTION Elease cef~a::□es: atta~be!.I I egal Des~ciptia□ 

8. DESCRIBE CURRENT USE ON/ OF PROPERTY (list and describe in detail) 
1:!lcasc ccfe.ccccc l:![Qjcct Dcsctipticc 

9. PLEASE STATE REASON FOR PROPOSED USE (be specific) Aggligia! wishei, IQ [eu:me t!!:Qtl!:1:1~ ia Q[dr.r IQ bring ii intQ 

confonnance and to allow for ex12anl!ion into neig!:Jboriag 12arcel for a trucking storage facilitv. 

1 r- DESCRIBE SURROUNDING PROPERTY USES Surroundine. nrhoertv uses are Auricultural to the East and South. 

Ih~ l!Dl2!::[ial ~entec ~uecifi£ Plar1 ~rea lies lQ tbe :i::!:Qrth ang ~1].!;£ifib Pia□ ticea to lhe West. 

I 

I / WE THE LEGAL OWNER (S) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY 
CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATED 
HEREIN IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 

I 

IEQUIIID SUPPORT DOCUMENTS 

A. SITEPLAN 

, h~"""e JAM4 o 
8. PRELIMINARY TITLE REPORT (6 months or newer) 

Date C. FEE 

D. OTHER 

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: 

APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: 
M DATE lc\lJ....yld\~ REVIEW/ APPROVAL BY 

OTHER DEPT'S required. 

DATE 0 P. W. 
ZC# D E.H.S, 

APPLICATION REJECTED BY: 

TENTATIVE HEARING BY: 

FINAL ACTION: 0 APPROVED 0 DENIED 

DATE D A.P.C. D 

DATE D O.E S. f9-W3 D 
DATE El 
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WEST WIND PARKING STORGE 
FREIGHTSTORAGE: GPA 

Applicant: 

Property 
Owner: 

Planning: 

WEST WIND PARKING STORAGE, INC 

PARK-N-STOR, LLC 

DUBOSE DESIGN GROUP, INC. 

Location: The site is located just east of the Townsite of Heber, Imperial County, California, at the 
intersection of Heber Rd./HWY 111. Latitude and Longitude are 32°43'43.87" N and 115°29'51.33" W, 
respectfully. 

Project Size: 57.43 +/- acres 

APNs: 054-240-022 
054-240-023 
054-240-024 
054-240-025 

On 5/28/2019, DuBose Design Group had submitted on behalfof our client, West Wind Parking Storage, 
Inc. (Applicant) applications for both a Zone Change and General Plan Amendment. This letter is intended 
to provide the County of Imperial Planning & Development Services (ICPDS) notification that the applicant 
has submitted a General Plan Amendment. Additionally, it is now understood that client must also apply 
for a Conditional Use Permit for APN: 054-240-023. 

The General Plan Amendment will be applied to APNs: 054-240-022, -023, -024, -025 due to the fact that 
these APNs have a land use designation of Agriculture. The proposed Zone Change will change the zoning 
of APNs: 054-240-022, -023, -025 to Light Industrial, which is not consistent with the Land Use Element 
Compatibility Matrix, hence why the General Plan Amendment. APN: 054-240-024 is already zoned Light 
Industrial, this General Plan Amendment will bring this parcel into conformance. 

Annette Leon 
Vice-President, DuBose Design Group 
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CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT ~~i ~~~i~.&E?~~~~~~~E~~~~~i'!~ 
-APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERED (black) SPACES - Please type or print -

1. PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME EMAl~lgoR~s~ . 
PARK-N-STOR,LLC tom du ose es1gngroup.com, matthew@dubosedes1gngroup.com 

2. MAILING ADDRESS (Street/Po Box, City, State) ZIP r.onF I PHONE NUMBER 
7197 Aviara Dr., Carlsbad, CA 92011-4901 760-353-RI 10 

3. APPLICANT'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS 
West Wind Parking Storage, Inc. jaime@westwindparking.com 

4. MAILING ADDRESS (Streel / P o Box, City, state) ZIP CODE I PHONE NUMBER 
P.O. BOX 1545, Heber, CA 92249 760-353-8110 

4. ENGINEER'S NAME CA. LICENSE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS 
LC ENGINEERING CONSULTANT, INC. 55432 carloscorrales@dde-inc.ne~ tom@dubosedesigngroup.com, 

metthew@.dubosedesionOToup.com 

5. MAILING ADDRESS (Street/Po Box, City, State) ZIP CODE I PHONE NUMBER 
1065 State Street, El Centro, CA 92243 92243 760-353-8110 

6. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. l SIZE OF PROPERTY (in acres or square foot) I ZONING {existing) 
054-240-023 20 +/- acres .M-1'" A - '-

7. PROPERTY (site) ADDRESS 
Please reference Assessor's Parcel Numbers 

8. GENERAL LOCATION (i.e. city, town, cross street) 
Project site is located approx. I mile east of the Township of Heber and approximately 2 miles north of City of Calexico. Near the intesection of Heber Rd./HWY 111 

9. LEGAL DESCRIPTION Please reference attached Legal Description 

PLEASE PROVIDE CLEAR & CONCISE INFORMATION (ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF NEEDED) 
10. DESCRIBE PROPOSED USE OF PROPERTY (list and describe In detail) Applicant would like to expand their cUJTent operations 

to their neighboring parcel located on 054-240-023. 

11 . DESCRIBE CURRENT USE OF PROPERTY Land is currenUy vacant agricultural land 

~1 DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SYSTEM s ti II s wm I 
DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM ,:e;~:ck:: i~ 

14. DESCRIBE PROPOSED FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM Tbis site will coml!Jr with eel!roe!:iate fire re~lations 

15j IS PROPOSED USE A BUSINESS? 
Ix] Yes 0 No 

I / WE THE LEGAL OWNER (S) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY 
CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATED HEREIN 
IS TR~E AND CORRECT. 

\,. I 

Date 

Dale 

Signature 

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: ltilr 
APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: 

APPLICATION REJECTED BY: 

TENTATIVE HEARING BY: 

FINAL ACTION: □ APPROVED □ DENIED 

I~ YE~. HOW MANY EMPLOYEES WILL BE AT THIS SITE? 
ere are -annroximarelv 15 workimt al r.nrTent fac:i litv. 

UQUIIID IUPPORT DOCUIENTI 

A. SITE PLAN 

B. FEE 

C. OTHER -------------
D. OTHER 

DATE ~l~b1 REVIEW/ APPROVAL BY 
OTHER DEPT'S required. , 

DATE □ P.W. 
CUP# □ E.H.S. 

DATE □ A.P. C.D. 

DATE □ 0. E.S. 1e.,-oo,3 
□ 

DATE □ \. 

I 

...._ 

~ 
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West Wind Parking Storage Project 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 

WEST WIND PARKING STORAGE PROJECT 
IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

AIR QUALITY and GREENHOUSE GAS STUDY 

This report is an analysis of the potential air quality and greenhouse gas impacts associated 
with the proposed West Wind Parking Storage Project in unincorporated Imperial County. This 
report has been prepared by Birdseye Planning Group (BPG) under contract to the applicant 
and Dubose Design Group to support preparation of the environmental documentation 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This study evaluates the the 
potential for temporary construction and long-term operation impacts associated with use of 
the project site for freight storage. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The applicant currently operates a freight storage facility on a 37.43-acre site located southeast 
of the Highway 111 and East Heber Road intersection. The facility supports multiple trucking 
companies that deliver and store freight (dry boxes and sea freight containers) on-site. The 
existing facility is reaching capacity; thus, the applicant is proposing to expand the footprint 
onto the adjacent 20-acre parcel to improve safety of the overall facility and accommodate 
increased demand for the storage of containers coming from Mexico. 

The applicant has applied for multiple discretionary approvals with the County of Imperial 
including a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Conditional Use Permit (CUP). The 
existing facility operates on Assessor Parcel Numbers 054-240-022, -024, and -025 which 
comprises approximately 37.43 acres. Parcels 054-240-022 (20.01 acres) and 054-240-025 (6.42 
acres) are both zoned Medium Commercial Non-Residential/Specific Plan Area (C2N-SPA). 
Parcel 054-240-024 (11 acres) is zoned Light Industrial Non-Residential/Specific Plan Area (M-1-
N-SPA). The adjacent 20-acre parcel (APN 054-240-023) is zoned General Agricultural (A-2). 
The proposed rezone would change the zoning for all parcels comprising the project to Light 
Industrial (M-1). The GPA would change the land use designation on all parcels from 
Agriculture to Industrial. Thus, the zoning and General Plan land use designation would be 
consistent across the subject parcels. The CUP will only apply to the 20-acre parcel (054-240-
023). The 20-acre parcel is vacant and has historically been part of a neighboring family 
agricultural operation (see Figure 1). At completion, the freight storage facility would cover 
57.43 acres. 

The proposed expansion will be performed in phases depending on market demand. Phase 1 
will be performed after project approval and include scraping and compacting the soil and 
laying down asphalt grindings on a 5.9-acre portion of the 20-acre site (see Figure 2). Further, 
the existing access which is located approximately 800 feet east of the East Heber Road/State 
Route 111 intersection will be relocated eastward to the East Heber Road / Yourman Road 
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Figure 1 - Vicinity Map 
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intersection as the fourth leg (south leg). The existing driveway will be used for emergency 
access. Subsequent phases will involve the same construction process until the 20-acre site is 
developed. The proposed site plan is shown as Figure 2. As discussed in the Traffic Impact 
Analysis prepared by Linscott, Law and Greenspan (May 2019), the expansion project will 
generate approximately 168 average daily trips (ADT). Of the total, 160 vehicles would be truck 
trips and 8 would be employee trips. With the addition of project traffic, all study area 
intersections are calculated to continue to operate at LOS Dor better. The project would not 
have an adverse impact on traffic operations. 

SETTING 

Air Pollution Regulation 

The federal and state governments have been empowered by the federal and state Clean Air 
Acts to regulate emissions of airborne pollutants and have established ambient air quality 
standards for the protection of public health. The EPA is the federal agency designated to 
administer air quality regulation, while the California Air Resources Board (ARB) is the state 
equivalent in California. Federal and state standards have been established for six criteria 
pollutants, including ozone (03), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide 
(SO2), particulates less than 10 and 2.5 microns in diameter (PM10and PM2.s), and lead (Pb). 
California has also set standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride, and visibility­
reducing particles. Table 1 shows the current federal and state standards for each of these 
pollutants. Standards have been set at levels intended to be protective of public health. 
California standards are more restrictive than federal standards for each of these pollutants 
except lead and the eight-hour average for CO. 

Table 1 Ambient Air Quality Standards 

AVERAGE CALIFORNIA STANDARDS1 NATIONAL STANDARDS2 

POLLUTANT 
TIME Concentration3 Method4 Primary3• 5 Secondary3• 6 Method7 

1 hour 
0.09 ppm 

Ozone8 (180 µg/m 3
) Ultraviolet - Same as 

Ultraviolet 
(03) 0.070 ppm Photometry 

Primary 
Photometry 0.070 ppm Standard 8 hours 

(137µg/m 3) (137 µg/m 3) 

Carbon 8 hours 
9.0 ppm Non-Dispersive 9ppm Non-Dispersive 

(10 mg/m3) Infrared (10 mg/m3) Infrared 
Monoxide Spectroscopy -- Spectroscopy 
(CO) 1 hour 

20ppm (NDIR) 35 ppm (NDIR) 
(23 mg/m3) (40 mg/m3) 

Annual 0.030 ppm 0.053 ppm 
Same as 

Nitrogen Average (57 µg/m 3) Gas Phase (100 µg/m 3) 
Primary 

Dioxide Chemiluminesce Standard Gas Phase 

(N02)10 
Chemiluminescence 

0.18 ppm nee 100 ppb 
1 hour 

(339 µg/m 3) (188 µg/m 3) 
--
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AVERAGE CALIFORNIA ST ANDARDS1 

POLLUTANT 
TIME Concentration3 

Annual _,_ 
Average 

24 hours 
0.04 ppm 

Sulfur Dioxide (105 µg/m 3) 

(SO2)11 
3 hours --

l hour 
0.25 ppm 

(655 µg/m 3) 

Respirable 24 hours 50 µg/m3 

Particulate Annual 
Matter Arithmetic 20 µg/m3 
(PM10)9 

Mean 

Annual 

Fine Arithmetic 12 µg/m3 

Particulate Mean 

Matter 
(PM2.s)9 

24 hours --

Sulfates 24 hours 25 µg/m3 

30-day 
1.5 µg/m3 

Average 

Lead12· 13 Calendar 
Quarter --

(Pb) 
3-month 
Rolling --
Average 

Hydrogen 
0.03 ppm 

Sulfide 1 hour 
(42 µg/m3) 

(H2S) 

Vinyl 
24 hours 

0.010 ppm 
Chloride12 (26 µg/m 3) 

Notes: 

ppm = parts per million 
µg/m 3 = micrograms per cubic meter 
mg/m3 = milligrams per cubic meter 
Source: California Air Resources Board 2017 

Method4 

Ultraviolet 
Fluorescence 

Gravimetric or 
Beta Attenuation 

Gravimetric or 
Beta Attenuation 

Ion 
Chromatography 

Atomic 
Absorption 

Ultraviolet 
Fluorescence 

Gas 
Chromatography 

NATIONAL STANDARDS2 

Primary3• 5 Secondary3• 6 Method7 

0.03 ppm 
(80 µg/m3) --

0.14 ppm 
(365 µg/m 3) --

Pararosaniline 
-- 0.5 ppm 

(1300 µg /m3) 

75 ppb (196 
µg/m3) --

150 µg/m3 150 µg/m 3 
Inertial Separation 
and Gravimetric 

-- -- Analysis 

12 µg/m3 15 µg/m 3 
Inertial Separation 
and Gravimetric 

Same as Analysis 
35 µg/m 3 Primary 

Standard 

-- -- --

-- --

1.5 µg/m3 High Volume 
Sampler and Atomic Same as 

Primary Absorption 

0.15 µg/m3 Standard 

-- - -

-- - --

I. California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (except 8-hour Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (1 and 24 hour), 
nitrogen dioxide, and particulate matter (PM10, PM2s, and visibility reducing particles), are values that are not 
to be exceeded. All others are not to be equaled or exceeded. California ambient air quality standards are listed 
in the Table of Standards in Section 70200 of Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations. 
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2. National standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual arithmetic mean) are not to 
be exceeded more than once a year. The ozone standard is attained when the fourth highest 8-hour concentration 
measured at each site in a year, averaged over three years, is equal to or less than the standard. For PMw, the 
24-hour standard is attained when the expected number of days per calendar year with a 24-hour average 
concentration above 150 µg/m 3 is equal to or less than one. For PM2.5, the 24-hour standard is attained when 98 
percent of the daily concentrations, averaged over three years, are equal to or less than the standard. Contact 
the U.S. EPA for further clarification and current national policies. 

3. Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in parentheses are 
based upon a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr. Most measurements of air 
quality are to be corrected to a reference temperature of25°C and a reference pressure of760 torr; ppm in this 
table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles of pollutant per mole of gas. 

4. Any equivalent measurement method which can be shown to the satisfaction of the CARB to give equivalent 
results at or near the level of the air quality standard may be used. 

5. National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety to protect 
the public health. 

6. National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from any known 
or anticipated adverse effects of a pollutant. 

7. Reference method as described by the U.S. EPA. An "equivalent method" of measurement may be used but 
must have a "consistent relationship to the reference method" and must be approved by the U.S. EPA. 

8. On October 1, 2015, the national 8-hour ozone primary and secondary standards were lowered from 0.075 to 
0.070 ppm. 

9. On December 14, 2012, the national annual PM2.5 primary standard was lowered from 15 µg/ m3 to 12.0 µg/ 
m3

• The existing national 24-hour PM2 s standards (primary and secondary) were retained at 35 µg/ m3
, as was 

the annual secondary standard of 15 µg/ m3
• The existing 24-hour PM10 standards (primary and secondary) of 

150 µg/ m3 also were retained. The form of the annual primary and secondary standards is the annual mean, 
averaged over 3 years. 

10. To attain the I-hour national standard, the 3-year average of the annual 98th percentile of the I-hour daily 
maximum concentrations at each site must not exceed 100 ppb. Note that the national I-hour standard is in 
units of parts per billion (ppb ). California standards are in units of parts per million (ppm). To directly compare 
the national I-hour standard to the California standards the units can be converted from ppb to ppm. In this 
case, the national standard ofl0O ppb is identical to 0.100 ppm. 

11. On June 2, 2010, a new I-hour SO2 standard was established and the existing 24-hour and annual primary 
standards were revoked. To attain the I-hour national standard, the 3-year average of the annual 99th percentile 
of the I-hour daily maximum concentrations at each site must not exceed 75 ppb. The 1971 SO2 national 
standards (24-hour and annual) remain in effect until one year after an area is designated for the 2010 standard, 
except that in areas designated nonattainment for the 1971 standards, the 1971 standards remain in effect until 
implementation plans to attain or maintain the 2010 standards are approved. 

Note that the I-hour national standard is in units of parts per billion (ppb ). California standards are in units of 
parts per million (ppm). To directly compare the I-hour national standard to the California standard the units 
can be converted to ppm. In this case, the national standard of75 ppb is identical to 0.075 ppm. 

12. The CARB has identified lead and vinyl chloride as 'toxic air contaminants' with no threshold level of exposure 
for adverse health effects determined. These actions allow for the implementation of control measures at levels 
below the ambient concentrations specified for these pollutants. 

13. The national standard for lead was revised on October 15, 2008 to a rolling 3-month average. The 1978 lead 
standard (1.5 µg/ m3 as a quarterly average) remains in effect until one year after an area is designated for the 
2008 standard, except that in areas designated nonattainment for the 1978 standard, the 1978 standard remains 
in effect until implementation plans to attain or maintain the 2008 standard are approved. 

14. In 1989, the CARB converted both the general statewide IO-mile visibility standard and the Lake Tahoe 30-
mile visibility standard to instrumental equivalents, which are "extinction of0.23 per kilometer" and "extinction 
of 0.07 per kilometer" for the statewide and Lake Tahoe Air Basin standards, respectively. 
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Local control in air quality management is provided by the ARB through county-level or 
regional (multi-county) Air Pollution Control Districts (APCDs). The ARB establishes air quality 
standards and is responsible for control of mobile emission sources, while the local APCDs are 
responsible for enforcing standards and regulating stationary sources. The ARB has established 
14 air basins statewide. The project site is located within the Salton Sea Air Basin (Basin), which 
includes all of Imperial County and a portion of central Riverside County. Air quality 
conditions in the Imperial County portion of the Basin are under the jurisdiction of the Imperial 
County APCD (ICAPCD). The remainder in Riverside County is managed by the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District. The ICAPCD is required to monitor air pollutant levels to 
ensure that air quality standards are met and, if they are not met, to develop strategies to meet 
the standards. Depending on whether the standards are met or exceeded, the local air basin is 
classified as being in "attainment" or "non-attainment." Table 2 shows the attainment Salton 
Sea Air Basin attainment status for the national and state standards shown in Table 1. 

Table 2 
I mperia IC ounty Air Q d d uality Stan ar Attainment Status 

Pollutant CAAQS NAAQS 
Ozone (03) Nonattainment Nonattainment - Moderate 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Attainment Unclassified/ Attainment 
Respirable Particulate Matter (PM10) N onattainment Nonattainment - Serious 
Fine Particulate Matter (PM2_s)<1l UnclassifiedC2l Nonattainment - Moderate 
NitroJ;?;en Dioxide (N02) Attainment Unclassified/ Attainment 
Lead (Pb) Attainment Attainment 
Sulfur Dioxide (S02) Attainment Attainment 
Sulfates Attainment 
Vinyl Chloride Unclassified No Federal Standards 
Hydrogen Sulfide <H2S) Attainment 
Visibility Reducim! Particles Unclassified 

Source: County of Imperial, May 2019 
1 The portion of Imperial County in proximity to Calexico is designated nonattainment for the NAAQS. The 
nonattainment designation does not include the entire county. 
2 Insufficient data to designate area or designations have yet to be made 

The Basin in which the project area is located, is designated non-attainment area for the federal 
and state standards for ozone and PM10. The Basin is classified as a moderate nonattainment 
area for the federal PM2.s and either attainment or unclassified for the remaining pollutants. 
Characteristics of the pollutants referenced above are described below. 

Ozone. Ozone is produced by a photochemical reaction (triggered by sunlight) between 
nitrogen oxides (NOx) and reactive organic gases (ROG)1. Nitrogen oxides are formed during 

1 Organic compound precursors of ozone are routinely described by a number of variations of three terms: hydrocarbons (HC), 
organic gases (OGJ, and organic compounds (OCJ . These terms are often modified by adjectives such as total, reactive, or volatile, 
and result in a rather confusing array of acronyms: HC, THC (total hydrocarbons), RHC (reactive hydrocarbons), TOG (total organic 
gases), ROG (reactive organic gases), TOC (total organic compounds), ROC (reactive organic compounds), and VOC (volatile 
organic compounds). While most of these differ in some significant way from a chemical perspective, from an air quality perspective 
two groups are important: non-photochemically reactive in the lower atmosphere, or photochemically reactive in the lower 
atmosphere (HC, RHC, ROG, ROG, and VOCJ. 

Dubose Design Group 
7 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 



West Wind Parking Storage Project 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 

the combustion of fuels, while reactive organic compounds are formed during combustion and 
evaporation of organic solvents. Because ozone requires sunlight to form, it mostly occurs in 
concentrations considered serious between the months of April and October. Ozone is a 
pungent, colorless, toxic gas with direct health effects on humans including respiratory and eye 
irritation and possible changes in lung functions. Groups most sensitive to ozone include 
children, the elderly, people with respiratory disorders, and people who exercise strenuously 
outdoors. 

Carbon Monoxide. Carbon monoxide is a local pollutant that is found in high 
concentrations only near the source. The major source of carbon monoxide, a colorless, odorless, 
poisonous gas, is automobile traffic. Elevated concentrations, therefore, are usually only found 
near areas of high traffic volumes. Carbon monoxide's health effects are related to its affinity for 
hemoglobin in the blood. At high concentrations, carbon monoxide reduces the amount of 
oxygen in the blood, causing heart difficulties in people with chronic diseases, reduced lung 
capacity and impaired mental abilities. 

Nitrogen Dioxide. Nitrogen dioxide (NO2) is a by-product of fuel combustion, with the 
primary source being motor vehicles and industrial boilers and furnaces. The principal form of 
nitrogen oxide produced by combustion is nitric oxide (NO), but NO reacts rapidly to form 
NO2, creating the mixture of NO and NO2 commonly called NOx. Nitrogen dioxide is an acute 
irritant. A relationship between NO2 and chronic pulmonary fibrosis may exist, and an increase 
in bronchitis in young children at concentrations below 0.3 parts per million (ppm) may occur. 
Nitrogen dioxide absorbs blue light and causes a reddish-brown cast to the atmosphere and 
reduced visibility. It can also contribute to the formation of PM10 and acid rain. 

Suspended Particulates. PM10 is particulate matter measuring no more than 10 microns in 
diameter, while PM2.s is fine particulate matter measuring no more than 2.5 microns in 
diameter. Suspended particulates are mostly dust particles, nitrates and sulfates. Both PM10 and 
PM2.s are by-products of fuel combustion and wind erosion of soil and unpaved roads. The 
pollutants are directly emitted into the atmosphere through these processes. Suspended 
particulates are also created in the atmosphere through chemical reactions. The characteristics, 
sources, and potential health effects associated with the small particulates (those between 2.5 
and 10 microns in diameter) and fine particulates (PM2.s) can be very different. The small 
particulates generally come from windblown dust and dust kicked up from mobile sources. The 
fine particulates are generally associated with combustion processes as well as being formed in 
the atmosphere as a secondary pollutant through chemical reactions. Fine particulate matter is 
more likely to penetrate deeply into the lungs and poses a health threat to all groups, but 
particularly to the elderly, children, and those with respiratory problems. More than half of the 
small and fine particulate matter that is inhaled into the lungs remains there. These materials 
can damage health by interfering with the body's mechanisms for clearing the respiratory tract 
or by acting as carriers of an absorbed toxic substance. 
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Lead (Pb). Lead is a naturally occurring metal used in a variety of industrial and 
commercial applications. Historically, the majority of lead emissions were attributed to 
automobiles using leaded gasoline. As leaded gasoline has been phased out of use, lead 
emissions have dropped dramatically, and current primary sources are ore processing and 
aircraft that use leaded aircraft fuel. Lead exposure has been associated with learning 
disabilities and behavioral problems in children, kidney damage, and negative effects on the 
nervous and cardiovascular systems. 

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2). SO2 is one of several highly reactive gasses known as oxides of 
sulfur (SOx) and is formed by burning fuel containing sulfur. Typical sources include emissions 
from burning coal or oil at power plants and factories. Typical health effects associated with 
exposure to sulfur dioxide include respiratory illness and exacerbation of respiratory symptoms 
in people with asthma. 

Sulfates. Sulfates are the fully oxidized ionic form of sulfur produced when sulfur 
dioxide is fully oxidized in the atmosphere. Sulfates are produced by emissions from 
automobiles, power plants, and industrial activity, and contribute to general atmospheric 
haziness. Typical health effects associated with exposure to sulfates include respiratory illness 
and an increased risk of cardio-pulmonary disease. 

Vinyl Chloride. Vinyl chloride is an artificially created colorless gas with a mild, slightly 
sweet odor. The gas is used in the manufacture of vinyl products, including polyvinyl chloride 
(PVC) plastic. Vinyl chloride emissions are produced from the vinyl manufacturing process as 
well as from the breakdown of vinyl products in landfills and hazardous waste sites. The health 
effects associated with vinyl chloride include dizziness, headaches, and drowsiness from 
shortterm exposure, and liver damage and cancer resulting from long-term exposure. In 1990, 
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) designated vinyl chloride as a toxic air contaminant. 

Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S). H2S is a naturally occurring, colorless gas that, at low 
concentrations, produces a distinctive rotten egg odor. At higher concentrations, the gas 
produces a sweet odor. The gas is produced through the bacteriological breakdown of organic 
materials as well as some types of geothermal activity. Health effects associated with H2S 
include exposure to a disagreeable odor, coughing, irritation to eyes, and impairment of the 
respiratory system. 

Visibility Reducing Particles. Visibility reducing particles are particulate matter 
composed of many different substances that are suspended in the atmosphere and contribute to 
haze and diminished visibility. 

Toxic Air Contaminants/Hazardous Air Pollutants. Toxic air contaminants (TACs), also 
known as hazardous air pollutants (HAPs), are a wide range of pollutants that may cause or 
contribute to an increase in deaths or in serious illness, or which may pose present or potential 
hazards to human health (CARB 2010). Health effects associated with TACs, including cancer, 
are typically the result of acute or repeated exposure to these pollutants. 
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TACs are emitted from a number of different sources, including industrial sources (e.g., 
refining, manufacturing, utilities, and mining) commercial sources (e.g., gas stations and dry 
cleaners) and diesel-fueled vehicles. Currently, both the EPA and the State of California have 
recognized nearly 200 different contaminants as TACs/HAPs. CARB has identified 10 specific 
pollutants as posing the greatest risk to human health based on ambient background levels in 
the state. These pollutants include: acetaldehyde (CH3CHO), benzene (C6H6), 1,3-butadiene 
(C4H6), carbon tetrachloride (CC14), hexavalent chromium, para-dichlorobenzene (C6H4Cl2), 
formaldehyde (CH2O), methylene chloride (CH2Cl2), perchloroethylene (C2Cl4), and diesel 
particulate matter (DPM). The potential TACs of most concern that are associated with the 
proposed project are benzene (C6H6) and diesel particulate matter (DPM). 

Benzene (C6H6). Benzene is a colorless, flammable liquid with a pleasant, sweet odor 
that evaporates quickly when exposed to air. Benzene is produced naturally through 
geothermal processes, as a component of petroleum and natural gas, and as a byproduct of 
burning wood and other plant matter. Anthropomorphic sources of benzene include use as an 
ingredient in solvents and as an additive to gasoline. 

Diesel Particulate Matter {DPM). DPM is produced by the combustion of diesel fuel and 
is composed of a mixture of various gases and fine particulate matter (i.e., soot). CARB 
recognized the particulate matter in DPM as a TAC in 1998 based on its potential to cause 
cancer and contribute to other adverse health effects (CARB 2011). This TAC is the most 
prevalent of the IO specific pollutants identified by CARB and poses the greatest health risk. 

Odors. Odors are generally considered a nuisance rather than a health hazard and can 
lead to discomfort and distress among the general public. However, as the human nose is the 
only means by which odors can be detected, the ability to identify and qualify odors is highly 
subjective. Some people have a greater ability to detect odors from minute emissions of odor 
causing substances and may take offense at certain odors that are unnoticeable or considered 
pleasant by others. In addition, regular exposure to odor may cause desensitization, resulting in 
"odor fatigue," whereby once recognized odors go unnoticed unless there is a change in the 
odor's intensity. Odors produced as a result of geothermal energy production can include the 
sulfurous, rotten egg smell characteristic of emissions of hydrogen sulfide (H2S). Ammonia 
(NH3) is also produced and has a sharp and irritating odor. The combustion of diesel fuel to 
power construction or operations related equipment can produce odors due to the sulfur 
content of diesel fuel. 

Regional Climate and Local Air Quality 

The proposed project is located in Imperial County, the southeastern most county in California. 
Imperial County is one of the hottest and driest parts of California and is located in a low 
latitude desert characterized by hot, dry summers and relatively mild winters. Average annual 
precipitation within Imperial County is less than 3 inches. The normal maximum temperature 
in January is approximately 70 degrees Fahrenheit (°F), and the normal minimum temperature 
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is approximately 41°F. In July, the normal maximum temperature can exceed 107°F, while the 
normal minimum temperature is approximately 75°F. Relative humidity in the summer is low, 
averaging 30 to 50 percent in the early morning and 10 to 20 percent in the afternoon. During 
the hottest part of the day, the relative humidity can drop below 10 percent. However, the effect 
of irrigation associated with extensive agricultural operations in the Imperial Valley tends to 
increase local humidity. The prevailing weather conditions promote intense heating during the 
day in summer with cooling at night. During the fall, winter, and spring, regional winds tend to 
come from the northwest. During the summer, winds tend to come from the southeast. 
The CARB operates a network of 5 ambient air monitoring stations throughout Imperial 
County. The purpose of the monitoring stations is to measure ambient concentrations of the 
pollutants to determine whether the ambient air quality meets the California and federal 
standards. The air quality monitoring station located nearest to the project site is the Calexico 
Station located at 1029 East Belcher Street approximately 3 miles south of the project site. Table 
3 provides a summary of monitoring data at the Belcher Street Station for ozone and PM10. As 
referenced, the Salton Sea Basin is a nonattainment area for these two pollutants and moderate 
non-attainment area for the federal PM2.s standard. 

As shown, the federal ozone standard was exceeded at the Calexico monitoring station during 
each of the last three years. No exceedances were reported for the state standard although the 
highest concentration in 2017 was greater than the 0.090 standard. The federal PM10 standard 
was exceeded during 2017. The state PM10 standard was exceeded during 2015. The PM2.s 
standard was exceeded during 2015, 2016 and 2017. The Calexico monitoring station is the only 
station is Imperial that reports exceedances of the PM2.s standard. 

Air Quality Management Plan 

ICAPCD is the local air pollution control agency for Imperial County and the southern portion 
of the Salton Sea Air Basin. The ICAPCD has primary responsibility for ensuring that state and 
federal air quality standards are attained and maintained within the ICAPCD's jurisdiction. 
Thus, the ICAPCD is responsible for preparing clean air plans, issuing construction and 
operation permits, monitoring ambient air quality, as well as developing and implementing 
rules and regulations that govern air quality within Imperial County. The ICAPCD meets its 
regulatory responsibilities through the State of California State Implementation Plan (SIP). The 
ICAPCD adopted its first SIP in 1971 and has prepared updates to the SIP over the years. SIPs 
for controlling PM10, ozone, and a reasonably available control technology SIP are in place for 
Imperial County and constitute the Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP) for Imperial County. 

A SIP revision for revised rules under ICAPCD Regulation VIII for fugitive dust PM10 was 
reviewed by EPA and the final rule was signed on March 27, 2013 and published in the Federal 
Register (Federal Register 2013). The ICAPCD adopted the rules on October 16, 2012 to regulate 
PM10 emissions from sources of fugitive dust (e.g., unpaved roads and disturbed soils in open 
and agricultural areas). CARB submitted these rules to EPA for approval on November 7, 2012; 
EPA proposed approval of these revisions to the ICAPCD portion of the California SIP on 
January 7, 2013. 
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Pollutant 

Ozone, ppm - Worst Hour 

Table 3 
Ambient Air Quality Data 

Number of days of State exceedances (>0.09 ppm) 

Number of days of Federal exceedances (>0.070 ppm) 

Particulate Matter <10 microns, µg/m3 Worst 24 Hours 

Number of samples of State exceedances (>50 µg/m3 ) 

Number of samples of Federal exceedances (>150 µg/m3 ) 

Particulate Matter <2.5 microns, µg/m3 First High 

Annual average (exceedances of 12 µg/m3 standard not reported) 

Number of samples of Federal exceedances (>12 µg/m3) 

Calexico Monitoring Station 

2015 

0.82 

0 

12 

135.2 

128.2 

0 

87.1 

11.5 

* 

2016 2017 

0.77 0.92 

0 * 

9 17 

239.9 410.2 

* * 

* 6.2 

45.3 49.1 

12.5 11.8 

* * 

Source: California Air Resources Board, 2015, 2016, 2017 Annual Air Quality Data Summaries available at 
http://\\ \l\v.arb.oa.g.ovfadam/to11lbur/1op l'oul'I .pll() 
•- No data or insufficient data 

Rules and regulations promulgated by the ICAPCD and in the SIP revision applicable to the 
proposed project include the following: 

• ICAPCD Rule 800 General Requirements for Control of Fine Particulate Matter (PM-10), 
requires actions to prevent, reduce, or mitigate PM-10 emissions from anthropogenic 
(man-made) Fugitive Dust (PM-10) sources generated within Imperial County. 

• ICAPCD Regulation VIII, Rule 801 (Construction and Earthmoving Activities) 
establishes a 20 percent opacity limit, requires the implementation of a dust 
management control plan for all nonresidential projects of 5 acres or more, and requires 
compliance with other portions of Regulation VIII regarding bulk materials (Rule 802), 
carry-out and track-out (Rule 803), and paved and unpaved roads (Rule 805). The rule 
exempts single-family homes and waives the 20 percent opacity limit in winds over 25 
miles per hour (mph) under certain conditions. To comply with this reguation, the 
applicant would implement Measure AQ-1 as described later in this report which 
requires preparation of a Fugitive Dust Control Plan to minimize dust generated during 
construction and ground disturbing activities. 

• ICAPCD Rule 804 Open Areas, requires actions to prevent, reduce or mitigate the 
amount of fine Particulate Matter (PM-10) emissions generated from Open Areas. Open 
areas are defined as any open area having 0.5 acres or more within urban areas, or 3.0 
acres or more within rural areas; and contains at least 1,000 square feet of disturbed 
surface area. 
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ICAPCD adopted the 2013 PM2.s plan on December 2, 2014. The plan was transmitted to CARB 
on December 9, 2014. CARB reviewed and approved the plan on December 18, 2015 as a 
revision to the California State Implementation Plan for Imperial County. The plan was 
submitted to the U.S. EPA on January 9, 2015 and is pending approval. 

On October 23, 2018 the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District Board of Directors fully 
approved the "Imperial County 2018 Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan for Particulate 
Matter less than 10 Microns in Diameter". The California Air Resources Board during a December 
13, 2018 Public Hearing approved the Imperial County 2018 Redesignation Request and Maintenance 
Plan for Particulate Matter less than 10 Microns in Diameter. 

On August 24, 2016 the EPA finalized its implementing rule for the newly established primary 
annual standard for PM2.s. Moderate non-attainment areas are required by Code of Federal 
Regulations section 51.1003(a) to submit a State Implementation Plan no later than 18 months 
from the date of designation (October 2016). On April 24, 2018 the Imperial County Air 
Pollution Control District Board of Directors fully approved the "Imperial County 2018 Annual 
Particulate Matter Less than 2.5 Microns in Diameter State Implementation Plan" On May 25, 2018 
the California Air Resources Board approved the Imperial County 2018 Annual Particulate Matter 
Less than 2.5 Microns in Diameter State Implementation Plan Final Annual PM2.5 Plan. 

Sensitive Receptors 

Ambient air quality standards have been established to represent the levels of air quality 
considered sufficient, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect public health and welfare. 
They are designed to protect that segment of the public most susceptible to respiratory distress, 
such as children under 14; the elderly over 65; persons engaged in strenuous work or exercise; 
and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. The nearest receptor is a 
single-family residence located on the south side of Correll Road approximately 2,535 feet north 
of the site. 

AIR QUALITY IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Methodology and Significance Thresholds 

This air quality analysis conforms to the methodologies recommended in the ICAPCDs CEQA 
Air Quality Handbook (last amended December 12, 2017). The handbook includes thresholds for 
emissions associated with both construction and operation of proposed projects. All emissions 
associated with construction vehicle and equipment operations were calculated using the 
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) software version 2016.3.2. As referenced, 
construction emissions would be associated with clearing, grading and laying down asphalt 
gradings to create parking areas. These emissions would consist of diesel exhaust and dust 
emissions. Construction equipment that would generate criteria air pollutants includes 
excavators, graders, dump trucks, and loaders. It was assumed that all construction equipment 
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used would be diesel-powered. Construction emissions associated with development of the 
proposed project by estimating the types of equipment (including the number) that would be 
used on-site during each of the construction phases and scope of improvements required to 
implement the project as defined herein. 

To determine whether construction and operation of the project would cause a regional air 
quality impact, the increase in emissions is compared with the ICAPCD's recommended 
regional thresholds for operational emissions. 

Regional Thresholds. Based on Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project would 
have a significant air quality impact if it would: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan; 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation; 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient 
air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors); 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations; or 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. 

The Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook establishes the following four 
separate evaluation categories for evaluating project construction and operational emissions: 

a) Comparison of calculated project emissions to Imperial County APCD emission 
thresholds; 

b) Consistency with the most recent Clean Air Plan for Imperial County; 
c) Comparison of predicted ambient pollutant concentrations resulting from the project 

to state and federal health standards, when applicable; 
d) The evaluation of special conditions which apply to certain projects. 

Any development with a potential to emit criteria pollutants below significance levels 
defined by the Imperial County APCD is referred to as a "Tier I project," and is considered by 
the Imperial County APCD to have less than significant potential adverse impacts on local air 
quality. For Tier I projects, the project proponent should implement a set of feasible 
"standard" mitigation measures (determined by the Imperial County APCD) to reduce the 
air quality impact to an insignificant level. A "Tier II project" is one whose emissions exceed 
any of the thresholds. Its impact is significant and the project proponent should select and 
implement all feasible "discretionary" mitigation measures (as determined by the 
Imperial County APCD) in addition to the standard measures. Tier I and Tier II thresholds are 
shown in Table 4. 
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ICAPCDT" 1er an 1er a IY 1pera 1ona 
Table 4 

dT" 11D ii 0 f I Th h Id res o s 
Pollutant Tier I Tier II 

NOxandROG Less than 137 lbs/day Greater than 137 lbs/day 
PM10andSOx Less than 150 lbs/day Greater than 150 lbs/day 
COandPMz.s Less than 550 lbs/day Greater than 550 lbs/day 
ROG = reactive organic gas; NOX = oxides of nitrogen; CO= carbon 
monoxide; PMlO = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter 
10 microns or less; lbs/day = pounds per day 
SOURCE: Imperial County APCD 2017 

Construction and operational emission thresholds used to evaluate the significance of project­
related impacts are shown in Table 5. 

ICAPCD D 'I C a11v 
Pollutant 
Reactive Organic Gases 
Nitrogen Oxide 
Carbon Monoxide 
Particulate Matter 10 
Particulate Matter 2.5 
Sulfur Oxides 

ons rue 10n an 1perat1on t f 
Table 5 

dO 
Construction (pounds/day) 

75 
100 
550 
150 
NIA 
NIA 

Source: ICAPCD CEQA Handbook, 2017 
NIA= Construction thresholds for PM2.s and SOx are not applicable. 

Construction Emissions 

E . m1ss1on Th h Id res o s 
Operation (pounds/day) 

137 
137 
550 
150 
550 
150 

Project construction would generate temporary air pollutant emissions. These impacts are 
associated with fugitive dust (PM10and PM2.s) and exhaust emissions (CO and NOx) from heavy 
construction vehicles and trucks. Construction would generally consist of site preparation, 
grading, transporting asphalt grindings and compacting the material to create parking areas. 
Assuming the entire 20-acre site is covered in six inches of asphalt grindings, the total required 
would be approximately 16,133 cubic yards of material import to cover the site. If 20-yard 
trucks were used to transport the material, the total number of truck trips required would be 
807. As described, the applicant is intending to construct the first 5.9 acres comprising Phase I. 
Subsequent phases would be constructed based on market demand; however, to provide the 
applicant flexibility with respect to future construction phasing, it was conservatively assumed 
that all surface material would be delivered during the site preparation and grading phases of 
the construction process. For fugitive dust control purposes, it was assumed that the entire 6-
acre Phase I site would be disturbed daily and that subsequent phases would affect areas 
similar in size. For modeling purposes, it was assumed that all truck trips needed to deliver 
surface materials during the site preparation phase would overlap with the grading phase by 
approximately 30 days. Construction emission estimates are shown in Table 6. 
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Table 6 
Estimated Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 

Maximum Emissions (lbs/day) 
Construction Phase - 2020 

ROG NO,. SOx co PM10 PM2.s 

Project Construction 8.9 98.9 0.12 56.1 142.8 25.8 

ICAPCD Regional 75 100 No 550 150 No 
Thresholds Standard Standard 

Threshold Exceeded No No No No No No 

The emissions shown in Table 6 are mitigated to primarily control fugitive dust (PM10) 
emissions during construction. To minimize fugitive dust and general construction emissions, 
the applicant would be required to implement fugitive dust control measures per ICAPCD 
Rules 801 and 804 as referenced herein. The fugitive dust control plan and related requirements 
to control fugitive dust emissions during construction are addressed as follows and assumed to 
be conditions of approval for the project: 

AQ-la: Prior to commencing construction, the project applicant will be required to 
submit a Dust Control Plan to the ICAPCD for approval. The Dust Control Plan will 
identify all sources of PM10 emissions and associated mitigation measures during the 
construction and operational phases (see Rule 801 F.2). The applicant shall submit a 
"Construction Notification Form" to the ICAPCD 10 days prior to the commencement of 
any earthmoving activity. The Dust Control Plan submitted to the ICAPCD shall meet 
all applicable requirements for control of fugitive dust emissions, including the 
following measures designed to achieve the no greater than 20-percent opacity 
performance standard for dust control and address the following parameters: 

• All disturbed areas, including bulk material storage that is not being actively used, 
shall be effectively stabilized; and visible emissions shall be limited to no greater 
than 20-percent opacity for dust emissions by using water, chemical stabilizers, dust 
suppressants, tarps or other suitable material, such as vegetative groundcover. Bulk 
material is defined as earth, rock, silt, sediment, and other organic and/or inorganic 
material consisting of or containing particulate matter with 5 percent or greater silt 
content. For modeling purposes, it was assumed that watering would occur three 
times daily and be augmented as needed in work areas to achieve a moisture content 
of at least 12% for dust control purposes. 

• All on-site unpaved roads segments or areas used for hauling materials shall be 
effectively stabilized. Visible emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent 
opacity for dust emissions by restricting vehicle access, paving, application of 
chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or watering. For modeling purposes, it 
was assumed soil stabilizers would achieve a 20% reduction in PM10 emissions from 
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unpaved roads/surfaces, moisture content within disturbed areas would be 
maintained at 12% and vehicle speeds on unpaved roads would be limited to 10 
miles per hour. 

• The transport of bulk materials on public roads shall be completely covered, unless 6 
inches of freeboard space from the top of the container is maintained with no 
spillage and loss of bulk material. In addition, the cargo compartment of all haul 
trucks shall be cleaned and/or washed at the delivery site after removal of bulk 
material, prior to using the trucks to haul material on public roadways. 

• All track-out or carry-out on paved public roads, which includes bulk materials that 
adhere to the exterior surfaces of motor vehicles and/or equipment (including tires) 
that may then fall onto the pavement, shall be cleaned at the end of each workday or 
immediately when mud or dirt extends a cumulative distance of 50 linear feet or 
more onto a paved road within an urban area. 

• Movement of bulk material handling or transfer shall be stabilized prior to handling 
or at points of transfer with application of sufficient water, chemical stabilizers, or by 
sheltering or enclosing the operation and transfer line except where such material or 
activity is exempted from stabilization by the rules of ICAPCD. 

• No more than 6 acres of surface area should be disturbed during any one day period 
and the delivery of surface materials, including asphalt grindings, should be limited 
to approximately 27 truck trips daily (assuming 20 yards per truck) over a 30 day 
period to overlap with site grading operations. 

AQ-lb: Each project proponent shall implement all applicable standard measures for 
construction combustion equipment for the reduction of excess NOx emissions as 
contained in the Imperial County CEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated 
regulations. These measures include: 

• Use alternative-fueled or catalyst-equipped diesel construction equipment, including 
all off-road and portable diesel-powered equipment. 

• Minimize idling time, either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing 
the time of idling to five minutes at a maximum. 

• Limit the hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of 
equipment in use. Replace fossil-fueled equipment with electrically driven 
equivalents (assuming powered by a portable generator set and are available, cost 
effective, and capable of performing the task in an effective, timely manner). 

• Curtail construction during periods of high ambient pollutant concentrations; this 
may include ceasing construction activity during the peak hour of vehicular traffic 
on adjacent roadways. 

• Implement activity management (e.g., rescheduling activities to avoid overlap of 
construction phases, which would reduce short-term impacts). 
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With implementation of AQla and AQlb, construction related impacts would be less than 
significant. No additional mitigation would be required. 

Long-Term Regional Impacts 

Regional Pollutant Emissions 

Table 7 summarizes emissions associated with operation of the parking storage area. Emissions 
would be primarily generated by worker and hauling trips to and from the site. Trip volumes 
were based on data provided by the applicant and incorporated into the Traffic Impact 
Assessment. A total of 40 heavy trucks and four new workers would visit the site daily. 
Assuming use of a passenger car equivalent of 2.0 for heavy trucks, a total of 168 new daily one­
way trips would be generated by the project. Because the fleet mix is unknown, the CalEEMod 
default for the project type was used for modeling purposes. 

Emissions generated operation of the proposed facility would be limited to mobile source 
emissions associated with truck operation and employee traffic. No stationary emission sources 
would be associated with the project. As shown in Table 7, the ICAPCD thresholds for ROG, 
NOx, CO, SOx, PM10 or PM2.s would not be exceeded. Therefore, the project's regional air quality 
impacts (including impacts related to criteria pollutants, sensitive receptors and violations of air 
quality standards) would be less than significant. 

Table 7 
Estimated Operational Emissions 

Estimated Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOx co SOx PM10 PM2.s 

Project Daily Emissions 9.0 51.5 36.7 0.07 0.03 0.03 

SCAQMD Thresholds 137 137 550 150 150 550 

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No 

Summer emissions shown. 

Carbon Monoxide Hotspot 

The nearest sensitive receptor to the project site is the single-family residence located on the 
south side of Correll Road, approximately 2,535 feet north of the site. As shown above, total 
construction and operation emissions would not exceed the ICAPCD thresholds. Methods 
developed by the University of California Davis (1997) are used to determine when a CO 
hotspot analysis is recommended. A CO hotspot analysis is recommended if an intersection 
meets one of the following criteria: 1) the intersection is at Level of Service (LOS) D or worse 
ahd where the project increases the volume to capacity ratio by 2 percent, or 2) the project 
decreases LOS at an intersection to D or worse. A CO hotspot is a localized concentration of CO 
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that is above the state or national I -hour or 8-hour CO ambient air standards. Localized CO 
"hotspots" can occur at intersections with heavy peak hour traffic. Specifically, hotspots can be 
created at intersections where traffic levels are sufficiently high such that the local CO 
concentration exceeds the federal AAQS of 35.0 parts per million (ppm) or the state AAQS of 
20.0 ppm. No adverse effects to traffic circulation were identified in the Traffic Impact Analysis 
(May 2019). Thus, the project would not generate sufficient traffic to cause existing operations to 
drop below LOS D at the East Heber Road/SR 111 intersection. No CO hotspot would occur 
under operating conditions. 

Objectionable Odors 

The proposed project would generate odors from construction (i.e., diesel exhaust); however, 
this would be temporary. Construction emissions would not exceed ICAPCD impact 
thresholds; thus, short-term odors are not expected to be significant. No odors would be 
associated with project operation. Odor impacts would be less than significant. 

Air Quality Attainment Plan Consistency 

A project may be inconsistent with the AQAP if it would generate population, housing, or 
employment growth exceeding forecasts used in the development of the AQMP. As referenced, 
the ICAPCD meets its regulatory responsibilities through the State of California State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). The ICAPCD adopted its first SIP in 1971 and has prepared updates 
to the SIP over the years. SIPs for controlling PM2.s, PM10, ozone, and a reasonably available 
control technology SIP are in place for Imperial County and constitute the AQAP for Imperial 
County. 

The SIP adopted by ICAPCD incorporates local city General Plans and the socioeconomic 
forecast projections related to regional population, housing and employment growth. The 
proposed project involves the expansion of an existing truck parking and storage facility. The 
proposed project would not result in population growth in excess of forecasts for Imperial 
County. The project would require a GPA; however, this is proposed to ensure the land use 
designation on the parcels comprising the site are consistent. It is assumed the addition of four 
employees would be accommodated from the existing labor pool; thus, the GPA would not 
facilitate a growth in population beyond what is projected and would not conflict with the 
AQAP. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Gases that absorb and re-emit infrared radiation in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases 
(GHGs). GHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural sources, or are 
formed from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The gases that are widely seen as 
the principal contributors to human-induced climate change include carbon dioxide (CO2), 
methane (CH4), nitrous oxides (N2O), fluorinated gases such as hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) and 
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6). Water vapor is excluded from the list of 
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GHGs because it is short-lived in the atmosphere and its atmospheric concentrations are largely 
determined by natural processes, such as oceanic evaporation. 

GHGs are emitted by both natural processes and human activities. Of these gases, CO2 and CH4 are 
emitted in the greatest quantities from human activities. Emissions of CO2 are largely by-products 
of fossil fuel combustion, whereas CH4 results from off-gassing associated with agricultural 
practices and landfills. Man-made GHGs, many of which have greater heat-absorption potential 
than CO2, include fluorinated gases and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) (California Environmental 
Protection Agency [CalEPA], 2006). Different types of GHGs have varying global warming 
potentials (GWPs). The GWP of a GHG is the potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the 
atmosphere over a specified timescale (generally, 100 years). Because GHGs absorb different 
amounts of heat, a common reference gas (CO2) is used to relate the amount of heat absorbed to the 
amount of the gas emissions, referred to as "carbon dioxide equivalent" (CO2E), and is the amount 
of a GHG emitted multiplied by its GWP. Carbon dioxide has a GWP of one. By contrast, methane 
(CH4) has a GWP of 28, meaning its global warming effect is 28 times greater than carbon dioxide 
on a molecule per molecule basis (IPCC, 2014). 

Total U.S. GHG emissions were 6,587 MMT COiE in 2015 (U.S. EPA, April 2017). Total U.S. 
emissions decreased over 2014 levels primarily as a result of less fossil fuel combustion. However, 
emissions vary annually. For example, emissions increased by 3.2 percent from 2009 to 2010. The 
increase was due in part to (1) an increase in economic output resulting in greater energy 
consumption across all sectors; and (2) warmer summer conditions resulting in an increase in 
electricity demand for air conditioning (U.S. EPA, April 2012). In 2015, electricity production and 
transportation accounted for 29 percent and 27 percent of CO2 emissions from fossil fuel 
combustion, respectively. The residential and commercial end-use sectors accounted for 22 percent 
and 19 percent of CO2 emissions from fossil fuel combustion, respectively, during 2010 (U.S. EPA, 
April 2012). 

Based upon the California Air Resources Board (ARB) 2017 Scoping Plan (ARB, 2017), California 
produced 440.4 MMT CO2E in 2015. The major source of GHG in California is transportation, 
contributing 37 percent of the state's total GHG emissions. The industrial sector is the second 
largest source, contributing 21 percent of the state's GHG emissions. California emissions result in 
part to its geographic size and large population compared to other states. However, a factor that 
reduces California's per capita fuel use and GHG emissions, as compared to other states, is its 
relatively mild climate. The ARB has projected statewide unregulated GHG emissions for the year 
2020 is projected to be 509 MMT COiE (ARB, May 2014). These projections are based on Business 
As Usual (BAU) conditions and represent the emissions that would be expected to occur in the 
absence of any GHG reduction actions. 

California Regulations 

In 2005, former Governor Schwarzenegger issued Executive Order (EO) S-3-05, establishing 
statewide GHG emissions reduction targets. EO S-3-05 states that by 2020, emissions shall be 
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reduced to 1990 levels; and by 2050, emissions shall be reduced to 80 percent of 1990 levels 
(CalEPA, 2006). In response to EO S-3-05, CalEPA created the Climate Action Team (CAT), 
which in March 2006 published the Climate Action Team Report (the "2006 CAT Report") 
(CalEPA, 2006). The 2006 CAT Report recommended various strategies that the state could 
pursue to reduce GHG emissions. These strategies could be implemented by various state 
agencies to ensure that the emission reduction targets in EO S-3-05 are met and can be met with 
existing authority of the state agencies. The strategies include the reduction of passenger and 
light duty truck emissions, the reduction of idling times for diesel trucks, an overhaul of 
shipping technology/infrastructure, increased use of alternative fuels, increased recycling, and 
landfill methane capture. 

Assembly Bill 32 and CARB's Scoping Plan 

To further the goals established in EO S-3-05, the Legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the 
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 requires California to reduce its GHG 
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. Under AB 32, CARB is responsible for and is recognized as 
having the expertise to carry out and develop the programs and requirements necessary to 
achieve the GHG emissions reduction mandate of AB 32. Under AB 32, CARB must adopt 
regulations requiring the reporting and verification of statewide GHG emissions from specified 
sources. This program is used to monitor and enforce compliance with established standards. 
CARB also is required to adopt rules and regulations to achieve the maximum technologically 
feasible and cost-effective GHG emission reductions. AB 32 authorized CARB to adopt market­
based compliance mechanisms to meet the specified requirements. Finally, CARB is ultimately 
responsible for monitoring compliance and enforcing any rule, regulation, order, emission: 
limitation, emission reduction measure, or market-based compliance mechanism adopted. 

In 2007, CARB approved a limit on the statewide GHG emissions level for year 2020 consistent 
with the determined 1990 baseline (427 MMT CO2E). CARB's adoption of this limit is in 
accordance with Health and Safety Code, Section 38550. 

Further, in 2008, CARB adopted the Scoping Plan in accordance with Health and Safety Code, 
Section 38561. The Scoping Plan establishes an overall framework for the measures that will be 
adopted to reduce California's GHG emissions for various emission sources/sectors to 1990 
levels by 2020. The Scoping Plan evaluates opportunities for sector-specific reductions, 
integrates all CARB and Climate Action Team early actions and additional GHG reduction 
features by both entities, identifies additional measures to be pursued as regulations, and 
outlines the role of a cap-and-trade program. The key elements of the Scoping Plan include the 
following (CARB 2008): 

1. Expanding and strengthening existing energy efficiency programs, as well as building 
and appliance standards; 

2. Achieving a statewide renewable energy mix of 33%; 
3. Developing a California cap-and-trade program that links with other Western Climate 

Initiative partner programs to create a regional market system and caps sources 
contributing 85% of California's GHG emissions; 
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4. Establishing targets for transportation-related GHG emissions for regions throughout 
California, and pursuing policies and incentives to achieve those targets; 

5. Adopting and implementing measures pursuant to existing state laws and policies, 
including California's clean car standards, goods movement measures, and the Low 
Carbon Fuel Standard; and 

6. Creating targeted fees, including a public goods charge on water use, fees on high GWP 
gases, and a fee to fund the administrative costs of the State of California's long-term 
commitment to AB 32 implementation. 

In the Scoping Plan (CARB 2008), CARB determined that achieving the 1990 emissions level in 
2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of approximately 28.5% from the otherwise 
projected 2020 emissions level (i.e., those emissions that would occur in 2020) absent GHG 
reducing laws and regulations (referred to as Business-As-Usual (BAU)). To calculate this 
percentage reduction, CARB assumed that all new electricity generation would be supplied by 
natural gas plants, no further regulatory action would impact vehicle fuel efficiency, and 
building energy efficiency codes would be held at 2005 standards. 

In the 2011 Final Supplement to the AB 32 Scoping Plan Functional Equivalent Document 
(CARB 2011a), CARB revised its estimates of the projected 2020 emissions level in light of the 
economic recession and the availability of updated information about GHG reduction 
regulations. Based on the new economic data, CARB determined that achieving the 1990 
emissions level by 2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of 21.7% ( down from 
28.5%) frum the BAU mm.litiurn;. When the 2020 emissions level prujectiun was updated to 
account for newly implemented regulatory measures, including Pavley I (model years 2009-
2016) and the Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) (12% to 20%), CARB determined that 
achieving the 1990 emissions level in 2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of 16% 
(down from 28.5%) from the BAU conditions. 

In 2014, CARB adopted the First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan: Building on the 
Framework (First Update; CARB 2014). The stated purpose of the First Update is to "highlight 
California's success to date in reducing its GHG emissions and lay the foundation for 
establishing a broad framework for continued emission reductions beyond 2020, on the path to 
80% below 1990 levels by 2050" (CARB 2014). The First Update found that California is on track 
to meet the 2020 emissions reduction mandate established by AB 32 and noted that California 
could reduce emissions further by 2030 to levels needed to stay on track to reduce emissions to 
80% below 1990 levels by 2050 if the state realizes the expected benefits of existing policy goals. 

In conjunction with the First Update, CARB identified "six key focus areas comprising major 
components of the state's economy to evaluate and describe the larger transformative actions 
that will be needed to meet the state's more expansive emission reduction needs by 2050" 
(CARB 2014). Those six areas are (1) energy, (2) transportation (vehicles/equipment, sustainable 
communities, housing, fuels, and infrastructure), (3) agriculture, (4) water, (5) waste 
management, and (6) natural and working lands. The First Update identifies key recommended 
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actions for each sector that will facilitate achievement of EO S-3-05's 2050 reduction goal (CARB 
2014). 

Based on CARB's research efforts presented in the First Update, it has a "strong sense of the mix 
of technologies needed to reduce emissions through 2050" (CARB 2014). Those technologies 
include energy demand reduction through efficiency and activity changes; large-scale 
electrification of on-road vehicles, buildings, and industrial machinery; decarbonizing electricity 
and fuel supplies; and the rapid market penetration of efficient and clean energy technologies. 
As part of the First Update, CARB recalculated the state's 1990 emissions level using more 
recent GWPs identified by the IPCC. Using the recalculated 1990 emissions level (431 MMT 
CO2E) and the revised 2020-emissions-level projection identified in the 2011 Final 
Supplement, CARB determined that achieving the 1990 emissions level by 2020 would require a 
reduction in GHG emissions of approximately 15% (instead of 28.5% or 16%) from the BAU 
conditions (CARB 2014). 

In January 2017, CARB released, The 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan Update (Second 
Update; CARB 2017b), for public review and comment. This update proposes CARB's strategy 
for achieving the state's 2030 GHG target as established in Senate Bill (SB) 32 (discussed below), 
including continuing the Cap-and-Trade Program through 2030, and includes a new approach 
to reduce GHGs from refineries by 20%. The Second Update incorporates approaches to cutting 
short-lived climate pollutants (SLCPs) under the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Reduction 
Strategy (a planning document that was adopted by CARB in March 2017), acknowledges the 
need for reducing emissions in agriculture, and highlights the work underway to ensure that 
California's natural and working lands increasingly sequester carbon. During development of 
the Second Update, CARB held a number of public workshops in the Natural and Working 
Lands, Agriculture, Energy, and Transportation sectors to inform development of the 2030 
Scoping Plan Update (CARB 2016). The Second Update has not been considered by CARB's 
Governing Board at the time this analysis was prepared. 

Executive Order S-01-07 was enacted on January 18, 2007. The order mandates that a Low Carbon 
Fuel Standard ("LCFS") for transportation fuels be established for California to reduce the carbon 
intensity of California's transportation fuels by at least 10 percent by 2020. 

Other regulations affecting state and local GHG planning and policy development are summarized 
as follows: 

Assembly Bill 939 and Senate Bill 1374 

Assembly Bill 939 (AB 939) requires that each jurisdiction in California to divert at least 50 
percent of its waste away from landfills, whether through waste reduction, recycling or other 
means. Senate Bill 1374 (SB 1374) requires the California Integrated Waste Management Board 
to adopt a model ordinance by March 1, 2004 suitable for adoption by any local agency to 
require 50 to 75 percent diversion of construction and demolition of waste materials from 
landfills. 
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Senate Bill 1368 
Senate Bill 1368 (SB 1368) is the companion Bill of AB 32 and was adopted September, 2006. SB 
1368 required the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to establish a performance 
standard for baseload generation of GHG emissions by investor-owned utilities by February 1, 
2007 and for local publicly owned utilities by June 30, 2007. These standards could not exceed 
the GHG emissions rate from a baseload combined-cycle, natural gas-fired plant. Furthermore, 
the legislation states that all electricity provided to the State, including imported electricity, 
must be generated by plants that meet the standards set by California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) and California Energy Commission (CEC). 

Senate Bill 97 

Senate Bill 97 (SB 97) was adopted August 2007 and acknowledges that climate change is an 
environmental issue that requires analysis under CEQA. SB 97 directed the Governor's Office of 
Planning and Research (OPR), which is part of the State Natural Resources Agency, to prepare, 
develop, and transmit to CARB guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the 
effects of GHG emissions, as required by CEQA, by July 1, 2009. The Natural Resources Agency 
was required to certify and adopt those guidelines by January 1, 2010. Pursuant to the 
requirements of SB 97 as stated above, on December 30, 2009 the Natural Resources Agency 
adopted amendments to the state CEQA guidelines that address GHG emissions. The CEQA 
Guidelines Amendments changed sections of the CEQA Guidelines and incorporated GHG 
language throughout the Guidelines. However, no GHG emissions thresholds of significance 
were provided and no specific mitigation measures were identified. The GHG emission 
reduction amendments went into effect on March 18, 2010 and are summarized below: 

• Climate action plans and other greenhouse gas reduction plans can be used to determine 
whether a project has significant impacts, based upon its compliance with the plan. 

• Local governments are encouraged to quantify the greenhouse gas emissions of 
proposed projects, noting that they have the freedom to select the models and 
methodologies that best meet their needs and circumstances. The section also 
recommends consideration of several qualitative factors that may be used in the 
determination of significance, such as the extent to which the given project complies 
with state, regional, or local GHG reduction plans and policies. OPR does not set or 
dictate specific thresholds of significance. Consistent with existing CEQA Guidelines, 
OPR encourages local governments to develop and publish their own thresholds of 
significance for GHG impacts assessment. 

• When creating their own thresholds of significance, local governments may consider the 
thresholds of significance adopted or recommended by other public agencies, or 
recommended by experts. 

• New amendments include guidelines for determining methods to mitigate the effects of 
greenhouse gas emissions in Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines. 
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• OPR is clear to state that "to qualify as mitigation, specific measures from an existing 
plan must be identified and incorporated into the project; general compliance with a 
plan, by itself, is not mitigation." 

• OPR's emphasizes the advantages of analyzing GHG impacts on an institutional, 
programmatic level. OPR therefore approves tiering of environmental analyses and 
highlights some benefits of such an approach. 

• Environmental impact reports (EIRs) must specifically consider a project's energy use 
and energy efficiency potential. 

Senate Bills 1078, 107, and Xl-2 and Executive Orders S-14-08 and S-21-09 

Senate Bill 1078 (SB 1078) requires retail sellers of electricity, including investor-owned utilities 
and community choice aggregators, to provide at least 20 percent of their supply from 
renewable sources by 2017. Senate Bill 107 (SB 107) changed the target date to 2010. Executive 
Order S-14-08 was signed on November 2008 and expands the State's Renewable Energy 
Standard to 33 percent renewable energy by 2020. Executive Order S-21-09 directed CARB to 
adopt regulations by July 31, 2010 to enforce S-14-08. Senate Bill Xl-2 codifies the 33 percent 
renewable energy requirement by 2020. 

California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 24, Part 6 

CCR Title 24, Part 6: California's Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and 
Nonresidential Buildings (Title 24) were first established in 1978 in response to a legislative 
mandate to reduce California's energy consumption. The standards are updated periodically to 
allow consideration and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and 
methods. Although it was not originally intended to reduce GHG emissions, electricity 
production by fossil fuels results in GHG emissions and energy efficient buildings require less 
electricity. Therefore, increased energy efficiency results in decreased GHG emissions. 

The Energy Commission adopted 2008 Standards on April 23, 2008 and Building Standards 
Commission approved them for publication on September 11, 2008. These updates became 
effective on August 1, 2009. All buildings for which an application for a building permit is 
submitted on or after July 1, 2014 must follow the 2013 standards. The 2013 commercial 
standards are estimated to be 30 percent more efficient than the 2008 standards; 2013 residential 
standards are at least 25 percent more efficient. Energy efficient buildings require less 
electricity; therefore, increased energy efficiency reduces fossil fuel consumption and decreases 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Senate Bill 375 

Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) was adopted in September 2008 and aligns regional transportation 
planning efforts, regional GHG emission reduction targets, and land use and housing allocation. 
SB 375 requires Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) to adopt a sustainable 
communities strategy (SCS) or alternate planning strategy (APS) that will prescribe land use 
allocation in that MPOs Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). CARB, in consultation with each 
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MPO, will provide each affected region with reduction targets for GHGs emitted by passenger 
cars and light trucks in the region for the years 2020 and 2035. These reduction targets will be 
updated every eight years but can be updated every four years if advancements in emissions 
technologies affect the reduction strategies to achieve the targets. CARB is also charged with 
reviewing each MPO's sustainable community's strategy or alternate planning strategy for 
consistency with its assigned targets. 

The proposed project is located within the Southern California Association of Governments 
(SCAG) jurisdiction, which has authority to develop the SCS or APS. For the SCAG region, the 
targets set by CARB are at eight percent below 2005 per capita GHG emissions levels by 2020 
and 13 percent below 2005 per capita GHG emissions levels by 2035. In April 2016, SCAG 
adopted the 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS), which meets the CARB emission reduction requirements. The Housing Element 
Update is required by the State to be completed within 18 months after RTP/SCS adoption. The 
current Riverside County Housing Element 2013-2021 was adopted October 7, 2015. 

City and County land use policies, including General Plans, are not required to be consistent 
with the RTP and associated SCS or APS. However, CEQA incentivizes, through streamlining 
and other provisions, qualified projects that are consistent with an approved SCS or APS and 
categorized as "transit priority projects." 

Senate Bill X7-7 

Senate Bill X7-7 (SB X7-7), enacted on November 9, 2009, mandates water conservation targets 
and efficiency improvements for urban and agricultural water suppliers. SB X7-7 requires the 
Department of Water Resources (DWR) to develop a task force and technical panel to develop 
alternative best management practices for the water sector. Additionally, SB X7-7 required the 
DWR to develop criteria for baseline uses for residential, commercial, and industrial uses for 
both indoor and landscaped area uses. The DWR was also required to develop targets and 
regulations that achieve a statewide 20 percent reduction in water usage. 

California Green Building Standards 
Title 24, Part 6. Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations was established in 1978 and serves 
to enhance and regulate California's building standards. While not initially promulgated to 
reduce GHG emissions, Part 6 of Title 24 specifically establishes Building Energy Efficiency 
Standards that are designed to ensure new and existing buildings in California achieve energy 
efficiency and preserve outdoor and indoor environmental quality. These energy efficiency 
standards are reviewed every few years by the Building Standards Commission and the 
California Energy Commission (CEC) (and revised if necessary) (California Public Resources 
Code, Section 25402(b)(l)). The regulations receive input from members of industry, as well as 
the public, with the goal of "reducing of wasteful, uneconomic, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy" (California Public Resources Code, Section 25402). These regulations 
are carefully scrutinized and analyzed for technological and economic feasibility (California 
Public Resources Code, Section 25402(d)) and cost effectiveness (California Public Resources 
Code, Sections 25402(b )(2) and (b )(3)). These standards are updated to consider and incorporate 
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new energy efficient technologies and construction methods. As a result, these standards save 
energy, increase electricity supply reliability, increase indoor comfort, avoid the need to 
construct new power plants, and help preserve the environment. 

The 2016 Title 24 standards are the currently applicable building energy efficiency standards 
and became effective on January 1, 2017. In general, single-family homes built to the 2016 
standards are anticipated to use approximately 28% less energy for lighting, heating, cooling, 
ventilation, and water heating than those built to the 2013 standards, and nonresidential 
buildings built to the 2016 standards will use an estimated 5% less energy than those built to the 
2013 standards (CEC 2015a). 

Title 24, Part 11. In addition to the CEC's efforts, in 2008, the California Building Standards 
Commission adopted the nation's first green building standards. The California Green Building 
Standards Code (Part 11 of Title 24) is commonly referred to as "CALGreen," and establishes 
minimum mandatory standards and voluntary standards pertaining to the planning and design 
of sustainable site development, energy efficiency (in excess of the California Energy Code 
requirements), water conservation, material conservation, and interior air quality. The 
CALGreen standards took effect in January 2011 and instituted mandatory minimum 
environmental performance standards for all ground-up, new construction of commercial, low­
rise residential, and state-owned buildings and schools and hospitals. The CALGreen 2016 
standards became effective on January 1, 2017. The mandatory standards require the following 
(24 CCR Part 11): 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Mandatory reduction in indoor water use through compliance with specified flow rates 
for plumbing fixtures and fittings; 

Mandatory reduction in outdoor water use through compliance with a local water 
efficient landscaping ordinance or the California Department of Water Resources' Model 
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance; 

Diversion of 65% of construction and demolition waste from landfills; 

Mandatory inspections of energy systems to ensure optimal working efficiency; 

Inclusion of electric vehicle charging stations or designated spaces capable of supporting 
future charging stations; and 

Low-pollutant-emitting exterior and interior finish materials, such as paints, carpets, vinyl 
flooring, and particle board. 

The CALGreen standards also include voluntary efficiency measures that are provided at two 
separate tiers and implemented at the discretion of local agencies and applicants. CALGreen's 
Tier 1 standards call for a 15% improvement in energy requirements, stricter water 
conservation, 65% diversion of construction and demolition waste, 10% recycled content in 
building materials, 20% permeable paving, 20% cement reduction, and cool/solar-reflective 
roofs. CALGreen' s more rigorous Tier 2 standards call for a 30% improvement in energy 
requirements, stricter water conservation, 75% diversion of construction and demolition waste, 
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15% recycled content in building materials, 30% permeable paving, 25% cement reduction, and 
cool/solar-reflective roofs (24 CCR Part 11). 

The California Public Utilities Commission, CEC, and CARB also have a shared, established 
goal of achieving zero net energy (ZNE) for new construction in California. The key policy 
timelines include the following: (1) all new residential construction in California will be ZNE by 
2020, and (2) all new commercial construction in California will be ZNE by 2030 (CPUC 
2013).2 As most recently defined by the CEC in its 2015 Integrated Energy Policy Report (CEC 
2015b), a ZNE code building is "one where the value of the energy produced by on-site 
renewable energy resources is equal to the value of the energy consumed annually by the 
building" using the CEC' s Time Dependent Valuation metric. 

Title 20. Title 20 of the California Code of Regulations requires manufacturers of appliances to 
meet state and federal standards for energy and water efficiency. Performance of appliances 
must be certified through the CEC to demonstrate compliance with standards. New appliances 
regulated under Title 20 include refrigerators, refrigerator-freezers, and freezers; room air 
conditioners and room air-conditioning heat pumps; central air conditioners; spot air 
conditioners; vented gas space heaters; gas pool heaters; plumbing fittings and plumbing 
fixtures; fluorescent lamp ballasts; lamps; emergency lighting; traffic signal modules; 
dishwaters; clothes washers and dryers; cooking products; electric motors; low voltage dry-type 
distribution transformers; power supplies; televisions and consumer audio and video 
equipment; and battery charger systems. Title 20 presents protocols for testing for each type of 
appliance covered under the regulations and appliances must meet the standards for energy 
performance, energy design, water performance, and water design. Title 20 contains three types 
of standards for appliances: federal and state standards for federally regulated appliances, state 
standards for federally regulated appliances, and state standards for non-federally regulated 
appliances. 

Executive Order B-30-15 

EO B-30-15 (April 2015) identified an interim GHG reduction target in support of targets 
previously identified under S-3-05 and AB 32. EO B-30-15 set an interim target goal of reducing 
statewide GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030 to keep California on its trajectory 
toward meeting or exceeding the long-term goal of reducing statewide GHG emissions to 80% 
below 1990 levels by 2050 as set forth in EO S-3-05. To facilitate achievement of this goal, EO B-
30-15 calls for an update to CARB's Scoping Plan to express the 2030 target in terms of MMT 
CO2E. EO B-30-15 also calls for state agencies to continue to develop and implement GHG 
emission reduction programs in support of the reduction targets. EO B-30-15 does not require 
local agencies to take any action to meet the new interim GHG reduction target. 

Senate Bill 32 and Assembly Bill 197 

SB 32 and AB 197 (enacted in 2016) are companion bills that set new statewide GHG reduction 
targets, make changes to CARB's membership, increase legislative oversight of CARB's climate 

2 It is expected that achievement of the ZNE goal will occur through revisions to the Title 24 standards. 
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change-based activities, and expand dissemination of GHG and other air quality-related 
emissions data to enhance transparency and accountability. More specifically, SB 32 codified the 
2030 emissions reduction goal of EO B-30-15 by requiring CARB to ensure that statewide GHG 
emissions are reduced to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030. AB 197 established the Joint Legislative 
Committee on Climate Change Policies, consisting of at least three members of the Senate and 
three members of the Assembly, in order to provide ongoing oversight over implementation of 
the state's climate policies. AB 197 added two members of the Legislature to CARB as 
nonvoting members; requires CARB to make available and update (at least annually via its 
website) emissions data for GHGs, criteria air pollutants, and toxic air contaminants from 
reporting facilities; and requires CARB to identify specific information for GHG emissions 
reduction measures when updating the Scoping Plan. 

Local Regulations and CEQA Requirements 

Pursuant to the requirements of SB 97, the Resources Agency has adopted amendments to the State 
CEQA Guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the effects of GHG emissions. 
The adopted CEQA Guidelines provide general regulatory guidance on the analysis and 
mitigation of GHG emissions in CEQA documents, but contain no suggested thresholds of 
significance for GHG emissions. Instead, they give lead agencies the discretion to set quantitative 
or qualitative thresholds for the assessment and mitigation of GHGs and climate change impacts. 
The general approach to developing a Threshold of Significance for GHG emissions is to identify 
the emissions level for which a project would not be expected to substantially conflict with existing 
California legislation adopted tu reduce statewide GHG emissions needed to move the state 
towards climate stabilization. If a project would generate GHG emissions above the threshold 
level, its contribution to cumulative impacts would be considered significant. To date, the Bay Area 
Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD), and the San Joaquin Air Pollution Control District (SJV APCD) have adopted 
quantitative significance thresholds for GHGs. However, in March 2013 the Bay Area's 
thresholds were overruled by the Alameda County Superior Court ( California Building Industry 
Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management District), on the basis that adoption of the 
thresholds constitutes a "project" under CEQA, but did not receive the appropriate 
environmental review. As a result, BAAQMD has elected to not recommend specific GHG 
thresholds for use in CEQA documents. 

The SCAQMD threshold, which was adopted in December 2008, considers emissions of over 
10,000 metric tons CO2E /year to be significant. However, the SCAQMD' s threshold applies only to 
stationary sources and is expressly intended to apply only when the SCAQMD is the CEQA lead 
agency. Although not formally adopted, the SCAQMD has developed a draft quantitative 
threshold for all land use types of 3,000 metric tons CO2E /year (SCAQMD, September 2010). Note 
that lead agencies retain the responsibility to determine significance on a case-by-case basis for 
each specific project. 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) has no regulations or additional 
guidelines relative to GHG emissions for residential, commercial, or industrial projects; 

Dubose Design Group 
29 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 



West Wind Parking Storage Project 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 

however, ICAPCD Rule 903 applies to any stationary source that would have the potential to 
emit air contaminants equal to or in excess of the threshold for a major source of regulated air 
pollutants. In 2011, ICAPCD amended Rule 903 to add GHGs to the list of regulated pollutants. 
As part of the revised rule, stationary sources that exceed the de minimis emissions level of 
20,000 tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2E) per year in a 12-month period would need to 
meet recordkeeping and reporting requirements. 

CLIMATE CHANGE IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Thresholds of Significance 

Pursuant to the requirements of SB 97, the Resources Agency adopted amendments to the State 
CEQA Guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the effects of GHG emissions 
in March 2010. These guidelines are used in evaluating the cumulative significance of GHG 
emissions from the proposed project. According to the adopted CEQA Guidelines, impacts 
related to GHG emissions from the proposed project would be significant if the project would: 

• Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment; and/or 

• Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases. 

The vast majority of individual projects do not generate sufficient GHG emissions to create a 
project-specific impact through a direct influence to climate change; therefore, the issue of 
climate change typically involves an analysis of whether a project's contribution towards an 
impact is cumulatively considerable. "Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of an individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, other current projects, and probable future projects (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15355). 

For future projects, the significance of GHG emissions may be evaluated based on locally 
adopted quantitative thresholds, or consistency with a regional GHG reduction plan (such as a 
Climate Action Plan). As referenced, the IP APCD uses 20,000 MT CO2E annually as the 
threshold for stationary emission sources. GHG emissions associated with the proposed project 
would be associated with mobile sources; thus, while not formally adopted, the SCAQMD has 
developed a draft quantitative threshold for all land use types of 3,000 metric tons CO2E /year as 
referenced above. Thus, for the purpose of this evaluation, 3,000 metric tons CO2E/year is used to 
determine whether the project could cumulatively contribute to advere impacts associated with 
GHG emisions. 

Methodology 

Site preparation activities, site grading, exhaust from vehicles transporting construction 
materials and personnel, and emissions from heavy-duty construction equipment could 
generate GHG emissions. Construction emissions would vary based on the number and types 
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of heavy-duty vehicles and equipment in use, the intensity of construction activities, the 
number of construction personnel involved, and the length of time over which these 
construction activities would occur. Additionally, the level of GHGs emitted during 
construction would increase with the greater level of intensity of each of these factors. 

The proposed project is expansion of a truck/trailer parking and storage facility. 
Implementation would generate GHG emissions during construction and operation. Thus, 
whether GHG emissions associated with the project would be significant is based on the 3,000 
MT CO2E threshold used by SCAQMD referenced above. 

GHG emissions associated with construction and operation of the proposed project and existing 
development have been estimated using California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 
version 2016.3.2. 

Construction Emissions 

Construction of the proposed project would generate temporary GHG emissions primarily 
associated with the operation of construction equipment and truck trips. Demolition and 
grading typically generate the greatest emission quantities because the use of heavy equipment 
is greatest during this phase of construction. Emissions associated with the construction of the 
entire 20-acre parking area are based on the projected maximum amount of equipment that 
would be used onsite over the duration of construction assuming use of the default construction 
equipment mix used in CalEEMod 2016.3.2. Construction emissions are amortized over a 30-
year period to calculate annual emissions. Emission are shown in Table 8. Complete CalEEMod 
results and assumptions are provided in Appendix A. 

Construction Emissions 

Construction activity is assumed to occur over a period of approximately 12 months beginning 
in early 2019 and conclude in late 2019. Based on CalEEMod results, construction activity for the 
project would generate an estimated 200 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2E), as 
shown in Table 8 Amortized over a 30-year period (the assumed life of the project), construction 
of the proposed project would generate 6.7 metric tons of CO2E per year. 

Operational Emissions 

Long-term emissions related to the project are focused on mobile sources. No energy use, solid 
waste or water use emissions are assigned to the proposed use in CalEEMod. 

Transportation Emissions. Mobile source GHG emissions were estimated using the 
average daily trips calculated by CalEEMod for the proposed facility based on both default and 
modified input variables in CalEEMod. Table 9 shows the estimated mobile emissions of GHGs 
for the project. As shown in Table 9, the project would generate approximately 1,211 metric tons 
of CO2E associated with new vehicle trips. 
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Table 8 
Estimated Construction Related Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions 

Year Annual Emissions 
(metric tons C02E) 

2020 200 

Total 200 

Amortized over 30 years 6.7 metric tons per year 

See Appendix for CalEEMod software program output for new construction. 

Table 9 
Estimated Annual Mobile Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Emission Source Annual Emissions 
(C02E) 

Proposed Project 

Mobile Emissions (CO2 & CH4) 1,211 metric tons 

Total 1,211 metric tons 

See Appendix for CalEEMod software program output (demolitions and new construction). 
1 California Climate Action Registry General Reporting Protocol, Reporting Entity-Wide 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Version 3.1,January 2009, page 30-35. See Appendix for 
calculations. 

Combined Construction and Mobile Source Emissions 

Table 10 combines the net new construction, operational, and mobile GHG emissions associated 
with the proposed project. As discussed above, temporary emissions associated with 
construction activity (approximately 6.7 metric tons C02E) are amortized over 30 years (the 
anticipated life of the project). 

For the proposed project, the combined annual emissions would total approximately 1,218 

metric tons per year in C02E. This total represents less than 0.001 % of California's total 2015 

emissions of 440.4 million metric tons. Post-construction, all of the project's GHG emissions are 
associated with motor vehicular use. The proposed project is evaluated based on the threshold 
of 3,000 MT C02E annually. Project-related annual GHG emissions would not exceed the 
threshold of 3,000 metric tons per year; therefore, impacts from GHG emissions would be less 
than significant per threshold a. 
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Table 10 
Combined Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Emission Source Annual Emissions 
(C02E) 

Construction 6.7 metric tons 

Mobile 1,211 metric tons 

Total 1,217.7 metric tons 

See Appendix for Ca/EEMod software program output (demolition and 
new construction). 

GHG Cumulative Si~ficance 

As discussed above, a proposed project exceeding the 3,000 annual MT screening threshold 
could have a significant environmental impact under CEQA. Implementation of the proposed 
exploratory program would not exceed the IPAPCD or SCAQMD GHG emission thresholds; 
and thus, would not cumulatively contribute to significant or adverse impacts. 
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Appendix A 
CalEEMod Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Model Results -

Summer/ Annual Construction Emissions 
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 1 of 18 

West Wind Parking Storage • Imperial County, Summer 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses Size 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 20.00 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization Urban Wind Spead (m/s) 

Climate Zone 15 

Utility Company Imperial Irrigation District 

CO2 Intensity 1270.9 CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) (lb/MWhr) 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics · 

Land Use -

West Wind Parking Storage 
Imperial County, Summer 

Mellie Lot Acreage 

Acre 20.00 

3.4 Precipitation Freq (Days) 12 

Operational Year 2020 

0.029 N2O Intensity 0.006 
(lb/MWhr) 

Date: 9/11/2019 8:32 AM 

Floor Surface A(ea Population 

871,200.00 0 

Construction Phase - Construction phased over 60 day period for construction of 6-acre parking area assuming import of asphalt grindings for surface material. 
Site preparation phase overlapped with grading to reduce daily vehicle emissions associated with surface material delivery and material placement on-site 
during grading operations. 

Trips and VMT - trip calculations assume use of 20-yard trucks importing 16,133 cy of material. 

Grading - Assumes 6 acres disturbed daily for Phase I during site preparation and grading for dust control purposes. 

Vehicle Trips - Trip estimates based on Traffic Impact Assessment 
The percent of non-residential trips are estimated 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Assumes watering 3 times daily during grading for dust control. 

Fleet Mix -
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Table Name I Column Name I Default Value New Value 

tblConstDustMitigation : WaterExposedAreaPM1 0PercentReducti : 61 55 
on • 

--- - --- - - - --- -- - - - ---- -- - ---- + - -- ---- · ----- - --------------- -1 -------------- -- ----- · - -----·- .. --------------------------
tblConstDustMitigation : WaterExposedAreaPM25PercentReductl : 61 55 

• on • 
- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - ♦ - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - +--------------➔-. - - -- - - -- -- - - - -- - -- - .. - - - -

tblConstDustMitigation : WaterUnpavedRoadMoistureContent ; 0 12 
..... ..................... -.. " ............... -.. -......... . ,.. ___________ , ·---------- ........... .. ..... .. ..... . 

lblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 0 10 
... .. . .. .. . . .. . . .. . . . . ... ... . .;. . ....... . . . .. . .. . .. .... ... . .. -1---------- ----- - - --------

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 30.00 
. ....... . ..... . .............. .;. ....... . .. . ... . . . . . . . . . .. . ... .J.----- ------ --·------ -----

tblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 2/14/2020 3/13/2020 
- - - - - - . .. - . ... - - • • - • * ..... ...... .. .. - ... ..; .... - - • - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·-· .. - - ~ -------- ------ - - - - - - - - -- •• - -- · - - - - - .. - - - -

tblGrading AcresOfGrading 75.00 6.00 
...... ... . .. .......... ....... .;. . . .. ... .. .... ..... .... ....... -1-----------·-·------4 .. .. .. .. .. . . . . ........... . 

!bl Grading AcresOfGrading 0.00 6.00 
••• •••• • • •••••• • •• • •• • •••••• • ,& •• • •••• ••••• •• •• • ••••• •• ••••• -1-----·- --------➔• ••• •• ••• • •••••.•••••••••• 

tblGrading • Material Imported , 0.00 16,133.00 
.................... ... ...... .;. ............................. -1--------- -------

tblTrtpsAndVMT HaulingTripNumber • 2,017.00 807.00 
......... . ........ . ..... . .... .;. .............. .... ...... . .... -1------------------------

lblVehicleTrtps CNW_ TTP 0.00 99.00 
- - - - - - - - - • - - - - - - - - • - - - - - - - - - • .,a. - - - - - - .... - - - - - - • - - -- - - -~ - - - - - - -1--------- ·- ---------- - - - - - - - - - -- - . .... - .. - -- .. - - - -

tblVehicleTrtps CW_TTP 0.00 1.00 
--- - -- - - .. - - ---·-·. -·--- - -----C-- --- -- - ----- - - . - - ·---- - ·- . .... .;...- --------- --------

tblVehicleTrtps ST_TR , 0.00 168.00 
. ....... .. .. . .. . . . ..... . .. .. . .;. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ----------· --------

lblVehicleTrtps SU_TR 0.00 168.00 
·· ····· ·· ······ · ·· · · ·· · · ·····"········ · ··········· ··· ·· ·· ··-1-------

tblVehicleTrtps WD_TR 0.00 168.00 

2.0 Emissions Summary 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission) 

Unmitigated Construction 

ROG NOx co 502 FuglUve Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

Year lb/day 

2020 u 8.9327 98.9690 56.1892 0 1232 : 625.0361 4.3930 

Maximum 8.9327 98.969D 56.1892 0.1232 625.D361 4.393D 

Mitigated Construction 

ROG NOx co SO2 FuglHve Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

Year lb/day 

2020 .. 8.9327 98.9690 56.1892 0.1232 : 138.4869 : 4,3930 .. . . 
Maximum 8.9327 98.9690 56.1892 0.1232 138.4869 4.3930 

ROG NOx co 802 Fugitive &:hauat 
PM10 PM10 

Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.84 0.00 
Reduction 

PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5Total Bio-CO2 
Total PM2.5 PM2.5 

: 629.4291 73.2949 4.0423 77.3372 0.0000 

629.4291 73.2949 4.D423 77.3372 D.DDDO 

PM10 Fugitive ExhauBI PM2.5 Bio-CO2 
Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total 

: 142,8799 : 21 ,8523 4,0423 25,8946 0 0000 

' 
142.8799 21.8523 4.0423 25.8946 0.0000 

PM10 FuglUvo Exh1u1t PM2.5 Bio-CO2 
Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total 

77.3D 70.19 0.00 66.52 o.oo 

Date: 9/11/2019 8:32 AM 

NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

lb/day 

• 12,107.82 • 12,107.82 • 
1 89 I 89 I 

3.2379 0.0000 I 12, 188,77 
' 68 

12,1D7.82 12,1D7.82 3.2379 D.0000 12,188.77 
89 89 61 

NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

lb/day 

• 12,107,82 • 12,107.82 • 
' 89 : 89 : 

3 2379 0.0000 • 12,188,77 
: 68 

12,107.82 12,107.82 3.2379 0.0000 12,188.77 
f.t 89 68 

NBlo-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e 

o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

2.2 Overall Operational 

Unmitigated Operational 

ROO NOx co S02 FuglUve Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

PM2,5 
Total 

Bio- CO2 NBJo. CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02e 

llild!IY 

Amn •• 0.4083 • 2.0000o-- • 2.oa001:f, , 0.0000 • • 1,000Qo.. , 1.00000,. • , 1,0000. , t ,OOOOe- • 4.3800e, , 4.3800e- , 1.0000. , • -4.6700e-
:: ; aas;a□3: : :005: oos : ;oos;oo5J ; □□3: □□3: □os: : □□3 

--. E~~.~;-. "f-o":oociofo.0000 : 0.0000 : o 0000 : fo:0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : o:Oooo-r ••••• "! o.o_o_o_o_: _ o_-o-oo-o-.:-o-o-o-oo-.-o-.o- o-o-o_,,: 0.0000 

···Mobile ... • -:- 9 0826 -~- 51 5044 +- 36.7180 ~- 0.0744 -+- a 0000 -~- o 0370 -~- 0.0370 -~- o 0000 -~- 0.0348 -f- o 0348 -1 H ... • • ·: 7,710,619; 7,710.619 : 1.3611 1 7,744.647 
:: ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' I · 1 ' 1 • : 5 

Total 9.4909 51.5044 36.7201 0.0744 0.0000 0.0370 0.0370 

Mitigated Operational 

category 

Area 

ROG NOx co S02 Fugltlve Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

■ 1 0.4083 • 2 0000e- • 2.0600e- • 0,0000 • 1,0000e- • 1,0000e- • 
:aas:003: 'oos'oos: 

0.0000 0.0349 0.0349 7,710.624 7,710.624 1.3611 
1 1 

Fugitive Exheu&I PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBJo. CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

• 1~0000e- • 1~0000e-
' 005 ' 005 

lb/day 

• 4,3800e- • 4,3800e- • 1 OOOOe- • 
1 003 1 003 1 005 1 

0.0000 7,744.652 
2 

N20 C02e 

I 4 6700e-
O • 003 

t I I I . • • E~;lg;. • • ;;. .. -o-.o-oo_o_;;....o-,o- o-o-o ..... :-o-o-oo-o-;- o-.o-o-oo-;----;.:- o-o-oo- o--o-.o-o-o-o ..... ---:o 0000 : 0 0000 1 · .. .. .. ·: 0 0000 : 0.0000 0 0000 0 0000 : 0 0000 

• • • M'"ab1ie"' • .... :--9~0-8-26- ,: 51_5044-"t---3-6.-11_e_o....,._o_-01_44 __ ~ o_ooO~-o-.o-3-10-;-o- _-03_1_0_ o_oooo ~o.0348 f o_0348 .11 : 1 ,110.6~ 1 ,11 o.619 • 1.3611 -:-------:- 7,744Ji4·7-
' 7 : 7 : I 5 

Total 9.4909 51.5044 36.1201 0.0744 0.0000 0.0370 0.0370 0.0000 0.0349 0.0349 7,710.624 7,710.624 1.3611 0.0000 7,744.652 
1 1 2 
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ROG 

Percent 0.00 
Reduction 

3.0 Construction Detail 

construction Phase 
Phase 
Number 

Phase Name 

NOx co 

0.00 0.00 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

S02 Fugitive &.haust PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

o.oo o.oo 0.00 0.00 

PheseType Start Data 

FuglUve Exhaust PM2.5 Bio-CO2 
PM2.5 

0.00 

End Date 

PM2.5 Totol 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

!'/Uri) Days Num Days 
Week 

1 : □emolilion :Oemontlon :1/6/2020 :113112020 ! 20: 

NBlo-CO2 Tobi CO2 CH4 

0.00 o.oo 0.00 

Phase Oosl:ripllao 

• • • • • • ., • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • · • • • · • -1-----------------------1------------~-----------4-----..._---~ · · · · • •, .. • • • • • • • • • •., • • · • 
2 •Site Preparation •Sile Preparation •211/2020 :3/13/2020 1 s: 30: 

.. .. ... i. ·-··-·----···-·········1- ---------+'------+-----....... ---
3 ;Grading :Grading ;2/15/2020 :3/27/2020 

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 6 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 6 

Acres of Paving: 20 

->----.. ··-······-···· · · ··--··-·· 

N20 

0.00 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O; Non-Residential Indoor: O; Non-Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: O (Architectural 
Coating - sqft) 

OffRoad Equipment 

C02e 

0.00 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Phase Name I I Amount Us,ago Hours I Horse Power I Loa_d i::actor 

IJemollllon ;Concrele/lndustrial Saws : \ 8,oo: 81: 0.73 

----- --- ---- ------ -- ------ --=---------------------------~---------------- ---- ---------------~· ............. . 
Demolition :Excavators : J 8.00: D.38 
••••••••••••••••••s•••••••• •I•-••••••••••••••••••••••••-~---••••••••••••• •••••••••••••------~•••••••••••••• 

Oomofftlon ;Rubber Tired Dozers : 2 8,00: 0.40 
· -- ------ -·· ····· ··· · · ·· · ·- ·1---------------------------~-------------- -- -------------1------➔·-·-· ····- ··--

Sile Pre para lion : Rubber Tired Dozers : 3 8.00: D.40 
·-··-·-·-······-·······-··-·1---·- ··-···--· ··--··-···--·~--------·------- ···········•·f-------4• •··· ········· 

Sile Preparation :Tractors/Loadors/Backhoes : 4 8.00: 0.37 
-.................. ... -.... · •·-···· ·-···· ·--···. ·-·····+--·-----------·- ............ ·------; ............. . 

Grading ; Excavators : 2 8.00: 0.38 

····························•····-··-----···············~--·-·-·----·--·- ·······-·····1-------J,·············· 
Gradl"!I ;Graders : 1 8.0o: 0.41 

······· · · ······ ···· · ········=···························~--------------·- ·············1-------J,· ·· ·· ···· · ···· 
Grading ;Rubber Tired Dozers : 1 8.00: 0.40 

····························=---------------------------~---------------- -------------1------.. ··········----Gradrng ;scrapers : 2 8.00: 367; 0.48 
..... -.. -·- ......... --....... -........ -,_ ___ , ------·----~----------· ~ -------+--------:.- -------------

Gmdfng ;Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2: 8.00: 97! 0.37 

Trips and YMI 

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
· Count 

Wod<arTrlp 
Nuff)ber 

Vendor T~p Haull(ig Trip 
. Number Number 

Worl<erTnp. 
Lariglh 

V!')dOf lirip 
Lenglh 

HaulJngTrip 
lo·ngt11 

Work,erVeJttcle. 
Ctass: ' 

Vendor Haullll!I• 
Vehicle Class Vehicle Clau 

Demolition_ ••• _._ • • ;. ____________ 6~------15.00; .• ___ •• 0.001 _____ o.oo ; ____ 7.lOI------- 8.9oj _____ 20.00 ;LO_Mlx ----···-iHDT_Mix. _ jHHDT _____ • 

Site Preparation ; 71 18.0o: 0.00I 807.00: 7.301 6.90 : 20.00;LO_MI~ :HDT_Mix lHHDT 
............... ·I----- ______ 4----____________ ....,__ ----+--- ----➔ •••••• ••• • 

Grading 8 ; 20.00: o.oo: o.oo: 7.30; 8.90: 20.oo;LO_MI• :HDT_Mix :HHDT 

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

Use Soil Stabilizer 

Replace Ground Cover 

Water Exposed Area 

Water Unpaved Roads 

Reduce Vehicle Speed on Unpaved Roads 
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3.2 Demolition - 2020 

Unmitigated ConstrucHon On-Site 

ROG ~ co 

Calagory 

Off-Road N 3 3121 33 2010 21,7532 

Tolll 3.3121 33.2D10 21 .7532 

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Calogory 

S02. 

00388 

D.0388 

502 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Fugldvo Elchaust 
PM10 PM10 

ttJ.fday 

. 1,6587 

1.6587 

FuglU\/8 Exhauat 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

1.6587 

1.6587 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2,5 Bio-CO2 NIIJo. CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2.S PM2.5 Total 

lb/day 

1.5419 1.5419 • 3,747.704 • 3.747.704 • 1.0580 
: 9 : 9 : 
' ' ' 

1.5419 1.5419 3,747.704 3,747.704 1.D580 
9 9 

FuglU\/8 Exhaust PM2,5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2 5 PM2.5 

lb/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 

' . ' 
... y;;d~; ...... ~a:0000-+'-o-.o-oo-o~;-O-O_O_OO-.-, -O-.-OO_O_O_,.,-o-.o-o-00-,-0-.-oo-o-o-,--o-.o-oo-o-;

0

-o-o-o-OO-.-, -0-,-00_0_0_t 0 ,0000 -r · .. ---~0,0000 -1 0.0000 -1 O 0000 ' 

t I I I I I I i I t I I 

···w~k~;-··:--o:1-04-5---0.-064-7-0J596--:-5.eoo-~806215- -:-51000e- I 80.6~5 ~5.3000&- ";6 8.0541 ~ .9604 ie49604 -~ 7,2100&- I 

:004 004' : :004: : : :ooa: 
' I f I I 

Total 0.1045 0.0647 0.7596 8.8D00a- 80.6215 5.7000•· 80.6221 8.0535 5.30001- 8.0541 84.9804 84.9804 7.21008-
DD4 004 004 003 

N20 C02a 

• 3,774.153 
' 6 

3,774.153 
6 

N20 C02a 

: 0.0000 

:"ciocioo" 

85.1407 

85.1407 
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3.2 Demolition - 2020 

Mitigated construction On-Site 

ROG NOx 

Cetegory 

co 

Off-Road ~ 3.3121 33.2010 21.7532 

Total 3.3121 33.2010 21.7532 

Mitigpted Construction Off.Site 

ROG NOx 

S02 

0,0388 

0.0385 

802 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lbldey 

1.6587 

1.6587 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

1.6587 

1.8.587 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive ElNJJsl PM2.& ,:011 Bio- CO2- NBio-C0.2 Toial CO2 , qi4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lbldey 

1.5419 1.5419 0,0000 • 3,747,704 • 3,747.704 • 
I 9 I 9 I 

1.0580 

1.5419 1.5419 0.0000 3.141.704 3,741.104 1.0580 
9 9 

FuglHve Exhaust l!M2.fi Tola Bio- CO2 N81o- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

HeulmQ : 0,0000 : 0 0000 : 0.0000 : 0 0000 0.0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 0,0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 : O.DQOO : 0 .0000 : 0.0000 : 
P I I , I I I I I I I I 

N20 

N20 

---------.. -=----+----.:--~ --~----.:----~---------- .,;. _________ .,. ~ ....... .. -:------.:-.-- ,.. _ ___ _ _ 
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 • 0.0000 • 0.0000 0.0000 • 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 

1 
! 0.0000 i 0.0000 ! 0.0000 i 

2,1279 • 5 3000e~ ~ 2.1284 is4,9604 T" 84 9604 i 7.2100e- • 
:004: ! : :003: 

" ' ---- -- ---------- -,- 5.70008-~ 17.1018 Worker :! 0, 1045 : 0,0647 0,7596 8,60008- : 17,1013 
' ' 004 004 . ' ' 

Total 0.1045 0.0647 0.7596 8.60008- 17.1013 5.7000e- 17.1018 2.1279 5.3000e- 2.1284 84.9604 84.9604 7 .21 OOo-
004 004 004 003 

C02o 

: 3,774.153 
6 

' 
3,774,1&3 

6 

C02e 

: 0.0000 

' 
: .. 0.0000· .. 
~ .. . . ~ ~ .. 
: 85.1407 

85.1407 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

3.3 Site Preparation - 2020 

UnmlUqated Construction Qo:Slte 

ROG. NOx co 

Category 

Fugitive Dusl .. .. ' 

502 

' ' ' 
Off-Road : 4.0765 ' 42.4173 21.5136 ~ 0 03B0 ~ 

Total 4.0765 42.4173 21.5136 0.0380 

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
PM10 PM10 Total 

lb/day 

18.3855 : 0.0000 18.3855 

: 
2,1974 21974 

18.3855 2.1974 20.5829 

Fugitive Eiha.ust PM2.5 Tota Bio-CO2 NB1o-C02 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02a 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lb/day 

9,9698 0.0000 : 9.969!1 . 0,0i)Qi:) ' : 0.0000 
t ' . 

2.0216 2.0216 :--3,685.101 • 3.685.10 1 • 1.1918 • 3,714.897 
' 5· ' 6 ' ' 5 

9.9698 2.0216 11.9914 3,685.101 3,685.101 1.1918 3,714.897 
6 & 5 

ROG NOx co 502 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
Total 

Fuglllve Exhaust PM2.5 Total Bio-CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02o 
PM10 PM10 PM2,5 PM2.5 

Category lb/day 

Hauling •• 0.1415 6.1903 0,7929 0.0210 : 396.1752 : 0,0202 : 396.1955 : 39,5897 : 0 0194 : 39,6090 
I • I 1 

·-. v;n·d~; .... "-,-o-.o-oo_o_,....o_.o_o_o_o __ o_.o_oo-o-,,-.o-.o-o_o_o ..... - o-.Oooo":o-.o-o-oo-.;...-o.-oo-o-o-r-o-:-oooo-to:oooo-~· O.o-00□ -
' . . ' ' 

96, 7 465 ~ 9,6642 -:-6,3000e- ~ 9,6649 
: : 004 : 

• • • w~;k~; •• • ""-0-.1-25-3-~0-0_7_7_6 __ 0_.9_1_16_~1,0~+-es745Q.:,...6 BOOOe- 1 

•. 003 1 004 : 

' . . 
Total 0.2669 6.2679 1.7044 0.0220 492.9211 0.0209 492.9420 49.2539 0.0200 49.2739 

lb/day 

• 2,201.629 • 2,201 .629 • 0.0B54 
• 1 • 1 • 

; 0,0000 : 0,0000 : 0,0000 
I I I O 

• • • • • •• :-.---.:-. I ' 

I 101 .9525 I 101 ,9525 I 8 ,6600&- I 

I : : 003 : . ' 
2,303.581 2,303.581 0.0941 

8 6 

• 2,203,763 
: B 

:· O.OOo"o· 
' . 
: icii.1689 . 

2,305.932 
& 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 

3.3 Site Preparation - 2020 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx 

Category 

co 

Total 4.0765 42.4173 21.5136 

MHJgated construction Pff:SHe 

ROG NOx co 

502 

0.0380 

502 

HauUng : 0,1415 6.1903 0.7~29 ; 0.0210 

Page 10 of 18 Date: 9/11/2019 8:32 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

l="ugltive Cxheust 
PM10 PM10 

lb,lday 

PM10 
Total 

8.2735 2.1974 10.4709 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBto- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lb,lday 

4.4864 2.0216 6.5080 0.0000 3,685.101 3,685.101 1.1918 
6 6 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 TOia. Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lb,I~ 

84.0848 0.0202 84,1050 10.,4754 : 0.01!14 : 10,4948 • 2,201'629 • 2,201 ,629 • 0.D854 
! 1 : 1 . : . 

N20 

N20 

C02e 

: 0~□□00 

3,714.897 
5 

CO2• 

• 2,20J.7Ba 
: B 

• • • • • • • • • • • .------ -0.-00_0_0-;- - --~-- - o 0000 a 0000 --..:------:..-------1-· .. · -· -• 0.0000 0.0000 .: o 0000 .:- -..:. o 0000 

· · · ::~:~; · · · ~:~;:;T~o11s- :::::: 1~0::::. ! 20 5215 L soooe- to~~::: i :·::: t0

3::::_+ : ·:::: i ~01 .9525 ~ 101.9525 ~ a 66000- ~ + 1021689 

Total 

- 003: :004: : : 004! : : :003: : 

0.2669 6.2679 1.7044 
. ' 

0.0220 104.6063 0.0209 104.6272 13.0288 0.0200 13.0488 2,303.581 2,303.581 0.0941 
6 6 

2,305.932 
B 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

3.4 Grading - 2020 

Unmitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx co 

category 

Fugitive Dust : 

S02 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

: 8.2342 : 0.0000 : 6..2342 
' . ' ' . ' -----.---~---·~---------.---,-.-

50.1975 31 .9583 

50.1975 31.9583 

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

0.0620 : 2.1739 2.1739 

0.0620 6.2342 2.1739 

S02 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

8.4081 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Toto! Bio- CO2 N8io- 002 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02a 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lb/day 

3,3331 0,0000 : 13331 f : : C.0000 : • : 0.0000 

-----.-----·-------J ....... :-----·--~----~ ------.:-----~-------
2 0000 

3.3331 2.0000 

' 2 0000 I • 6.005.865 • 6,005.865 , 1.9424 • • 6,054A25 
I . I 3 : 3 : I : 7 

5.3331 6,005.865 6,005.865 1.9424 
3 3 

6,054,425 
7 

FuglUva Exhaust PM2.5 Tota Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02a 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lb/day 

Hauling :: 0,0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : □~□□00 : 0 0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 : : 0.0000 
I I I I I 

• • • • • • • • • • • =--- •--.:-• •-.;....------.:------4-------.:------:-.-w-,;------.;---
Vendor : 0.0000 : 0,0000 o_oooo o_oooo ! o_oooo : 0.0000 : 0.0000 

' 0.0000 0.0000 -:-0:0000--
' ' . 

0 ' 

Worker ::-a, 1393 T 0,0B62 

' 
1,0128 ..--------.-----11500e- • 107 4954 • 7,6000•· • 107.4961 

003: 
1

004: 
10,7380 • 7.0000e- • 10.7387 

: 004 : . . 
Total 0,1393 0.0862 1.0128 1.1500•- 107,4954 7.6000•- 107.4961 10.7380 7,00000- 10.7387 

003 004 004 

' . . . ............ 
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 : : 0.0000 

I 113.2805 I 113,2805 I 9.62008- I 

: : : 003 I 

113.2805 113,2805 9.6200•-
003 

: 113.5209 

113.5209 
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3.4 Grading - 2020 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx co SO2 

catego,y 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 l'M10 

lb/day 

l'M10 
Total 

Fugl1lva Exhaust 
f'M2_5 PM2.5 

PM2,5 
Total 

Bk>- CO2 NBI<>- CO2 Total CO2 

lb/day 

CH4 N2O CO2e 

Fugitive Oust : : 2.8054 : 0,0000 : 2,8054 : 1.4999 : 0,0000 : 1A999 : 00000 : : 00000 
.. 1 1 I I f I I I I I t I I 
ao I I I I I I I I I t t f I I 

Off-Road 2 4,4501 ~ 50.1 975 : 31 .9583 ~ a 0620 : : 2 .1739 : 2~1739 : T 2 ,0000 'T"' 2.0000 · 0.0000" ·~o5.e65~o5~e65i1:9424--:- 6,054.425 
: 3 : 3 : ' 7 I I I I 

Total 4.4501 50.1975 31.9583 0.0820 

Mitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG co SO2 

2.8054 2.1739 

FugJlive E.xll•III! 
PM10 l'M10 

lb/day 

4.9793 

PM10 
Total 

1.4999 2.0000 

fugitive E,ch1usl 
PM2.S PM2.5 

3.4999 

l'M2.5 
To<al 

0.0000 6,005.8G5 G,005.8G5 1.9424 
3 3 

81<>-C02 · NBl<>-O02 Total CO2 CH4 

lb/day 

N2O 

6,054.425 
7 

CO2a 

:: 0.0000 : 0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0.0000 : 0,0000 0.0000 0~0000 : 0 ,0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : D.0000 0.0000 : : 0.0000 .. ' I I I I 

... I I I I I ·---....--- . 0 
••• y;;d~; - .. . ::a:oooo-:aJJOOO-;.-o-.o-oo-o-;;--O-,O-O_O_O-;.- o.0000~ o.oooo-.--o.-o-oo-o-;-o-.o-o-oo-~0()00-:- oj)OQa--1 · - - -- --~aoo-: 0.0000 0.0000: : 0.0000 

t I J I I I I I 

• - - • - .... - & .. =------.;...-·---.-,.:------.:--.- - ----..----..---~---..----~--·---.1 .. ------~--·-.:---·- ~----·~ ·- - ! - - .. - .. -
Worker " 01393 0,0862 10128 , 1,1500a- • 22,8017 7.6000&- • 228025 2.8371 • 70000•- • 2,8378 • 1132805, 113,2805 • 9.6200e- • • 113,5209 

: 003: 004: :004: I : :003: : 
I I I I I 

Total 0.1393 0.0882 1.0128 1.1500e- 22.8017 7.60008- 22.6025 2.8371 7.0000e- 2.8378 113.2805 113.2805 9.6200e· 
003 

113.5209 
003 004 004 

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile 

ROG I NOx I CO I 502 I Fugitive I Exhaust I PM10 I Fugitive I Exhaust IPM2.5 Total Bio- C02 INB1o- CO2 I Total CO2 I CH4 I N20 I C02e 
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 I I 

Celegory lb/day lb/day 

M~l9Q[ed :: 9.0828 : 51 ,5044 : 38 ,1180 : 0 .0744 : 0.0000 : 0.0370 : 0 .0370 ! 0,0000 : 0,0348 : 0,0348 : 7,71~619: 7,71~,619: 1.3611 

· · · . . - - . · - -~-- ----..:.------..:.--- -- -..:..- --- --..:.-- ----4------4------..:.---- --..:.- -- ---..:.---- - --• - - - - - - -:--- --- -..:.--- ---..:..- - --- -..:.---- --
Unmitigated 9.0826 51 ,5044 36 7180 0 0744 0.0000 0.0370 0.0370 0.0000 0.0348 0.0348 • 7,710.619 , 7,710.619 , 1,3611 

' 7 ; 7 ; 
" 

4.2 Trip Summary Information 

I Average Dally Trip Rate I UnmiHgated I Mitigated 

Land Use I Weekday I Saturday 1sunday I AnnualVMT I AnnualVMT 

Olher Non-Asphalt Surfaces 3,360.00 ' 3,360.00 I 3360.00 . 
Total I 3,360.00 I 3,360.00 I 3,360.00 I I 

4.3 Trip Type Information 

I Miles I Trip% I Trip Purpose % 

Land Use I H-WorC-W I H-SorC-C I H-OorC-NW IH-WorC-WI H-SorC-C I H-OorC-NW I Primary I Diverted I Pass-by 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces : 6.70 : 5.00 : 8.90 : 1.00 : 0.00 : 99.00 : 0 : 0 : 0 

4.4 Fleet Mix 

7,744,647 
5 

7,744,647 
5 

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHDl LHD2 MHD Ht-ID OBUS- ,UBUS MGY SBIJS MH 

Other Non-Asp!Jall Surfaces 0.603420: o.oa:n64 ; o.160883: 0.129541: 0.018929; 0.005318 ; o.019165; o.118376; 0.003239: 0.001168; 0.005214: 0.000745; 0.000738 
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5.0 Energy Detail 

Historical Energy Use: N 

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy 

Calegory 

NaluralGas 
M~lgated 

:: 0~0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 
■I I I I I 

Page 14 of 18 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

lb/day 

: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : □~□□00 : 0,0000 

----------.. =-------..:..------..:..------..:..------..:..------..:..------..:..------..:..------..:..------..:..-------• -------
NaturalGas " 0.0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000 • 0,0000 • • 0,0000 • 0,0000 • • 0,0000 , 0 0000 • 
Unmitigated :: : ' ' ' ' , : 

Date: 9/11/2019 8:32 AM 

lb/day 

0,0000 : 0,0000 ·: 0,0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 

I I I I 

0,0000 ; 0 0000 ~ 0.0000 ~ 0,0000 "':" 0.0000 
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas 

Unmitigated 

NaturalGa ROG NOx co 
sUse 

Land Use kBTU/yr 

other Non- 0 0.0000 0,0000 0,0000 
Asphalt Surfaces : 

Total O.ODDD D.DDDD D.DDDD 

Mitigated 

NaturalGil flOG .NOx co 
,use 

LaM UID 1'IITUJyr 

Other Non- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
Asphalt Surtaces ; 

Tot ■t 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

6.0 Area Detail 

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area 

Page 15 of 18 Date: 9/11/2019 8:32 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

S02 FuglUve Exhauat PM10 FuglUve Exhaust PM2.5TOl81 BIG-CO2 NBJo.C02' TolalC02 CH4 N20 C02e 
PM10 PM10 Tolal PM2.5 PM25 

Ill/day lb/day 

0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0 ,0000 0,0000 0 0000 0,0000 0,0000 0 0000 

D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD D.DDDD 

S02 Fug!l!vo E,J,auat PM10 Fugltl,e ~1· PM2.S Tota Bio- CO2, NBJo. CO2 Tola) C02 Clf◄ f'.120 C02a 
PM10 ' PM10 Tola! PM2.5 

Ill/day , ll>ld•y 

0.0000 0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0 ,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 0 0000 

0.0000 0.00DD 0.00DD 0.00DD O.ODDD 0.00DD 0.00DD 0.00DD 0.0DDO 0.00DD 
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ROG NOx co 502 

Category 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Fugitive EXheust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

Fuglfiva 'Exhaust PM2.5 Tota Bio- CO2 NBio- coi Total CO2 
PM2,5 PM2.5 

lb/day 

CH4 N2O CO2a 

Mitigated ■ I 0.40B3 1 2a0DOOe- 1 2.0600e- 1 0.0000 1 • 1 0000e- • 1,0000e- • • 1,0000e- • 1.0000e- • 4.3B00e- , 4 ,3800e- • 1,0000e- • , 4,6700B-

:: : 005 : 003 : : : 005 : 005 : : 005 : 005 f : 003 : 003 : 005 : : 003 
• .. • • • • • • • • • l'f'" ------..,.. ----- - ..... ---- __ ..,.. ___ -- -..,..---- ---,..------..,..-- ----..,.. --- --- ..... - --- - -..,..- --- - - - • • • • • • • •r-------.--------------..,..------..,. • • ----• 

Unmitigated 11 04083 • 2.0000e-, 2,06000- • 00000 • • 1,0000e- • 1,0000e- • • 1 0000e- • 1,0000e- • • 43B00e-, 43800e-, 1 0000e- • • 4,6700e-
' oos' 003' oos'oo5' oos 'oos ' 003'003'oos' '003 

6.2 Area by Subcategory 

Unmitigated 

ROG NOx 

SubCategory 

co 502 FuglHva Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lb/day 

PM10 
Total 

FuglHva Exhaust PM2,5 Tota Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

lb/day 

N2O CO2a 

Architectural 
Coating 

:: 0 0996 : 0 0000 : 0 0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 
I I I J I I I I 

I I I 1 I I I • I I I I · · C~n·s~~;r· · · :a.;oe6 • ----:-------~ -----~ o_oooo·-~- o_oooo --;----; o~oooo --r- 0.0000 -1 · · · · · · ·:----~- 0.0000 - ~------; ---; .. 0.0000· • 

Products:: ::::: : ::: i' : : : 1

' 

Landscaping ~ ·1-90008- i2,ooooe- ~0600;--:- 00000 ~ - - - "!"'"1 ~0000e- ~ 1,0000e- ~ - i1 ,ooooe- ~ 1 OOOOe- • 4.3800e- 1 4.3800e- • 1.0000e- 1 • 4 ,6700e-
:: 004: 005: 003: : :005 : 005: :005:005 :003:003:005 1 1 003 
U O I 1 I I I I • I • I I 

Total 0.4083 2.0000e- 2.0600a- 0.0000 1.0000e- 1.0000a- 1.0000e- 1.0000e- 4.3800e- 4.3800a- 1.0000e-

~ = = ~ = ~ = = ~ 
4.6700•-

003 
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6.2 Area by Subcategory 

Mitigated 

SObCategory 

Architectural 
Coating 

ROG NOx 

:: 0,0996 ' ' I 

co S02 

Page 17 of 18 Date: 9/11/2019 8:32 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugltlve Exhaust PoM2.6 TO!ll Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02a 
PM10 PM10 Total PM2,5 PM2.5 

lb/day 

0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0-.0000 : : 0,0000 
t I I j 

---·······-----~---.....-----~----------..---~---.- I t • I I I I 

-:-- 0,0000 ~ 0 0000 1 · ..... ·: ·----ro~oooii-r-----,-------1 . ci.ocicio". Consumer •• 0.3086 • • 
Products :! 

-----------a.---...... ---.-----:--., 1.9000e- • 2 00D0e- • 2 0600e- • o 0000 
•• 004 : 005 : 003 : 

Landscaping 

' . ' 
Total 0.4083 2.0000•· 2.06000- 0.0000 

005 003 

7.0 Water Detail 

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water 

8.0 Waste Detail 

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste 

9.0 Operational Offroad 

Equipment Type Number 

10.0 Stationary Equipment 

fire Pumps and Emergency Generators 

0,0000 0 0000 

• 1 0000e- • 1.0000e- • 
:005:oos: 

1.0000e- 1.0000e-
005 005 

: 1 ooooe- ~-1 ooooe-1 · · -· · · ·;-4.3800e- ~ 4 3800•- 7" 1.ooooe- ~------~ 4,6700e- • 
:oas:oos :ooa:ooa:oos: :ooJ 
' ' ' 

1.0000•· 1.0000•· 
005 00S 

Qays/Year Horse Power 

4.38008- 4.3800•· 1.0000•· 
003 003 005 

Load Flij:tor 

4.6700•-
003 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Summer 

Equipment Type Number Houm/Day Hours/Year Homa Power Load Factor Fuel Type 

~ 

Equjpmanl Type Number Heal Input/Day B~lter Rating FuatTypa 

User Defined Equipment 

Ei1ulp!llf!1JI Type Number 

11.0 Vegetation 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

1.0 Project Characteristics 

1.1 Land Usage 

Land Uses 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 

1.2 Other Project Characteristics 

Urbanization 

Climate Zone 

Utlllty Company 

CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Urban 

15 

Imperial Irrigation District 

1270.9 

20.00 

Wind Speed (m/s) 

CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data 

Project Characteristics -

Land Use -

West Wind Parking Storage 
Imperial County, Annual 

3.4 

0.029 

Mellle 

Acre 

Precipitation Freq (Days) 

Operational Year 

N20 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr) 

Lot•Aci'eajje 

20.00 

12 

2020 

0.006 

Date: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

Floor Surface Area Populallon 

871,200.00 0 

Construction Phase - Construction phased over 60 day period for construction of 6-acre parking area assuming import of asphalt grindings for surface material. 
Site preparation phase overlapped with grading to reduce daily vehicle emissions associated with surface material delivery and material placement on-site 
during grading operations. 

Trips and VMT - trip calculations assume use of 20-yard trucks importing 16,133 cy of material. 

Grading - Assumes 6 acres disturbed daily for Phase I during site preparation and grading for dust control purposes. 

Vehicle Trips - Trip estimates based on Traffic Impact Assessment 
The percent of non-residential trips are estimated 

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Assumes watering 3 times daily during grading for dust control. 

Fleet Mix -
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

Tabla Name I Column Name I Default Va.lue 

tblConstDustMiligation : WaterExposedAreaPM1 OPercentReducti : 61 55 
on • ' 

• - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - .... - .. - .. - .. - - • - - - ·- - - - - • - - - - - - - - • - - - - - ... - - - - - - - - - - •• - - - •• - - - • - • - - - •• - t- - - •••• - - - •••• - - • - - - - - - - ••• 
tblConstDustMitigation : WaterExposedAreaPM25PercentReducli : 61 • S5 

00 ' 
••• ••. lblCons!DustMitigation ••••.. "! · WaterUnpavedRoadMoistureContent . °!------------- 0 -----------r · ·- ......... 12 ••.•••• - •••• 

• • I 

•• _ ••• ~~l~~~~t-~u_•'.~i~~~~~n- _ •.•••• ! .. -~~~~~~a_v~~~~~~~~~i~I~~~~~~ _. r----•--•-•-o --- ------1 ...... ______ ~~ ______ . __ . __ 
tblConstructionPhase : NumDays : 10.00 30.00 

.... ~- -........................... .;. . --------------------------- .. ~--·- ---------------·----------
lblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 2/14/2020 3/13/2020 

.... . .... ········· .......... - ~ . ...... .. ... .... ............. -l---------------➔ •• •••••••••••••.•••••••••• 
tblGrading AcresOfGrading 75.00 6.00 

... . - ..... - .... - ... - .. - ... - - - ~ ... - .... -............ . .. -.... 4-----------------------
tblGrading AcresOfGrading 0.00 6.00 

.... - - . - ..... - - ........ - .. - .. ~ ............................. -1--------------------------
tblGrading Materiallmported , 0.00 16,133.00 

..... - . - .. -.............. .. - - ~ ............................ . 4------------------------
tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTripNumber 2,017.00 807.00 

......... --- ............. ----~- ............................ --------------···· ... ·········· •· ...... . 
lblVehicleTrips CNW_TTP 0.00 99.00 

.................. ........... ~ ............................ - -l------------------------
lblVehicleTrips CW_TTP 0.00 1.00 

••••••••• iblV~hi~l~Trip; ••••••••• ~ •••••••••••• si-j·r/ .......... . ...,_ _______ M□----------- .......... "1ee'.oo" ••• . •••• •• 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ,._,. • • • • •.;. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • "• +.--------•--•-------• • • • • • • • • • • • • • •" --r • • • • r ~ • 

lblVehicleTrips SU_ TR • 0.00 168.00 
••••••• •• -- •••••••••••••••••• .J •••••••••••••••••••••••• - •••• ~----------------+ ....... .......... ........ . 

lblVehicleTrips WD_TR 0.00 168.00 

2.0 Emissions Summary 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

2.1 Overall Construction 

Unmlt!gated Construction 

ROG NOx 

Year 

2020 0.1674 1.8208 

Maximum 0.1674 1.8208 

Mitigated ConstrucUon 

ROG NOx 

Year 

2020 •• 0.1674 1.8208 

Maidmum 0.1674 1.8208 

ROG NOx 

Percent 0.00 0.00 
Reduction 

co SO2 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

IDna/yr 

1.0623 : 2.2400e- : 9,8593 0,0825 
003 . 

1.0623 2.2400•- 9.8593 0.0825 
003 

co SO2 Fuglliva Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

Ions/yr 

1.0623 • 2 2400•- • 2 1801 0.0825 
: 003 : 

1.0623 2.2400•· 2.1801 0.0825 
003 

co 802 FuglUve Exhlluet 
PM10 PM10 

0.00 0.00 77.89 0.00 

PM10 
Total 

9,9418 

9.9418 

PM10 
Total 

2.2625 

2.2625 

PM10 
T-

17.24 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5Tota Bio-CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O C02e 
PM2,5 PM2.5 

MT/yr 

1,1478 0 0761 1,2238 0.0000 : 198,8115: 1988115: 0.0537 0 0000 : 200 1550 

' 
1.1478 0.0761 1.2238 0.0000 198.8115 198.8115 0.0537 0.0000 200.1550 

Fugitive Exhaust f'M2,5 Total Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

MT/yr 

0,3406 0 0761 0 4167 00000 : 198,8113: 198.8113: 00537 0,0000 : 200 1548 . ' 
0.3406 0.0761 0.4167 0.0000 198.8113 198.8113 0.0537 0.0000 200.1548 

Fug111V11 &hau1t PM2.5 Bio-CO2 NB!o-C02 T.,._IC02 CH4 N20 COh 
PM2.5 PM2.5 T.,._I 

70.33 0.00 65.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 
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Quarter Start Date 

1 1-8-2020 

2.2 Overall Operational 

unmitigated Qperauonal 

ROG NOx 

Nea :: 0.0145 O.OQ\)O 

End Date 

4-5-2020 

Highest 

co S02 

1,6000.,. 
004 

0.0000 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (lono/quarter) Maximum MIUgated ROG + NOX (IDno/qu■rtor) 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

ton&/yr 

0.0000 

1,9612 

1,9612 

PM10 
Total 

0.0000 

1.9612 

1,9612 

Fugitive Exhausl PM2.S Totll Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Tolal CO2 CH4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0 0000 0.0000 

MT/yr 

0,0000 • 3,6000e- • 3,6000e- • 0,0000 
:004:004: 

··· ·· ····••...----..-----.---...;..-------....---...;..-------¥---...... -- ' ' 
Energy :: 0,0000 0 0000 0,0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0,0000 0,0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 

' ' ' 

N20 C02e 

, 0.0000 1 3,BOOOe-
: : 004 
' ' ~o:ocioo: · o.iiocio". 

............ ::-------.:--------,-------.. --------,------+----.:-------.:-------~-------~------! -..... -. -:-----.:-----~-----
Mobile :: 1,3374 : 9.1777 : 6,7236 • 0.D128 0 ,0000 • 7.2300e- • 7.2300e- • 0.0000 • 6.8100•- • 6.8100•- I 0.0000 • 1,205.498 • 1,205.496 • 0 .2372 o.ii'oiio:1'.21,:~2ee 

, 
1 :003:003: :ooa:003 :e:a: 

Q < 0 ---..-------~• ~ I , ' 4 o 4 • 

. -. Wa~te· -. ·=------;------: .. f o.Oooo f 0.0000 r . . To .. 00001 0.0000 l 0,0000 : 0.0000 : 0 0000 : 0 .0000 0.0000-'7 · 0.0000· -
._, I t I I , ~ 4 t I I 

. --w;,~r- ---:----- : 0.0000 r-0:000□-r--- 0.0000 : 0.0000-1. OTOOOo".: o.Oooo 0.0000 0,0000 :o.OOCJo:. 0.0000·. 

. ' 
Total 1.4119 9.1777 6.7240 0.0128 0.0000 7.2300•- 7.2300•- 0.0000 6.8100•- 6.8100•- 0.0000 1,205.499 1,205.499 0.2372 0.0000 1,211.429 

003 003 003 oos 2 2 1 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

2.2 Overall Operational 

Mitigated Operational 

ROG NOx 

Celegory 

Area ., 0.0745 0.0000 

---E~~rQY . -•9l 0.0000 0.0000 ., 
u 

co 502 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

lone/yr 

1.BOOOe-
004 

0.0000 : : 0.0000 

' 
0,0000 0,0000- : - -----: 0,0000 

PM10 
Tolel 

0.0000 

0,0000 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Tola! Bio- CO2 NBlc>-C02 Tola! CO2 CH4 
PM2,5 PM25 

0,0000 : 0 0000 

' 

MT/yr 

O 0000 • 3 6000e- • 3.6000e- • 0.0000 
1

004
1

004: . 
a:0000 : -o~oo- · 0.0000· -: 0,0000 : a oaoo : a.aaoo 

' ' ' 

N20 C02a 

0,0000 • 3,BOOOe-
: 004 

• • j I I ---- --- ----
Mobile ., 1.3374 9.1777 6.723B 0~01~-o.oooo • 7.2300e- , 7.2300e- • 0.0000 -:-S 8100e~ 6,.B100e- 0.0000 :-1,205 49a ~ 1,205A9e ~ a 2372 .. 0,0000 -:-1,211 .4288 

:003'ooa: :ooa :oo3 •e:e: : 
-. . .... . . . .. ;;-- - ------..-- ---.------;-..---.----.---- ' ' ' 

: o 0000 : o,ooo~--:0.0000 :-o:OOOO o 0000 : 0 .0000 : 0.0000 : 0,0000 Waste 0,0000 : 0.0000 

' : : I : : : : : : : f : : 

..... ■ - - ■ - ••• ll't•-·- ·--· ... ----·..-·• - -.. ---·-..-- -----.----- -.. ----- ---- ---, -----·-------· ......... ■ -l------.--·--·-----------·---. ...... ■ ••• 
Water • • • • • O~OOOO • o 0000 • 1 o_oooo , 0.0000 • 0.0000 , 0 .0000 1 0.0000 • 0.0000 0.0000 •, 0.0000 

II : I I : I I : I I : • I 

Total 1.4119 9.1777 6.7240 0.0128 0.0000 7.23008• 7.23008· 0.0000 6.81008• 6.81008· 0.0000 1,205.499 1,205.499 0.2372 0.0000 1,211.429 

ROG 

Percent 0.00 
Reduction 

3.0 Construction Detail 

construct)on Phase 
Phase 
Number 

Phase Name 

NOll co 502 FuglUve 
PM10 

0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 

Phase Type 

003 003 003 003 

Exh■u•t PM10 
PM10 Total 

0.00 0.00 

Slart Date 

Fugitive Exhauat PM2.5 Bio-CO2 
PM2.5 

0.00 

End Da(e; 

PM2.5 Toto! 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

Num Daya Num Daya 
Week 

:Demolition :Demolition :1/6/2020 :1/31/2020 : s: 20: 

2 2 

NBIC>CO2 TollllC02 CH4 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

Phase Description 

·- - · ·• •I ••• - - • ··· - ·- • • •• ••· • • · · -1-----------------------1----------~-----------~- - ---~-,. ·- - •4 - - - · · · • -· • · · · · • ·- • · · • · - - · 
2 :Site Preparation :site Preparation :21112020 :3113/2020 : s: 30 : 

····••• I • •· •· · ····· ··· ••• ·· • · ··· -------·--------------------------➔--·· - ·· ·· ····· · ···· -- ·-·· 
3 :Grading :Grading :2115/2020 :3/27/2020 s: 

1 

N20 C02o 

0.00 0.00 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 
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Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 6 

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 6 

Acres of Paving: 20 

Page 6 of 23 Date: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage• Imperial County, Annual 

Residential Indoor: O; Residential Outdoor: O; Non•Residential Indoor: O; Non•Residential Outdoor: O; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural 
Coating - sqft) 

OffRoad Equipment 

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

Demolition :eonc«1tellndustrlal Saws : 8,oo: 0.73 
.......•.....•••.......••• . · 1··· ..........•.........•. ·+---------------- ·-·. ·---· ... ·>------......... .... . 

Domormon :Excavators : 3 8.00 : 0.38 

o~,;,~1itio~· ......... ·-- -...... · iR~i,i,;;11;;.io~~;,;·-----· ··•· t···----··------2 ........ . ·a.iici~: ____ 2_4_1[ ....... . .. ·o· . .io 
····························•··-·-·--·------·-----· ·-·--~-----·---------- -··· ·········------·· ····· · ······ SIie Preparation :Rubber Tired Dozers : 3 8.00: 0.40 

········ ···· ·· ······· ·· ·· ···•·······--·---·-------···---~---------------- -··· ·········------·· ············ Site Preparation •Tractors/Loadars!Baokhoes , 4 8.00, 97: 0.37 
.....•.••.........•......••. i •..•••••••.•.••••••••••.••• ~--------·------- -··· ···-·····~· -----~·· ············ 
Gradllljl :Excavators : 2 8.00: 158! 0.36 

············ ················~--·-··--------·-----··-·--~---------------- -··· ·---·····------·· ······· · ···· Grading ;Graders : 1 8.00: 187: 0.41 

················ ··· ····· ····~-···----------------------~---------------- -· ··-····· ···------~·············· Grading ;Rubber Tired Dozers : 1 8.00: 247! ·0.40 
.... ............. ........ -.... ----=---------------------------1-------·--·-------· ......................... -_,__ ______ ... --...... ..... -

Grading ;Scrapers 2 8.00 ; 367: 0.46 
······ · ·····················1------·---- ·--~--------1------+-------~·········· ···· 

Gradlr,g ;Tractors/Loaders/BaCl<hoes 8.00: 97; 0.37 

Trips and YMT 

Phaso Name Offroed Equipment Worker Trip Vendor Trip Hauling Trip Worker Trip VendoJ Trip Hauling Trip Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling 
,Counl Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Cia~s 'ilahk;!II €1lisJ 

Demolition ; e : 15,oo: o.oo: o.oo: 7.30 : 8.90 : 20.oo;LD_Mix :HDT_Mix :HHDT 
... · · · · · · · .. · -· ·1-------------+------·---1· · · · · · · · · • l -··· ··--·•----1---· •--I•·-·--· --·1--·--·--·--··-1· · · · · · · · · · f · · · · ·· · ·· · 

~l'.e.~•.e:~'.~ti~~ •••• j_ ___ __1 1a.oo: o.~ol 807.00L__ __ ~:1_ 8,90 ! ~.oot□-Mix :HDT_Mix l~~~~···· .. 
Grading e: 20.00: o.oo : o.oo: 7.30 : 8.90 : 2.0.00:LD_Mix :HDT_Mix :HHDT 

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 
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Use Soll Stabilizer 

Replace Ground Cover 

Water Exposed Area 

Water Unpaved Roads 

Reduce Vehicle Speed on Unpaved Roads 

3.2 Dem.olltlon - 2020 

Unmft)gated Construction On-Site 

Page 7 of 23 Dale: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

Wes! Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

ROO NOX co S02 Fug1111>8 Emo~ P~10 F1Jg1Jtve EAA,IUII PMU; Tollo Blc>- 002 Nlllo- CO2 Tolal CO2 CH4 
PM10 PMIO Total PM2.5 PM2.I> 

N20 C02a 

MT/yr 

Ott-Rood 0,0331 0.3320 0.2175 • 3.9000 ... • 
: 004 : 

0.0166 0.0166 0.0161 0.0000 • 33.9986 • 33.9966 • 9.6000o- • 0.0000 34.2386 
I : I 003 : 

' ' 
0.0331 0.3:120 0:2175 3.9000.- 0.0166 0.0166 0.015' 0.015' 0.0000 33.9986 33.9i86 9.6000.· 0.0000 3~.2318 

004 003 
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3.2 Demolition - 2020 

Unmitigated Construction Off.Sile 

Page 8 of23 Date: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

ROG NOx co SO2 Fugllive Exhaust PM1D 
Total 

Fugllive Exheuot PM2.5 Tota Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 
PM10 PM1D PM2.5 PM2.5 

Category tone/yr MT/yr 

Heuling : 0.0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 : a 0000 : o 0000 : 0,0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : o 0000 0.0000 ! a 0000 : 0.0000 
• • I I I I I I I I I 
.. I t I I I I t f I I I I . -· v · .. d. - - - • n--o-OoOO-□-oaoo---□-()()OQ---□oooo·--□-OoOO--y--o-oooo--ooooo-..--□000000000- ... 0oooo· .. 0 OOOo" ·ooooo-· ..... -o-.o-o-oo~~o-.o□oo: 0,0000 : 0,0000 

en or :: _ : _ : • : . : . : . - ' - : . : . t • : • 
• •• w~;k~; •• • :0.7000e--~6.?0oO-;:-~e2000;:-~-1.oooa-;:--;--□J197-~ 1.ooooe- 0,7797 0,0779 I 1,00008- I 0.0779 0.0000 I 0,6976 

+I I t I I I I I 1 , 
0.6976 : 6,0000e- : 0 .. 0000 ': "0.699() 

··004:004'003:005: 005 :005: : 

Total 8.70008· 
004 

6.7000e-
004 

6.2000e-
003 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Category 

Off-Road .. 0,0331 0 3320 0.2175 .. 
Total 0.0331 0.3320 0.2175 

1.0000e-
005 

SO2 

: 3.9000a- : 
004 

3.90008-
004 

0.7797 

·Fuglllve 
PM10 

1.0000•· 
005 

Exnaust 
PM10 

tons/yr 

0a0166 

0.0166 

0.7797 

PM10 
Total 

0.0166 

0.0166 

' . . 
0.0779 1.0000•- 0.0779 0.0000 

005 

Fuglflve Exhaust 'PM2.5 Total Blo-CO2 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0154 0.0154 0.0000 

0.0154 0.0154 0.0000 

. 005 

0.6976 0.6976 6.0000a- 0.0000 0.6990 
005 

NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

MT/yr 

33.9986 33.9986 I 9.60008- I 

: 003 : 
0,0000 34 .2385 

33.9986 33.9986 9.60000- 0.0000 34.2385 
003 
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Page 9 of 23 Date: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

3.2 Demolition - 2020 

Mitigated Construction Off.Site 

ROG NOx 

Cetego,y 

co 502 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

tons/yr 

PM10 
Total 

Fuglltve Exhaust PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

MT/yr 

CH4 N20 C02e 

Hauling :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0 ,0000 : 0.0000 : O 0000 : 0 .0000 : 0 ,0000 : 0,0000 0,0000 : 0,0000 O 0000 : 0,0000 : 0,0000 0,0000 0,0000 : O 0000 
I I I I I I I I I 

II I ' I I I I • ---+- , 0 .-----,...-- ' • • • • • • • • • • • l'l-'-'-------- --·-------..--------- --- -------"1.--------- - - -,------- - • • • • • • •·r--- ----- .,--- - -- - -- -T • ,.. . • • • • 

---:::::. --h
0

;:::: t~7::::_ ~ 6~2::::_ ~- 1~~:::. t :-:::-r~:::: ~ :-:::-~ : :::::-~1~0::::_ +-::::::-i' -:·:::: -~::::-~-::::::-t 6°0::::_ i :::::: !-:-:::: 
::004: 004 : ooa:oos : :005: : : 005: : : :oos : : 
q I • I t I I I I I o I I I I 

Total B.70000- 6.70000- 6.2000a- 1.0000a- 0.1654 1.0000a- 0.1654 
004 004 003 DO~ 005 

3.3 Site Preparation - 2020 

Unmitigated Construction On.Site 

ROG NOx co S02 

Cetego,y 

Fugitive Dust : 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

tons/yr 

PM10 
Total 

! 0.2758 : 0 0000 ! 0 2758 

' . ----------ii----,;------:-.-•-----.:--- .:-------.:----- ··~----
Off-Road " 0,0612 0 6363 0.3227 • 5.7000e- , 0.0330 0.0330 

: 004 : 

Total 0.0612 0.6363 0.3227 5.7000•- 0.2758 0.0330 0.3087 
004 

0.0206 1.0000a- 0.0206 0.0000 0.6976 0.6976 6.0000a- 0.0000 0.6990 
005 005 

FuglUve Exhaust PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 C02e 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0 1496 

0.1496 

0.0000 : 0.1496 

0 0303 ·~ 0.0303 

0.0303 0.1799 

MT/yr 

o 0000 : o~oooo : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : o_oooo 
I I I I I 

0,0000 I 50,1460 ~ 501460 ~ 0 0162 -, 0,0000 -: 50 5515 

0.0000 50.1460 50.1460 0.0162 0.0000 50.5515 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

3.3 Site Preparation - 2020 

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co 

Celagory 

502 FuglHve Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

Ions/yr 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Tatel Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Tatel CO2 CH4 
PM2,5 PM2.5 

MT/yr 

N20 C02a 

Hauling :: 2.1:~•-1 0.0963 0,0129 : 3. 1ggi•- : 5,7474 : 3 1ggi•- : 5.7477 : 0,5744 l 2 9g:e-1 0,5747 J 0,0000 i 29 5921 29,5921 : 1.2;g~•- : 0.0000 l 29,6226 

Vendor : 0.0000 ~:-o,-o-oo-o~- 0-,0-0-00 l 0,0000 l 0,0000 l -o.oooii1-o~oiioo- .. l - o-,o-oo- o-~o-.o-o-oii1- ii:oiiiio , • o,oo&i ro~o:o:00:::::0,:00:0:o_. 0,0000 : 0 ooii°: · 0.0000· · 

---w~;k~;-··:: 1~5700e- I 1.20008- 0,0112 ~ '1.ooooe- :-1.4035 ~1 .0000;-:-1 .4035 ~1402 1.0000;~-0~402-1,·•o.oooa··--1~2555 1.2556 ---w□ooe- I o,oo00:·1.2se2·· 
003'003 :oas: :oas: oos : 004: : 

Total 3.75D0e- D.D975 D.D240 3.2D0De- 7.1509 3.2D0De- 7.1512 0.7146 3.00D0e- D.7149 0.0DDD 30.8478 30.8478 1 .3200•· 0.DDD0 30.88D8 
0D3 D04 D04 004 003 

Mitigated Construction On-Site 

1:100 NOx co 502 Fuglllve Exhaust PM10 FuglUve Exhaust PM2.5 J:Olal Bio-CO2 NB!o,CQ2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 
PM10 PM10 Tolal PM2.5 PM2.5 

Cetego,y lllflM'r "'1'1Yr 

FugttlvliOuOI .. Q.1241 0.0000 0.1241 0.067:l 0,0000 
' 

0.087:l 0,0000 0,0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 . 0.0000 . ...... ....... . . ..--
Off-Road 0.0612 0.6363 0.3227 5.7000e- : 0.0330 0.0330 0.0303 0.0303 0.0000 50.1460 50.1460 0.0162 0 0000 50.5514 

M 004 

Tolal 0.0612 0.6363 0.3227 5.70008- 0.1241 0.0330 0.1571 0.0673 0.0303 0.0976 0.0000 50.1460 50.1460 0.0162 0.00D0 50.5514 
004 
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2020 

Mitigated Construction Off.Site 

ROG NOx 

Cetego,y 

co S02 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

FugltlJ,e Ekluiusl 
PM10 PM10 

Iona/yr 

PMIO 
Total 

Fuglllve Ellha\nl PM2.6 ,;010 Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH-4 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

MT/yr 

N29 C02e 

Hauling • 2.1800e- • 0.0963 0.0129 • 3.1000•- • 1 2199 3.1000•- • 12202 0.1520 • 2.9000e- • 0.1523 0.0000 •, 29.5921 29.5921 • 1.2iOOo- • 0 ,0000 • 29 6226 
•

1
003: 1 004: 004

1 1
004

1 
I , :003: : 

" ' .;.'---..... -- --..----;------... -J ... -... -:-·------- ' ' ' -.. i,;;d~; .. -~ 0 0000 ! 0 0000 ' o.oooii-r-□JJDOO 1 0.0000 0,0000 r-0 DODO O 0000 0.0000 .;. . 0.0000 I 0.0000 : 0,0000 0.0000 f□-D000 f 0,0000 1 0.0000 

""w~;k~;··-~?OCi.;::--:-1 .2000~0112-~,.ooooe- • 02977 1.00008- • 0.2977 0,0371 1 OOOOe- • 0.0371 l 0,0000 , 1,2556 1.2556 1,0000e- • 0 ,0000 ~ 1,2582 :=·= ~: ~· ~: : ~· 
u ' I I ■ 

Total 3.7500•- 0.0975 0.0240 3.20000- 1.5177 3.20000- 1.5180 0.1891 
003 004 004 

3.4 Grading - 2020 

Voroltlgated construction on-stte 

ROG NOx co SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugllivo 
PM10 PM10 Tolel PM2.5 

Category tons/yr 

Fugitive Dusl 0,0935 0,0000 : D 0935 ' 0 0500 
" ' ' ' ., ' ' ' •• ·Qff:R;ad. --::-0:0668-0.1530 0,4794 : 9 30008· o.0J2S:-o:0326: .. 004 

Total O.<Hl68 0.7530 0.4794 9.3000•· 0.0935 0.0326 0.1261 0.0500 
004 

3.0000e-
004 

E>Chaust 
PM2.5 

0,0000 

PM2.5Tole 

0,0500 
' ' 

0,0300 T 0,0300 

0.0300 0.0800 

30.8478 

Bio-CO2 NB1o-CO2 

0.0000 : 0,0000 

-O.OOOc) •t- 81 7264 

0.0000 81.7264 

30.8478 1.32000- 0.0000 30.8808 
003 

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

MT/yr 

0 0000 0.0000 0,0000 : 0.0000 

81 7264 D.0264 0,0000 82,3872 

81.7264 0.0264 0.0000 82.3872 
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3.4 Grading - 2020 

Unmltlaated Construction Off-Site 

ROG NOx co S02 

Hauling : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
Total 

FugMiva Exhaust PM2,5 
Total 

Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 
f'M10 f'M10 Pl\12.5 f'M2.5 

Ions/yr MT/yr 

: 0.0000 : Q_QQOO : 0.0000 : 0,0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 
I I f I I I I I I 

N2O C02a 

0.0000 : 0.0000 

----------· ~ ii----.;----;---..;..---• I f I I I I I •---..... ----,. 

- 0.0000 " · o .. ooOo T o 0000 ·: · 0.0000 : 0,0000 T 0.0000 a 0000 ; · 0,0000 ': 0.0000 ~ Vendor ., 0,0000 0 0000 0,0000 0 0000 0 0000 0,0000 : 0.0000 
I I I I I 
I I I I , I 

1.5594 1 0000;.-:- 1.5595 - 01558 ":"1 .00000- - 0.1558 • 0.0000° -~;---13951 1,10000- • 0.0000 1 3980 
005 I : 005 004 : 

Total 1.7400e- 1.33000- 0.0124 2.0000•- 1.5594 1.0000e- 1.5595 
003 003 005 005 

Mitigated ConstructJoo on-Site 

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 f'M10 

Category tons/yr 

Fugitive Oust ., 0.0421 , 0,0000 

" ' ' . . 
Off-Road ::--a.oose -:- 0.7530 0-4794 --:-9.aooo-;-~------~-a.a32s 

: 004 ! 

Total 0.0668 0.7530 0.4794 9.3000.· 0.0421 0.0326 
004 

PM10 
Total 

0 0421 

0.0326 

0.0747 

0.1558 1.00000- 0.1558 0.0000 1.3951 1.3951 1.1 000e- 0.0000 1.3980 
005 004 

FuglUva Exhaust PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e 
f'M2.5 PM2,5 

MT/yr 

0 0225 0,0000 0.0225 0 0000 ; 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0 0000 : 0.0000 : 0 0000 . ' ' t I I I I 

0,0300 0.0300 0.0000 81.7263~.7263 • 0.0264 - 0,0000 82 3871 

0.0225 0.0300 0.0525 0.0000 81 .7263 81 .7263 0,0264 0.0000 82.3871 
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West Wlnd Parking Stora_ge - Imperial County, Annual 

3.4 Grading • 2020 

Mlltgated ConstrucHon PH-Sita 

ROG NOx co S02 Fugillve Exl)1u11 PMlO ' Fuo1tlve Exhaull PM2.5 TOia! e·1o-co2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 C.H4 N20 C02I 
PMIO Pl,410 TC4lll PM2.5 PM2.5 

Cetogo,y IMslyr 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 
I f o I t I I f I I 

• • • • •••••••~"-----•-~-----~---------:-------.:------~------~---.:----.:a- -------.& •••••• ,.:-.---- I ------ ~ ~:=;~;~;~;~;~1~1~i~i~i~i~ 
Workor ~ 1.74ot)e.- ... , -,-.3300--•_..,.a--0-.0-12-4-: 2~00000- : 0.3300 : 1.0000e- °70-;300-+-o."o:tt2-t"tooooa-. : ·o:0412-1! · O.OOOci ·:-,.395,f--,-;95,:1,i~t-o~0000-

:: 003: 003 • :oos : :oos: ! :oos : : : 004: 
•I I I I I I f I I I I I 

VendCf 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

1.3980 

Tolll 1.74001• 1.3300•· 0.11124 2.00001- 0.3308 1.0000.- 0.3308 O.G412 1.00001• 0.0412 0.0000 1.3951 1.38a1 1,10001• OJIOOO 1,3980 
003 003 005 OU 005 004 

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile 

4.1 Mitigation Measures Moblle 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

ROG I NOx I CO I 502 I Fugitive I Exhaust I PM10 I Fugitive I Exhaust IPM2.5 Tola Bio-C02 INB1o-C021 Total CO2 I CH4 I N20 I C02e 
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 I 

Category tone/yr MT/yr 

M1'lgatoc1 : 1,3374 : 9~1777 : 6,7238 : 0~01 2a : 0 .0000 : 7.~ e- : 1,2g:eT : 0 .0000 : ti.a;~• : e.e
0
6~o- 0.0000 1,20~.498 : 1,20~.498 : 0~2372 : 0.0000 : 1,211.4288 

.. I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

Unmitigated ::- 1.3374 ..,. 9.1777 ..,. 6,7238 ..,. 0.0128 ..,. 0.0000 -:- 7 2300e--:- 7.2300e- , 0.0000 -:- 6.B100e--:- 6.B100e-
" '003'003' '003'003 

0.0000 1,205.4987 1,205.4987 0 2372 ~ 0,0000 -:-, ,21 l.42U 
B ' B ' ' 

4.2 Trip Summary Information 

I Average Daily Trip Rate I Unmitigated I Mitigated 

Land Use I Weekday I Saturday 1sunday I AnnualVMT I AnnualVMT 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces : 3,360.00 ' 3,360.00 I 3360.00 

Total I 3,360.00 I 3,360.00 I 3,360.00 I I 

4.3 Trip Type Information 

I Miles I Trip% I Trip Purpose % 

Land Use I H-W or C-W I H-S or C-C I H-O or C-NW l~-W or C-WI H-S or C-C I H-O or C-NW I Primary I Diverted I Pass-by 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces : 6,70 : 5.00 : 8,90 : 1.00 : 0.00 : 99.00 : 0 : 0 : 0 

4.4 Fleet Mix 

Land Use LD/tl LDT1 LD~ MDV LHlill LfiDl!· MH[) HHO 0BUS- ueus MCY SBUS MH 

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.503420"; 0.033264: 0.160883: 0.129541; 0.018929: 0.005318: 0.019165: 0.118376: 0.003239: 0.001168: 0.005214: 0.000745: 0. 000738 

5.0 Energy Detail 

Historical Enerov Use: N 
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5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy 

ROG NOx co S02 

category 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

Iona/yr 

PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2,5 Tote! Bio- CO2 NBlo- CO2 Total CO2 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

MT/yr 

CH4 

E1octrlcily : 0,0000 : 0 0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 ; 0.0000 : 0,0000 : 0.0000 
M~lgated .,,,, 1 • , , 

N20 C02e 

0,0000 : 0 0000 

M I I I I I I ...;.---..;..- 0 0 0 ;.'---..;..--• · Ei~~t;~ · .. · :,---·-·--. --·-·-·•·-:-----·--i----~-------oJIDOO·-~o.OaOO 1: . o oo. oo· ~: 0.0000 

1
, o.c>ooo i: - 0.0000 ~: 0.0000 •: 0.0000 o OOOQi • 0 0000-

,....~ • I • 

Unmillgatad : • • 
H • I ..----;.-- --,---------;--- I I t I I - ·Naiu-r.";1G;; --::-·-0-0000-~-o-OOOO--:-o:oooo 0.0000 0.0000 o 0000 : 0.0000 T 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : o 0000 : 0.0000 o 0000 : 0.0000 

Mlllyijtl:KJ :: : : I I I ' • I I • 

. . ------. -. :..-- --- -..:.------...:..--- ----..:-------..:-------..:.---- --..:--------4------ .. ...,:.. ...... ---4-- --- --! .. -... . ;.. .. ...... --..:-------..:-------..:-- --- .... ..;. -. ----
NeturalGes •• 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 , 0,0000 0 0000 • • 0.0000 • 0 0000 • 0.0000 • 0,0000 , 0 0000 , 0 0000 • 0,0000 • 0.0000 
Unmiligated :: 

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas 

Unmlt1gated 

NaWrelGll ROG NO. co 
a Usa 

Lend Use kBTU/yr 

Other Non- 0.0000 0,0000 0,0000 
Asphalt Sur1aces : 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

S02 Fugitive Exhaust 
PM10 PM10 

tons/yr 

0,0000 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 

PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5Tole Bio-CO2 NBJo.,C02 Tolal CC2 CH4 N20 
Total PM2,5 PM2,5 

MT/yr 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

C02e 

0.0000 

0.0000 
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas 

Mitigated 

Natut111Ga ROG NOx co 
.u .. 

Land Uee kBTU/yr 

Other Non- 0 0.0000 0 0000 0 ,0000 
Asphalt Surfaces : 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity 

Unmlt)gated 

Eloc1tfcfty ,TOIIIC02 0114 N20 
Uee 

Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr 

Other Non- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
Asphalt Surfaces : 

Tolll 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Page 16 of 23 Date: 9/1112019 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

S02 ' FuglUve Exhaust PM10 FuglUve Exhaust PM2.5 Bio-CO2 NB1o-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2& 
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total 

Iona/yr MT/yr 

0 0000 0,0000 0 0000 0.0000 0,0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

CO2" 

0.0000 

0.0000 
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West Wlnd Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity 

Mitigated 

Eioctrlclty ToialC02 CH4 
u .. 

LaodU.. kWhtt< MT/yr 

N20 

OthotNor>- . 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
A1P'1alt Surfoaos : 

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

6.0 Area Detail 

6 .. 1 Mitigation Measures Area 

C02o 

0.0000 

0.0000 

Ctu,gory IOf\s/yr MT/yr 

Mltlgatod .. o.0745 , 0.0000 , 1.eoooe- , 0.0000 , : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 
: : : 004 : : t I I I 
n I I I I I I I I I . ......... ... -------- ----.. -..,,. ----·--------·----.. --..,. -----·-------------------------- ....... --

Unmtigatod " 0.0745 0.0000 : 1.~ ! 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.0000 : 3,sg:o. ! 3.6~ ! OJlOOO ! 0.0000 

• f I I 

0,0000 ~ 3.6000e- • 3.6000&- 7 0,0000 ~ 0.0000 
!004:004' 

3.80000· 
004 

3,BOOOa-
004 
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6.2 Area by Subcategory 

Voroltloated 

ROG NOx 

SubCategory 

Architectural •• 0.0182 
Coating 

------- -----------Consumer •• 0.0563 
Products •• 

co S02 

Page 18 of23 Date: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

Fugitive Exhaust PM10 
Total 

Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Tota Bk>- CO2 NBk>- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 

tons/yr MT/yr 

: 0,0000 0.0000 • 0 0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 , 0.0000 

' ' ' ' ' ' ' -o.ciooo'""-0.0000 ~0.0000 : 0.0000 I -ii.0000· -: 0.0000 0,0000 0,0000 ---□, 0000 : 0,0000 

• ' o I . L~~d-.~pln°g0 

• ."',-2-.0-0_0_0e----0-.0-0_0_0--1-.8-0-00-•--'"',-o-.O-O-OO-~----O•.o•-ooo--.--O-.O-O-OO-.-----.-O-.O-OO- O--;.• 0,0000 1 0.0000 r-, -3-.6-00_0_e---;.•-3-.6-0_00_e __ -,.--0-.0-0-00-.-0- .-00-0-0-;- a'.eoooe: · 
·•aos 004: : :004:004• 1 004 

' ' ' 
Total 

Mitigated 

SubCategory 

Architectural 
Coating 

0.0745 

ROG 

0.0182 

0.0000 1.80000- 0.0000 0.0000 
004 

NOx co 502 Fugitive Exheuet 
PM10 PM10 

Ions/yr 

0.0000 

0.0000 

PM10 
Tolal 

0.0000 

Fugitive Exhaust 
PM2.5 PM2.5 

0.0000 

PM2,5 
Total 

0.0000 3.60008• 3.60008• 0.0000 
004 004 

Bk>- CO2 NBlo- C(!2 Total CO2 CH4 

MT/yr 

0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 I 0.0000 : 0.0000 MOOD 0.0000 

0.0000 3.80000-
004 

N20 CO2e 

0,0000 : 0.0000 

• • • • • • •,..., • • ----~--~---~-------~-------------:---.:-. I - ·- ·- · • • • • • • • ..,,..• ----,----,,-------.. 

0.0000 : : 0,0000 : 0.0000 1 0,0000 : 0.0000 " 0,0563 0.0000 0,0000 0.0000 

. ;_;~d-s~pln°g-. ;; .. - 2-.0- 0_0_0.----0-00_0_0.....;. •. 1_8_0_0_0•---i,.--o-.o-o-oo-.----.-o-.o-o-oo-i-o-o_o_o_o.....;.,----:-a.oooo : o:Ooooi, · ii.oiicio" ":-Tsoooe- • 

.. ~ -: : -· 
Consumer 
Producls 

3,6000B· • 0.0000 
004 ' 

Total 0.0745 0.0000 1.80000- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 3.6000•- 3.60000- 0.0000 
004 004 004 

7.0 Water Detail 

0,0000 0,0000 

' 
0,0000 • 3.8000e-

' 004 

0.0000 3.80000-
004 
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water 

Tolal CO2 I CH4 I N20 I. CO2& 

Mitigated :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 

' ' ' ■ I I I I 

Unmitigated ::- 0.0000 ; 0 0000 ; 0,0000 "'!' 0.0000 

.. 

7.2 Water by Land Use 

unmitigated 

l(ldoor,Q,t 
door!Jse 

~•Musa Mg■I 

other Non- 0/ 0 0,0000 
Asphalt Surfaces : 

Total 0.0000 

·[ti-I NW 

MT/yr 

0,0000 0,0000 

0.0000 0.0000 

Page 19 of 23 Date: 9/11/2019 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

CO2• 

0 0000 

0.0000 
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7.2 Water by Land Use 

Mitigated 

1-/0u:I Toto1C02 
.dooi-u .. 

C.H4 ~o· 

lanaute Mfal MTtyr 

Ot~orN011• 010 00000 0.0000 0.0000 
Asphalt Surfacea : 

Totol 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

8.0 Waste Detail 

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste 

categoryNear 

MTl)'r 

Mlllgalod :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 ; 0.0000 0 ,0000 
a ■ I I 

II I I 

Unm1Uga10d ...- 0 .0000 ..... 0 .0000 "'T" 0.0000 0.0000 .. 

Page 20 of23 Date: 9/11/201 9 8:34 AM 

West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

0021 

0,0000 

0.0000 
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8.2 Waste by Land Use 

Unmitigated 

Waste Total CO2 
Disposed 

LandUae Ions 

OlherNon- . 0 0.0000 
Asphalt Surfaces : 

Total 0.0000 

Mitigated 

Wllllf 
D11poted 

T~I C02 1 

LandU10 10111 

Other Non- 0 .. 0.0000 ' Asphalt Surfaces : 
,, ., 

' •. 
Total 0.0000 

I 

9.0 Operational Offroad 

Equipment Type 

CH4 N20 

MT/yr 

0.0000 0.0000 

D.DD00 D.DDD0 

Ctl4 I N20 

MT/yr 

0.0000 ' 0.0000 
' ' 

0.0000 

I 
0.0000 

Number 
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C02e 

0,0000 

0.DDDD 

I C02a 

' 0.0000 
' ' 

I 
0.0000 

Houra/Day Days/Year Holll8 Power Load Factor Fuel Type 
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West Wind Parking Storage - Imperial County, Annual 

10.0 stationary Equipment 

Eire Pumps and Emergency Generators 

Equipment Typo Numbef Houril/Oay Houra/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type 

Equlpmel\l Typt! Number Heal lnpuVOay Ho-at tnpul/Year Boiler Ratii,g Fuellypa 

User Defined Equipment 

Equfpmen1 Type Number 

11.0 Vegetation 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

TRANSPORTATION IMPACT STUDY 

WEST WIND PARKING STORAGE 
Imperial County, California 

May 7, 2019 

Linscott, Law & Greenspan Engineers (LLG) has been retained to assess the potential traffic impacts 
associated with the West Wind Parking Storage project. The project is located on the southeast 
corner of the SR 111 / Heber Road intersection in the County oflmperial. 

The project proposes to expand the site footprint to accommodate an increased need for storage of 
containers and to reduce the potential for accidents within the project site. This transportation report 
addresses the potential transportation impacts associated with the proposed project. 

The following sections are included in this report: 

• Project Description 

• Existing Conditions Discussion 

• Analysis Approach and Methodology 

• Significance Criteria 

• Analysis of Existing Conditions 

• Trip Generation/Distribution/Assignment 

• Cumulative Traffic 

• Analysis of Near-Term Scenarios 

• Site Access and Circulation Review 

• Significance of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

LINSCOI I, LAW & GRtlNSPAN. engineers 
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 Project Location 
The project is located on the southeast corner of the SR 111 / Heber Road intersection in the County 
of Imperial. 

Figure 2-1 includes a project vicinity map and Figure 2-2 includes a project area map. 

2.2 Project Description 
West Wind Parking Storage, Inc. currently operates a freight storage facility. The facility houses 
numerous trucking companies that deliver and store freight on-site. Currently, the facility is running 
out of available space. The project proposes to expand their footprint to accommodate an increased 
need for storage of containers. 

Figure 2-3 shows the conceptual site plan for the project. 

2.3 Project Access 
Access to the project site is currently located approximately 800 feet east of the E Heber Road / SR 
111 intersection. As part of the proposed expansion, the project driveway will be relocated eastward 
to the E Heber Road / Yourman Road intersection as the fourth leg (south leg), and convert the 
current driveway to emergency access only. 

LINSCO 11. LAW & Gl{ttNSPAN, engineers 
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3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The intersections and street segments included in the study area are listed below. These locations 
were chosen since they will carry the majority of project traffic. 

Intersections 

• E Heber Road I SR 11 I 

• E Heber Road / Frontage Road 

• E Heber Road / Project Driveway 

• E Heber Road / Y ourman Road 

• Frontage Road/ Jenco Productions Driveway 

Street Segments 

E Heber Road 
• WestofSRlll 

• SR 111 to Frontage Road 

• Frontage Road to Y ourman Road 

Frontage Road 
• North of E Heber Road 

• South of E Heber Road 

3.1 Existing Transportation Conditions 
The following is a description of the existing street network in the study area. 

State Route 111 (SR 111) is classified as a State Highway in the Imperial County Circulation 
Element. SR 111 is a north-south facility located to the west of the project site. In the vicinity of the 
project, SR 111 is a four-lane divided roadway. The posted speed limit is 65 mph. No bike lanes or 
bus stops are provided and curbside parking is prohibited. 

Heber Road is classified as a Local Collector in the fmperial County Circulation Element. In the 
vicinity of the project, Heber Road is an east-west two-lane undivided roadway. The posted speed 
limit is 55 mph. No bike lanes or bus stops are provided and curbside parking is prohibited. 

Frontage Road is an unclassified roadway in the Imperial County Circulation Element. In the 
vicinity of the project, Frontage Road is a north-south two-lane undivided roadway located adjacent 
to the project site. No bike lanes or bus stops are provided. 

Yourman Road is an unclassified roadway in the Imperial County Circulation Element. In the 
vicinity of the project, Y ourman Road is a north-south four-lane undivided roadway located opposite 
of the proposed project driveway, which is to be constructed and aligned with Yourman Road to 

UNSCO r r. LAW & Gf(W~SPAN. engineers 
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allow compatibility with Imperial County's planned extension of Yourman Road south of E Heber 
Road and signalization of the intersection. No bike lanes or bus stops are provided. 

Figure 3-1 depicts the existing traffic conditions and the study area intersections and street segments 
graphically. 

3.2 Existing Traffic Volumes 
Existing traffic volumes were conducted by manually counting the AM and PM peak hour volumes 
at study area intersections, and laying tube counters along study area street segments to count daily 
volumes. 

Peak Hour Volumes- Existing weekday AM and PM peak hour (6:30-8:30 AM and 3:30-5:30 PM) 
traffic volume counts were commissioned at the study area intersections on Tuesday, April 16, 2019. 

Daily Volumes- Existing street segment Average Daily Traffic (ADT) volume counts were 
commissioned on Tuesday, April 16, 2019. 

Table 3-1 is a summary of the existing street segment average daily traffic within the project study 
area. Figure 3-2 depicts the peak hour intersection turning movement and 24-hour street segment 
volumes at the study area intersections and segments. Appendix A contains copies of the intersection 
and street segment count sheets. 

Street Segment 

E Heber Road 
West of SR 111 

SR 111 to Frontage Road 

Frontage Road to Yourman Road 

Frontage Road 
North of E Heber Road 

South of E Heber Road 

Footnotes: 

a Average Daily Traffic Volumes 

LINSCOI I, LAW& GRElNSPAN, engineers 

TABLE 3-1 
EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

ADT• 

5,560 

5,650 

5,680 

300 

1,330 

7 

Date 

April 2019 

April 2019 

April 2019 

April 2019 

April 2019 

Source 

LLG 
LLG 
LLG 

LLG 
LLG 
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4.0 ANALYSIS APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY 

Level of service (LOS) is the term used to denote the different operating conditions which occur on a 
given roadway segment under various traffic volume loads. It is a qualitative measure used to 
describe a quantitative analysis taking into account factors such as roadway geometries, signal 
phasing, speed, travel delay, freedom to maneuver, and safety. Level of service provides an index to 
the operational qualities of a roadway segment or an intersection. Level of service designations 
range from A to F, with LOS A representing the best operating conditions and LOS F representing 
the worst operating conditions. Level of service designation is reported differently for signalized 
intersections, unsignalized intersections and roadway segments. 

4.1 Intersections 
Signalized intersections were analyzed under AM and PM peak hour conditions. Average vehicle 
delay was determined utilizing the methodology found in Chapter 19 of the Highway Capacity 
Manual (HCM), with the assistance of the Synchro version 10 computer software. For the purposes 
of this analysis, the latest and current HCM 6th edition using Synchro software was used. Signalized 
intersection calculation Worksheets and a more detailed explanation of the methodology are attached 
in Appendix B. 

Unsignalized intersections were analyzed under AM and PM peak hour conditions. Average vehicle 
delay and Levels of Service (LOS) was determined based upon the procedures found in Chapter 20 
and 21 of the latest Highway Capacity Manual (HCM), with the assistance of the Synchro 10 
computer software. Unsignalized intersection calculation worksheets and a more detailed 
explanation of the methodology are attached in Appendix B. 

4.2 Street Segments 
Street segments were analyzed based upon the comparison of ADT to the County of Imperial's 
Roadway Classifications, Levels of Service (LOS) and Average Daily Traffic (ADT) table (see 
Table 4-1 below). Table 4-1 provides segment capacities for different street classifications, based 
on traffic volumes and roadway characteristics. Segment analysis is a comparison of ADT volumes 
and an approximate daily capacity on the subject roadway. 

LINSCO 11, LAW & GHl:ENSPAN, engineers 
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TABLE 4-1 
IMPERIAL COUNTY STANDARD STREET CLASSIFICATION AVERAGE DAILY VEHICLE TRIPS 

Road Level ofServiee W/ADT* 

Class X•Section A B C D E 

Expressway 128 / 210 30.000 42.000 60.000 70,000 80,000 

Prime Arterial 106/ 136 22.200 37.000 44,600 50,000 57.000 

Minor Arterial 82 / 102 14,800 24,700 29,600 33,400 37,000 

Major Collector 
64 / 84 13.700 22.800 27,400 30,800 34,200 

(Collector) 

Minor Collector 40 / 70 1,900 4.100 7,100 10,900 16,200 
(Local Collector) 

Residential Street 40 / 60 * * < 1,500 * * 

Residential Cul-de-
40/60 • * < 1,500 • • Sac/ Loop Street 

Industrial Collector 76 / 96 5,000 10,000 14,000 17,000 20,000 

Industrial Local 
44 / 64 2.500 5.000 7,000 8,500 10,000 

Street 

• Levels of sc1,•k.: arc not upphcd to 1,·.'1dcn1inl streets ~111 c 1hcu primmy purpose 1s to serve uburting l\ll . not carry 1hrough 1mffic L,•vds or scrv1c : 
normally apply to roads carryin& 1hrough traffic between major trip generators and attractors 

UNSCO 11, LAW & GHl:ENSPAN, engineers 
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5.0 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 

The County of Imperial does not have published significance criteria. However, the County General 
Plan does state that the LOS goal for intersections and roadway segments is to operate at LOS C or 
better. Therefore, if an intersection or segment degrades from LOS C or better to LOS Dor worse 
with the addition of project traffic, the impact is considered significant. If the location operates at 
LOS D or worse with and without project traffic, the impact is considered significant if the project 
causes the intersection delta to increase by more than two (2) seconds, or the volume to capacity 
(V/C) ratio to increase by more than 0.02. 

A project is considered to have a significant impact if the new project traffic decreases the operations 
of surrounding roadways by a defined threshold. The defined thresholds for roadway segments and 
intersections are defined in Table 5-1 below. If the project exceeds the thresholds in Table 5-1, then 
the project may be considered to have a significant project impact. A feasible mitigation measure 
will need to be identified to return the impact within the thresholds (pre-project + allowable 
increase) or the impact will be considered significant and unmitigated. 

TABLE 5-1 
TRAFFIC IMPACT SIGNIFICANT THRESHOLDS 

Allowable Increase Due to Project Impacts b 

Level of Service with 
Roadway Segments Intersections 

Project• V/C Delay (sec.) 

D,E&F 0.02 2 

F'oolnotes: 

a All level of service measurements are based upon HCM procedures for peak-hour conditions However, ViC ratios for Roadway Segments 
may be estimated on an ADT/24-hour traffic volume basis (using Table 4-J or a similar LOS cilart for each jurisdiction)_ The acceptable 
LOS for roadways and intersections is generally "D" ("C" for undeveloped or not densely developed locations per jurisdiction definitions) 

b !fa proposed project's traffic causes the values shown in the table to be exceeded. the impacts are deemed to be significanl These impact 
changes may be measured from appropriate compt1ter programs or expanded manual spreadsheets The project applicant shall then identify 
feusibk mitigations (within the Traffic Impact Study [TIS] report) that will maintain the traffic facility al an acceptable LOS If the LOS 
with the proposed project becomes tmacceptable (see note a above), or if the project adds a significant amount of peak hour trips to cause 
any traffic queues to exceed on- or ofl~ramp storage capacities, the project applicant shall be responsible for mitigating significant impact 
changes 

General Noles: 

V/C = Volume to Capacily Ratio 

2 Delay = Average stopped delay per vehicle measured in seconds for intersections 

3 LOS = Level of Service 

LINSCO r I, LAW & GKEtNWAN, engineers 
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6.0 ANALYSIS OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The analysis of existing conditions includes the assessment of the study area intersections and street 
segments using the methodologies described in Section 4.0. 

6.1 Peak Hour Intersection Operations 
Table 6-1 summarizes the existing intersections level of service. As seen in Table 6-1, all study area 
intersections are calculated to currently operate at LOS C or better with exception to the following 
intersection: 

• E Heber Road / SR 111 (LOS D during the PM peak hour) 

Appendix D contains the Existing intersection calculation sheets. 

6.2 Daily Street Segment Operations 
Table 6-2 summarizes the existing roadway segment operations. As seen in Table 6--2, all study area 
street segments are calculated to currently operate at LOS C or better. 

LINSCO 11, LAW & GRccNSPAN, engineers 
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TABLE6-1 
EXISTING INTERSECTION OPERATIONS 

Intersection 
Control Peak 

Type Hour 

E Heber Rd / SR 111 Signal 
AM 

I. 
PM 

2. E Heber Rd / Frontage Rd TWSC< 
AM 
PM 

3. E Heber Rd/ Project driveway TWSC< 
AM 
PM 

4. E Heber Rd / Yourman Road TWSC• 
AM 
PM 

Frontage Rd / Jenco Productions driveway 
AM 

5. TWSC< 
PM 

Footnotes: 
SIGNALIZED 

a Average delay expressed in seconds per vehicle. 
b Level of Service, DELAY/LOS THRESHOLDS 
c TWSC- Two-Way Stop Controlled intersection. Minor street left turn 

delay is reported 

LINSCOI r, LAW & GRl:l:NSPAN. engineers 
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Deloy 

0 0 $ I0,0 

10 I to 20 0 

20,1 to 35_0 

35.1 to 55.0 

55.1 to 80 0 

2c 80 I 

LOS 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

Existing 

Delay• LOSh 

19.8 B 
35.6 D 

12.6 B 

13.9 B 

10.7 B 

11.9 B 

11.1 B 

12.7 B 

7.5 A 
7.4 A 

UNSIGNALIZED 

DELAY/LOS THRESHOLDS 

Deloy LOS 

0 0 $ 10 0 A 

JO Ito ISO B 

15, I to 25 0 C 

25 I to 35 0 D 

35 I to 50.0 E 

2'. 50 I F 
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TABLE 6-2 
EXISTING STREET SEGMENT OPERATIONS 

Street Segment 
Functional 

Classification 

E Heber Road 

West of SR 111 2-Lane Local Collector 

SR 111 to Frontage Road 2-Lane Local Collector 

Frontage Road to Y ourman Road 2-Lane Local Collector 

Frontage Road 

North ofE Heber Road 
2-Lane Industrial Local 

Street 

South of E Heber Road 
2-Lane Industrial Local 

Street 

Foo/110/es: 

a Capacities based on County of Imperial Roadway Classification Table. 

b Average Daily Traffic Volumes 

c Level of Service 

d Volume to Capacity 

LINSCO I I, LAW & GRF ENSPAN, eng111eers 
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Capacity 
(LOSE)' 

16,200 

16,200 

16,200 

10,000 

10,000 

ADTb 

5,560 

5,650 

5,680 

300 

1,330 

Lose V/Cd 

C 0.343 

C 0.349 

C 0.351 

A 0.030 

A 0.133 
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7.0 TRIP GENERATION/DISTRIBUTION/ASSIGNMENT 

7.1 Trip Generation 
The project trip generation was calculated using the estimated quantities provided by the applicant. 
A brief description of heavy vehicles and employee vehicles are provided below. 

Heavy Vehicles - approximately 40 additional heavy vehicles are assumed to utilize the storage 
facility after expansion. 

The West Wing Parking Storage, Inc. is open 24 hours. Heavy vehicles were assumed to arrive and 
depart within an 8-hour work day which would be approximately 12.5% in each peak hour as the 
truck trips are expected to be relatively equally distributed throughout the day. The assumed percent 
of ADT to occur during the peak hour for truck traffic was conservatively assumed as 15%. In 
addition, a passenger car equivalent (PCE) factor of 2.0 for trucks is used to account for the effects 
of heavy vehicles in the traffic flow. 

According to Highway Capacity Manual 6111 Edition, PCE is defined as the number of passenger cars 
that are displaced by a single heavy vehicle of a particular type under the prevailing traffic 
conditions. Heavy vehicles have a greater traffic impact than passenger cars since: 

They are larger than passenger cars, and therefore, occupy more roadway space; and their 
performance characteristics are generally inferior to passenger cars, leading to the formation 
of downstream gaps in the traffic stream, which cannot always be effectively filled by normal 
passing maneuvers. 

Exhibit 12-25, PCE's for Heavy Vehicles in General Terrain Segments indicate a passenger car 
equivalents of 2.0 for trucks on a "level" terrain. 

Employee Vehicles - approximately 4 additional employee vehicles are assumed to work with the 
expanded storage facility. To be conservative, all employees are expected to arrive during the AM 
peak hour and leave during the PM peak hour. 

Table 7-1 tabulates the total project traffic generation. The total project is calculated to generate 
approximately 168 ADT with 28 AM peak hour trips (16 inbound/ 12 outbound) and 28 PM peak 
hour trips (12 inbound / 16 outbound). 

7.2 Trip Distribution/Assignment 
The project trip distribution and assignment was developed based on coordination with the applicant 
and LLG's experience working on other projects in the area, existing roadway network and travel 
patterns, a working knowledge of the local transportation system and a detailed review of the 
proposed expansion. According to the applicant, the additional traffic due to the project's expansion 
will originate from the south, driving north on HWY 111 coming from Mexicali. Also, both existing 
and proposed project traffic will be relocated to the E Heber Road / Y ourman Road intersection as 

LINSCOl 1, LAW & GliHNSPAN, en_qineers 
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the fourth leg (south leg). The current driveway on Heber Road will be converted to emergency 
access only. 

Figure 7-1 shows the Project trip distribution percentages. Figure 7-2 shows the Project traffic 
volumes. Figure 7-3 shows the Existing + Project traffic volumes. 

LINSCO r r, LAW & GR~ENSPAN, engineers 
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TABLE 7-1 
PROJECT TRIP GENERATION 

AM Peak Hour 
Daily Trips 

Use Quantity' PCEh 

Rate ADT' 

Heavy Vehicles' 40 20 2,0 / vehicle 160 -
Employee Vehicles' 4 I 0 2.0 / vehicle 8 

Total 168 

Fnol1w1,m 

Add1t1onal d111\y trucks and workers due lo expMsion pl'Ovided by applicant 

Passenger CIU Equivalent 

Averoge Daily Trips 

% or 
ADT 

15% 

50% 

Heavy vehicles are. expected 10 arrive al regular 1nterv11ls 1hroughout an S•hoUr work day 

AJl workers assumed to arrive during the AM pcllk hour and leav.e during the PM peak hour 

LINSCOTT, LAW~ GREENSP~N, l'llglfl,:<IS 

Split 

In : Out In 

50% 50% 12 
-

100% 0% 4 

16 

18 

Volume %of 

Out Total ADT 

12 24 15% 

0 4 50% 

12 28 

PM Peak Hour 

Split Volume 

In : 

50% - -
0% 

Out In Out Total 

50% 12 12 24 --- -- --100% 0 4 4 

12 16 28 
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8.0 CUMULATIVE TRAFFIC 

Cumulative traffic is generated by other projects in the area and general growth between the date of 
existing data collection and the time of the Project's expected opening day, thus adding traffic to the 
local circulation system. 

In order to account for background growth in traffic volumes, a comparison of the Caltrans historical 
traffic count data was conducted. Based on a review of historical traffic volume data between Year 
2013 and Year 2017 for SR 111 just north and south of E Heber Road, traffic volumes were shown 
to have an increase of approximately 3% each year. Therefore, a 3% growth for 2 years was applied 
onto the existing traffic volumes to represent the Near-Term scenario. At the time of preparation of 
this study, Year 2017 counts were the most recent available data. 

Figure 8-1 depicts the Cumulative Projects Traffic Volumes. Figure 8-2 depicts the Existing + 
Project + Cumulative Projects traffic volumes. Appendix E contains the Caltrans historical traffic 
count data comparison. 
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9.0 ANALYSIS OF NEAR-TERM SCENARIOS 

9.1 Existing + Project Conditions 
Intersection and street segment analyses were conducted under Existing + Project conditions. 

9. 1 .1 Peak Hour Intersection Operations 
Table 9-1 summarizes the Existing + Project intersections level of service. As shown in Table 9-1, 
with the addition of project traffic, all study area intersections are calculated to continue to operate at 
LOS D or better with exception to the following intersection: 

• E Heber Road/ SR 111 (LOS D during the PM peak hour) 

Based on the significance criteria, no significant impact is identified on the above intersection as 
the project contribution to this intersection does not exceed the allowable threshold. 

Appendix F contains the Existing+ Project intersection calculation sheets. 

9. 1 .2 Daily Street Segment Operations 
Table 9-2 summarizes the Existing + Project roadway segment level of service. As shown in 
Table 9-2, with the addition of project traffic, all study area street segments are calculated to continue to 
operate at LOS C or better. 

9.2 Existing + Project + Cumulative Projects 
Intersection and street segment analyses were conducted under Existing + Project + Cumulative 
Projects conditions. 

9.2. 1 Peak Hour Intersection Operations 
Table 9-1 summarizes the Existing+ Project + Cumulative Projects intersections level of service. As 
shown in Table 9-1, with the addition of cumulative and project traffic, all study area intersections are 
calculated to continue to operate at LOS D or better with exception to the following intersection: 

• E Heber Road / SR 111 (LOS D during the PM peak hour) 

Appendix G contains the Existing+ Project+ Cumulative Projects intersection calculation sheets. 

9.2.2 Daily Street Segment Operations 
Table 9-2 summarizes the Existing + Project + Cumulative Projects roadway segment level of service. 
As shown in Table 9-2 with the addition of project traffic, all study area street segments are calculated 
to continue to operate at LOS C or better. 
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TABLE 9-1 
NEAR-TERM INTERSECTION OPERATIONS 

Control Exbllnr .£ri11iog + Project Exblio& +Project + 
Ptak Cumulalive Projects Impact lnterncHon Typo Hour 

Delay" LOSh Delay 

E Heber Rd I SR 111 
AM 19.8 8 20 0 

I. Signal 
36.9 PM 35.6 D 

AM 12.6 B 13 I 
2 E Heber Rd/ Frontage Rd TWSC' 

PM 13 9 B 143 

3 E Heber Rd / Project AM 10 7 B -
TWSC' 

driveway PM I I 9 B _, 

TWSC'/ AM 11.1 B 28.2 
4 E Heber Rd / Younnan Road Signalized PM 12.7 B 31 2 

5 Frontage Rd / Jenco AM 7.5 A 7.5 
TWSC' 

Productions driveway PM 74 A 7.4 

Fal>lnotes: 
Avcrni:c: dciay aKpressed in seconds per vehicle 

Level of Service-

TWSC: Two-Way Stop Controlled Minor streot delay is reported 

".c:l." de11otes the projtct-ihduced increase in delo~ 
As part af rhe propo.srd expansion, tlle proje.cl driveway will be relocated eas1ward 10 the E Heber 
Road t Yourtn:in Road inlersection as I.he fourth leg (soulh leg), and close U1e cum:nt driveway for 
emergency access only 
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LOS A' Delay 

C 0.2 20 9 

D 1 3 45 4 

8 05 13 5 

8 OA 14 8 

-· - _, 

' - _, 

C 17 I 28 4 

C 18.5 32.0 

A 0.0 75 

A 0.0 74 

SIGNALIZED 

DELAY /LOS THRESHOLDS 

Ocl.:iy LOS 

uo S 100 A 
lO,l to 20 0 B 
20llo350 C 
35) lo 55 0 D 
55 110c ea o 

~ 80 I F 

LOS 
Type 

C None 

D None 

B None 

B None 

_, -
_, -
C None 

C None 

A None 

A None 

UN SIGNALIZED 

DELAY/LOS THRESHOLDS 

Dcfay 

OlJ ~ 10.0 

10 I lo 150 
15 J to 2!! 0 

25 I ID 35 0 
3.5 l lo SO 0 

~ Sil I 

LOS 

A 

B 

C 

D 
E 
F 
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Functional Street Segment Classification 

E Heber Road 

West of SR 111 2-lane Local Collector 

SR I I I to Fromage Road 2-Lane Local Colleclor 

Frontage Road to Younnan Rood 2-Lane Local Collector 

Frontage Road 

North of E Heber Road 
2-Lane Industrial local 

Street 

South of E Heber Road 
2-Lune Industrial Local 

Street 

Fa11U111tu: 

a Capacities: based on County of lmp.::rial Ro.>dwoy Clnss1ficllt:on Table 

ADT -Averai:;e Oi11ly Troffo: Volumes 

c LOS· Level of Service 

Volume to Capacity 

~" denoles 1he projec1-i11dt1ccd increos~ m Volume to Cap.Jc1ty rot10 

LINSCOTT, LAW & GREENSPAN, engineers 

TABLE 9-2 
NEAR• TERM STREET SEGMENT OPERATIONS 

Capacity Existing Existing + Project 
(LOSE) , 

ADTh LOS' VIC" ADT LOS VIC 

16,200 5560 C 0 343 5,560 C 0.343 

16,200 5,650 C 0 349 5,818 C 0.359 

16,200 5,680 C a 351 5,848 C 0.361 

10,000 300 A 0 030 300 A 0 OJO 

10,000 \,330 A 0133 1)30 A 0 133 
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t,.• 

0 000 

0 010 

0 0\0 

0 000 

0 000 

Existing+ Projeet + 
Impact Cumulative Projects 
Type 

ADT LOS VIC 

5,900 C 0.354 None 

6,168 C 0,381 None 

6,\98 C 0 383 None 

None 

320 A 0 0)2 None 

1,420 A 0 142 None 
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10.0 SITE ACCESS AND CIRCULATION REVIEW 

Access to and from the facility is currently via one (1) driveway. This driveway is located 
approximately 800 feet east from the intersection of Heber Road and HWY 11 I. Once trucks have 
entered the facility site, they drive approximately 400 feet inside where they are met by an office. 
When given approval by staff, they are then allowed to drive further into the site and unload their 
freight. 

A new entrance will be constructed and aligned with Y ourman Road (East) to allow compatibility 
with Imperial County's planned extension of Yourman Road south of E Heber Road and 
signalization of the intersection. The new entrance will provide access to the current facility and to 
the proposed expansion area. The existing driveway to the facility will be converted to emergency 
access only. This proposed intersection traffic signal will allow for a safe and efficient flow of 
project traffic. 
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11.0 SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES 

Per the County's significance thresholds and the analysis methodology presented in this report, no 
project related traffic is calculated to cause significant impacts within the study area in the Near­
Term scenarios. The project adds traffic to the Heber Road / SR 111 intersection, which currently 
operates at LOS D. However, since the project adds less than 2 seconds of delay to the intersection, 
no significant impact is calculated. Therefore, mitigation measures are not required. 
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