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2.2 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS 

The proposed project would implement the Phoenix Park Master Plan (Master Plan) by making improvements to 
accommodate existing and future users of the park. The proposed improvements consist of additional recreational 
facilities and parking areas, along with ancillary improvements to improve operation and maintenance. Each of 
the proposed improvements are described below by location and/or category of use (see Figure 2.2-1 for a Master 
Plan overview). 

2.2.1 AREA A - PARKING LOT 

Area A consists of an existing dirt parking lot located to the south and east of the existing community gardens. 
Area A is proposed for development with an approximately 50,000-square-foot paved surface parking lot 
providing 129 vehicle spaces. The footprint of the existing parking lot would not change. Five-foot-wide concrete 
pathways would be constructed along the perimeter to connect the proposed parking lot to the interior of the park. 
A concrete garden entry plaza with space for seating, a drinking fountain, and materials storage would be installed 
in the northwest corner of Area A, along with a trellis at the main garden entrance gates. Biofiltration swales 
would buffer the parking lot from the roadway and the community garden and treat stormwater runoff from the 
new impervious surfaces (Figure 2.2-2). 

2.2.2 AREA B - OPEN SPACE 

Area B consists of Fair Oaks Bike Park, a playground, and a large undeveloped open space area covered by grass 
and ruderal vegetation in the central/western portions of the park. This area is bordered on the west by Maya 
Street and on the north and east by existing pedestrian pathways and ball fields. Area B is proposed for 
development with a new bike park/pump track1, play area, open green space, picnic tables, shade structures, and 
two surface parking lots totaling 289 vehicle spaces and approximately 90,000 square feet. The proposed eastern 
parking lot would replace the existing Fair Oaks Bike Park in its current location, with the new bike park/pump 
track to be located to the immediate west. Both parking lots would be directly accessible from new access points 
on Maya Street. The proposed project would replace the existing playground in Area B in its current location with 
a new playground with a small water play feature. Pockets of green space would be interspersed throughout Area 
B, separating the parking lots from the play areas. Five- to six-foot-wide concrete pathways would be constructed 
along the perimeter of the parking lots to connect to other park facilities (Figure 2.2-3).  

2.2.3 OTHER RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND ANCILLARY PARK IMPROVEMENTS 

Various recreational facilities would be added in select locations throughout Phoenix Park, including a new 
fitness/exercise court adjacent to the proposed Area B east parking lot (Area F), additional tables and bench 
seating (Area C), shade structures, and a sidewalk connecting existing pathways from Kruitof Way to the southern 
edge of the park. New seating areas and shade structures would primarily be installed adjacent to existing 
pathways in the eastern and southern areas of the park. Ancillary park improvements would also be implemented, 
including improving drainage around pathways and paved parking areas, improving the park irrigation system, 
upgrading existing restrooms, improving signage, and installing low voltage bollard lighting (Figure 2.2-1). All  

 
1  A bike pump track allows cyclists of all ages to develop skills for off-road biking rather than trying to learn in more technical terrain, 

such as mountain biking trails. 
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Figure 2.2-1: Proposed Master Plan Overview 
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3.1 AESTHETICS 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
I.  Aesthetics. Except as provided in Public Resources 

Code Section 21099, would the project: 
    

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but 
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

    

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

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views 
in the area? 

    

 

3.1.1 DISCUSSION 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

No Impact. There are no scenic vistas at the project site or in the vicinity of the project site, which consists of an 
existing developed park surrounded by single-family residences, south of Sunset Avenue in the developed Fair 
Oaks area. Thus, there would be no impact. 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

No Impact. There are no state- or locally-designated scenic highways in the vicinity of the project site. Garden 
Highway, the closest locally-designated scenic highway, is approximately 14 miles to the southwest (Sacramento 
County 2022a). State Route 160, the closest state-designated scenic highway, is approximately 20 miles to the 
southwest (California Department of Transportation 2023). Thus, there would be no impact. 

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

EXISTING VISUAL RESOURCES 

The approximately 65.9-acre Phoenix Park is located in the developed area of Fair Oaks, which is an 
unincorporated community in Sacramento County. The area immediately surrounding the park consists of single-
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Source: Google Earth 2023 

Figure 3.1-1: View of Phoenix Park East Side in Summer, Looking South from Sunset Avenue.  
Wetlands and oak woodlands are visible in the foreground and middleground, along with an unpaved walking trail 
through this portion of the park. The back side of fencing associated with the softball/baseball fields is also visible 
in the middleground, on the right side of the photo. 

 
Source: Google Earth 2020 

Figure 3.1-2: View of Area A in Early Spring, Looking West from Maya Street.  
Small landscape trees, a paved pathway, the community garden surrounded by chain link fencing, and the gravel 
parking lot surrounded by boulders and a yellow gate are visible in the foreground. Green turf soccer fields, a 
white soccer net, and a tan concrete block restroom building with a green roof are visible in the middleground, 
along with an overhead power pole and power lines. Tall landscape trees (a mix of evergreen and deciduous) are 
visible along the park boundary and within the adjacent single-family residential development. 

Source: Google Earth 2023

Figure 3.1 -1 : View of Phoenix Park East Side in Summer, Looking South from Sunset Avenue.
Wetlands and oak woodlands are visible in the foreground and middleground, along with an unpaved walking trail
through this portion of the park. The back side of fencing associated with the softball/baseball fields is also visible
in the middleground, on the right side of the photo.
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enhance the park viewshed by providing improved green grass areas and numerous new shade trees, replacing dirt 
parking with paved parking, improving the area around the community garden, improving the connectivity of 
pathways in the park, and providing new landscaped and paved parking areas to better accommodate visitor use. 
The proposed project would improve the visual character and quality of the viewshed both on site and for the 
surrounding area as a whole, and would be consistent with District and Sacramento County standards governing 
scenic quality. This impact would be less than significant (beneficial).  

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

Less-than-Significant Impact. There is minimal existing nighttime lighting in the project area in the form of 
low-voltage security lighting at surrounding single-family residences. Overhead street lighting is present along 
Hazel Avenue, approximately 440 feet west of the western park boundary, and on Sunset Avenue at the northern 
park boundary. Phoenix Park closes at dusk/dark. There are minimal sources of nighttime lighting in the park, 
primarily limited to security lighting in parking areas and restroom facilities. As part of the proposed project, the 
sports fields would not be lit  at night. However, minimal low-voltage bollard lighting would be provided along 
pedestrian pathways in the interior of the park to assist visitors exiting the park in the evening and to improve 
safety and security. The proposed bollard lighting would be shielded and directed downward, and would be of low 
voltage. No lighting would be installed in Areas A or B which are closer to sensitive receptors. Furthermore, the 
lighting would at a low height from the ground, and the lights would be few in number. The new shade structures 
and restroom building would be composed of low-glare materials. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, and 
this impact would be less than significant.  
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parking with paved parking, improving the area around the community garden, improving the connectivity of
pathways in the park, and providing new landscaped and paved parking areas to better accommodate visitor use.
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and restroom building would be composed of low-glare materials. Therefore, the proposed project would not
create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, and
this impact would be less than significant.
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
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, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service? 

    

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

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

 

3.4.1 DISCUSSION

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

Less-than-Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed project site is within the existing 
Phoenix Park recreation complex administered by the Fair Oaks Recreation and Park District. A field survey was 
completed for the proposed project to assess habitat quality and the potential for occurrence of special-status 
species (AECOM 2023). The purpose of the survey was to evaluate habitats and sensitive biological resources 
present within and adjacent to the project site.
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completed for the proposed project to assess habitat quality and the potential for occurrence of special-status
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e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a 
tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

No Impact. No trees are proposed for removal within any of the planned work areas. During the reconnaissance 
survey, AECOM biologists did not identify any protected trees within Area A (gravel lot), Area B (annual 
grassland), or Area C (vernal pool shade structures and trail improvements) which would need to be removed or 
trimmed to facilitate the proposed improvements. Therefore, there would be no impact.  

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

Less-than-Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located partially within the PPVPP, which is 
managed pursuant to the approved Phoenix Vernal Pools Management Plan. The proposed project would be 
implemented consistent with the goals and tasks of the existing management plan and would not conflict with any 
of its provisions. The PPVPP would be maintained and protected during construction and operation of the 
proposed project. The proposed project is not within the planning area of any other Habitat Conservation Area, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other conservation plan. Thus, implementation of this project would 
not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, 
or other conservation plan, and the impact would be less than significant.  

  

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

No Impact. No trees are proposed for removal within any of the planned work areas. During the reconnaissance
survey, AECOM biologists did not identify any protected trees within Area A (gravel lot), Area B (annual
grassland), or Area C (vernal pool shade structures and trail improvements) which would need to be removed or
trimmed to facilitate the proposed improvements. Therefore, there would be no impact.

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

Less-than-Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located partially within the PPVPP, which is
managed pursuant to the approved Phoenix Vernal Pools Management Plan. The proposed project would be
implemented consistent with the goals and tasks of the existing management plan and would not conflict with any
of its provisions. The PPVPP would be maintained and protected during construction and operation of the
proposed project. The proposed project is not within the planning area of any other Habitat Conservation Area,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other conservation plan. Thus, implementation of this project would
not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,
or other conservation plan, and the impact would be less than significant.
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
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V. Cultural Resources. Would the project:      

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

    

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

    

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

    

 

3.5.1 DISCUSSION 

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

No Impact. A Cultural Resource Report (CRR) was prepared by AECOM for the project. The following 
information is based on this report. A discussion of the historic, prehistoric, and ethnographic setting can be found 
in the CRR in Appendix B (AECOM 2023).  

A review of files maintained at the North Central Information Center (NCIC) of the California Historical 
Resources Information System was conducted on June 20, 2023 for the project site and a 0.25-mile radius. No 
previously recorded cultural resources have been documented within the project site and seven resources were 
previously identified outside of the project site within the 0.25-mile search radius. 

On June 19, 2023, on behalf of the District, AECOM consulted with the Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) pursuant to California Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65352.4, AB 52, and Public Resources 
Code sections 21080.1, 21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2. A response from the NAHC dated July 7, 2023 stated that the 
results of the sacred lands search were negative. The NAHC also provided a list of Native American contacts that 
may have additional information.  

In accordance with Assembly Bill (AB)) 52, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 and on behalf 
of the District AECOM prepared and distributed requests for consultation letters to the United Auburn Indian 
Community, Ione Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, Buena Vista Rancheria of 
Mewuk Indians, Tsi Akim Maidu, Wilton Rancheria, and Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe on June 30, 
2023. To date no responses have been received.  

On June 22, 2023 AECOM cultural resource senior archaeologist Richard Deis conducted pedestrian survey of 
the Phoenix Park project site. No cultural material or sites were observed during the pedestrian survey. No 
historic-age built environment features were identified within the project site. 

Based on review of the background research, NAHC Sacred Lands File negative results, and results of the field 
survey, there are no identified cultural resources, no historic-age built environment features, and therefore, no 
historical resources within the project site. Therefore, there would be no impact. 
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3.5.1 Discussion

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

No Impact. A Cultural Resource Report (CRR) was prepared by AECOM for the project. The following
information is based on this report. A discussion of the historic, prehistoric, and ethnographic setting can be found
in the CRR in Appendix B (AECOM 2023).

A review of files maintained at the North Central Information Center (NCIC) of the California Historical
Resources Information System was conducted on June 20, 2023 for the project site and a 0.25-mile radius. No
previously recorded cultural resources have been documented within the project site and seven resources were
previously identified outside of the project site within the 0.25-mile search radius.

On June 19, 2023, on behalf of the District, AECOM consulted with the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) pursuant to California Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65352.4, AB 52, and Public Resources
Code sections 21080.1, 21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2. A response from the NAHC dated July 7, 2023 stated that the
results of the sacred lands search were negative. The NAHC also provided a list of Native American contacts that
may have additional information.

In accordance with Assembly Bill (AB)) 52, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 and on behalf
of the District AECOM prepared and distributed requests for consultation letters to the United Auburn Indian
Community, Ione Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, Buena Vista Rancheria of
Mewuk Indians, Tsi Akim Maidu, Wilton Rancheria, and Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe on June 30,
2023. To date no responses have been received.

On June 22, 2023 AECOM cultural resource senior archaeologist Richard Deis conducted pedestrian survey of
the Phoenix Park project site. No cultural material or sites were observed during the pedestrian survey. No
historic-age built environment features were identified within the project site.

Based on review of the background research, NAHC Sacred Lands File negative results, and results of the field
survey, there are no identified cultural resources, no historic-age built environment features, and therefore, no
historical resources within the project site. Therefore, there would be no impact.
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(NAHC) pursuant to California Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65352.4, AB 52, and Public Resources
Code sections 21080.1, 21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2. A response from the NAHC dated July 7, 2023 stated that the
results of the sacred lands search were negative. The NAHC also provided a list of Native American contacts that
may have additional information.

In accordance with Assembly Bill (AB)) 52, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 and on behalf
of the District AECOM prepared and distributed requests for consultation letters to the United Auburn Indian
Community, Ione Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, Buena Vista Rancheria of
Mewuk Indians, Tsi Akim Maidu, Wilton Rancheria, and Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe on June 30,
2023. To date no responses have been received.

On June 22, 2023 AECOM cultural resource senior archaeologist Richard Deis conducted pedestrian survey of
the Phoenix Park project site. No cultural material or sites were observed during the pedestrian survey. No
historic-age built environment features were identified within the project site.

Based on review of the background research, NAHC Sacred Lands File negative results, and results of the field
survey, there are no identified cultural resources, no historic-age built environment features, and therefore, no
historical resources within the project site. Therefore, there would be no impact.
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Operations under the proposed project would not result in an inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary consumption of 
energy resources and this impact would be less than significant. 

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

No Impact. Construction activities under the proposed project would use construction equipment and vehicles 
that are in compliance with federal and State standards for fuel efficiency. In addition, as described above, 
proposed construction and operational activities would not result in an inefficient or wasteful consumption of 
energy resources. 

The proposed project would implement the Phoenix Park Master Plan by making improvements to accommodate 
existing and future users of the park. The proposed improvements consist of additional recreational facilities and 
parking areas, along with ancillary improvements to improve operation and maintenance that are in alignment 
with the County of Sacramento General Plan Public Facilities Element policies (PF-120, PF-121 and PF-122), 
which calls to provide parks sufficient to meet the needs of a growing service. Therefore, the project would not 
conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency and there would be no 
impact. 

 

Operations under the proposed project would not result in an inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary consumption of
energy resources and this impact would be less than significant.

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

No Impact. Construction activities under the proposed project would use construction equipment and vehicles
that are in compliance with federal and State standards for fuel efficiency. In addition, as described above,
proposed construction and operational activities would not result in an inefficient or wasteful consumption of
energy resources.

The proposed project would implement the Phoenix Park Master Plan by making improvements to accommodate
existing and future users of the park. The proposed improvements consist of additional recreational facilities and
parking areas, along with ancillary improvements to improve operation and maintenance that are in alignment
with the County of Sacramento General Plan Public Facilities Element policies (PF- 120, PF- 121 and PF- 122),
which calls to provide parks sufficient to meet the needs of a growing service. Therefore, the project would not
conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency and there would be no
impact.
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3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
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VI I . Geology and Soils. Would the project:     

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

    

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

    

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

    

iv) Landslides?     

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

    

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

    

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

    

e) 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? 

    

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

    

 

3.7.1 DISCUSSION 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on 
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paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?

3.7.1 Discussion

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
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The project site is underlain by the Laguna Formation. As discussed above, only one vertebrate fossil has been 
recovered from a Pliocene-age formation near the town of Galt, that may be the Laguna Formation, throughout 
the state. Therefore, the Laguna Formation is considered to be of low paleontological sensitivity, and earth-
moving activities in this formation would result in a less-than-significant impact. 

  

The project site is underlain by the Laguna Formation. As discussed above, only one vertebrate fossil has been
recovered from a Pliocene-age formation near the town of Galt, that may be the Laguna Formation, throughout
the state. Therefore, the Laguna Formation is considered to be of low paleontological sensitivity, and earth-
moving activities in this formation would result in a less-than-significant impact.
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pose a hazard to the public or the environment during proposed project construction or operation due to its 
distance from work areas and closed status. 

Relatively small amounts of commonly used hazardous substances such as gasoline, diesel fuel, lubricating oil, 
adhesive materials, grease, and solvents would be used for equipment during construction. These materials are not 
considered extremely hazardous and are used routinely for construction projects. Construction areas would be 
enclosed with exclusionary fencing which would prevent contact with any stored hazardous materials by users of 
the park. Transportation of hazardous materials on area roadways is regulated by the California Highway Patrol 
(CHP) and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and use of these materials is regulated by 
DTSC, as outlined in California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 22. Materials would be transported and handled 
in accordance with all federal, state, and local laws regulating the management and use of hazardous materials. 
Once the proposed project is operational, there would be minimal use of hazardous materials, primarily limited to 
storage and use of cleaning materials in restrooms and other facilities. Use of these materials would not pose a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 

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

Less-than-Significant Impact. As noted above, construction and operation of the proposed project would involve 
the use of small amounts of hazardous materials such as fuels, oils, grease, and solvents. The use of these 
materials is regulated at federal, state, and local levels, and adherence to existing regulations would minimize the 
risk of upset or accident conditions which could release these materials into the environment. Further, because the 
proposed project would disturb more than 1 acre of land, the District and/or its contractors are required by law to 
develop and implement a SWPPP, which will include appropriate BMPs for spill prevention and contingency 
measures. These measures that would reduce the potential for accidental spills and detail procedures for 
appropriate and timely cleanup if a spill does occur. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

No Impact. The proposed project would be located within the perimeter of Phoenix Park, which is approximately 
1.1 miles east of the nearest school (Earl Le Gette Elementary School). As noted above, all hazardous materials 
would be handled in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations and would pose minimal risk during 
construction and operation. Therefore, there would be no impact.  

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not on the Cortese List. Thus, there would be no impact.  

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project 
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pursuant to Government Code §65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. The proposed project is not on the Cortese List. Thus, there would be no impact.

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

No Impact. The nearest airport is Mather Airport approximately 6.5 miles southwest of the project site. The 
project site is located within the Airport Influence Area (AIA) for Mather Airport, as shown in the draft Airport 
Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) (SACOG 2020). The existing land uses on the site would remain and the 
proposed project would not create an airport safety hazard. Therefore, there would be no impact. 

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

Less-than-Significant Impact. The proposed project would occur within Phoenix Park, which is accessible to 
emergency vehicles from the northern boundary on Sunset Avenue and from the western boundary on Kruitof 
Way. Construction materials, equipment, and personnel would be staged on-site during construction of the 
proposed project. The relatively limited amount of proposed redevelopment and associated construction would 
result in only minor increases in short-term, temporary, construction-related traffic on local roadways. Access 
would be retained for emergency vehicles and park users to minimize disruptions during construction. Once 
operational, the proposed project would result not change access routes in a manner that would interfere with 
emergency access to the site. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not located in proximity to any high fire hazard areas (CAL FIRE 2023). 
Vegetation at the project site consists of turf grass, shade trees, and other landscaping. The proposed project 
includes the redevelopment of the existing park and would not directly or indirectly expose people or structures to 
wildland fire. Therefore, there would be no impact. 
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emergency vehicles from the northern boundary on Sunset Avenue and from the western boundary on Kruitof
Way. Construction materials, equipment, and personnel would be staged on-site during construction of the
proposed project. The relatively limited amount of proposed redevelopment and associated construction would
result in only minor increases in short-term, temporary, construction-related traffic on local roadways. Access
would be retained for emergency vehicles and park users to minimize disruptions during construction. Once
operational, the proposed project would result not change access routes in a manner that would interfere with
emergency access to the site. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not located in proximity to any high fire hazard areas (CAL FIRE 2023).
Vegetation at the project site consists of turf grass, shade trees, and other landscaping. The proposed project
includes the redevelopment of the existing park and would not directly or indirectly expose people or structures to
wildland fire. Therefore, there would be no impact.
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3.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
X. Hydrology and Water Quality. Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

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; 

    

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

    

iii)  Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; 
or 

    

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?     

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

    

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

    

 

3.10.1 DISCUSSION 

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

Less-than-Significant Impact. The Sacramento County Department of Water Resources Drainage Division is the 
organization primarily responsible for stormwater drainage and flood control within the urbanized and urbanizing 
portions of unincorporated Sacramento County, including the project area. The drainage and flood control system 
operated and maintained by Sacramento County consists of 1,443 miles of storm drain pipe, 400 miles of creeks 
and open channels, 33 pump stations, and 18 detention basins (Sacramento County 2023). Sacramento County 
regulates stormwater discharge for new development through its Stormwater Ordinance (County Code Chapter 
15.12), which applies to all public and private projects in Sacramento County. The Stormwater Ordinance 
prohibits non-stormwater discharge to the County storm drain system or directly to natural surface waters unless 
discharges are regulated by NPDES permits or if an exception is otherwise provided in the Stormwater Ordinance. 
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3.10.1 Discussion

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

Less-than-Significant Impact. The Sacramento County Department of Water Resources Drainage Division is the
organization primarily responsible for stormwater drainage and flood control within the urbanized and urbanizing
portions of unincorporated Sacramento County, including the project area. The drainage and flood control system
operated and maintained by Sacramento County consists of 1,443 miles of storm drain pipe, 400 miles of creeks
and open channels, 33 pump stations, and 18 detention basins (Sacramento County 2023). Sacramento County
regulates stormwater discharge for new development through its Stormwater Ordinance (County Code Chapter
15.12), which applies to all public and private projects in Sacramento County. The Stormwater Ordinance
prohibits non- stormwater discharge to the County storm drain system or directly to natural surface waters unless
discharges are regulated by NPDES permits or if an exception is otherwise provided in the Stormwater Ordinance.
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3.13 NOISE AND VIBRATION 
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XII.  Noise. Would the project result in:     

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

    

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

    

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a 
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, would the project 
expose people residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

    

 

3.13.1 SETTING 

The project site is located in the unincorporated community of Fair Oaks in Sacramento County. The project site 
is surrounded by residential uses. Primary existing sources of noise at the project site and in its vicinity consist of 
vehicular traffic on surrounding roadways and activities at the park complex, including sports games and other 
recreational uses. To a lesser extent, activities associated with surrounding residential and other developed 
properties also generate noise in the area.  

SOUND, NOISE, AND ACOUSTICS  

Sound is the mechanical energy of a vibrating object transmitted by pressure waves through a liquid or gaseous 
medium (e.g., air). Noise is defined as sound that is unwanted (i.e., loud, unexpected, or annoying). Acoustics is 
the physics of sound.  

The amplitude of pressure waves generated by a sound source determines the perceived loudness of that source. A 
logarithmic scale is used to describe sound pressure level in terms of decibels (dB). The threshold of human 
hearing (near-total silence) is approximately 0 dB. A doubling of sound energy corresponds to an increase of 3 
dB. In other words, when two sources at a given location are each producing sound of the same loudness, the 
resulting sound level at a given distance from that location is approximately 3 dB higher than the sound level 
produced by only one of the sources. For example, if one automobile produces a sound pressure level of 70 dB 
when it passes an observer, two cars passing simultaneously do not produce 140 dB; rather, they combine to 
produce 73 dB.  

The typical human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies of the audible sound spectrum. As a consequence, 
when assessing potential noise impacts, sound is measured using an electronic filter that de-emphasizes the 
frequencies below 1,000 hertz (Hz) and above 5,000 Hz in a manner corresponding to the human ears decreased 
sensitivity to low and extremely high frequencies instead of the frequency mid-range. This method of frequency 
weighting is referred to as A-weighting and is expressed in units of A-weighted decibels (dBA). All noise levels 
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a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Ǐ Ǐ I7\| Ǐ
c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private

airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ

3.13.1 Setting

The project site is located in the unincorporated community of Fair Oaks in Sacramento County. The project site
is surrounded by residential uses. Primary existing sources of noise at the project site and in its vicinity consist of
vehicular traffic on surrounding roadways and activities at the park complex, including sports games and other
recreational uses. To a lesser extent, activities associated with surrounding residential and other developed
properties also generate noise in the area.

Sound, Noise, and Acoustics

Sound is the mechanical energy of a vibrating object transmitted by pressure waves through a liquid or gaseous
medium (e.g., air). Noise is defined as sound that is unwanted (i.e., loud, unexpected, or annoying). Acoustics is
the physics of sound.

The amplitude of pressure waves generated by a sound source determines the perceived loudness of that source. A
logarithmic scale is used to describe sound pressure level in terms of decibels (dB). The threshold of human
hearing (near-total silence) is approximately 0 dB. A doubling of sound energy corresponds to an increase of 3
dB. In other words, when two sources at a given location are each producing sound of the same loudness, the
resulting sound level at a given distance from that location is approximately 3 dB higher than the sound level
produced by only one of the sources. For example, if one automobile produces a sound pressure level of 70 dB
when it passes an observer, two cars passing simultaneously do not produce 140 dB; rather, they combine to
produce 73 dB.

The typical human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies of the audible sound spectrum. As a consequence,
when assessing potential noise impacts, sound is measured using an electronic filter that de-emphasizes the
frequencies below 1,000 hertz (Hz) and above 5,000 Hz in a manner corresponding to the human ears decreased
sensitivity to low and extremely high frequencies instead of the frequency mid-range. This method of frequency
weighting is referred to as A-weighting and is expressed in units of A-weighted decibels (dBA). All noise levels
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3.13 NOISE AND VIBRATION

Less than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
XII. Noise. Would the project result in:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Significant with
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less than
Significant

Impact No Impact

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

Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Ǐ Ǐ I7\| Ǐ
c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private

airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ

3.13.1 Setting

The project site is located in the unincorporated community of Fair Oaks in Sacramento County. The project site
is surrounded by residential uses. Primary existing sources of noise at the project site and in its vicinity consist of
vehicular traffic on surrounding roadways and activities at the park complex, including sports games and other
recreational uses. To a lesser extent, activities associated with surrounding residential and other developed
properties also generate noise in the area.

Sound, Noise, and Acoustics

Sound is the mechanical energy of a vibrating object transmitted by pressure waves through a liquid or gaseous
medium (e.g., air). Noise is defined as sound that is unwanted (i.e., loud, unexpected, or annoying). Acoustics is
the physics of sound.

The amplitude of pressure waves generated by a sound source determines the perceived loudness of that source. A
logarithmic scale is used to describe sound pressure level in terms of decibels (dB). The threshold of human
hearing (near-total silence) is approximately 0 dB. A doubling of sound energy corresponds to an increase of 3
dB. In other words, when two sources at a given location are each producing sound of the same loudness, the
resulting sound level at a given distance from that location is approximately 3 dB higher than the sound level
produced by only one of the sources. For example, if one automobile produces a sound pressure level of 70 dB
when it passes an observer, two cars passing simultaneously do not produce 140 dB; rather, they combine to
produce 73 dB.

The typical human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies of the audible sound spectrum. As a consequence,
when assessing potential noise impacts, sound is measured using an electronic filter that de-emphasizes the
frequencies below 1,000 hertz (Hz) and above 5,000 Hz in a manner corresponding to the human ears decreased
sensitivity to low and extremely high frequencies instead of the frequency mid-range. This method of frequency
weighting is referred to as A-weighting and is expressed in units of A-weighted decibels (dBA). All noise levels
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Table 3.13-3: Ambient and Project Construction Noise Levels at Closest Sensitive Receptors 

Receiver 

Distance (ft) From Acoustical 
Center Between Noise-Sensitive 

Receiver locations and 
Proposed Construction Areas 

Existing 
Ambient Noise 
(Exterior Noise 
Level, dBA Leq) 

Project Noise 
(Exterior Noise 
Level, dBA Leq) 

Project Noise, 
Doors/Windows 

Open  
(Interior Noise Level, 

dBA Leq) 

Project Noise, 
Doors/Windows 
Closed (EPA) 

(Interior Noise Level, 
dBA Leq) 

Residences to 
the West 200 49 to 51 71 56 46 

Residences to 
the South 500 45 63 48 38 

Residences to 
the East 500 48 to 49 63 48 38 

Notes: 

dBA  = A-weighted decibels 

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

ft = foot/feet 

Leq = Equivalent Noise Level 

Sources: Modeled by AECOM 2023 

 

The equipment anticipated to produce the highest levels of noise would be used during site preparation. The 
residential area to the south would be less impacted by this activity given the distance between these residences 
and the proposed construction activities. Residences to the east of the project site are set back by a driveway and 
parking area and the outdoor gathering spaces associated with these residences are located on the east of the first 
row of buildings, with the buildings providing some noise attenuation benefit for these outdoor gathering spaces 
during demolition and construction.  

The Sacramento County Code Noise Control Ordinance contains performance standards for the purpose of 
preventing unnecessary, excessive and offensive noise levels within the county. Section 6.68.090 of the 
Sacramento County Code establishes that noise associated with construction, repair, remodeling, demolition, 
paving, or grading is exempt from the Noise Ordinance, provided said activities do not take place between the 
hours of 8:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. on weekdays and Friday commencing at 8:00 p.m. through and including 7:00 
a.m. on Saturday; Saturdays commencing at 8:00 p.m. through and including 7:00 a.m. on the next following 
Sunday, and on each Sunday after the hour of 8:00 p.m. 

Nevertheless, if construction activities were to occur during the more noise-sensitive hours (e.g., evening, 
nighttime, and early morning) or construction equipment were not properly equipped with noise control devices, 
construction-generated source noise could result in annoyance and/or sleep disruption of occupants of the nearby 
existing noise-sensitive land uses (e.g., residences) and create a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise 
levels in the direct vicinity of the project site. Potential construction-related project impacts on existing noise-
sensitive land uses are therefore considered potentially significant. 

Table 3.13-3: Ambient and Project Construction Noise Levels at Closest Sensitive Receptors

Receiver

Distance (ft) From Acoustical
Center Between Noise-Sensitive

Receiver locations and
Proposed Construction Areas

Existing
Ambient Noise
(Exterior Noise
Level, dBA L eq )

Project Noise
(Exterior Noise
Level, dBA L eq )

Project Noise,
Doors/Windows

Open
(Interior Noise Level,

dBA Leq)

Project Noise,
Doors/Windows

Closed (EPA)
(Interior Noise Level,

dBA Leq)

Residences to
the West

200 49 to 51 71 56 46

Residences to
the South

500 45 63 48 38

Residences to
the East

500 48 to 49 63 48 38

Notes:

dBA = A-weighted decibels

EPA= U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ft = foot/feet

L eq = Equivalent Noise Level

Sources: Modeled by AECOM 2023

The equipment anticipated to produce the highest levels of noise would be used during site preparation. The
residential area to the south would be less impacted by this activity given the distance between these residences
and the proposed construction activities. Residences to the east of the project site are set back by a driveway and
parking area and the outdoor gathering spaces associated with these residences are located on the east of the first
row of buildings, with the buildings providing some noise attenuation benefit for these outdoor gathering spaces
during demolition and construction.

The Sacramento County Code Noise Control Ordinance contains performance standards for the purpose of
preventing unnecessary, excessive and offensive noise levels within the county. Section 6.68.090 of the
Sacramento County Code establishes that noise associated with construction, repair, remodeling, demolition,
paving, or grading is exempt from the Noise Ordinance, provided said activities do not take place between the
hours of 8:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. on weekdays and Friday commencing at 8:00 p.m. through and including 7:00
a.m. on Saturday; Saturdays commencing at 8:00 p.m. through and including 7:00 a.m. on the next following
Sunday, and on each Sunday after the hour of 8:00 p.m.

Nevertheless, if construction activities were to occur during the more noise-sensitive hours (e.g., evening,
nighttime, and early morning) or construction equipment were not properly equipped with noise control devices,
construction-generated source noise could result in annoyance and/or sleep disruption of occupants of the nearby
existing noise-sensitive land uses (e.g., residences) and create a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise
levels in the direct vicinity of the project site. Potential construction-related project impacts on existing noise-
sensitive land uses are therefore considered potentially significant.
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Table 3.13-3: Ambient and Project Construction Noise Levels at Closest Sensitive Receptors

Receiver

Distance (ft) From Acoustical
Center Between Noise-Sensitive

Receiver locations and
Proposed Construction Areas

Existing
Ambient Noise
(Exterior Noise
Level, dBA L eq )

Project Noise
(Exterior Noise
Level, dBA L eq )

Project Noise,
Doors/Windows

Open
(Interior Noise Level,

dBA Leq)

Project Noise,
Doors/Windows

Closed (EPA)
(Interior Noise Level,

dBA Leq)

Residences to
the West

200 49 to 51 71 56 46

Residences to
the South

500 45 63 48 38

Residences to
the East

500 48 to 49 63 48 38

Notes:

dBA = A-weighted decibels

EPA= U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ft = foot/feet

L eq = Equivalent Noise Level

Sources: Modeled by AECOM 2023

The equipment anticipated to produce the highest levels of noise would be used during site preparation. The
residential area to the south would be less impacted by this activity given the distance between these residences
and the proposed construction activities. Residences to the east of the project site are set back by a driveway and
parking area and the outdoor gathering spaces associated with these residences are located on the east of the first
row of buildings, with the buildings providing some noise attenuation benefit for these outdoor gathering spaces
during demolition and construction.

The Sacramento County Code Noise Control Ordinance contains performance standards for the purpose of
preventing unnecessary, excessive and offensive noise levels within the county. Section 6.68.090 of the
Sacramento County Code establishes that noise associated with construction, repair, remodeling, demolition,
paving, or grading is exempt from the Noise Ordinance, provided said activities do not take place between the
hours of 8:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. on weekdays and Friday commencing at 8:00 p.m. through and including 7:00
a.m. on Saturday; Saturdays commencing at 8:00 p.m. through and including 7:00 a.m. on the next following
Sunday, and on each Sunday after the hour of 8:00 p.m.

Nevertheless, if construction activities were to occur during the more noise-sensitive hours (e.g., evening,
nighttime, and early morning) or construction equipment were not properly equipped with noise control devices,
construction-generated source noise could result in annoyance and/or sleep disruption of occupants of the nearby
existing noise-sensitive land uses (e.g., residences) and create a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise
levels in the direct vicinity of the project site. Potential construction-related project impacts on existing noise-
sensitive land uses are therefore considered potentially significant.
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3.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
XI V. Population and Housing. Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

 

3.14.1 DISCUSSION 

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

No Impact. The proposed project would improve Phoenix Park in Fair Oaks in unincorporated Sacramento 
County. No additional housing would be constructed as part of the project, and the park would continue to serve 
the existing neighborhood once the proposed project is implemented. No new roads or other infrastructure would 
be included which could induce population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not induce substantial 
unplanned population growth and there would be no impact.  

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

No Impact. The proposed project would improve Phoenix Park within its existing boundaries. The park would 
not be expanded, and no housing would be removed as a result. No displacement of people would occur and 
replacement housing would not need to be constructed due to the proposed park improvements. Therefore, there 
would be no impact.  

  

3.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less than
Potentially Significant with
Significant Mitigation

Impact Incorporated

Less than
Significant

ImpactENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
XIV. Population and Housing. Would the project:

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

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

No Impact

3.14.1 Discussion

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

No Impact. The proposed project would improve Phoenix Park in Fair Oaks in unincorporated Sacramento
County. No additional housing would be constructed as part of the project, and the park would continue to serve
the existing neighborhood once the proposed project is implemented. No new roads or other infrastructure would
be included which could induce population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not induce substantial
unplanned population growth and there would be no impact.

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

No Impact. The proposed project would improve Phoenix Park within its existing boundaries. The park would
not be expanded, and no housing would be removed as a result. No displacement of people would occur and
replacement housing would not need to be constructed due to the proposed park improvements. Therefore, there
would be no impact.
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3.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING
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Less than
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ImpactENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
XIV. Population and Housing. Would the project:

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

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

No Impact

3.14.1 Discussion

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

No Impact. The proposed project would improve Phoenix Park in Fair Oaks in unincorporated Sacramento
County. No additional housing would be constructed as part of the project, and the park would continue to serve
the existing neighborhood once the proposed project is implemented. No new roads or other infrastructure would
be included which could induce population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not induce substantial
unplanned population growth and there would be no impact.

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

No Impact. The proposed project would improve Phoenix Park within its existing boundaries. The park would
not be expanded, and no housing would be removed as a result. No displacement of people would occur and
replacement housing would not need to be constructed due to the proposed park improvements. Therefore, there
would be no impact.
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3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
XVIII.  Tribal Cultural Resources. Would the project:     

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

    

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

    

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 in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe? 

    

 

3.18.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION 

On June 19, 2023, on behalf of the District, AECOM consulted with the NAHC pursuant to SB 18, California 
Government Code sections 65352.3 and 65352.4, AB 52, and Public Resources Code sections 21080.1, 
21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2. A response from the NAHC dated July 7, 2023 stated that the results of the sacred 
lands search were negative. The NAHC also provided a list of Native American contacts that may have additional 
information.  

In accordance with AB 52, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 and on behalf of the District 
AECOM prepared and distributed requests for consultation letters to the United Auburn Indian Community, Ione 
Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, Buena Vista Rancheria of Mewuk Indians, Tsi 
Akim Maidu, Wilton Rancheria, and Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe on June 30, 2023. To date no 
responses have been received.  

3.18.2 DISCUSSION 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, 

3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
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XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources. Would the project:

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

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ
Register of Historical Resources, or in local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020. l(k)?

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ
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 in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe?

3.18.1 Environmental  Sett ing

Native American Consultation

On June 19, 2023, on behalf of the District, AECOM consulted with the NAHC pursuant to SB 18, California
Government Code sections 65352.3 and 65352.4, AB 52, and Public Resources Code sections 21080.1,
21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2. A response from the NAHC dated July 7, 2023 stated that the results of the sacred
lands search were negative. The NAHC also provided a list of Native American contacts that may have additional
information.

In accordance with AB 52, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 and on behalf of the District
AECOM prepared and distributed requests for consultation letters to the United Auburn Indian Community, Ione
Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, Buena Vista Rancheria of Mewuk Indians, Tsi
Akim Maidu, Wilton Rancheria, and Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe on June 30, 2023. To date no
responses have been received.

3.18.2 Discussion

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
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XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources. Would the project:

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

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ
Register of Historical Resources, or in local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020. l(k)?

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ
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 in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe?

3.18.1 Environmental  Sett ing

Native American Consultation

On June 19, 2023, on behalf of the District, AECOM consulted with the NAHC pursuant to SB 18, California
Government Code sections 65352.3 and 65352.4, AB 52, and Public Resources Code sections 21080.1,
21080.3.1, and 21080.3.2. A response from the NAHC dated July 7, 2023 stated that the results of the sacred
lands search were negative. The NAHC also provided a list of Native American contacts that may have additional
information.

In accordance with AB 52, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 and on behalf of the District
AECOM prepared and distributed requests for consultation letters to the United Auburn Indian Community, Ione
Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, Buena Vista Rancheria of Mewuk Indians, Tsi
Akim Maidu, Wilton Rancheria, and Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe on June 30, 2023. To date no
responses have been received.

3.18.2 Discussion

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
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3.20 WILDFIRE 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
XX. Wildfire.  Would the project:      

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

 
3.20.1 DISCUSSION  

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is located in a developed area. The project site is not within or adjacent to a 
mapped wildlife hazard zone identified by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) 
pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 4201-4204 (CAL FIRE 2023). The nearest fire hazard zone is an area 
of Moderate Fire Hazard located approximately 4 miles southeast of the project site and separated from the site by 
other urban development. Additionally, Sacramento County has not designated any additional areas of very high 
fire hazard severity other than those already classified by CAL FIRE (Sacramento County 2017). The proposed 
project would maintain emergency vehicle ingress and egress throughout construction and operation. No roadway 
improvements on surrounding local roads are proposed which could impair emergency response to nearby areas. 
Therefore, there would be no impact.  

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

No Impact. As noted above, the proposed project is not located within a mapped wildfire hazard zone. The 
project proposes to improve the existing Phoenix Park and would not introduce new residents to the area nor 
result in new uses of the park which could contribute to wildfire risks. Therefore, wildfire risk would not be 
exacerbated by the proposed project and there would be no impact.  

3.20 WILDFIRE

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
XX. Wildfire. Would the project:
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Less than
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Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ |XI

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

Ǐ Ǐ Ǐ

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?
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d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
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3.20.1 Discussion

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is located in a developed area. The project site is not within or adjacent to a
mapped wildlife hazard zone identified by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE)
pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 4201-4204 (CAL FIRE 2023). The nearest fire hazard zone is an area
of Moderate Fire Hazard located approximately 4 miles southeast of the project site and separated from the site by
other urban development. Additionally, Sacramento County has not designated any additional areas of very high
fire hazard severity other than those already classified by CAL FIRE (Sacramento County 2017). The proposed
project would maintain emergency vehicle ingress and egress throughout construction and operation. No roadway
improvements on surrounding local roads are proposed which could impair emergency response to nearby areas.
Therefore, there would be no impact.

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

No Impact. As noted above, the proposed project is not located within a mapped wildfire hazard zone. The
project proposes to improve the existing Phoenix Park and would not introduce new residents to the area nor
result in new uses of the park which could contribute to wildfire risks. Therefore, wildfire risk would not be
exacerbated by the proposed project and there would be no impact.
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c)  Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?  

No Impact. The proposed project would not require the installation of infrastructure which could exacerbate fire 
risk. Therefore, there would be no impact.  

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

No Impact. The project site is exposed to low fire risk. The proposed park improvements would not expose 
people or structures to significant risks as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. 
Therefore, there would be no impact.   

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

No Impact. The proposed project would not require the installation of infrastructure which could exacerbate fire
risk. Therefore, there would be no impact.

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

No Impact. The project site is exposed to low fire risk. The proposed park improvements would not expose
people or structures to significant risks as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes.
Therefore, there would be no impact.
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Phoenix Park Improvement

Construction Start Date 1/2/2024

Operational Year 2025

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.70

Precipitation (days) 23.6

Location Jim David Park, 9050 Sunset Ave, Fair Oaks, CA 95628, USA

County Sacramento

City Unincorporated

Air District Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD

Air Basin Sacramento Valley

TAZ 663

EDFZ 13

Electric Utility Sacramento Municipal Utility District

Gas Utility Pacific Gas & Electric

App Version 2022.1.1.14

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description
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City Park 1.00 Acre 4.75 0.00 65,340 65,340 — —

Parking Lot 1.00 Acre 3.20 0.00 0.00 — — —

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.33 1.96 18.3 19.8 0.03 0.84 7.23 8.07 0.77 3.46 4.23 — 3,132 3,132 0.13 0.03 0.83 3,145

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 6.74 5.67 54.3 53.3 0.08 2.44 27.1 29.5 2.24 13.6 15.8 — 8,588 8,588 0.34 0.08 0.04 8,621

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.45 1.25 11.3 12.3 0.02 0.51 3.75 4.26 0.47 1.86 2.33 — 2,055 2,055 0.08 0.02 0.24 2,064

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.27 0.23 2.07 2.25 < 0.005 0.09 0.68 0.78 0.09 0.34 0.42 — 340 340 0.01 < 0.005 0.04 342

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2024 2.33 1.96 18.3 19.8 0.03 0.84 7.23 8.07 0.77 3.46 4.23 — 3,132 3,132 0.13 0.03 0.83 3,145

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2024 6.74 5.67 54.3 53.3 0.08 2.44 27.1 29.5 2.24 13.6 15.8 — 8,588 8,588 0.34 0.08 0.04 8,621

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2024 1.45 1.25 11.3 12.3 0.02 0.51 3.75 4.26 0.47 1.86 2.33 — 2,055 2,055 0.08 0.02 0.24 2,064

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2024 0.27 0.23 2.07 2.25 < 0.005 0.09 0.68 0.78 0.09 0.34 0.42 — 340 340 0.01 < 0.005 0.04 342

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 146 146 0.01 < 0.005 0.07 147

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 145 145 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 146

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.01 0.05 < 0.005 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 137 137 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 138

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 22.7 22.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 22.8
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2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Sector TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.7 17.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 18.0

Area — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 146 146 0.01 < 0.005 0.07 147

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.2 16.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 16.4

Area — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 145 145 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 146

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 8.65 8.65 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 8.80

Area — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37
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Sector TOG ROG NOx co SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.7 17.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 18.0

Area — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 146 146 0.01 < 0.005 0.07 147

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.2 16.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 16.4

Area — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 145 145 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 146

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 8.65 8.65 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 8.80

Area — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37
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Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.05 < 0.005 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 137 137 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 138

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.43 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.46

Area — 0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 20.8 20.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.8

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.56 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.56

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.00 0.01 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.03

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 22.7 22.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 22.8

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Preparation (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

4.34 3.65 36.0 32.9 0.05 1.60 — 1.60 1.47 — 1.47 — 5,296 5,296 0.21 0.04 — 5,314

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 19.7 19.7 — 10.1 10.1 — — — — — — —

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.05 < 0.005 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 137 137 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 138

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.43 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.46

Area — 0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 20.8 20.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.8

Water — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.56 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.56

Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.00 0.01 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.03

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 22.7 22.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 22.8

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Preparation (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road 4.34
Equipment

3.65 36.0 32.9 0.05 1.60 — 1.60 1.47 — 1.47 — 5,296 5,296 0.21 0.04 — 5,314

Dust —
From
Material
Movemen:

— — — — — 19.7 19.7 — 10.1 10.1 — — — — — — —
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Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.51 0.43 4.24 3.88 0.01 0.19 — 0.19 0.17 — 0.17 — 624 624 0.03 0.01 — 626

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 2.32 2.32 — 1.19 1.19 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.09 0.08 0.77 0.71 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 103 103 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 104

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.42 0.42 — 0.22 0.22 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.83 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 180 180 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 182

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 21.7 21.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 22.0

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.17 — 0.17 — 624 624 0.03 0.01 — 626

— 1.19 1.19 — — — — — — —

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.03 — 0.03 — 103 103 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 104

— 0.22 0.22 — — — — — — —

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.04 0.04 — 180 180 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 182

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 21.7 21.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 22.0

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.51
t

0.43 4.24 3.88 0.01 0.19 — 0.19

Dust
From
Material
Movemen

— — — — — — 2.32 2.32

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.09
t

0.08 0.77 0.71 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03

Dust
From
Material
Movemen

— — — — — — 0.42 0.42

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.83 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.60 3.60 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.65

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.3. Grading (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

2.26 1.90 18.2 18.8 0.03 0.84 — 0.84 0.77 — 0.77 — 2,958 2,958 0.12 0.02 — 2,969

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

2.26 1.90 18.2 18.8 0.03 0.84 — 0.84 0.77 — 0.77 — 2,958 2,958 0.12 0.02 — 2,969

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.60 3.60 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.65

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.3. Grading (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

2.26
t

1.90 18.2 18.8 0.03 0.84 — 0.84 0.77 — 0.77 — 2,958 2,958 0.12 0.02 — 2,969

Dust
From
Material
Movemen

— — — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

2.26
t

1.90 18.2 18.8 0.03 0.84 — 0.84 0.77 — 0.77 — 2,958 2,958 0.12 0.02 — 2,969

Dust
From
Material
Movemen

— — — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —
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0.000.000.000.000.000.00—0.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.00Onsite
truck

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.42 0.35 3.40 3.51 0.01 0.16 — 0.16 0.14 — 0.14 — 551 551 0.02 < 0.005 — 553

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 1.32 1.32 — 0.64 0.64 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.08 0.06 0.62 0.64 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 91.3 91.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 91.6

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.24 0.24 — 0.12 0.12 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.97 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 174 174 0.01 0.01 0.71 176

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 154 154 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 156

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.14 — 0.14 — 551 551 0.02 < 0.005 — 553

— 0.64 0.64 — — — — — — —

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.03 — 0.03 — 91.3 91.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 91.6

— 0.12 0.12 — — — — — — —

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.04 0.04 — 174 174 0.01 0.01 0.71 176

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.04 0.04 — 154 154 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 156

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.42
t

0.35 3.40 3.51 0.01 0.16 — 0.16

Dust
From
Material
Movemen

— — — — — — 1.32 1.32

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.08
t

0.06 0.62 0.64 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03

Dust
From
Material
Movemen

— — — — — — 0.24 0.24

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.97 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 29.5 29.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.06 29.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.88 4.88 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 4.95

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Building Construction (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.44 1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.44 1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 29.5 29.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.06 29.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.88 4.88 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 4.95

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Building Construction (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

1.44
t

1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

1.44
t

1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Off-Road
Equipment

0.34 0.29 2.67 3.13 0.01 0.12 — 0.12 0.11 — 0.11 — 571 571 0.02 < 0.005 — 573

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.06 0.05 0.49 0.57 < 0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 94.6 94.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 94.9

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.08 0.06 1.14 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 203 203 0.01 0.01 0.83 206

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.83 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 180 180 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 182

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 44.0 44.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.09 44.6

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 7.28 7.28 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 7.39

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

0.11 — 0.11 — 571 571 0.02 < 0.005 — 573

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.02 — 0.02 — 94.6 94.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 94.9

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.04 0.04 — 203 203 0.01 0.01 0.83 206

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.04 0.04 — 180 180 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 182

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.01 0.01 — 44.0 44.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.09 44.6

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 7.28 7.28 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 7.39

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.34
t

0.29 2.67 3.13 0.01 0.12 — 0.12

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.06
t

0.05 0.49 0.57 < 0.005 0.02 — 0.02

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.08 0.06 1.14 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.83 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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3.7. Paving (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.01 0.85 7.81 10.0 0.01 0.39 — 0.39 0.36 — 0.36 — 1,512 1,512 0.06 0.01 — 1,517

Paving — 0.19 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.12 0.10 0.92 1.18 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.04 — 0.04 — 178 178 0.01 < 0.005 — 179

Paving — 0.02 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.02 0.17 0.22 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 29.5 29.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 29.6

Paving — < 0.005 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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3.7. Paving (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Location TOG ROG NOx co SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

1.01
t

0.85 7.81 10.0 0.01 0.39 — 0.39 0.36 — 0.36 — 1,512 1,512 0.06 0.01 — 1,517

Paving — 0.19 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.12
t

0.10 0.92 1.18 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.04 — 0.04 — 178 178 0.01 < 0.005 — 179

Paving — 0.02 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.02
t

0.02 0.17 0.22 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 29.5 29.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 29.6

Paving — < 0.005 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

17/42



Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

18 / 42

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 154 154 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 156

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 18.6 18.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 18.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.09 3.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.13

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Architectural Coating (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.17 0.14 0.91 1.15 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 < 0.005 — 134

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 154 154 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 156

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 18.6 18.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 18.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.09 3.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.13

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Architectural Coating (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.17
t

0.14 0.91 1.15 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 < 0.005 — 134

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.01 0.05 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 7.68 7.68 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 7.71

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 1.27 1.27 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.28

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 154 154 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 156

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 9.10 9.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 9.23

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.51 1.51 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.53

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Average
Daily

— — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

0.01
t

0.01 0.05 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipmen

< 0.005
t

< 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

< 0.005 — < 0.005 — 7.68 7.68 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 7.71

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

< 0.005 — < 0.005 — 1.27 1.27 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.28

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 0.04 0.04 — 154 154 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 156

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 9.10 9.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 9.23

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

— — — — — — — — — —

0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.51 1.51 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.53

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use

4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.7 17.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 18.0

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.7 17.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 18.0

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.2 16.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 16.4

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.2 16.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 16.4

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.43 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.46

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.43 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.46

4.2. Energy

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use

4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx co SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.7 17.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 18.0

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.7 17.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 18.0

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.2 16.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 16.4

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.2 16.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 16.4

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.43 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.46

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.43 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.46

4.2. Energy
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4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — — 20.8 20.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.8

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 20.8 20.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.8

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 126

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — — 20.8 20.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.8

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 20.8 20.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.8

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

4.3. Area Emissions by Source

4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Source TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consum
er
Products

— 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Parking
Lot

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

4.3. Area Emissions by Source

4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Source TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consum
er
Products

— 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Consum
Products

— 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consum
er
Products

— 0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — 0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use

4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.56 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.56

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

Consum —
Products

0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — 0.05 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consum —
er
Products

0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — 0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use

4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 3.36 3.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.37

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.56 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.56
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Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.56 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.56

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use

4.5.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.00 0.01 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.03

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.00 0.01 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.03

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.56 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.56

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use

4.5.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yrfor annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.05 0.00 0.05 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.16

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.00 0.01 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.03

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.00 0.01 < 0.005 0.00 — 0.03
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4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use

4.6.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type

4.7.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Equipme
nt
Type

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use

4.6.1 . Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

City Park — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type

4.7.1 . Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yrfor annual)

Equipme
nt
Type

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type

4.8.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Equipme
nt
Type

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type

4.9.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type

4.8.1 . Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yrfor annual)

Equipme
nt
Type

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type

4.9.1 . Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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CO2eRN2OCH4CO2TNBCO2BCO2PM2.5TPM2.5DPM2.5EPM10TPM10DPM10ESO2CONOxROGTOGEquipme
nt
Type

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetatio
n

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Equipme
nt
Type

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yrfor annual)

Vegetatio
n

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Site Preparation Site Preparation 1/2/2024 2/29/2024 5.00 43.0 —

Grading Grading 2/28/2024 5/31/2024 5.00 68.0 —
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Site Preparation Site Preparation 1/2/2024 2/29/2024 5.00 43.0 —

Grading Grading 2/28/2024 5/31/2024 5.00 68.0 —
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Building Construction Building Construction 6/1/2024 10/1/2024 5.00 87.0 —

Paving Paving 10/2/2024 11/30/2024 5.00 43.0 —

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 12/3/2024 12/31/2024 5.00 21.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 367 0.40

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Average 4.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Grading Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Grading Graders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 7.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Average 3.00 7.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Paving Pavers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 81.0 0.42

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 6.00 37.0 0.48

5.3. Construction Vehicles

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023
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Paving Paving 10/2/2024 11/30/2024 5.00 43.0 —

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 12/3/2024 12/31/2024 5.00 21.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 367 0.40

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Average 4.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Grading Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Grading Graders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 7.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Average 3.00 7.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Paving Pavers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 81.0 0.42

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 6.00 37.0 0.48

5.3. Construction Vehicles
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5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Site Preparation — — — —

Site Preparation Worker 17.5 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Preparation Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT

Site Preparation Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading — — — —

Grading Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Grading Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT

Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction — — — —

Building Construction Worker 17.5 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 0.00 8.80 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating — — — —

Architectural Coating Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Architectural Coating Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

5.3.1. Unmitigated
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5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area Coated
(sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area Coated
(sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (cy) Material Exported (cy) Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Site Preparation — — 64.5 0.00 —

Grading — — 68.0 0.00 —

Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.45

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

City Park 3.25 0%

Parking Lot 3.20 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O
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5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (cy) Material Exported (cy) Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Site Preparation — — 64.5 0.00 —

Grading — — 68.0 0.00 —

Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.45

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

I Land Use I Area Paved (acres) I % Asphalt

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)

Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

32 /42



Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

33 / 42

2024 0.00 375 0.01 < 0.005

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources

5.9.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

City Park 0.78 1.96 2.19 420 7.11 17.9 20.0 3,824

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.10. Operational Area Sources

5.10.1. Hearths

5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq ft) Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq ft) Non-Residential Interior Area Coated
(sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area Coated
(sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

— — — — —

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number Per Day Hours per Day Hours per Year Horsepower Load Factor

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N2O and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)
Land Use Electricity (kWh/yr) CO2 CH4 N2O Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023
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5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number Per Day Hours per Day Hours per Year Horsepower Load Factor

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N2O ancI Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Land Use Electricity (kWh/yr) CO2 CH4 N2O Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)
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City Park 0.00 375 0.0129 0.0017 0.00

Parking Lot 122,107 375 0.0129 0.0017 0.00

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Indoor Water (gal/year) Outdoor Water (gal/year)

City Park 0.00 2,027,913

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Waste (ton/year) Cogeneration (kWh/year)

City Park 0.09 —

Parking Lot 0.00 —

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Equipment Type Refrigerant GWP Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate Service Leak Rate Times Serviced

City Park Other commercial A/C
and heat pumps

R-410A 2,088 < 0.005 4.00 4.00 18.0

City Park Stand-alone retail
refrigerators and
freezers

R-134a 1,430 0.04 1.00 0.00 1.00

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment
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5.15.1. Unmitigated

Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours per Day Hours per Year Horsepower Load Factor

5.16.2. Process Boilers

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number Boiler Rating (MMBtu/hr) Daily Heat Input (MMBtu/day) Annual Heat Input (MMBtu/yr)

5.17. User Defined

Equipment Type Fuel Type

— —

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

5.15.1 . Unmitigated

Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours per Day Hours per Year Horsepower Load Factor

5.16.2. Process Boilers

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number Boiler Rating (MMBtu/hr) Daily Heat Input (MMBtu/day) Annual Heat Input (MMBtu/yr)

5.17. User Defined

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

35 /42



Phoenix Park Improvement Detailed Report, 6/28/2023

36 / 42

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which assumes GHG
emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 25.9 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 5.80 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise 0.00 meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from observed
historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if received over a full
day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider different
increments of sea level rise coupled with extreme storm events. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 50 meters (m) by 50 m, or about 164 feet (ft) by 164 ft.
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data of climate,
vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A

Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat N/A N/A N/A N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A

Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures
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7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 69.3

AQ-PM 15.2

AQ-DPM 8.09

Drinking Water 8.77

Lead Risk Housing 8.10

Pesticides 0.00

Toxic Releases 17.9

Traffic 59.2

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 68.9

Groundwater 47.4

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 85.2

Impaired Water Bodies 58.7

Solid Waste 0.00

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 44.6

Cardio-vascular 36.9

Low Birth Weights 32.5

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 27.6

Housing 9.81
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Linguistic 13.3

Poverty 33.2

Unemployment 47.0

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 87.95072501

Employed 59.16848454

Median HI 85.48697549

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 82.68959322

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 11.35634544

Transportation —

Auto Access 50.17323239

Active commuting 44.24483511

Social —

2-parent households 80.41832414

Voting 96.95880919

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 83.08738612

Park access 81.35506224

Retail density 21.26267163

Supermarket access 45.28422944

Tree canopy 95.12382908
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Housing —

Homeownership 93.09636854

Housing habitability 95.09816502

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 67.39381496

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 90.2219941

Uncrowded housing 96.93314513

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 73.18105993

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 59.3

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 37.8

Cognitively Disabled 7.9

Physically Disabled 22.7

Heart Attack ER Admissions 58.0

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 19.6

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —
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Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 0.0

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 87.9

Elderly 7.3

English Speaking 82.4

Foreign-born 7.6

Outdoor Workers 55.3

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 82.4

Traffic Density 59.9

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 14.4

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 93.3

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 21.0

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 82.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) No

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No
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a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Project-specific phases and schedule.

Construction: Off-Road Equipment —

Land Use Project-specific sizes.

Construction: Trips and VMT Added # One-Way Trips/day for Building Construction and Architectural Coating phases.

Construction: Paving Project to include approximately 3.25 acres of paved recreational areas.
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CalEEMod Assumptions and Inputs

Project Name Phoenix Park Improvement

Project Location 9050 Sunset Avenue (Sacramento County)

Climate Zone 13

Land Use Setting Suburban

Operational Year 2025

Utility Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD)

Construction Workdays 5 days/week - No weekend work

Construction Start Date: 1/2/2024

Land Use

Acreage Square Feet Notes Source

Type - Subtype Recrational - City Park 4.75 206,911

For landcaped area:

4.75 acres-3.22 acres= 1.5

acres/65340sqft

Email from DeBrito dated 6/20/23

Parking Asphalt 3.22 140,000

Area A - 50,000 sq ft

parking area = 1.15 acres

Area B - 90,000 sq ft

parking area = 2.07 acres

Total parking = 3.22 acres

Total improvements NOT

parking = 8 - 3.22 = 4.75

Email confirming info dated 6/28/23

[Total Distrubance

Construction Schedule

347,175 Email from DeBrito dated 6/22/237.97

Phase Name Phase Type Days Equipment Quantity Hrs/Day Start End Workers Notes

Site Preparation Site Preparation 43

Rubber tired dozers 3 8
1/2/2024 2/29/2024

CalEEMod defaults for equipment, qty and workers

Tractors/loaders/backhoes 4 8

Grading Grading 68

Excavators 1 8

2/28/2024 5/31/2024Graders 1 8

Rubber tired dozers 1 8

Tractors/loaders/backhoes 3 8

Building Construction Building Construction 87

Cranes 1 7

6/1/2024
10/1/2024

Forklifts 3 8

Generator Sets 1 8

Tractors/loaders/backhoes 3 7

Welders 1 8

Paving Paving 43

Pavers 2 8
10/2/2024 11/30/2024Paving Equipment 2 8

Rollers 2 8

Archetectural Coating Archetectural Coating 21 Air compressors 1 6 12/3/2024 12/31/2024
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Figure 1: Project Location Map 
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Figure 2: Aerial View of Project Site 
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Figure 3: Proposed Master Plan Overview  
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