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Public Hearing: The Planning Commission will consider the project at their Regular Meeting 
scheduled for March 7, 2024, at 5:00 p.m. (or thereafter).  

Public Review Period: A 30-day public review period will begin on January 29, 2024. Written 
comments must be mailed, faxed, submitted in person, or via email to the contact person identified 
below no later than 5:00 p.m. on February 27, 2023. Please direct comments to: 

Rodney L. Horton, MPA 
Community Development Director 
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1733 9th Street 
Reedley, CA 93654 
Phone: 559-637-4200 
Email: rodney.horton@reedley.ca.gov  
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2023, in response to the AB 52 consultation notice, the contacted Tribe requested an 
archaeological survey for the project site and the submittal of survey results to the Tribe, as well 
as the presence of an cultural/archeological monitor during construction activities on site. As 
such, AB 52 requirements for the proposed project have been fulfilled. 
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suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or 
vegetative ground cover. 

�x All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads 
shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water or 
chemical stabilizer/suppressant. 

�x All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, 
grading, cut and fill, and demolition activities shall be effectively 
controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of 
water or by presoaking.  

�x When materials are transported off site, all material shall be 
covered, or effectively wetted to limit visible dust emissions, 
and at least 6 inches of freeboard space from the top of the 
container shall be maintained. 

�x All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the 
accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent public streets at the 
end of each workday. (The use of dry rotary brushes is expressly 
prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient 
wetting to limit the visible dust emissions. Use of blower 
devices is expressly forbidden.) 

�x Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of 
materials from, the surface of out-door storage piles, said piles 
shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emission utilizing 
sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant. 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR-1, construction of the proposed project would not 
result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of PM10 or any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an applicable NAAQS or California Ambient Air Quality 
Standard (CAAQS) and impacts would be less than significant. 

Long-Term (Operational) Emissions. Long-term air pollutant emission impacts are those associated 
with mobile sources (e.g., vehicle and truck trips), energy sources (e.g., electricity and natural gas), 
and area sources (e.g., architectural coatings and the use of landscape maintenance equipment) 
related to the proposed project. PM10 emissions result from running exhaust, tire and brake wear, 
and the entrainment of dust into the atmosphere from vehicles traveling on paved roadways. 
Entrainment of PM10 occurs when vehicle tires pulverize small rocks and pavement, and the vehicle 
wakes generate airborne dust. The contribution of tire and brake wear is small compared to the 
other PM emission processes. Gasoline-powered engines have small rates of particulate matter 
emissions compared with diesel-powered vehicles.  

Energy source emissions result from activities in buildings for which electricity and natural gas are 
used. The quantity of emissions is the product of usage intensity (i.e., the amount of electricity or 
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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 U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service?  

    

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means?  

    

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 Impact Analysis 

LSA conducted a Biological Resources Assessment (BRA)12 to assess potential impacts of the 
proposed project on biological resources. The following summarizes the resources and methods 
used to assess the project site, and findings of the BRA. 

3.4.1.1 Environmental Setting 

The project site is located along the eastern portion of the San Joaquin Valley floor in Fresno County. 
The project site is relatively flat with little topographic variation and is at approximately 347 feet 
above mean sea level in elevation. Travers Creek and its associated disturbed riparian habitat are 
located within the project site to the west and north. There are no other drainage features, 
depressional wetlands, or riparian areas present in the project site or immediate surroundings. The 
project site is currently an active orchard and contains two agricultural support buildings and one 
single-family residence. According to historic aerial imagery, the project site has remained in its 

 
12  LSA Associates, Inc. 2023. Biological Resources Assessment for the East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park 

Project in Reedley, Fresno County, California. October 10. 
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Mitigation Measure BIO-7 Construction Site Housekeeping and Operational Requirements. 
The following measures will be implemented to avoid or minimize 
impacts on special-status species and general wildlife: 

�x All excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than 6 
inches deep shall be covered at the close of each working day 
with plywood or similar materials. If the trenches or holes 
cannot be closed, one or more escape ramps constructed of 
earth fill or wooden planks shall be installed. Any such features 
that are left open overnight will be searched each day prior to 
construction activities to ensure no animals are trapped. Work 
will not continue until trapped animals have moved out of open 
trenches or have been relocated out of the work area.  

�x No monofilament plastic (e.g., straw roll netting) will be used 
for erosion control. 

�x All work will be completed during daytime hours. All project 
activity must terminate 30 minutes before sunset and must not 
start until 30 minutes after sunrise. Sunrise and sunset times 
are established by the U.S. Naval Observatory Astronomical 
Applications Department for the geographic area where the 
project is located. 

�x All construction pipes, culverts, or similar structures with a 
diameter of 4 inches or greater that are stored at a construction 
site for one or more overnight periods shall be thoroughly 
inspected for wildlife before the pipe is subsequently buried, 
capped, or otherwise used or moved in any way. If a listed 
species is discovered inside a pipe, that section of pipe shall not 
be moved until USFWS and/or CDFW has been consulted. If 
necessary, and under the direct supervision of a qualified 
biologist, the pipe may be moved only once to remove it from 
the path of construction activity, until the listed species has 
escaped. In the case of trapped animals, escape ramps or 
structures shall be installed immediately to allow the animal(s) 
to escape, or the USFWS and CDFW shall be contacted for 
further guidance. 

�x Work crews or the qualified biologist will inspect open trenches, 
pits, and under construction equipment and material left onsite 
in the morning and evening to look for wildlife that may have 
become trapped or are seeking refuge. 

�x All food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and 
food scraps shall be disposed of in securely closed containers 



 

E A S T  H U N T S M A N  A V E N U E  I N D U S T R I A L  P A R K  P R O J E C T  
R E E D L E Y ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

I N I T I A L  S T U D Y / M I T I G A T E D  N E G A T I V E  D E C L A R A T I O N   
J A N U A R Y  2 0 2 4  

 

P:\20231045.02 Huntsman\PRODUCTS\IS-MND\Public Review\Huntsman_ISMND-Public_Review_Draft.docx (01/29/24) 3-28 

and removed at least once a week from a construction or 
project site. 

�x Pets, such as dogs or cats, shall not be permitted on the project 
site. 

�x Use of rodenticides and herbicides in project site shall be 
restricted. This is necessary to prevent primary or secondary 
poisoning of native predators and the depletion of prey 
populations on which they depend. All uses of such compounds 
shall observe label and other restrictions mandated by the 
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), California 
Department of Food and Agriculture, and other State and 
federal legislation. If rodent control must be conducted, zinc 
phosphide shall be used. 

b. Would the project 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 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Habitat values of the project site have been severely diminished due 
to periodic site disturbance associated with longstanding agricultural activities on the site. As such, 
although the CNDDB search for the project identified occurrences of four special-status natural (i.e., 
plant) communities, Great Valley Mixed Riparian Forest, Northern Claypan Vernal Pool, Northern 
Hardpan Vernal Pool, and Valley Sacaton Grassland, within the nine-quad search area for the 
project, these habitat types do not occur within the project site or in the immediate vicinity. 
Additionally, although disturbed riparian vegetation exists along Travers Creek, which bounds the 
project site to the west and north, the project would maintain the 25-foot-wide easements that 
exist along both sides of Travers Creek, and no project improvements that could impact disturbed 
riparian vegetation would occur in this area. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would have a less than significant impact related to a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations or by the CDFW or the USFWS. 

c. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As previously discussed, Travers Creek and 
associated disturbed riparian vegetation bounds the project site to the west and north. Based on 
project design plans, improvements to the project site would be entirely outside of any jurisdictional 
areas associated with Travers Creek (including disturbed riparian habitat), and no new 
encroachment or fill is expected to impact resources associated with the Travers Creek. 
Furthermore, the project would maintain the 25-foot-wide easements that exist along both sides of 
Travers Creek. 
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However, due to the proximity of the Travers Creek to the project site, construction activities within 
the project site could result in indirect temporary impacts such as dust, potential fuel/fluid spills 
from construction equipment, construction-related runoff, and erosion, which could potentially 
enter Travers Creek. Construction activities involving ground disturbance could also result in the 
introduction and/or proliferation of nonnative, invasive plant species, which could further 
outcompete and/or displace the limited native vegetation within the Travers Creek or adjacent 
riparian habitat areas. As such, implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-8, which requires 
implementation of erosion control methods and proper storage of construction equipment, and 
Mitigation Measure BIO-9, which addresses the potential spread of invasive plant species, would be 
required to reduce potential impacts to Travers Creek to a less than significant level. Therefore, with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-8 and BIO-9, the project would result in less than 
significant impacts to state or federally protected wetlands. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-8 Erosion Control and Best Management Practices. Prior to the start 
of construction, the project contractor shall clearly delineate all 
construction areas and equipment staging areas. The designated 
areas shall be located in such a manner as to prevent any loose soil 
or spill runoff from entering Travers Creek. All equipment 
maintenance, staging, and dispensing of fuel, oil, or any other such 
activities used by the Project Contractor shall take place in these 
designated staging areas.  

Adequate erosion and sedimentation barriers (e.g., silt fencing) shall 
be installed around the perimeters of work area by the Project 
Contractor and remain in place during project construction to 
prevent any sediment or debris from entering Travers Creek. For 
work areas adjacent to Travers Creek, barriers shall consist of a 
minimum 3-foot-tall silt fencing buried to a depth of approximately 
6 inches below the soil surface (or as otherwise specified in a 
project-specific erosion control or spill prevention plan). These 
barriers shall be inspected by the Project Contractor on a regular 
basis and maintained and repaired as necessary to ensure that there 
are no holes or tears that could entrap and pose a hazard to wildlife. 
This fencing used to delineate the work area will also serve as a 
temporary barrier to minimize the potential for special-status 
species to enter work areas during construction and/or become 
trapped within the fenced project site. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-9 Invasive Species Control. Any nonnative plants removed during the 
course of construction shall be contained and properly disposed of 
offsite. All mulch, topsoil, seed mixes, or other plantings used for 
erosion-control shall be free of invasive plant species seeds or 
propagules. No plant species listed on the California Invasive Plant 
Council (Cal-IPC) inventory shall be installed in the project site, and 
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?  
    

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

    

c. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of formal cemeteries? 

    

 
3.5.1 Impact Analysis 

Peak & Associates, Inc. prepared a Cultural Resource Assessment 17 for the proposed project to 
assess potential impacts to cultural resources. The following impact discussion summarizes the 
study and results. 

3.5.1.1 Records Search 

A record search was conducted for the project site by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information 
Center on August 7, 2023 (SSJVIC No. 23-313). No portion of the project site has ever been surveyed 
for cultural resources. Four surveys have been completed to the west of the project site, located 
completely or partially within the 0.25-mile record search radius, with no cultural resources located. 
Furthermore, no known cultural sites were found within the project site. The only resource within a 
0.25 radius of the project site is P-10-004675, the route of the Atchinson, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railroad (later the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad). 

3.5.1.2 Field Survey 

A field survey of the project site was conducted on October 14, 2023, by Peak & Associates, Inc. 
Archeological Field Director Michael Lawson. The project site has been leveled for agriculture, and is 
currently a peach orchard. The western and southern boundaries of the parcel are a channelized 
drainage, approximately 15 to 20 feet wide, 8 to 10 feet deep with a 4- to 5-foot water depth, 
identified as Travers Creek on older topographic maps.  

Due to the natural water source adjacent to the project site, an intensive, complete survey was 
conducted within 150 feet of the current channelized ditch/drainage. Outside the 150-foot intensive 
survey area, a general survey was conducted. For the intensive survey area, parallel transects of 2 to 
5 meters apart were used to ensure adequate inspection. Parallel transects of 10 to 20 meters were 
used in the remainder of the project site.  

Although review of historic maps show a structure located in the southeast corner of the project 
parcel, this building is not currently present on the project site. Intensive survey within a 50-foot 

 
17  Peak & Associates, Inc. 2023. Cultural Resource Assessment for the East Huntsman Industrial Park Project, 

City of Reedley, California. October 27. 
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3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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 
Division of Mines and Geology 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), 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 Impact Analysis 

a. Would the project 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 Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42.  

Less Than Significant Impact. Fault ruptures are generally expected to occur along active fault 
traces that have exhibited signs of recent geological movement (i.e., within the past 11,000 
years). Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones delineate areas around active faults with potential 
surface fault rupture hazards that would require specific geological investigations prior to 
approval of certain kinds of development within the delineated area. The project site is not 
located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.24 In addition, no known active or 

 
24  California Department of Conservation (DOC). 2021. EQ Zapp: California Earthquake Hazards Zone 

Application. Website: https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/geohazards/eq-zapp (accessed June 2023). 
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the proposed project to expose people or structures to risk as a result of landslides would be 
less than significant. 

b. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Grading and earthmoving during project construction has the 
potential to result in erosion and loss of topsoil. Exposed soils could be entrained in stormwater 
runoff and transported off the project site. However, this impact would not be substantial because 
the project is required to comply with water quality control measures, which include preparation of 
a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) (refer to Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water 
Quality). Although designed primarily to protect stormwater quality, the SWPPP would incorporate 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize erosion. Additional details regarding the SWPPP are 
provided in Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, of this Initial Study. Impacts related to 
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil would be less than significant. No mitigation is required. 

c. Would the project 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As described in discussion a) in this section, soils on the project site 
would not be subject to liquefaction, lateral spreading, or landslides. Additionally, the proposed 
project would be required to conform with the California Building Code, which would reduce risks 
related to unstable soils. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact 
related to unstable soils. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Expansive soils are characterized by the potential for shrinking and 
swelling as the moisture content of the soil decreases and increases, respectively. Shrink-swell 
potential is influenced by the amount and type of clay minerals present and can be measured by the 
percent change of the soil volume. The project site contains various soil types, with the majority 
consisting of Greenfield sandy loam, Hanford sandy loam, Hanford coarse sandy loam and Delhi 
sand, all soil types with a low shrink-swell potential.26 Compliance with CBC requirements would 
ensure the implementation of design features that would reduce potential impacts related to 
expansive soils to a less than significant level. As such, the risk of expansive soil affecting the 
proposed project is considered low and would represent a less than significant impact. 

e. Would the project 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? 

 
26  Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS). n.d. Web Soil Survey. Website: 

https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx (accessed June 2023). 
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3.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials?  

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, would the project result 
in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or 
working in the project area?  

    

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

    

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

    

 
3.9.1 Impact Analysis 

a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activities associated with the proposed project would 
involve the use of limited amounts of potentially hazardous materials, including but not limited to, 
solvents, paints, fuels, oils, and transmission fluids. However, all materials used during construction 
would be contained, stored, and handled in compliance with applicable standards and regulations 
established by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), the EPA, and the 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA). 

The proposed project would develop the project site into a light industrial park that would include 
office, warehouse and retail uses, truck maintenance and truck wash buildings, parking in the form 
of employee or truck parking stalls, and associated infrastructure and circulation improvements. No 
uses utilizing large amounts of hazardous materials are anticipated to occur within the project site. 
Project operation would involve the use of small quantities of commercially available hazardous 
materials (e.g., paint, cleaning supplies, fuels) that could be potentially hazardous if handled 
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improperly or ingested. However, these products are not considered acutely hazardous and are not 
generally considered unsafe. All storage, handling, and disposal of hazardous materials during 
project construction and operation would comply with applicable standards and regulations, 
including Fresno County General Plan Policy HS-F.1. 

Policy HS-F.1 The County shall require that facilities that handle hazardous materials or 
hazardous wastes be designed, constructed, and operated in accordance with applicable 
hazardous materials and waste management laws and regulations. 

As a result, the proposed project would not create significant hazards to the public or environment 
through the transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, and a less than significant impact 
would occur. 

b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

Less Than Significant Impact. See discussion a) above. The proposed project would not use 
substantial amounts hazardous materials which release would result in a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment. Additionally, the proposed project would also comply, as applicable, with 
DTSC, EPA, and OSHA regulations for the storage, handling, and disposal of hazardous materials. 
Additionally, the project would comply with local regulations like Fresno County General Plan Policy 
HS-F.1, included in discussion for a), which requires compliance with local, State and federal 
standards and procedures for the handling, use, transport and disposal of hazardous materials. As a 
result, the proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment, and impacts would be less than significant. 

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The closest existing schools to the project site are the KC Kids Pre-
School, located approximately 0.9 mile from the site, Jefferson Elementary School, located 
approximately 1 mile from the site, and the Silas Bartsch School, located approximately 0.9 mile 
from the site. The project site is not located within 0.25 mile of an existing school. As previously 
discussed, the proposed project would introduce a light industrial park to the project site, which 
would not result in the use or emission of substantial quantities of hazardous materials that would 
pose a human or environmental health risk. In addition, all hazardous materials within the project 
site would be handled, stored, and disposed of in accordance with applicable standards and 
regulations. Therefore, because the proposed project would not result in the emission of hazardous 
materials or acutely hazardous substances, the impact would be less than significant. 
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3.13 NOISE 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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 2 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 Impact Analysis 

The analysis in this section is based on the Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis41 prepared for the 
proposed project, included as Appendix C of this Initial Study. 

a. Would the project result in 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? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Noise is usually defined as unwanted sound. 
Noise consists of any sound that may produce physiological or psychological damage and/or 
interfere with communication, work, rest, recreation, and sleep. Several noise measurement scales 
exist that are used to describe noise in a particular location. A decibel (dB) is a unit of measurement 
that indicates the relative intensity of a sound. Sound levels in dB are calculated on a logarithmic 
basis. An increase of 10 dB represents a 10-fold increase in acoustic energy, while 20 dB is 100 times 
more intense and 30 dB is 1,000 times more intense. Each 10 dB increase in sound level is perceived 
as approximately a doubling of loudness; and similarly, each 10 dB decrease in sound level is 
perceived as half as loud. Sound intensity is normally measured through the A-weighted sound level 
(dBA). This scale gives greater weight to the frequencies of sound to which the human ear is most 
sensitive. The A-weighted sound level is the basis for 24-hour sound measurements that better 
represent human sensitivity to sound at night. 

the noise source, the lower the perceived noise level would be. Geometric spreading causes the 
sound level to attenuate or be reduced, resulting in a 6 dB reduction in the noise level for each 
doubling of distance from a single point source of noise to the noise sensitive receptor of concern.  

 
41 LSA Associates, Inc. 2024. Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis - East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park 

Project, Reedley, California. January. 
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�x NE 6.1.2: In order to maintain an acceptable noise environment, the following maximum 
acceptable noise levels should be established for various land use designations (see Tables C 
and D). 

�x NE 6.1.3: Areas subject to a DNL greater than 60 dBA are identified as noise impact zones. 
As part of the special permit process the proposed development project will be required to 
have an acoustical analysis prepared by a license engineer. The report should also include 
practical and reasonable mitigation measures. 

�x NE 6.1.4: Within noise impact zones, the City will evaluate the noise impact on development 
proposals. Mitigating measures, including but not limited to the following, may be required:  

(a) Setbacks, berms, and barriers.  

(b) Acoustical design of structures.  

(c) Location of structures. 

�x NE 6.1.5: Design of all proposed development should incorporate features necessary to 
minimize adverse noise impacts, while also minimizing effects on surrounding lands uses. 

Table 3.13.A: Allowable City-Wide Noise Exposure �t Transportation 

Location of Measurement Allowable Transportation Source Noise Exposure 

 Noise Sensitive Land Uses New Transportation Noise Sources 

Indoor 45 dBA Ldn 45 dBA Ldn 

Outdoor 60 dBA Ldn 60 dBA Ldn 
Source: City of Reedley (2014). 
Notes:  
1. This table is applicable to noise sources created by either new development and/or new transportation projects. 
2. Based on an evaluation of the existing condition and proposed project, the Community Development Director may allow 
exterior exposure up to 65 dB Ldn where practical application of construction practices has been used to mitigate exterior 
noise exposure. 
dBA = A-weighted decibels 
Ldn = day-night average noise level 
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prepared for the project (Appendix C), average noise level at the project site is approximately 59.2 
dBA. 

The following section describes how the short-term construction and long-term operational noise 
impacts of the proposed project would be less than significant with mitigation. 

Short-Term (Construction) Noise Impacts. Two types of short-term noise impacts could occur during 
the construction of the proposed project: noise generated by construction crew commutes and 
noise generated during construction phases, which include includes site preparation, grading, 
building construction, paving, and architectural coating on the project site. The CalEEMod output for 
the project indicates that the project would result in an additional 642 vehicles, consisting of worker 
and hauling trips, being added to Huntsman Avenue, the roadway adjacent to the project site. 
Because the existing traffic volume on Huntsman Avenue is approximately 570, the future 
construction-related vehicle trips would increase by 3.3 dBA Ldn. Although a noise level increase 
greater than 3 dBA would be perceptible to the human ear in an outdoor environment, the Ldn on 
Huntsman Avenue would be 54.9 dBA Ldn, which is below the 60 dBA Ldn exterior City standard. 
Therefore, short-term construction-related impacts associated with worker commute and 
equipment transport to the project site would be less than significant. 

The second type of short-term noise impact is related noise generated from construction activities. 
Construction is completed in discrete steps, each of which has its own mix of equipment and, 
consequently, its own noise characteristics. These various sequential phases would change the 
character of the noise generated on the site and, therefore, the noise levels surrounding the site as 
construction progresses. Despite the variety in the type and size of construction equipment, 
similarities in the dominant noise sources and patterns of operation allow construction-related 
noise ranges to be categorized by work phase.  

Table 3.13.D: Typical Construction Equipment Noise Levels 

Equipment Description Acoustical Usage Factor (%)1 
Maximum Noise Level 

(Lmax) at 50 Feet2 

Auger Drill Rig 20 84 

Backhoes 40 80 

Compactor (ground) 20 80 

Compressor 40 80 

Cranes 16 85 

Dozers 40 85 

Dump Trucks 40 84 

Excavators 40 85 

Flat Bed Trucks 40 84 

Forklift 20 85 

Front-end Loaders 40 80 

Graders 40 85 

Impact Pile Drivers 20 95 

Jackhammers 20 85 

Paver 50 77 

Pickup Truck 40 55 

Pneumatic Tools 50 85 
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While construction noise will vary, it is expected that composite noise levels during construction at 
the nearest off-site sensitive residential uses to the east would reach an average noise level of 
64 dBA Leq during daytime hours. These predicted noise levels would only occur when all 
construction equipment is operating simultaneously and, therefore, are assumed to be rather 
conservative in nature. While construction-related short-term noise levels have the potential to be 
higher than existing ambient noise levels in the project area under existing conditions, the noise 
impacts would no longer occur once project construction is completed.  

The proposed project would implement Mitigation Measure NOI-1, which requires compliance with 
the construction hours specified in the General Plan EIR, which states that construction activities are 
allowed between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m, and with best construction practices that 
include use of noise attenuation fixtures for construction equipment, and the location of staging 
areas and stationary construction equipment away from nearby sensitive uses. As it relates to off-
site uses, construction-related noise impacts would not exceed the 80 dBA Leq construction noise 
level criteria, as established by the FTA for residential land uses for the average daily condition as 
modeled from the center of the project site. Construction would be temporary, and with compliance 
with Mitigation Measure NOI-1, noise impacts to nearby sensitive receptors would be minimized. As 
such, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation. 

Long-Term Operational Noise Impacts. The following section addresses possible noise level 
increases in the project vicinity resulting from implementation of the proposed project, including 
mobile and stationary noise sources. Mobile noise sources include traffic noise. Stationary noise 
sources include noise associated with heating, ventilation, air conditioning (HVAC) equipment, truck 
deliveries and loading and unloading activities, and truck maintenance and wash. 

�x Traffic Noise. The guidelines included in the FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model 
(FHWA-RD-77 108) were used to evaluate highway traffic-related noise conditions along 
roadway segments in the project vicinity. This model requires various parameters, including 
traffic volumes, vehicle mix, vehicle speed, and roadway geometry, to compute typical 
equivalent noise levels during daytime, evening, and nighttime hours. 

The without and with project scenario traffic volumes were obtained from the Traffic Impact 
Study for East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project.42 Specific model assumptions and 
output sheets can be found in the Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis (Appendix C). The model 
results show that the increase in project-related traffic noise would be up to 6.5 dBA on 
Huntsman Avenue. Although the noise level increase is greater than 3 dBA, the Ldn on Huntsman 
Avenue would be 53.9 dBA Ldn, which is below the 60 dBA Ldn exterior City standard. Therefore, 
traffic noise impacts from project-related traffic on off-site sensitive receptors would be less 
than significant and no mitigation measures are required. 

�x Stationary Operational Noise. To provide a conservative analysis of noise impacts to off-site 
sensitive land uses from the proposed operational activities, it is assumed that operations would 
occur equally during all daytime hours of the day and that 4 loading docks would be active at all 

 
42  LSA Associates, Inc. 2023. Traffic Impact Study - East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project, Reedley 

California. December. 
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times. Additionally, it is assumed that within any given hour, 15 heavy trucks would maneuver to 
park near or back into one of the proposed loading docks. To determine the future noise 
impacts from project operations to the nearby noise sensitive uses, a 3-D noise model, 
SoundPLAN, was used to incorporate the site topography as well as the shielding from the 
proposed buildings, and the proposed 10 ft high wall along the eastern and northeastern 
property line. Following is a description of stationary noise sources and levels considered in the 
SoundPLAN analysis.  

�|  Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning Equipment. The project would have various 
rooftop mechanical equipment, including HVAC units, on the proposed buildings. Based on 
the project site plan, the project is assumed to have a total of 46 rooftop HVAC units and 
assumed to operate 24 hours per day. The HVAC equipment could operate 24 hours per day 
and would generate sound power levels (SPL) of up to 87 dBA SPL or 72 dBA Leq at 5 ft, 
based on manufacturer data (Trane n.d.). 

�|  Truck Deliveries, Truck Loading and Unloading Activities, Truck Maintenance and Truck 
Wash Operations. Noise levels generated by delivery trucks would be similar to noise 
readings from truck loading and unloading activities, which generate a noise level of 75 dBA 
Leq at 20 ft based on measurements taken by LSA (Operational Noise Impact Analysis for 
Richmond Wholesale Meat Distribution Center43). Shorter term noise levels that occur during 
the docking process taken by LSA were measured to be 76.3 dBA Leq at 20 ft. Delivery trucks 
would arrive on site and maneuver their trailers so that trailers would be parked within the 
loading docks. During this process, noise levels are associated with the truck engine noise, 
air brakes, and back-up alarms while the truck is backing into the dock. These noise levels 
would occur for a shorter period of time (less than 5 minutes). After a truck enters the 
loading dock, the doors would be closed, and the remainder of the truck loading activities 
would be enclosed and therefore much less perceptible. To present a conservative 
assessment, it is assumed that truck arrivals and departure activities could occur at 15 
spaces for a period of less than 5 minutes each and unloading activities could occur at 4 
docks simultaneously for a period of more than 30 minutes in a given hour.  

Truck Maintenance. The significant sources of noise in the service area include impact 
wrenches and car lifts.  

�v Impact wrenches: It is assumed that an impact wrench would operate for a total of 30 
minutes per hour. Based on reference information gathered from Dewalt, an impact 
wrench would produce a noise level of 104 dBA SPL at a distance of 2 feet. 

�v Drive Ratchets: It is assumed that a drive ratchet would operate for a total of 30 minutes 
per hour. Based on reference information gathered from Milwaukee, an impact wrench 
would produce a noise level of 99 dBA SPL at a distance of 2 feet. 

 
43  LSA Associates, Inc. 2016. Operational Noise Impact Analysis for Richmond Wholesale Meat Distribution 

Center. May. 
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Table 13.3.G: Potential Construction Vibration Annoyance Impacts 
at Nearest Receptor 

Receptor (Location) 
Reference Vibration 
Level (VdB) at 25 ft1 

Distance (ft) 2 
Vibration Level 

(VdB) 

Residences (East) 
87 

800 42 

Residences (Northeast) 1,145 37 
Source: Compiled by LSA (2023). 
1 The reference vibration level is associated with a large bulldozer, which is expected to be representative 

of the heavy equipment used during construction. 
2 The reference distance is associated with the average condition, identified by the distance from the 

center of construction activities to surrounding uses. 
ft = foot/feet 
VdB = vibration velocity decibels 

 

Table 13.3.H: Potential Construction Vibration Damage Impacts at 
Nearest Receptor 

Receptor (Location) 
Reference Vibration 
Level (PPV) at 25 ft1 

Distance (ft)2 
Vibration Level  

(PPV) 

Residences (East) 
0.089 

20 0.124 

Residences (Northeast) 380 0.002 
Source: Compiled by LSA (2023). 
1 The reference vibration level is associated with a large bulldozer, which is expected to be 

representative of the heavy equipment used during construction. 
2 The reference distance is associated with the peak condition, identified by the distance from the 

perimeter of construction activities to surrounding structures. 
ft = foot/feet 
PPV = peak particle velocity  

 

Based on the information provided in Table 13.3.G, vibration levels are expected to approach 42 
VdB at the closest residential uses located east of the project site, which is below the 78 VdB 
threshold for annoyance.  

Based on the information provided in Table 13.3.H, vibration levels are expected to approach 0.124 
PPV in/sec at the nearest surrounding off-site structures and would not exceed the 0.2 PPV in/sec 
damage threshold considered safe for non-engineered timber and masonry buildings. Vibration 
levels at all other nearby buildings would be lower. Furthermore, because construction activities 
would be limited to the allowed period between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., vibration 
impacts would not occur during the more sensitive nighttime hours. Therefore, project construction 
would not result in any vibration damage, and impacts would be less than significant.  

Operational Vibration Impacts. The proposed project would not generate vibration levels related to 
on-site operations. The streets surrounding the project area are paved, smooth, and unlikely to 
cause significant groundborne vibration. In addition, the rubber tires and suspension systems of on-
road vehicles provide vibration isolation. Based on a reference vibration level of 0.076 in/sec PPV, 
structures greater than 20 ft from the roadways that contain project trips would experience 







3-77 

I N I T I A L  S T U D Y / M I T I G A T E D  N E G A T I V E  D E C L A R A T I O N   
J A N U A R Y  2 0 2 4  

E A S T  H U N T S M A N  A V E N U E  I N D U S T R I A L  P A R K  P R O J E C T  
R E E D L E Y ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\20231045.02 Huntsman\PRODUCTS\IS-MND\Public Review\Huntsman_ISMND-Public_Review_Draft.docx (01/29/24) 

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site currently contains one dwelling unit, which would be 
preserved with the proposed project. As such, the proposed project would not displace existing 
people or housing from the site necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 
Impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation is required. 
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3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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 a local register of historical 
resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k)? Or 

    

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

    

 
3.18.1 Impact Analysis 

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

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

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The State requires lead agencies to 
consider the potential effects of proposed projects and consult with California Native American 
tribes during the local planning process for the purpose of protecting traditional Tribal Cultural 
Resources (TCRs) through the State CEQA Guidelines. Pursuant to PRC Section 21080.3.1, the 
lead agency shall begin consultation with the California Native American tribe that is 
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographical area of the proposed project. Such 
significant cultural resources are either sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, 
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3.20 WILDFIRE 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

    

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

    

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 Impact Analysis 

a. Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not interfere with any emergency 
evacuation routes within Reedley or an adopted emergency response plan. The project would not 
impede access to any nearby roadways that may serve as emergency access routes in the project 
vicinity. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

b. Would the project, 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is in an area mapped by CAL FIRE as LRA Unzoned, 
indicating that the area is urbanized and not susceptible to wildland conflagrations, and is not 
located within a VHFHSZ.51 The project site would comply with City and County fire safety 
regulations for project construction and operation. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
exacerbate wildfire risks and potentially expose project occupants to wildfires. The impact would be 
less than significant. 

 
51  California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE). 2022. Fresno County State Responsibility 

Area Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Website: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022/ 
(accessed August 2023). 
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4.1 REPORT PREPARERS 

4.1.1 City of Reedley 

1733 9th Street 
Reedley, CA, California 93654 

Rodney L. Horton, MPA, Community Development Director 

4.1.2 LSA Associates, Inc.  

4.1.2.1 Project Management and Report Production, Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

2565 Alluvial Avenue, Suite 172  
Clovis, California 93611 

Amy Fischer, President, Principal in Charge 
Kyle Simpson, Principal/Project Manager 
Cara Carlucci, Associate 
Nathaly Granda Bustamante, Environmental Planner 
Patty Linder, Graphics/Document Production 

4.1.2.2 Transportation 

1500 Iowa Avenue, Suite 200 
Riverside, California 92507 

Ambarish Mukherjee, AICP, PE, Principal 

4.1.2.3 Noise 

157 Park Place 
Point Richmond, CA 94801 

JT Stephens, Principal, Noise and Vibration 
Moe Abushanab, Mechanical Noise Engineer 

4.1.2.4 Biological Resources 

285 South Street, Suite P 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401  

Kelly McDonald, Biologist 
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Melinda Peak, Senior Historian/Archeologist 
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project

Construction Start Date 1/6/2025

Operational Year 2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 1.90

Precipitation (days) 31.4

Location 20349 E Huntsman Ave, Reedley, CA 93654, USA

County Fresno

City Unincorporated

Air District San Joaquin Valley APCD

Air Basin San Joaquin Valley

TAZ 2511

EDFZ 5

Electric Utility Pacific Gas & Electric Company

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.20

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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Industrial Park 352 1000sqft 39.8 351,560 32,670 — — —

Parking Lot 705 Space 2.23 0.00 0.00 — — —

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

Sector # Measure Title

Construction C-5 Use Advanced Engine Tiers

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.11 13.4 20.3 0.03 0.51 1.00 1.51 0.47 0.24 0.71 — 4,051 4,051 0.14 0.17 4,110

Mit. 0.90 3.59 20.3 0.03 0.05 1.00 1.05 0.05 0.24 0.30 — 4,051 4,051 0.14 0.17 4,110

%
Reduced

19% 73% — — 90% — 30% 89% — 58% — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 111 30.4 36.0 0.06 1.25 7.76 8.70 1.12 3.96 4.80 — 6,706 6,706 0.27 0.17 6,731

Mit. 111 4.48 36.0 0.06 0.12 7.76 7.86 0.12 3.96 4.06 — 6,706 6,706 0.27 0.17 6,731

%
Reduced

< 0.5% 85% — — 90% — 10% 89% — 15% — — — — — —

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Unmit. 4.38 10.1 13.9 0.02 0.39 0.96 1.35 0.36 0.32 0.68 — 2,771 2,771 0.10 0.10 2,804

Mit. 4.22 2.43 13.9 0.02 0.04 0.96 1.00 0.04 0.32 0.36 — 2,771 2,771 0.10 0.10 2,804

%
Reduced

4% 76% — — 90% — 26% 89% — 47% — — — — — —

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.80 1.84 2.54 < 0.005 0.07 0.18 0.25 0.07 0.06 0.12 — 459 459 0.02 0.02 464

Mit. 0.77 0.44 2.54 < 0.005 0.01 0.18 0.18 0.01 0.06 0.07 — 459 459 0.02 0.02 464

%
Reduced

4% 76% — — 90% — 26% 89% — 47% — — — — — —

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

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2025 1.11 13.4 20.3 0.03 0.51 1.00 1.51 0.47 0.24 0.71 — 4,051 4,051 0.14 0.17 4,110

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2025 111 30.4 36.0 0.06 1.25 7.76 8.70 1.12 3.96 4.80 — 6,706 6,706 0.27 0.17 6,731

2026 111 1.16 1.78 < 0.005 0.07 0.16 0.23 0.06 0.04 0.10 — 289 289 0.01 0.01 292

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2025 4.38 10.1 13.9 0.02 0.39 0.96 1.35 0.36 0.32 0.68 — 2,771 2,771 0.10 0.10 2,804

2026 0.43 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.15 1.15 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.17

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

2025 0.80 1.84 2.54 < 0.005 0.07 0.18 0.25 0.07 0.06 0.12 — 459 459 0.02 0.02 464

2026 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.19 0.19 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.19
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2.3. Construction Emissions by Year, Mitigated

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

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2025 0.90 3.59 20.3 0.03 0.05 1.00 1.05 0.05 0.24 0.30 — 4,051 4,051 0.14 0.17 4,110

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2025 111 4.48 36.0 0.06 0.12 7.76 7.86 0.12 3.96 4.06 — 6,706 6,706 0.27 0.17 6,731

2026 111 0.72 1.78 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.16 0.16 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 — 289 289 0.01 0.01 292

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2025 4.22 2.43 13.9 0.02 0.04 0.96 1.00 0.04 0.32 0.36 — 2,771 2,771 0.10 0.10 2,804

2026 0.43 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.15 1.15 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.17

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

2025 0.77 0.44 2.54 < 0.005 0.01 0.18 0.18 0.01 0.06 0.07 — 459 459 0.02 0.02 464

2026 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.19 0.19 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.19

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 12.4 5.06 30.3 0.05 0.33 2.14 2.47 0.32 0.54 0.86 391 12,013 12,403 40.7 0.61 13,706

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —



East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project Custom Report, 10/17/2023

13 / 66

Unmit. 9.68 5.12 13.6 0.05 0.30 2.14 2.44 0.30 0.54 0.84 391 11,709 12,100 40.8 0.63 13,397

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 10.9 5.09 20.9 0.05 0.31 2.10 2.41 0.31 0.53 0.84 391 11,808 12,199 40.8 0.62 13,498

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.00 0.93 3.81 0.01 0.06 0.38 0.44 0.06 0.10 0.15 64.7 1,955 2,020 6.75 0.10 2,235

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 1.68 1.16 11.8 0.03 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,616 2,616 0.11 0.13 2,667

Area 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 12.4 5.06 30.3 0.05 0.33 2.14 2.47 0.32 0.54 0.86 391 12,013 12,403 40.7 0.61 13,706

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 1.49 1.35 10.4 0.02 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,376 2,376 0.13 0.14 2,422

Area 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822
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Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 9.68 5.12 13.6 0.05 0.30 2.14 2.44 0.30 0.54 0.84 391 11,709 12,100 40.8 0.63 13,397

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 1.51 1.25 10.2 0.02 0.01 2.10 2.11 0.01 0.53 0.54 — 2,443 2,443 0.12 0.14 2,491

Area 9.22 0.06 7.54 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 31.0 31.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 31.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 10.9 5.09 20.9 0.05 0.31 2.10 2.41 0.31 0.53 0.84 391 11,808 12,199 40.8 0.62 13,498

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

Mobile 0.28 0.23 1.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38 0.39 < 0.005 0.10 0.10 — 405 405 0.02 0.02 412

Area 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Energy 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 1,516 1,516 0.19 0.02 1,525

Water — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total 2.00 0.93 3.81 0.01 0.06 0.38 0.44 0.06 0.10 0.15 64.7 1,955 2,020 6.75 0.10 2,235

2.6. Operations Emissions by Sector, Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 1.68 1.16 11.8 0.03 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,616 2,616 0.11 0.13 2,667

Area 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1
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Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 12.4 5.06 30.3 0.05 0.33 2.14 2.47 0.32 0.54 0.86 391 12,013 12,403 40.7 0.61 13,706

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 1.49 1.35 10.4 0.02 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,376 2,376 0.13 0.14 2,422

Area 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 9.68 5.12 13.6 0.05 0.30 2.14 2.44 0.30 0.54 0.84 391 11,709 12,100 40.8 0.63 13,397

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 1.51 1.25 10.2 0.02 0.01 2.10 2.11 0.01 0.53 0.54 — 2,443 2,443 0.12 0.14 2,491

Area 9.22 0.06 7.54 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 31.0 31.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 31.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 10.9 5.09 20.9 0.05 0.31 2.10 2.41 0.31 0.53 0.84 391 11,808 12,199 40.8 0.62 13,498

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

Mobile 0.28 0.23 1.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38 0.39 < 0.005 0.10 0.10 — 405 405 0.02 0.02 412

Area 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Energy 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 1,516 1,516 0.19 0.02 1,525

Water — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141
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Waste — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total 2.00 0.93 3.81 0.01 0.06 0.38 0.44 0.06 0.10 0.15 64.7 1,955 2,020 6.75 0.10 2,235

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Preparation (2025) - Unmitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.90 24.0 28.3 0.05 0.94 — 0.94 0.84 — 0.84 — 5,295 5,295 0.21 0.04 5,314

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 7.67 7.67 — 3.94 3.94 — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.66 0.78 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 145 145 0.01 < 0.005 146

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.21 0.21 — 0.11 0.11 — — — — — —

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.12 0.14 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 24.0 24.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 24.1

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.04 0.04 — 0.02 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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.05 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 94.2 94.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 95.6

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 2.67 2.67 < 0.005 < 0.005 2.72

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.44 0.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.45

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

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

3.2. Site Preparation (2025) - Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.50 2.59 28.3 0.05 0.10 — 0.10 0.10 — 0.10 — 5,295 5,295 0.21 0.04 5,314

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 7.67 7.67 — 3.94 3.94 — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.07 0.78 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 145 145 0.01 < 0.005 146

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.21 0.21 — 0.11 0.11 — — — — — —

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.01 0.14 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 24.0 24.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 24.1

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.04 0.04 — 0.02 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

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07 0.05 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 94.2 94.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 95.6

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 2.67 2.67 < 0.005 < 0.005 2.72

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.44 0.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.45

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

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

3.3. Grading (2025) - Unmitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.18 30.3 35.3 0.06 1.25 — 1.25 1.12 — 1.12 — 6,599 6,599 0.27 0.05 6,622
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Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 3.59 3.59 — 1.42 1.42 — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.06 1.66 1.94 < 0.005 0.07 — 0.07 0.06 — 0.06 — 362 362 0.01 < 0.005 363

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.20 0.20 — 0.08 0.08 — — — — — —

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.30 0.35 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 59.9 59.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 60.1

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.04 0.04 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — —

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.05 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 108 108 < 0.005 0.01 109

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 6.11 6.11 < 0.005 < 0.005 6.21

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.01 1.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.03

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

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

3.4. Grading (2025) - Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.64 4.43 35.3 0.06 0.12 — 0.12 0.12 — 0.12 — 6,599 6,599 0.27 0.05 6,622

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 3.59 3.59 — 1.42 1.42 — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.04 0.24 1.94 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 362 362 0.01 < 0.005 363

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.20 0.20 — 0.08 0.08 — — — — — —
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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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.04 0.35 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 59.9 59.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 60.1

Dust From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.04 0.04 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — —

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.05 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 108 108 < 0.005 0.01 109

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 6.11 6.11 < 0.005 < 0.005 6.21

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.01 1.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.03

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

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

3.5. Building Construction (2025) - Unmitigated
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Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O CO2e

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.44 11.8 14.3 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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.44 11.8 14.3 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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.24 6.48 7.84 0.01 0.28 — 0.28 0.25 — 0.25 — 1,314 1,314 0.05 0.01 1,318

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

0.04 1.18 1.43 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 218 218 0.01 < 0.005 218

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.63 0.34 5.50 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.80 0.00 0.19 0.19 — 895 895 0.03 0.04 911
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Vendor 0.04 1.22 0.54 0.01 0.01 0.19 0.20 0.01 0.05 0.06 — 758 758 0.02 0.11 794

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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.55 0.41 4.45 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.80 0.00 0.19 0.19 — 794 794 0.04 0.04 807

Vendor 0.04 1.30 0.57 0.01 0.01 0.19 0.20 0.01 0.05 0.06 — 759 759 0.02 0.11 793

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.31 0.20 2.48 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.43 0.00 0.10 0.10 — 451 451 0.02 0.02 458

Vendor 0.02 0.69 0.30 < 0.005 0.01 0.10 0.11 0.01 0.03 0.03 — 416 416 0.01 0.06 435

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

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

Worker 0.06 0.04 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 74.7 74.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 75.9

Vendor < 0.005 0.13 0.06 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 68.8 68.8 < 0.005 0.01 72.0

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

3.6. Building Construction (2025) - Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.23 2.03 14.3 0.02 0.04 — 0.04 0.04 — 0.04 — 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
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————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road
Equipment

0.23 2.03 14.3 0.02 0.04 — 0.04 0.04 — 0.04 — 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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.13 1.11 7.84 0.01 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 1,314 1,314 0.05 0.01 1,318

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.20 1.43 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 218 218 0.01 < 0.005 218

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.63 0.34 5.50 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.80 0.00 0.19 0.19 — 895 895 0.03 0.04 911

Vendor 0.04 1.22 0.54 0.01 0.01 0.19 0.20 0.01 0.05 0.06 — 758 758 0.02 0.11 794

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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.55 0.41 4.45 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.80 0.00 0.19 0.19 — 794 794 0.04 0.04 807

Vendor 0.04 1.30 0.57 0.01 0.01 0.19 0.20 0.01 0.05 0.06 — 759 759 0.02 0.11 793

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Worker 0.31 0.20 2.48 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.43 0.00 0.10 0.10 — 451 451 0.02 0.02 458

Vendor 0.02 0.69 0.30 < 0.005 0.01 0.10 0.11 0.01 0.03 0.03 — 416 416 0.01 0.06 435

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

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

Worker 0.06 0.04 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 74.7 74.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 75.9

Vendor < 0.005 0.13 0.06 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 68.8 68.8 < 0.005 0.01 72.0

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

3.7. Paving (2025) - Unmitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.32 8.62 10.6 0.01 0.39 — 0.39 0.36 — 0.36 — 1,511 1,511 0.06 0.01 1,517

Paving 0.39 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.35 0.44 < 0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.01 — 0.01 — 62.1 62.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 62.3

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.06 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 10.3 10.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 10.3

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.06 0.04 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 80.7 80.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 82.0

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.44 3.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.49

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.57 0.57 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.58

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

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

3.8. Paving (2025) - Mitigated

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

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.16 1.93 10.6 0.01 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 1,511 1,511 0.06 0.01 1,517

Paving 0.39 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.08 0.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 62.1 62.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 62.3

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.01 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 10.3 10.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 10.3

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.06 0.04 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 80.7 80.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 82.0

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
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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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.44 3.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.49

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.57 0.57 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.58

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

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

3.9. Architectural Coating (2025) - Unmitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.05 1.09 0.96 < 0.005 0.07 — 0.07 0.06 — 0.06 — 134 134 0.01 < 0.005 134

Architectu
ral
Coatings

110 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.46< 0.005< 0.0054.444.44—< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.0050.030.04< 0.005Off-Road
Equipment

Architectu
ral
Coatings

3.67 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 0.74 0.74 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.74

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.67 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.11 0.08 0.89 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 159 159 0.01 0.01 161

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 5.48 5.48 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.57

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.91 0.91 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.92
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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

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

3.10. Architectural Coating (2025) - Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.65 0.96 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 134 134 0.01 < 0.005 134

Architectu
ral
Coatings

110 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.02 0.03 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 4.44 4.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 4.46

Architectu
ral
Coatings

3.67 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 0.74 0.74 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.74
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Architectu
Coatings

0.67 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.11 0.08 0.89 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 159 159 0.01 0.01 161

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 5.48 5.48 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.57

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.91 0.91 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.92

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

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

3.11. Architectural Coating (2026) - Unmitigated

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

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.05 1.09 0.96 < 0.005 0.07 — 0.07 0.06 — 0.06 — 134 134 0.01 < 0.005 134

Architectu
ral
Coatings

110 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 0.52 0.52 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.52

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.43 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 0.09 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.09

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.08 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

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

Worker 0.10 0.07 0.82 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 156 156 0.01 0.01 158

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.63 0.63 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.64

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

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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.10 0.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.11

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

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

3.12. Architectural Coating (2026) - Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.65 0.96 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 134 134 0.01 < 0.005 134

Architectu
ral
Coatings

110 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 0.52 0.52 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.52

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.43 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 0.09 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.09

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.08 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.10 0.07 0.82 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 156 156 0.01 0.01 158

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

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

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.63 0.63 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.64

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
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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

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

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.10 0.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.11

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

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

1.68 1.16 11.8 0.03 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,616 2,616 0.11 0.13 2,667

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

Total 1.68 1.16 11.8 0.03 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,616 2,616 0.11 0.13 2,667

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

1.49 1.35 10.4 0.02 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,376 2,376 0.13 0.14 2,422

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

Total 1.49 1.35 10.4 0.02 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,376 2,376 0.13 0.14 2,422

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Industrial
Park

0.28 0.23 1.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38 0.39 < 0.005 0.10 0.10 — 405 405 0.02 0.02 412

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

Total 0.28 0.23 1.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38 0.39 < 0.005 0.10 0.10 — 405 405 0.02 0.02 412

4.1.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

1.68 1.16 11.8 0.03 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,616 2,616 0.11 0.13 2,667

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

Total 1.68 1.16 11.8 0.03 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,616 2,616 0.11 0.13 2,667

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

1.49 1.35 10.4 0.02 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,376 2,376 0.13 0.14 2,422

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

Total 1.49 1.35 10.4 0.02 0.01 2.14 2.16 0.01 0.54 0.55 — 2,376 2,376 0.13 0.14 2,422

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

Industrial
Park

0.28 0.23 1.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38 0.39 < 0.005 0.10 0.10 — 405 405 0.02 0.02 412

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

Total 0.28 0.23 1.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38 0.39 < 0.005 0.10 0.10 — 405 405 0.02 0.02 412
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4.2. Energy

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 763 763 0.12 0.01 770

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 7.87 7.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 7.95

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 771 771 0.12 0.02 778

4.2.2. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 763 763 0.12 0.01 770

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 7.87 7.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 7.95

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 771 771 0.12 0.02 778

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512
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0.000.000.000.000.00—0.00—0.000.00—0.000.000.000.000.00Parking
Lot

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Industrial
Park

0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

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

Total 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

4.2.4. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Industrial
Park

0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

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

Total 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

4.3. Area Emissions by Source

4.3.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

2.51 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Total 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Consumer
Products

1.37 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.08 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

0.23 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Total 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

4.3.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

2.51 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Total 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Consumer
Products

1.37 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.08 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

0.23 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Total 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use

4.4.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

4.4.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850
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Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use

4.5.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

4.5.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136
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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 ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

4.6.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

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)
Equipmen
t
Type

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.7.2. Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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)
Equipmen
t
Type

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.8.2. Mitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O 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)
Equipmen
t
Type

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9.2. Mitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O 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 (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetation ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

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

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.5. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Sequester — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data
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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 1/6/2025 1/17/2025 5.00 10.0 —

Grading Grading 1/20/2025 2/14/2025 5.00 20.0 —

Building Construction Building Construction 2/17/2025 11/21/2025 5.00 200 —

Paving Paving 11/24/2025 12/12/2025 5.00 15.0 —

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 12/15/2025 1/2/2026 5.00 15.0 —

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 Tier 3 3.00 8.00 367 0.40

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Tier 3 4.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Grading Excavators Diesel Tier 3 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Grading Graders Diesel Tier 3 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Tier 3 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Grading Scrapers Diesel Tier 3 2.00 8.00 423 0.48

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Tier 3 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Tier 3 1.00 7.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Tier 3 3.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Tier 3 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Tier 3 3.00 7.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Welders Diesel Tier 3 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Paving Pavers Diesel Tier 3 2.00 8.00 81.0 0.42
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Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Tier 3 2.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Paving Rollers Diesel Tier 3 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Tier 3 1.00 6.00 37.0 0.48

5.2.2. Mitigated

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

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Tier 4 Final 3.00 8.00 367 0.40

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Tier 4 Final 4.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Grading Excavators Diesel Tier 4 Final 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Grading Graders Diesel Tier 4 Final 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Tier 4 Final 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Grading Scrapers Diesel Tier 4 Final 2.00 8.00 423 0.48

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Tier 4 Final 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Tier 4 Final 1.00 7.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Tier 4 Final 3.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Tier 3 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Diesel Tier 4 Final 3.00 7.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Welders Diesel Tier 4 Final 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Paving Pavers Diesel Tier 4 Final 2.00 8.00 81.0 0.42

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Tier 4 Final 2.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Paving Rollers Diesel Tier 4 Final 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Tier 4 Final 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 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Preparation Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Site Preparation Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading — — — —

Grading Worker 20.0 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Grading Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction — — — —

Building Construction Worker 148 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 57.6 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating — — — —

Architectural Coating Worker 29.5 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Architectural Coating Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT
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5.3.2. Mitigated

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

Site Preparation — — — —

Site Preparation Worker 17.5 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Preparation Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Site Preparation Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading — — — —

Grading Worker 20.0 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Grading Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction — — — —

Building Construction Worker 148 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 57.6 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating — — — —

Architectural Coating Worker 29.5 7.70 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Architectural Coating Vendor — 4.00 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT



East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project Custom Report, 10/17/2023

60 / 66

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water unpaved roads twice daily 55% 55%

Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 25 mph 44% 44%

Sweep paved roads once per month 9% 9%

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)

Architectural Coating 0.00 0.00 527,340 175,780 5,828

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 — — 15.0 0.00 —

Grading — — 60.0 0.00 —

Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.23

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 2 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving
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Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

Industrial Park 0.00 0%

Parking Lot 2.23 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2025 0.00 204 0.03 < 0.005

2026 0.00 204 0.03 < 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

Industrial Park 587 587 587 214,293 3,063 3,063 3,063 1,118,007

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.9.2. Mitigated

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

Industrial Park 587 587 587 214,293 3,063 3,063 3,063 1,118,007

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
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5.10.1.2. Mitigated

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)

0 0.00 527,340 175,780 5,828

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Season Unit Value

Snow Days day/yr 0.00

Summer Days day/yr 180

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated

Season Unit Value

Snow Days day/yr 0.00

Summer Days day/yr 180

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)

Industrial Park 8,242,809 204 0.0330 0.0040 14,040,986

Parking Lot 85,094 204 0.0330 0.0040 0.00

5.11.2. Mitigated

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

Industrial Park 8,242,809 204 0.0330 0.0040 14,040,986

Parking Lot 85,094 204 0.0330 0.0040 0.00

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

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

Industrial Park 81,298,250 448,468

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00

5.12.2. Mitigated

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

Industrial Park 81,298,250 448,468

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

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

Industrial Park 436 —

Parking Lot 0.00 —

5.13.2. Mitigated

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

Industrial Park 436 —



East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project Custom Report, 10/17/2023

64 / 66

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

Industrial Park Other commercial A/C
and heat pumps

R-410A 2,088 0.30 4.00 4.00 18.0

5.14.2. Mitigated

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

Industrial Park Other commercial A/C
and heat pumps

R-410A 2,088 0.30 4.00 4.00 18.0

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

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

5.15.2. Mitigated

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
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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

5.18.1.2. Mitigated

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

5.18.1.2. Mitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration
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5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

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

5.18.2.2. Mitigated

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

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Land Use The proposed project would divide the 42-acre project site into 26 lots, which would be developed
with light industrial uses. The lots would include office, warehouse, retail uses, and truck maintenance
building. Future tenants have not be identified. Additionally, 2.23 acres of parking would be provided
including, employee, guest, and truck parking stalls.

Construction: Construction Phases Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to occur over a total 12-month period starting
January 2025, and ending January 2026.

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Assuming use of Tier 3 construction equipment consistent with information provided by Project
Applicant.

Operations: Vehicle Data The proposed project would generate 691 average daily trips, including 517 passenger cars, 38
two-axle trucks, 31 three-axle trucks, and 105 four+-axle trucks. All four+-axle trips are evaluated in a
separate model run.

Operations: Fleet Mix Revised fleet mix to reflect 517 passenger cars (50% LDA, 25% LDT1, 25% LDT2), 38 two-axle
trucks (100% MDV), 31 three-axle trucks (100% MHD), and 105 four+-axle trucks. All four+-axle trips
are evaluated in a separate model run.
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project - Heavy Heavy Duty Truck Trips

Operational Year 2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 1.90

Precipitation (days) 31.4

Location 20349 E Huntsman Ave, Reedley, CA 93654, USA

County Fresno

City Unincorporated

Air District San Joaquin Valley APCD

Air Basin San Joaquin Valley

TAZ 2511

EDFZ 5

Electric Utility Pacific Gas & Electric Company

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.20

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

Industrial Park 352 1000sqft 39.8 351,560 32,670 — — —
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Parking Lot 705 Space 2.23 0.00 0.00 — — —

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

Sector # Measure Title

Construction C-5 Use Advanced Engine Tiers

2. Emissions Summary

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 10.9 19.4 21.5 0.16 0.57 3.84 4.41 0.55 1.03 1.59 391 23,612 24,002 40.9 2.73 25,964

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 8.40 20.3 6.23 0.16 0.55 3.84 4.38 0.53 1.03 1.57 391 23,553 23,944 40.9 2.73 25,873

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 9.64 20.1 13.7 0.16 0.56 3.78 4.34 0.54 1.02 1.56 391 23,582 23,972 40.9 2.73 25,915

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.76 3.66 2.51 0.03 0.10 0.69 0.79 0.10 0.19 0.28 64.7 3,904 3,969 6.77 0.45 4,290

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.22 15.5 3.02 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,215 14,215 0.26 2.25 14,925

Area 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 10.9 19.4 21.5 0.16 0.57 3.84 4.41 0.55 1.03 1.59 391 23,612 24,002 40.9 2.73 25,964

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.20 16.5 3.06 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,220 14,220 0.26 2.25 14,897

Area 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 8.40 20.3 6.23 0.16 0.55 3.84 4.38 0.53 1.03 1.57 391 23,553 23,944 40.9 2.73 25,873

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.21 16.2 3.04 0.13 0.26 3.78 4.04 0.25 1.02 1.26 — 14,217 14,217 0.26 2.25 14,908

Area 9.22 0.06 7.54 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 31.0 31.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 31.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5



East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project - Heavy Heavy Duty Truck Trips Custom Report, 10/17/2023

10 / 37

Total 9.64 20.1 13.7 0.16 0.56 3.78 4.34 0.54 1.02 1.56 391 23,582 23,972 40.9 2.73 25,915

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

Mobile 0.04 2.96 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.69 0.74 0.05 0.19 0.23 — 2,354 2,354 0.04 0.37 2,468

Area 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Energy 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 1,516 1,516 0.19 0.02 1,525

Water — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total 1.76 3.66 2.51 0.03 0.10 0.69 0.79 0.10 0.19 0.28 64.7 3,904 3,969 6.77 0.45 4,290

2.6. Operations Emissions by Sector, Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.22 15.5 3.02 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,215 14,215 0.26 2.25 14,925

Area 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 10.9 19.4 21.5 0.16 0.57 3.84 4.41 0.55 1.03 1.59 391 23,612 24,002 40.9 2.73 25,964

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.20 16.5 3.06 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,220 14,220 0.26 2.25 14,897

Area 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213
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Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 8.40 20.3 6.23 0.16 0.55 3.84 4.38 0.53 1.03 1.57 391 23,553 23,944 40.9 2.73 25,873

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.21 16.2 3.04 0.13 0.26 3.78 4.04 0.25 1.02 1.26 — 14,217 14,217 0.26 2.25 14,908

Area 9.22 0.06 7.54 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 31.0 31.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 31.1

Energy 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 9,154 9,154 1.15 0.10 9,213

Water — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total 9.64 20.1 13.7 0.16 0.56 3.78 4.34 0.54 1.02 1.56 391 23,582 23,972 40.9 2.73 25,915

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

Mobile 0.04 2.96 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.69 0.74 0.05 0.19 0.23 — 2,354 2,354 0.04 0.37 2,468

Area 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Energy 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 1,516 1,516 0.19 0.02 1,525

Water — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total 1.76 3.66 2.51 0.03 0.10 0.69 0.79 0.10 0.19 0.28 64.7 3,904 3,969 6.77 0.45 4,290

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)



East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project - Heavy Heavy Duty Truck Trips Custom Report, 10/17/2023

12 / 37

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.22 15.5 3.02 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,215 14,215 0.26 2.25 14,925

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

Total 0.22 15.5 3.02 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,215 14,215 0.26 2.25 14,925

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.20 16.5 3.06 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,220 14,220 0.26 2.25 14,897

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

Total 0.20 16.5 3.06 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,220 14,220 0.26 2.25 14,897

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

Industrial
Park

0.04 2.96 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.69 0.74 0.05 0.19 0.23 — 2,354 2,354 0.04 0.37 2,468

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

Total 0.04 2.96 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.69 0.74 0.05 0.19 0.23 — 2,354 2,354 0.04 0.37 2,468

4.1.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.22 15.5 3.02 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,215 14,215 0.26 2.25 14,925
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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

Total 0.22 15.5 3.02 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,215 14,215 0.26 2.25 14,925

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.20 16.5 3.06 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,220 14,220 0.26 2.25 14,897

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

Total 0.20 16.5 3.06 0.13 0.26 3.84 4.10 0.25 1.03 1.28 — 14,220 14,220 0.26 2.25 14,897

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

Industrial
Park

0.04 2.96 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.69 0.74 0.05 0.19 0.23 — 2,354 2,354 0.04 0.37 2,468

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

Total 0.04 2.96 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.69 0.74 0.05 0.19 0.23 — 2,354 2,354 0.04 0.37 2,468

4.2. Energy

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700
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————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 763 763 0.12 0.01 770

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 7.87 7.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 7.95

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 771 771 0.12 0.02 778

4.2.2. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 47.6 47.6 0.01 < 0.005 48.0

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 4,607 4,607 0.75 0.09 4,652
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48.0< 0.0050.0147.647.6———————————Parking
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 4,654 4,654 0.75 0.09 4,700

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — 763 763 0.12 0.01 770

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 7.87 7.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 7.95

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 771 771 0.12 0.02 778

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Industrial
Park

0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747
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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

Total 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

4.2.4. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Total 0.21 3.77 3.17 0.02 0.29 — 0.29 0.29 — 0.29 — 4,500 4,500 0.40 0.01 4,512

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

Industrial
Park

0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

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

Total 0.04 0.69 0.58 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 745 745 0.07 < 0.005 747

4.3. Area Emissions by Source
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4.3.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

2.51 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Total 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Consumer
Products

1.37 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.08 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —



East Huntsman Avenue Industrial Park Project - Heavy Heavy Duty Truck Trips Custom Report, 10/17/2023

18 / 37

5.15< 0.005< 0.0055.135.13—< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.0051.380.010.23Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

Total 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

4.3.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

2.51 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Total 10.5 0.13 15.3 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 62.9 62.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 63.1

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consumer
Products

7.53 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architectu
ral
Coatings

0.45 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total 7.98 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Consumer
Products

1.37 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Architectu
Coatings

0.08 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landscap
e
Equipmen
t

0.23 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

Total 1.68 0.01 1.38 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.13 5.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 5.15

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use

4.4.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141
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Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

4.4.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 156 180 335 16.0 0.38 850

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 25.8 29.7 55.5 2.65 0.06 141

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use
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4.5.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

4.5.2. Mitigated

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 235 0.00 235 23.5 0.00 822

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

Parking
Lot

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — 38.9 0.00 38.9 3.89 0.00 136

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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91.5———————————————Industrial
Park

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

4.6.2. Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 91.5

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

Industrial
Park

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 15.2

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)
Equipmen
t
Type

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.7.2. Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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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)
Equipmen
t
Type

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.8.2. Mitigated

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

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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26 / 37

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)
Equipmen
t
Type

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9.2. Mitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O CO2e
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27 / 37

————————————————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)
Vegetation ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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 ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O CO2e
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28 / 37

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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29 / 37

————————————————Sequester
ed

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

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

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

Sequester
ed

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Removed — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.10.5. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated

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

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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